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Abstract—Pinching-antenna systems (PASS) have emerged as a
promising technology due to their ability to dynamically recon-
figure wireless propagation environments. A novel PASS-based
multi-user non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) framework is
proposed by exploiting the waveguide-division (WD) transmission
characteristic. Specifically, each NOMA user cluster is served
by one dedicated waveguide, and the corresponding pinching
beamforming is exploited to enhance the intra-cluster perfor-
mance while mitigating the inter-cluster interference. Based on
this framework, a sum-rate maximization problem is formulated
for jointly optimizing power allocation, pinching beamforming,
and user scheduling. To solve this problem, a two-step algorithm
is developed, which decomposes the original problem into two
subproblems. For the joint power allocation and pinching beam-
forming design, a penalty dual decomposition (PDD) algorithm
is proposed to obtain the locally optimal solutions. Specifically,
the coupling constraints are alleviated through augmented La-
grangian relaxation, and the resulting augmented Lagrangian
(AL) problem is decomposed into four subproblems, which are
solved by the block coordinate descent (BCD) method. For
the user scheduling, a low-complexity matching algorithm is
developed to solve the user-to-waveguide assignment problem.
Simulation results demonstrate that 1) the proposed PASS-
based NOMA framework under the WD transmission struc-
ture achieves significant sum-rate gain over conventional fixed-
position antenna systems and orthogonal multiple access (OMA)
scheme; and 2) the proposed matching-based user scheduling
algorithm achieves near-optimal user-waveguide association with
low computational complexity.

Index Terms—Non-orthogonal multiple access, pinching an-
tenna, pinching beamforming, power allocation, user scheduling.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, flexible-antenna systems have gained sig-
nificant research attention in wireless communications due
to their ability to reconfigure the wireless propagation en-
vironment [1], [2]. For instance, novel antenna architectures
such as fluid-antenna (FA) and movable-antenna (MA) systems
can dynamically adjust the positions of antennas to enhance
channel conditions [3]-[5]. However, a critical limitation of
these systems is that antennas movement is always constrained
within a few wavelengths [6]. While the movement in a
confined region is effective for mitigating small-scale fading,
it is insufficient for combating large-scale path loss. Another
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example of flexible-antenna systems is the reconfigurable in-
telligent surface (RIS), which reconfigures the propagation en-
vironment by intelligently adjusting phase shifts [7]. Although
RISs can be leveraged to provide additional virtual links
for communication users, they often suffer from the double-
fading issue, which also limits their capability to mitigate
large-scale path loss. Consequently, how to combat large-scale
path loss remains a key challenge for existing flexible-antenna
technologies [8], [9].

To tackle this challenge, pinching antenna systems (PASS)
have recently emerged as a novel flexible-antenna tech-
nique [10], [11]. PASS employ dielectric waveguides with low
propagation losses to transmit signals, where pinching dielec-
tric particles known as pinching antennas (PAs) are deployed at
any position along the waveguide for radiating signals into the
free space. By dynamically deploying these PAs, the system
can direct radiation to establish strong line-of-sight (LoS) links
with communication users, and significantly reduce large-
scale path loss. This capability results in significant gains in
received signal strength and coverage reliability. Moreover,
PASS exhibit excellent scalability compared to conventional
antenna systems, because adding or removing PAs at selected
positions on the waveguide is easy to implement and does not
change the internal structure of the PASS.

One characteristic of PASS is that multiple PAs activated
on a single dielectric waveguide transmits the same sig-
nal [12]. Considering this limitation, when the number of
users to be served simultaneously exceeds the number of
waveguides, conventional spatial multiplexing methods cannot
meet the service requirements, which motivates the use of
non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA). Specifically, NOMA
exploits superposition coding at transmitter and successive
interference cancellation (SIC) at receiver to serve multiple
users in the time, frequency, or code domain. This principle
of NOMA inherently aligns with the requirement that all PAs
on a single waveguide transmit the same signal in PASS.
Therefore, the combination of NOMA and PASS in the multi-
user scenario deserves further investigation.

A. Related Works

With the growing importance of the aforementioned bene-
fits, extensive research works have been devoted to PASS [13]-
[18]. To explore the performance of PASS, the achievable
array gain was analyzed in [13], which demonstrated the
existence of an optimal inter-antenna spacing. Furthermore,
the authors of [14] proposed an orthogonal frequency-division
multiple access (OFDMA) framework and developed a low-
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complexity two-stage resource allocation algorithm to over-
come the severe inter-symbol interference in multi-user PASS.
Since the effective activation of PAs at appropriate locations
is a critical issue in PASS, some research has focused on the
design of pinching beamforming. To maximize the downlink
transmission rate, the authors of [15] considered a single-
user system and developed a two-stage algorithm by jointly
optimizing transmit and pinching beamforming design. The
authors of [16] integrated a multi-user multiple-input single-
output (MISO) multicast scenario and proposed a unified
cross-entropy optimization framework to jointly optimize PA
placement and transmit beamforming. Moreover, a graph neu-
ral network was employed in [18] to jointly optimize the PA
placement and power allocation by modeling the downlink
PASS as a bipartite graph. For the uplink scenario, the authors
of [17] developed a decoupled optimization approach to maxi-
mize the minimum user data rate, which uniquely transformed
the antenna positioning into a convex problem and provided a
closed-form solution for resource allocation.

To facilitate multi-user communications, the combination of
NOMA and PASS has attracted some research contributions
recently. In [19], the authors proposed a low-complexity place-
ment design for pinching-antenna-assisted networks, where a
closed-form solution was derived to optimize the placement of
multiple PAs in both time division multiple access (TDMA)
and NOMA schemes. Furthermore, the authors of [20] for-
mulated a sum rate maximization problem with PA activation
and proposed a low-complexity matching algorithm to obtain
a near-optimal solution. In [21], the authors conducted a
rigorous analytical optimization for a simplified two-user
NOMA framework, deriving a closed-form expression of PA
location that ensured user fairness. To minimize power con-
sumption, the authors of [22] studied a two-user NOMA sys-
tem, developing a two-stage algorithm for PA positioning and
providing a comprehensive performance comparison against
the orthogonal multiple access (OMA) scheme. Considering
the uplink PASS framework, the authors of [23] proposed an
alternating optimization (AO) framework in which a modified
particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm was utilized to
optimize the antenna position while a low-complexity solution
was derived for resource allocation. In addition, the authors
of [24] developed a two-user cognitive radio-inspired NOMA
framework, and proposed a joint PA positions and power
allocation design to maximize the secondary user’s data rate
under the quality-of-service (QoS) constraint imposed by the
primary user. Moreover, a PASS-aided NOMA protocol was
investigated in [25] within a wireless powered communication
network, where resource allocation and PAs positioning are
jointly optimized for maximizing the sum rate of the uplink
system.

B. Motivations and Contributions

While the combination of NOMA and PASS has been
explored, existing research has primarily focused on simple
scenarios, typically involving a single waveguide serving a
single group of NOMA users. To explore the full potential
of this technology in large-scale networks, it is essential to

consider more complex deployments with multiple waveg-
uides. However, the multi-waveguide architecture requires
the complex joint optimization of transmit beamforming and
pinching beamforming, which inevitably introduces signif-
icant computational challenges. To address this issue, this
paper proposes a novel PASS-NOMA framework based on a
waveguide-division (WD) architecture. For the WD structure,
each waveguide is responsible for transmitting a single data
stream dedicated to its intended user, enabling the baseband to
carry out simple power allocation and significantly reducing
design complexity. Furthermore, the corresponding pinching
beamforming within the dedicated waveguide is exploited to
enhance intra-cluster performance while effectively mitigating
inter-cluster interference.

However, the NOMA system based on the WD architecture
also introduces certain new challenges. On the one hand, a
critical user scheduling problem arises from this architecture.
This issue involves two coupled decisions: the partitioning
of users into distinct NOMA clusters, and the assignment of
these clusters to the available waveguides. Due to the vast
number of possible assignments, finding the optimal schedule
via conventional exhaustive search becomes intractable. On
the other hand, for a given user scheduling scheme, the
joint optimization of power allocation and pinching beam-
forming remains a highly complex and non-convex problem
due to the complex exponential and fractional terms and
highly coupled optimization variables. In addition, unlike
the single-waveguide PASS architecture, the multi-waveguide
system must address the challenge of mitigating inter-cluster
interference by leveraging pinching beamforming. Motivated
by these challenges, this paper develops a novel WD-PASS-
based NOMA framework. The contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows:

o We consider a novel WD-PASS-based NOMA communi-
cations framework, where each user cluster is served by
a dedicated waveguide. Based on this framework, we for-
mulate a joint power allocation, pinching beamforming,
and user scheduling optimization problem to maximize
the system’s sum rate, while satisfying the base station
(BS) power constraint and user QoS limitation.

o We decompose the original formulation into two prob-
lems. For the joint power allocation and pinching beam-
forming design, we transform the non-convex optimiza-
tion problem into a weighted minimum mean square error
(WMMSE) problem. Then, we develop a penalty dual
decomposition (PDD) algorithm to alleviate the strin-
gent coupling constraints by using Lagrangian relaxation,
where the block coordinate descent (BCD) method is
employed to alternatively optimize each block of vari-
ables. For the user scheduling problem, we invoke a low-
complexity matching-based algorithm to obtain the near-
optimal user-waveguide association solution.

e Our numerical results demonstrate that 1) the pro-
posed WD-PASS-based NOMA framework achieves a
significant sum-rate gain over the conventional antenna
systems and the OMA scheme, and 2) the proposed
low-complexity matching-based algorithm achieves near-
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Fig. 1: System model for WD-PASS-based NOMA scenario.

optimal solution, which has similar performance to the
exhaustive search scheme.

C. Organization and Notations

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
IT introduces the system model for WD-PASS-based NOMA
scenario and formulates an optimization problem. Section III
proposes the joint power allocation, pinching beamforming,
and user scheduling optimization algorithm. In Section V, sim-
ulations are provided to verify the effectiveness and superiority
of our proposed WD-PASS-based NOMA framework. Section
VI concludes the article.

Notations: Scalars, vectors and matrices, are denoted by
lowercase letters, boldface lowercase letters, and boldface
capital letters, respectively. CM*¥ denotes the complex ma-
trices with the space M x N. aT, aff, and a* represent the
transpose, conjugate transpose, and conjugate of the vector a,
respectively. Re(A) and Im(A) denote the real and imaginary
part of matrix A. CN (m,n) denotes a Gaussian distribution
with mean m and variance n. ||a|| represents the norm of the
vector a. | - | is the absolute value of a scalar. 1,7y denotes
the M x N all-ones matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a downlink commu-
nication scenario where a BS consisting of K waveguides
serves M single-antenna users in different clusters. Denote
K={1,..,K} and D = {D;,Ds, ..., Dk } as the waveguide
set and the user cluster set, respectively, where Dy, represents
the user cluster served by the k-th waveguide. For each
waveguide, N PAs are activated to jointly serve a cluster of
users via the NOMA protocol based on the power-domain
superposition. Each waveguide spans a length of L, while the
spacing between two waveguides is denoted by W. We set a
three-dimensional (3D) coordinate system, where the origin is
located at the position of the BS. Specifically, the waveguide
is parallel to the z-axis at a height d, and users are distributed
within the x-y plane. The position of the m-th user is given by
P = [zl y¥, O]T. Then, the position of the n-th PA on the

k-th waveguide is given by ), , = [argm, T d} T. To avoid
antenna coupling, the distance between any two adjacent PAs
is restricted to be not smaller than A, which is normally set
as half of the wavelength. The position of the feed point on

the k-th waveguide is denoted as 1! = {0, Yo d}. Denote

C = {ck € {0,1},m € M,k € K} as the set of users
scheduling index. Specifically, &, = 1 if the m-th user is
served by the k-th waveguide, and ¥, = 0 otherwise. Let
Pm_represent the transmit power allocated to m-th user with
Z%lem = Phax, Where P,.x denotes the maximum BS
transmit power.

A. Channel Model

The channel vector between PAs on the k-th waveguide and
the m-th user is denoted by
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where m € M, k € K, n = £, x, = {xz)l,~-~ ,ZCZ)N

is the z-axis positions vector for PAs on the k-th waveguide,
and A denotes the signal wavelength. The distance between
the m-th user and the n-th PA on the k-th waveguide is given

by
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=/ (et b)) + (v — b)) +
(@)
where Vm € M, k, k' € K. The signal propagation response
in the waveguide is denoted as
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where \g = niﬂ is the guided wavelength with neg represent-

ing the effective refractive index of a dielectric waveguide.
Since PAs on each waveguide are distributed along the z-axis
direction, the distance between the n-th PA and the feed point
on the k-th waveguide is x ;.

B. Signal Model

Let s, represent the signal transmitted by the k-th waveg-
uide to the m-th user with E [s,,s%,] = 1. The received signal
at the m-th user served by the k-th waveguide is then given
by
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where the first, second, and third terms on the right-hand side
(RHS) of the equation denote the expected signal, intra-cluster
interference, and inter-cluster interference, respectively, and
N ~ CN (0, 0?) represents the additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) at the m-th user.

In the multi-user downlink NOMA system, the user with
a stronger channel condition can apply SIC to decode the



signal of the user who has a weaker channel condition before
decoding their own signal. Since the channel gains can be
modified by PAs positions, the optimal decoding order can be
any of the possible decoding orders in each cluster. Therefore,
an exhaustive search is needed over all the decoding orders
within each user cluster. Let 7, (m) denote the decoding order
for user m in cluster Dy. For any two users [ and m served by
the k-th waveguide satisfying i (m) > m (1), the signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of the m-th user to decode
the signal of user [ is expressed as

e cnlbi, () g (xi)
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where the intra-cluster and inter-cluster user interference can
be respectively expressed as
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The rate for user m to decode the signal of user [ is given by
RE ., =log, (14 % _,,). Furthermore, the achievable rate at
user [ to decode its own signal is R}’ ,; = log, (1 +7/,;). To
perform the SIC successfully at the user [, the SIC decoding

rate constraints R* > le *,; should be satisfied [26].

m—l

C. Problem Formulation

In this paper, we aim to maximize the sum rate of the
downlink WD-PASS-based NOMA system, subject to the
BS power constraint and user QoS limitation. The overall
optimization problem can be formulated as follows:
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where P = {p,,|m € M} and X = {x}, k € K} represent the
optimization variable sets of the power allocation coefficients
and the PAs positions, respectively. (7b) gives the movable
region constraint of PAs along waveguides. (7¢) is the spacing
constraint among PAs to avoid antenna coupling, where A de-
notes the minimum PA spacing. (7d) limits the transmit power

not to exceed Pp,x at BS. (7e) is the QoS requirement of each
user, where Ry, denotes the minimum data rate requirement.
(7f) guarantees the SIC perform successfully. (7g) limits the
number of users in each user cluster, where ¢ denotes that the
maximum number of users can be served by each waveguide.
(7h) represents that each user can be served by one waveguide
at maximum.

It is intractable to solve problem (7) due to the following
two main reasons. On the one hand, the user scheduling
design involves two coupled tasks: the partitioning of users
into distinct NOMA clusters, and mapping them to specific
waveguides. Due to the vast number of possible assignments,
it is challenging to obtain the optimal schedule by conventional
exhaustive search methods. On the other hand, the joint
optimization of power allocation and pinching beamforming
remains a highly complex and non-convex problem due to the
complex exponential expressions and the coupled optimization
variables.

III. JOINT POWER ALLOCATION, PINCHING
BEAMFORMING AND USER SCHEDULING SCHEME

In this section, we decouple the problem (7) into the two
subproblems. For power allocation and pinching beamforming
design, we propose a PDD algorithm to address equality
constraints by augmented Lagrangian relaxation. Further, the
optimization problem is divided inito four subproblems to
update each block of variables alternatively in a BCD manner.
Then, we propose a matching algorithm for user scheduling
with low computational complexity.

A. PDD Algorithm for Power Allocation and Pinching Beam-
forming

To begin with, for a given set of C and a fixed decoding
order, the optimization problem (7) can be simplified as

follows:
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where ¢ represents the number of users assigned to the k-
th waveguide, and j is the index of the j-th decoded user
in the cluster Dy. To solve problem (8), we reformulate the
expression of the objective function (8a) into a more tractable
form based on WMMSE [27]. Assume that the signal sé“ and

noise n* are independent at the user j, the mean square error

J



(MSE) of user j served by the k-th waveguide can be given
by
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where v;? represents the channel equalizer at the user j.

The optimization problem (7) is equivalent to the following
WMMSE problem:

K qk
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s.t. (8b) — (8f), (10b)

where w;? is the weighting factor. Given other variables, the
optimal solutions of v¥ and w¥ are expressed as
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For a thorough derivation of Eq. (11) and Eq. (12), we refer
the reader to [27, Section II-A]. The above WMMSE-based
reformulation converts the objective function (10a) into a more
tractable form. However, the complex exponential terms and
the reciprocal distance components in problem (9) introduce
non-convexity in Eq. (10) with respect to X and P.

To solve this problem, we introduce two sets of auxiliary

—J%%,j.i,n
e to present the
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PASS-modified phase and the equivafejnt pinching beamform-

ing coefficient of the j-th user’s signal radiated by the n-th
PA in the ¢-th waveguide, respectively. This allows the equality
constraints to be expressed as the following residuals:

variables 0 ;;n and ug jin =
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where £ = 2 and ¥y jin = \/(yzm — yn)? + d2, respec-

tively. Moreover, we define qf; =
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the path response of user j to receive the signal of user g

served by waveguide ¢, which satisfies the equality constraint
as follows:

q A
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where w) . = [ukji1, - ukjin] € C*N denotes the
pinching beamforming coefficients of all PAs on the ¢-th
waveguide to the user j. Thus, by fixing vj opt> the MSE in
Eq. (10a) can be rewritten as a convex function with respect

ki,
to 459

dk
k.k
b = ool [ DI + a4 07
9=J

i#k t=1

k,k
+1—2Re {\/;;?U‘?,optqjyj } )

To address the non-convexity of equality constraints (13), (14),
and (15), we exploit the PDD algorithm to alleviate the
coupling constraints by utilizing the augmented Lagrangian
relaxation. Specifically, by moving the equality constraints
as a penalty term to (10a), an augmented Lagrangian (AL)
optimization problem can be constructed by
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where rin = 2 — 1, U = {upjinlj € Di,k,i € K,n €
N} O ={0hjinlj € D ki€ Kin € N} Q= {q}i[k,i €
IC y € Dy, g € D;}, and p > 0 is the penalty factor. Moreover,
€ CKExN }\0 € CK*N and )\q € CMx1 are the
Lagranglan dual vanables
By leveraging the BCD method, we can divide the op-
timization variables into four blocks, {Q,P}, {X}, {U},
and {0}. Each block of variables is alternatively optimized,
while others remain fixed. Thus, problem (17) can be solved
by optimizing the following four subproblems in the inner
loop, while updating the Lagrangian dual variables and penalty
factor in the outer loop.



1) Subproblem with respect to Q and P: The pinching
beamforming matrix X and the path response matrix Q are
jointly optimized through a constrained optimization problem,
while other variables are fixed. The problem (17) can be
rewritten as:

mlnzz (w ek +—><
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X (18a)
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s.t. (8d), (17b), (17c), (18b)

Since problem (18) is non-convex due to constraint (17b)
and (17c), we utilize the first-order Taylor expansion to
approximate constraint (17b) as follows:
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(q];f) denotes the given local point of q];f in
the t-th iteration of the successive convex approximation
(SCA) [28].

To address the non-convex constraint (17c), we adopt the
value of 7;? i in the (¢t — 1)-th iteration of the SCA, i.e.,
73]:(3 1) for approximating the SINR of user j in the ¢-th
1terat10n. Then, the constraint (17c) can be transformed into a
tractable constraint as follows:
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Similar to the constraint (17b), the constraint (20) can be
relaxed by utilizing the first-order Taylor expansion as follows:
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Therefore, problem (18) can be relaxed to the equivalent form
as follows:
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Problem (22) is a convex optimization problem and it can be
solved via CVX [29].

2) Subproblem with respect to X: The subproblem for
optimizing the pinching beamforming matrix X is given by
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The AL term HBZJ + ALl + HBZJ + pAy ;|| can be

reformulated as given in Eq. (22), shown at the top of the next
page. Subsequently, by extracting the components involving
the variable X, Eq. (22) can be further rewritten as Eq. (23),
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Tin (xi,n - $E7j) + ( in .”L'};)j) + 2wk,j,i,n

2\/( Et)l -z g) + wlzgzn
(24)

Since the RHS of Eq. (24) is still nonconvex, we employ
the SCA method to make the convex approximation. SpeQCif-

ically, for the nonconvex component x; (:cm — a:zj) =
2

z}, —2x} jxf nt (:c‘,jj) Z;.n, by exploiting first-order Taylor

expansion, we can get the upper bound of the term as follows:

2 2
t—1 t—1
—2@};)]%?7” < _2IEJ (xg,n )) o 4x};,j (xg,n )) Lin-

(25)
Then, the Eq. (24) can be rewritten as:
3 w (-D)?
fodin(@in) <
2\/( Et)l — Ty ]) + wi,j,i,n
= [ i (@in) (26)
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2
1 N _sp, ..
% ‘“Zun\/(xm =)+ VR in —\ e P i
p (22)
1 u \2 2 0 ?
+ 2_P ‘ek,j,i,n — R (\/(Iln - Ik,j) + 7/};9)]'71')” - neffxi,n) + p/\k,j,i,n )
1 2 1 9k,
2_p (ui”n + Ii) (:vi,n — :EEJ) + 2_p,€2neffx?_’n — (Ak im % NeffTi,n
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2
R™Neff

+ fk,j,z',n\/(%n —ap R T

Li,n \/(xzn - IZJ—)Q + ﬁ,j,i,na

NC
Ly (@in)

2 2

where s jin = (x‘,jj) + 21/’1%_4',1',71 + (Igtgl) - x‘,jj) —
day o Etn V. The complexity for solving optimization prob-
lem (10) is governed by the component fk i n(% n) Again,
by utilizing the first-order Taylor expansion of fk G, n(@in)

as its tight upper bound, fk iin(Tin) can be rewritten as:

IkJ)Q

(t-1)
Lin — ‘ri,n

fk,_],z n(
&k jsisn (%(-f;l) - Th;
2
(ng;1) - IZJ)
_ @

hojoim (Tin);

1
n) < 2 (L +uf jim) (@i

27)

where :cgty)l is the solution of z; ,, obtained at the ¢-th iteration.

Finally, X can be updated by solving the following problem:

DD 3D 3) Bz IR

kEK jED i€EK nEN

(28a)
2D IDIDIDIRL I
kEK jEDy i€K neEN
s.t. (7b), (7¢). (28b)

where E%gn (Xin) = fk i (Tin) + 'f7§27)z . (%i.5). Then, the
problem (28) can be solved by the interior point method, which
utilizes the CVX tool.

3) Subproblem with respect to U: The subproblem for
solving U is given by

K qk

manZZ<||Rszusz+CszH

k=1 j=11i=1

dk
i T
+2Hqﬂg+p)\kﬂg \/pTg(uk,j,i) 1nx1
g:

!2)

)
— A NXN

where Rk,j,i = dlag(rkd,m, ceos Tk, N) e RVX* Ck

gt T
[Chjuists s ChogiiN] T € CNXY g = 1y, —

¥inll, and

Ck,jin = pz\};)j%n - w/%e“gk’f’i’". Hence, the closed-form
solution of uy_;;, is derived as

-1
qK
o - (RHR N (ng) 1w)

g=1
Z a5+ PA Inx: — R Coii |-
7,9 k]zq X1 k,7,i9k,j,1

4) Subproblem with respect to 0: The signal phases 6 can
be updated by solving the unconstrained convex optimization
problem:

(30)

Ok,jin — K (Th,jyin + NeftTin)

> Y L

k=1 j=1 i=1 n= 1
+p/\9)7 i "} + Lk 2Jsym w’wﬂ’m) )
(31)
where L} ; | (0k jin) is given by

Ll;;?j,i,n (ek,j,i,n) =

/[ n 0k, j.im u 1 (32)
— NRC {ej kg, ( k.j.in + puk,y,k mTk,j,i, n) } .

Due to the complex component Lk i (0k,j,i,n) in Eq. (31),
we construct Lipschitz gradient surrogate of LEC Gim (Okjin)s
which is defined as follows.

Definition 1. If the gradient of function f (x) is o-Lipschitz
continuous over a set X, we have

[Vf(x2) = Vf(x1) [l < oflx2 — x1[, Vx1,x2 € X, (33)
where o is the Lipschitz gradient constant [30]. Then, the
Lipschitz gradient surrogate of the function f(x1) can be
given by

o) =5 (1)

=m0 ) 5 e

)

(34)



Eiince the gradient of LS, ,, (6) is o-Lipschitz continuous,

kj.in (0) is upper bound by utilizing the Lipschitz gradient
surrogate as follows:

LEC

k,7,5,mn (9) S iEC

k,j,i,m

(6) = LEC (G(t_l) )

k.gsim \ "k,j,i,n
EC (t-1) N (t-1)
+Vo-Lijin (Gk,j,i,n) (ok-,m-,n =0k jim

Ok.j.i, (t-1) \?
+ % (979;.77i;71 - ekjln) ’

(35)

where o ;i is the Lipschitz gradient constant and 9,(:2._1. n

denotes the optimital solution of 6y, ;; , in the ¢-th iteration.
Specifically, o, j,i,» can be given by

n
Ok,jjin = 1/ N A

and the derivative of the function LECJM (0%, j.i,n) is given by

n 1
Vo LiSin(0) = \/ NRG{ kgim T ;Uk,j,i,nrk,j,i,n}
. n u 1
X sin @ + Nlm kjin T ;uk,j,i,nrk,j,i,n cos 6.

(37
For brevity, the derivation of gy, ;,; »,is omitted here. The reader
can be referred to [31] for more details. Then, the optimal
solution of 0y ; ;. is given by:

u
k,jin T ~UkjinTk,jin
p

, (36)

(t=1)

_ B 0
Ok.jiin = Qkyj-,%"ek,j,i,n = ki

1
T ¥ (
Ok,jimn 5

(38)
K —
+;(Tk.,j,z'.,n + Nefrin) Ok i — VoL (9/(€t711)71)> :

Following the above discussions, the proposed PDD al-
gorithm is exploited to address the original problem (8).
Specifically, the AL problem (17) is optimized by alterna-
tively solving the aforementioned four subproblems with a
BCD manner in the inner loop, where the SCA and the
Lipschitz gradient surrogate methods are utilized to handle
non-convexity in the problem. The Lagrangian dual variables
and the penalty factors are updated to enforce constraint
satisfaction in the outer loop. This iterative process ensures
that the AL function is monotonically non-increasing in each
iteration, which guarantees the overall algorithm converges to
a stationary point. The details of the PDD algorithm are shown
in Algorithm 1.

B. Matching Algorithm for User Scheduling

In this subsection, we propose a low-complexity matching
algorithm for user scheduling. This algorithm consists of two
steps: initialize the user-to-waveguide assignment, and update
the user scheduling scheme in a loop through the matching
algorithm.

We first propose an initialization algorithm to generate a
feasible initial user-to-waveguide assignment for the subse-
quent matching process. Specifically, initialization first estab-
lishes preference list for user set M and waveguide set K
based on channel gain. Subsequently, an iterative matching
process is employed, where each unassigned user is assigned

Algorithm 1 PDD Algorithm for Power Allocation and Pinch-
ing Beamforming
Input: User scheduling index C.

1: Initialize variable matrix X(©, P© Q) and UWO,
Irzit)ialize dual variables A) = 0 and penalty parameter
p'?.

2: Set iteration index ¢ = 0.

3: repeat

while the fractional decrement of the AL function (17a)
exceeds the threshold ¢; do

5 Update vf and wf with (11) and (12).

6: Update {P(*+1) Q(+1} by solving problem (22).
7: Update X(“*1) by solving problem (28).
8:
9

B

Update UtHD with (29).
: Update e+ by solving problem (38).
10:  end while
1: i | B® || < 0.8)|B* ||, then

12: Update Lagrangian dual variables A — ]2’((;) +
A0,

13:  else

14: Update penalty factor p(‘t1) = 0.8 x p®.

15:  end if

t6: t=t+1.

17: until The maximum residual || B® ||, is below the thresh-
old €.

Output: P and X.

to its most preferred waveguide. This procedure is repeated
until each waveguide accepts the best-ranking users up to
its designated quota, thereby forming a complete initial user
scheduling scheme for subsequent optimization. The detail of
the initialization algorithm is given in Algorithm 2.

Then, we formulate the user scheduling problem as a many-
to-one matching problem, which aims to maximize the all
users’ sum rate. By fixing the power allocation coefficients
P and the PA positions X, the original problem (7) is
transformed into

K M
k
max > > RE .

(39a)
k=1m=1
M
sty ok <qVkeKk, (39b)
m=1
K
Zcfnzl,VmeM. (39¢)

k=1

Constraints (39b) and (39c) restrict that, each waveguide
can serve multiple users simultaneously, while each user is
assigned to a single waveguide. Thus, the relationship between
the users and waveguides can be regarded as a many-to-one
matching, which is defined as follows.

Definition 2. A many-to-one matching ® is a function that
maps from the user set M to the waveguide set K, satisfying
the following conditions:

1) ®(m) € K,¥Ym € M;

2) |®(k)| = qx,Vk € K;



Algorithm 2 Initialization Algorithm

Algorithm 3 Matching Algorithm for User Scheduling

Input: The power allocation coefficients matrix P and the PAs
positions matrix X.

1: Initialize the preference lists between the user sets
and the waveguide sets based on the channel gain
hi, (x})e(x}) 2 meMkek.

2: Initial the set of accepted users by waveguide k A° (k) =
(), the rejected users RY (k) = 0 and the set of rejected
waveguides RY (m) = ().

3: Set iteration index j = 0;

4: repeat

50 j=7+1

6:  Assign all users who have not yet been assigned m €

M\ Ugex A7~1 to their current best user set that has
not rejected them.

7. Denote the users who are assigned to waveguide k as

8:  Waveguide k accepts the first ¢; best ranked users from
S = {mk,...,mk} = A1 (k) U {mk,...,mk}, where
s denotes the number of candidate users proposing to
the waveguide k.

9:  Update the rejected user set R/ (k) = {mf, 1, ...,m%}
and the set of rejected waveguides R’ (m) = {k € K :
m e RI(k)}.

10: until All waveguides achieve their maximum number of

users.

Output: o.

3) |@(m)| < 1,Vm € M;
4) me ®(k) < o(m) = k.

The conditions in Definition 2 indicate the matching relation-
ship between the users and the waveguides. Note that if the
parameter is the user index m, ®(m) denotes the matched
waveguide index of the user m. When the parameter is a
waveguide index k, ®(k) represents the user cluster served
by the k-th waveguide.

We introduce the preference value for the user m served
by waveguide k, which denotes the achievable data rate of
the user m served by waveguide k. This preference value is
defined as

Hon (@) = 1ogy (1 + 70 5m)-
Similarly, the preference value of the waveguide k can be

defined as the sum rate of the user cluster it serves, which can
be expressed as:

(40)

M (@)= D Hm (D).

meDy

(41)

Based on the preference value, every user has a preference
ordering >,, over the waveguide set K. Specifically, for a
given user m, any two waveguides k and k', the preference
ordering is defined as

(k, ®) = (K, ®") & Hpn (®) > Hyp (D), (42)

which implies that user m prefers waveguides k£ in matching
® to waveguide k' in matching ®’ when the achievable rate
for user m on waveguide k is greater than that on waveguide
k’. Similarly, each waveguide has a preference ordering >y,

Input: The initial matching ®, which is obtained by Algo-
rithm 2.

1: repeat

2:  for any user m € M do

3 Select a candidate user j.

4 if user (m, j) constitutes a swap-blocking pair then
5 Update matching ® = ®J .

6: else

7 The matching scheme ® remains unchanged.

8 end if

9:  end for

10: until no swap-pair exists.
Output: The stable matching P.

which denotes the preference relation between the waveguide
and the user set. For any two subsets of users Dy and Dy
and any two matchings ® and ®’, the preference ordering is
introduced as follows:

(Di, @) =1 (Dir, @) & Hy () > Hyr (9), (43)

which means that waveguide k prefers user set Dj due to its
higher achievable sum rate.

It can be found that the preference values and preference
orderings of these two distinct participant sets are highly
coupled [32], [33]. This phenomenon arises from externalities,
where a user’s achievable rate is determined not only by
the interference from members within the same cluster but
also by the interference generated by users in other clusters.
Consequently, the many-to-one matching problem is denoted
as a two-sided matching problem with externalities.

For solving this problem, we propose a low-complexity
matching algorithm to obtain a two-sided exchange stable
matching. To define exchange stability, we first introduce a
swap matching ®/  where user m and user j exchange their
assigned waveguides, while other user-to-waveguide assign-
ments remain unchanged. The swap matching among users is
defined as follows.

Definition 3. For any two users m and j, the swap matching
is given by

®7, = {2\ {(m, k), (j,1)} U{(j, k), (m,1)}},
where ® (m) =k and ® (j) = 1.

Specifically, each swap matching operation is restricted to a
pair of users and two associated waveguides. Accordingly, the
swap-blocking pair is introduced to approve a swap operation,
which is defined as follows.

Definition 4. Given a pair of users (m,j) and a match-
ing function ®, where user m is served by waveguide k
(® (m) = k) and user j is served by waveguide i (P (j) = 1),
the user pair (m, j) is denoted as a swap-blocking pair when
the following conditions are satisfied.

1) The performances of all involved users and the user sets
are non-decreasing, i.e.,

Vo € {m,j, k,i}, Ho (99,) > Ho (P).



Algorithm 4 Matching-PDD Algorithm
Input: Users’ locations " and feed points’ locations

¢feed ]

1: Initial power allocation coefficient matrix P and pinching
deployment matrix X.

2: Get the initial matching ® via Algorithm 2.

3: Update the matching ® via Algorithm 3.

4: Update P and X via Algorithm 1.

Output: P, X, and C.

2) At least one involved user or user set obtains a perfor-
mance improvement, i.e.,

Jo € {m, j, k,i}, Ha (P),) > Ha (D).

From Definition 4, the swap-blocking pair properties guar-
antee that any approved swap matching will either maintain or
improve the achievable rates for all involved users, with at least
one user obtaining a rate enhancement. Based on the above
definitions, we propose a matching algorithm to optimize user
scheduling, as shown in the Algorithm 3. Specifically, every
two users served by different waveguides are formed as a
candidate swap-blocking pair. The BS then verifies whether
exchanging their matches can improve the rate of at least
one participant without degrading the individual rates of the
involved users or the sum rates of their respective clusters. By
carrying out a sequence of valid swap matching operations, the
matching will eventually achieve a novel two-sided exchange-
stable (TES) stability, which can be defined as follows.

Definition 5. A matching ® is TES when no swap blocking
pair can be found within it.

The TES matching implies that no swap-blocking pairs ex-
ist, which means that no user and waveguide can exchange
assignments to increase their performance [34], [35].

C. Overall Algorithm

For solving the original problem (7), we propose a
Matching-PDD algorithm. Specifically, the appropriate user-
to-waveguide assignment is obtained through the matching
algorithm in Algorithm 3. Then, the power allocation co-
efficients P and PAs positions X are iteratively optimized
through the PDD algorithm in Algorithm 1. We summarize
the overall algorithm for solving the problem (7), which is
given in Algorithm 4.

Then, we analyze the computational complexity of
Algorithm 4. For solving problem (7), the computational

complexity is dominated by utilizing CVX tool
to optimize the convex subproblems. For solving
subproblem (22), the computational complexity is

given by O(lie,1 M35), where Iy, is the number of
iterations in the SCA method for convergence. Similarly,
the complexity for solving subproblem (28), (29) and
(31) are given by Oflner,z (KN)1'5), O (MKN?),
and O (ligra M KN), where Ilier and Iiers denote the
number of iterations in subproblem (28) and 31).
Thus, the complexity of Algorithm 1 is expressed
as 0] (IinIout (Iiter,1]\43'5 + Iiler,Z (KN)15 + MKN3

10

+LieraM KN)), where I, and I, denote the number of
iterations in the inner loop and outer loop for convergence,
respectively. The computational complexities of Algorithm 2
and Algorithm 3 can be expressed as O (MK log (M K))
and O(M 2K Tswap), where Ty, denotes the number of
swaps in the matching algorithm. Therefore, the overall
computational complexity of Algorithm 4 can be given
by O (MKlog(MK)+ M?*KTyap + Iinous ((Lier,1 M35

+lera (KN)Y + MEKN® + InerAMKN))).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, numerical assessments are conducted to
evaluate the effectiveness and superiority of our proposed
Matching-PDD algorithm in the WD-PASS-based NOMA
framework.

A. Simulation Setup

In simulations, we consider a WD-PASS-based NOMA
scenario, where the BS is equipped with three waveguides,
i.e., K = 3. The coordinates of the feed points on the three
waveguides are (O,—%,d), (0,0,d), and (O, %,d) meters,
respectively. M users are randomly distributed within a rect-

angular area S = { [x,y,0] ‘:v € (0,L),y € (_ﬂ ﬂ) }

2 02
For initialization, we assume that PAs positions are uniformly
spaced along each waveguide, and the BS transmit power
is allocated uniformly among all M users. Unless otherwise

specified, the system parameter values are presented in Table I.

TABLE I: Simulation parameters

Parameter Description Value
f Carrier frequency 6 GHz
A Minimum PAs distance %
Rmin QoS requirement of each user 0.05 bps/Hz
Theff Effective refractive index of a dielectric | 1.4
waveguide
o’ Noise power —90 dBm
Prax Maximum BS transmit power 15 dBm
w Distance between two waveguides 10 m
L Length of each waveguide 10 m
N Number of PAs on each waveguide 8
d Height of all waveguides 3 m
q Maximum number of the users served | 3
by each waveguide
€1 Convergence threshold of the inner loop | 10—%
in Algorithm 2
€2 Convergence threshold of the outer loop | 10~°
in Algorithm 2
p Initial Lagrangian penalty factor 10~4

B. Baseline Schemes

« Conventional antenna systems: In this case, we consider
a conventional BS, which is equipped with a uniform
linear array (ULA) with K fixed-position antennas. The
ULA is located parallel to the y-axis, and the spacing
between two antennas is given by % We assume that
the BS employs fully-digital beamforming, while the user
scheduling is designed by exploiting Algorithm 3.

+ Random PA placement scheme (RPP): In this case, we
consider random PAs positions, where the power allo-
cation and user scheduling are optimized by exploiting
Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 3, respectively.
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Fig. 2: Convergence behaviors of the PDD algorithm.

o WD-PASS-OMA scheme: In this case, the users in
each cluster are accessed through TDMA, where the
joint power allocation, pinching beamforming, and user
scheduling problem is optimized via Algorithm 4.

o Exhaustive search-PDD scheme : In this case, we
consider an exhaustive search method to design user
scheduling by searching all possible user-to-waveguide
assignments, while Algorithm 1 is utilized to optimize
power allocation and pinching beamforming.

C. Convergence of the Proposed Algorithms

In Fig. 2, we first evaluate the convergence of the proposed
PDD algorithm in Algorithm 1 versus the number of PAs, i.e,
N, where we set M = 6. To comprehensively demonstrate
the performance of the PDD algorithm, we plot both the
sum rate and the maximum constraint residual, i.e., |B||so-
It can be observed that, the PDD algorithm simultaneously
increases the system sum rate and reduces constraint residuals
with the number of iterations. It is also shown that, the sum
rate increases slowly at the beginning of the iterations, when
the residuals of equality constraints dominate the objective
function. When the constraint residuals become small, the
system sum rate increases significantly. Specifically, the max-
imum constraint residual ||B||o decreases rapidly within 30
iterations, and eventually converges towards the predefined
threshold €3, which demonstrates that the PDD algorithm can
guarantee the satisfactory of the equality constraints (13),
(14), and (15). Moreover, we can also find that the number
of iterations for the convergence increases with the increment
of N. This is because, the increment in the number of PAs
positions leads to higher computational complexity, which
consequently results in a slower convergence speed for the
proposed PDD algorithm.

D. Sum Rate Versus Transmit Power

In Fig. 3, we present the sum rate of different schemes
versus maximum BS transmit power Ppax. As can be observed,
the proposed WD-PASS-NOMA scheme achieves significant
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Fig. 4: Sum rate versus waveguide length.

performance gain over conventional antenna systems. This is
because, on the one hand, by enabling dynamic PA deployment
proximate to target users, PASS achieve a stronger LoS
link, overcoming the high path loss inherent in centralized
deployments. On the other hand, since multiple PAs can be
activated on a single waveguide at no additional cost, in-
creasing the number of PAs in the PASS architecture provides
more degrees of freedom (DoFs) for pinching beamforming.
Moreover, it can also be observed that, the proposed WD-
PASS-NOMA scheme achieves superior performance than the
RPP benchmarks, demonstrating the critical role of pinching
beamforming in enhancing system performance. In addition,
when the number of users M increases, we observe that
the sum rate decreases for all schemes. The reason is that
the BS needs to guarantee QoS constraints for more users
in a communication scenario with more severe interference,
thereby reducing the overall sum rate.

E. Sum Rate Versus Waveguide Length

In Fig. 4, we investigate the achievable sum rate versus the
waveguide length, i.e., L. As can be observed, the sum rate
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achieved by the conventional antenna system decreases with
the increment of L. The reason is that, the path loss between
users and PAs increases with the increment of the waveguide
length. Meanwhile, it is interesting to observe that, the system
sum rates achieved by the WD-PASS-NOMA and the RPP
schemes increase when the L becomes larger. This is becuse,
on the one hand, the pinching beamforming can address the
increasing path loss by intelligently adjusting PA positions
to establish strong LoS links near the users. On the other
hand, the intra-cluster and inter-cluster user interference will
gradually decrease as the distribution range of users expands.

F. Sum Rate Versus Number of PAs

Fig. 5 depicts the sum rate versus the number of PAs on
each waveguide, i.e., V. As can be observed, the sum rate
achieved by the WD-PASS-NOMA scheme increases with the
increment of V. This is because, a larger number of available
PAs provides higher DoFs for the pinching beamforming,
thereby allowing for more effective intended signal enhance-
ment and interference mitigation. In contrast, the performance
of the RPP scheme remains nearly constant and even slightly
degrades as NV increases. This indicates that simply increasing
the number of antennas without intelligent PAs placement
fails to effectively leverage the spatial resources. The obtained
results demonstrate the superiority of the proposed WD-PASS-
NOMA framework for properly adjusting PAs positions to
improve the pinching beamforming performance.

G. Performance Comparison Between NOMA and OMA
Schemes in PASS

To further evaluate the efficiency of the proposed WD-
PASS-NOMA scheme, we compare it against the WD-PASS-
OMA scheme with Py, = 10 dBm in Fig. 6. It can be
observed that the sum rate achieved by the WD-PASS-OMA
scheme is much lower than that achieved by the WD-PASS-
NOMA scheme. For instance, the sum rate achieved by the
proposed WD-PASS-NOMA scheme is around 17.8 bps/Hz
when we set N = 14 and M = 6, while that achieved by the
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WD-PASS-OMA scheme is around 15.8 bps/Hz. The main
reason is that NOMA exploits additional DoFs by power-
domain multiplexing to improve its efficiency. The NOMA
scheme intentionally allows users to share all frequency re-
sources non-orthogonally, and manages the severe interference
by leveraging transmit power allocation at the BS and SIC at
the users, which overcomes the orthogonal resource allocation
limit of the OMA system. These observations indicate that
the application of NOMA into PASS can further improve the
spectral efficiency.

H. Performance Comparison Between Matching and Exhaus-
tive Search Schemes

In Fig. 7, we demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
Matching-PDD algorithm by comparing it with the Exhaustive
search-PDD scheme under cases with different number of
users. It can be first observed that, when the number of users
is set as 4, the Matching-PDD algorithm achieves the same
performance as the Exhaustive search-PDD algorithm. This
is because, the potential matching pairs between waveguides



and users is limited when the number of users is small, which
makes it smooth for the matching algorithm to find the optimal
match state. As the number of users increases, the Matching-
PDD algorithm still shows near-optimal performance, with the
computational complexity much lower than that of the exhaus-
tive search, as demonstrated in Section III-C. For example,
the sum rate of the Matching-PDD algorithm achieve around
97% and 95% to that of the Exhaustive search-PDD scheme
for m = 6 and m = 9, respectively. These observations
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm for
solving the user scheduling problem in the WD-PASS-based
NOMA framework.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper proposed a novel WD-PASS-based NOMA
framework for multi-user downlink communications, where
each NOMA user cluster is served by one dedicated waveg-
uide. To address the non-convex problem of jointly opti-
mizing PAs positions, power allocation, and user scheduling,
an efficient two-step framework that decomposed the orig-
inal formulation into two tractable problems was proposed.
Specifically, a PDD algorithm based on the BCD method was
developed to jointly optimize power allocation and pinching
beamforming. Subsequently, the user scheduling problem was
reformulated as a many-to-one matching problem and solved
by a low-complexity matching-based algorithm. Simulation re-
sults demonstrated that the proposed WD-PASS-based NOMA
framework achieved significant sum-rate gains over conven-
tional fixed-position antenna systems and the WD-PASS-based
OMA system, which demonstrated the effectiveness of the
integration of WD-PASS with the NOMA protocol for serving
multiple users in reality.
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