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Abstract—Millimeter-wave (mmWave) multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) communication with the advanced beamforming
technologies is a key enabler to meet the growing demands of
future mobile communication. However, the dynamic nature of
cellular channels in large-scale urban mmWave MIMO commu-
nication scenarios brings substantial challenges, particularly in
terms of complexity and robustness. To address these issues, we
propose a robust gradient-based liquid neural network (GLNN)
framework that utilizes ordinary differential equation-based liq-
uid neurons to solve the beamforming problem. Specifically, our
proposed GLNN framework takes gradients of the optimization
objective function as inputs to extract the high-order channel
feature information, and then introduces a residual connection to
mitigate the training burden. Furthermore, we use the manifold
learning technique to compress the search space of the beam-
forming problem. These designs enable the GLNN to effectively
maintain low complexity while ensuring strong robustness to
noisy and highly dynamic channels. Extensive simulation results
demonstrate that the GLNN can achieve 4.15% higher spectral
efficiency than that of typical iterative algorithms, and reduce the
time consumption to only 1.61% that of conventional methods.

Index Terms—Beamforming, liquid neural networks, gradient,
manifold learning, robustness.

I. INTRODUCTION

The sixth-generation (6G) is expected to incorporate a
wide-range of communication capabilities that support an en-
riched and immersive experience, ensure ubiquitous coverage,
and enable the new forms of collaboration. Millimeter-wave
(mmWave) massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
with the advanced beamforming technologies is recognized as
a pivotal solution for 6G to enhance the system throughput [1].
However, new challenges come accompanying with the bene-
fits of the mmWave MIMO technology, as mmWave channels
are with high propagation loss and typically dominated by
the line of sight (LoS) path. These factors result in a highly
dynamic nature of mmWave channels in urban scenarios with
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dense presence of small-scale obstacles such as vehicles [2]–
[4], which makes it very hard to obtain the channel state infor-
mation (CSI) accurately [5]. Therefore, designing an effective
beamforming algorithm in large-scale urban mmWave MIMO
communication scenarios has the substantial challenge.

To tackle with this challenge, several iterative methods
have been introduced [6]–[8]. Specifically, [6] developed a
dual-function scheme using semi-definite relaxation for robust
beamforming performance. [7] pioneered the worst-case op-
timization, while [8] developed this approach with iterative
precoders to improve robustness and reduce interference under
conditions of imperfect CSI. However, the complexity of
these methods increases greatly with more transmit antennas,
challenging their applications in massive MIMO. Additionally,
the impact mobility of the users has not been fully investigated.

On the other hand, some researchers have turned to the
neural network (NN) based methods for their automatic feature
extraction capabilities [9]–[16]. Specifically, [9] adopted deep
reinforcement learning approaches that employ deep determin-
istic policy gradients to accommodate continuous action and
state spaces. However, such approaches often incur high over-
head. Recent studies [10]–[14] have explored deep NN models
to reduce the overhead. However, their inherent structural lim-
itations prevent them from capturing time domain information,
which limits their effectiveness in processing highly dynamic
mmWave channels. To address this challenge, an NN structure
based on ordinary differential equations (ODEs) named liquid
neural network (LNN) was introduced [15], [16]. Drawing
inspiration from the nervous system of Caenorhabditis elegans,
the LNN mimics the time-varying behavior of neural synapses,
empowering the network with high capabilities in processing
noisy continuous-time data.

In this paper, we proposed the gradient-based liquid neural
network (GLNN) method to solve the beamforming problem
in mmWave massive MIMO communication. This scheme
combines manifold learning techniques and the LNN with a
gradient-based learning approach to form a unified framework.
Specifically, the ODE-based structure and the learnable pa-
rameters enables GLNN to effectively learn from noisy and
dynamic CSI. The GLNN employs gradient-based learning
to extract the high-order information from the inputs, while
manifold learning significantly reduces the optimization space.
This design allows the GLNN to achieve high performance and
strong robustness to channel estimation errors with a compact
NN. Unlike traditional NN-based methods, the GLNN only
requires a short warm-up period instead of extensive pre-
trainings as well. Simulation results demonstrate that the
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GLNN can achieve 4.15% higher spectral efficiency (SE) than
that of typical iterative algorithms with as low as only 1.61%
of the time consumption. To support further work, we have
made our work open source at [17].

Notation: Scalars, vectors, and matrices are denoted by
a,a,A, respectively. We denote transpose, Hermitian, in-
verse, L2 norm, Hadamard product, modulus, computa-
tional complexity, expectation, determinant and trace as
AT,AH,A−1, ∥A∥2,⊙, | · |,O,E(·),det(·),Tr(·), respec-
tively. All-zero and all-one vectors, and identity matrices
are denoted as 0,1, I, respectively. We denote the complex
Gaussian distribution as CN (·, ·).

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we present the system model, and formulate
the object maximization problem in mmWave massive MIMO
communication.

Consider a downlink mmWave massive multi-user MIMO
(MU-MIMO) communication system where a base station
(BS) with M transmit antennas simultaneously serves K
users, each of which are equipped with Nk receive antennas.
The transmitted signal u ∈ CM×1 can be represented as
u ≜ wksk, where wk ∈ CM×1 denotes the precoding matrix
for user k, and sk ∈ C assumed as sk ∼ CN (0, 1) denotes the
symbol intended for user k. We denote the channel matrix from
the BS to the user k as Hk ∈ CNk×M . The additive Gaussian
noise vector as nk ∈ CNk×1 with distribution CN (0, σ2I),
where σ2 is the variance of the noise. Therefore, the received
signal yk at user k can be expressed as

yk = Hkwksk +

K∑
j=1,j ̸=k

Hkwjsj + nk, (1)

where the sk and nk are assumed to be independent for
different k. For clarity, we define N ≜

∑K
k=1 Nk as

the total number of receive antennas, and denote y ≜
[yT

1 ,y
T
2 , · · · ,yT

K ]T ∈ CN×1, W ≜ [w1,w2, · · · ,wK ] ∈
CM×K , s ≜ [s1, s2, · · · , sK ]T ∈ CN×1, and n ≜
[nT

1 ,n
T
2 , · · · ,nT

K ]T ∈ CN×1. We make a mild assumption
that H ≜ [HT

1 ,H
T
2 , · · · ,HT

K ]T ∈ CN×M has a full row rank.
Therefore, (1) can be rewritten as y = HWs+ n.

In order to evaluate the robustness of algorithms with inac-
curate channel information, we denote the estimated channel
as Ĥ. We measure the the accuracy of channel estimation
with channel estimation error (CEE) in decibels (dB), which is
defined as CEE ≜ 10 log10

(
E[∥H−Ĥ∥2

2]

E[∥H∥2
2]

)
. This indicates that

a lower CEE represents a more accurate channel estimation.
The SE of the system is given by

R =

K∑
k=1

αkRk, (2)

where the weight αk represents the priority of user k. Rk

denotes the achievable rate of the user k, which is given by

Rk ≜ log2 det

(
I+Hkwk(Hkwk)

H

×

 K∑
j ̸=k

Hkwj(Hkwj)
H + σ2I

−1 )
.

(3)

The basic problem is to find an optimal W with a constraint
power that maximizes the SE of the system. In this paper, we
use the sum power constraint (SPC) to limit the power of the
transmit antennas, which is given as Tr(WWH) ≤ P , where
P is the sum power budget of the transmit antennas. Under
SPC, the problem can be formulated as

max
W

R =

K∑
k=1

αkRk

s.t. Tr(WWH) ≤ P.

(4)

The function of SE is highly non-convex and non-linear,
which makes the optimization problem (4) NP-hard [18].

III. GRADIENT-BASED LIQUID NEURAL NETWORK

In this section, we present the GLNN scheme which com-
bines manifold learning techniques and LNN with a gradient-
based learning approach to form a cohesive framework.

A. Manifold Learning Technique

For massive MU-MIMO communication system, the BS is
usually equipped with a large number of transmit antennas.
This makes the search space of the (4) extremely large,
resulting in demanding and expensive training progress. Addi-
tionally, the number of transmit antennas at the BS is typically
much larger than the number of receive antennas at the users
[19]. Therefore, an efficient algorithm may have a search space
that is independent of M [20]. Considering these factors, we
utilize the manifold learning technique [10] to compress the
search space for (4). With the help of the manifold learning
technique, the optimal W can be compressed as W = HHX,
where X ∈ CN×K is the base matrix for the optimal W.
Given M ≫ N , this greatly reduces the search space from
CM×K to a manifold of CN×K . The proposed GLNN exploits
this feature by optimizing the low-dimensional base matrix
instead of optimizing the precoding matrix directly.

B. LNN Architecture

LNNs are networks that are constructed by linear first-
order dynamical systems and controlled through nonlinear
interconnected gates [15]. These networks are based on ODEs
without the necessity for a solver and can model dynamical
systems whose time constants are liquid in relation to their
hidden states. A basic ODE can be expressed as

dp(t)

dt
= −p(t)

τ
+ S(t), (5)

where S(t) = f(i(t))(A−x(t)) represents the synaptic current
between neurons, and p(t), A, τ represents the hidden state,
bias and time constant, respectively. To derive a closed-form
solution, the hidden states of a layer of ODE-based liquid
neurons can be determined by an initial value problem, which
can be expressed as

dp(t)

dt
=− [oτ + f(p(t), i(t), θ)⊙ p(t)]

+ a⊙ f(p(t), i(t), θ),
(6)
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where p(t) ∈ RD×1, i(t) ∈ RC×1,oτ ∈ RD×1,a ∈ RD×1, f
are the hidden states of a layer of D neurons (i.e. NN head),
external inputs with C features, time constant parameter,
bias and the function of the NN head with parameters θf ,
respectively. Given a continuous system described in (6), the
closed-form solution can be approximated as

p(t) = (p(0)− a)⊙ e−oτ t−
∫ t
0
f(i(s),θf )ds + a

≈ b⊙ e−[oτ+f(i(t),θf )]t ⊙ f(−i(t), θf ) + a,
(7)

where (p(0) − a) is denoted as b ∈ RD×1 to allow explicit
derivation of p(t). However, the exponential term in (7) causes
the system to quickly converge to a. To address this, we
replace the exponential decay term with a smooth nonlinearity
introduced by sigmoid gates. Finally, to enhance the flexi-
bility of the GLNN, we have made both a and b trainable
by replacing them with NN heads g and h, respectively.
The closed-form continuous-time model for a layer of liquid
neurons illustrated in Fig. 1 can be presented as

p(t) =σ(−f(p, I; θf )t)⊙ g(p, I; θg)

+ [1− σ(−f(p, I; θf )t)]⊙ h(p, I; θh),
(8)

where θg, θh denote the parameters of NN heads with func-
tions of g,h, respectively.

C. Gradient-based Optimization

Prior deep learning (DL)-based beamforming schemes typ-
ically feed the raw channel matrix H into the NNs, and use
the output directly as the precoding matrix W. However, due
to the high non-convexity of the optimization space, tradi-
tional NN-based architectures can hardly extract high-order
information from the this space [10], [13], which can reduce
the overall performance. To tackle with this, we introduce

Algorithm 1 GLNN Workflow

1: procedure GLNN(H)
2: Randomly Initialize θ,X0.
3: Initialize W0 by W0 = HHX0

4: for i← 1, 2, · · · , Ne do
5: Calculate L0 with H,W0 by (10)
6: ∆X = LNN(∇L0, θ)
7: Calculate W by (9)
8: Calculate the L as (10)
9: Calculate and record the R as (2)

10: Update θ as (11)
11: end for
12: return W
13: end procedure

the gradient-based optimization, which is a technique that
feeds gradients of the optimization object into the NNs. This
technique combines the ability of the NNs to extract time
domain features of the optimization space with the high-order
information extracted from the gradient-as-input mechanism,
potentially leading to improved optimization performance.
However, this combination may lead to difficulties in updating
the parameters of the NNs. Inspired by the conception of
residual learning technique in [21], we treats the output as
the residual ∆X. This output is then used to update X by
X∗ = X+∆X, where X∗ denotes the updated base matrix.

D. GLNN Framework

This section introduces the GLNN framework as described
in Algorithm 1 and Fig. 2

1) Forward Propagation: This procedure updates the pre-
coding matrix. We first initialize the base matrix as X0 and
calculate the loss function and its gradient with respect to
X0 as ∇L ∈ CN×K . Then we consider the ∇L as a batch
of vectors of dimension K and feed them into three layers
of liquid neurons that are fully connected by liquid synapses,
which named interneurons, command, and motor, respectively.
Both the input and the output are decomposed into real and
imaginary parts, thus both the interneurons layer and the motor
layer contains 2K liquid neurons. Finally, considering the
power constraints in (4), we can compute the precoding matrix
as

W =

√
P

Tr(HHX∗(HHX∗)H)
·HHX∗, (9)

2) Backward Propagation: This procedure updates the
LNN parameters. We noticed that NN-based algorithms usu-
ally have a tendency to provide signals to only one user, which
introduces a fairness issue and limits the overall SE. Therefore,
diverging from traditional methods that directly use −R as the
loss function, our strategy includes a penalty term to mitigate
rate disparities among users by adding the variance of Rk for
all users, denoted as Var(R). To counterbalance the potentially
excessive penalties from the penalty term that may hinder the
optimization of GLNN, we introduce an incentive mechanism
within our loss function. This mechanism initially encourages



the NN to undertake a straightforward search at the early stage,
which prevents the network from overly prioritizing fairness
and discouraging optimization efforts. The loss function can
be denoted as

L = −R+ β ·Var(R) + γ · ReLU(λ ·K −R), (10)

where L, β, γ, λ denote the loss function, penalty rate, in-
centive rate and threshold, respectively. Then the backward
propagation is conducted with Adam optimizer, as

θ∗ = θ + α ·Adam(∇θL, θ), (11)

where θ, θ∗ are NN parameters {θf , θg, θh} before and after
update, respectively, and α is the learning rate.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the performance of the proposed
GLNN method through simulation results. We construct the
channel matrix using BS3 from scenario O1 of the open source
DeepMIMO dataset [22] with parameters M = 64, Nk =
2,K = 4, fc = 28 GHz, where fc is the central frequency.
We establish a warm-up period containing Nr samples for DL-
based methods to learn knowledge from continuous samples
over a period of time, and set α = 0.01, β = 0.3, γ =
0.7, λ = 2.5, Ne = 3, Nr = 500, σ2 = 0 dBm, P = 10 dBm
as the default hyperparameters. The command layer in the
GLNN comprises 30 liquid neurons. We generate 500 samples
with continuously changing positions and average the results
across all the samples. The inaccuracy of channel estimation
Ĥ − H is assumed to follow a zero-mean white Gaussian
distribution. We run all the simulations on a computer with an
Intel i7-12700H CPU using Pytorch 2.1.2 and Python 3.11.
We compare GLNN to several baselines as listed below.

• Baseline 1 (WMMSE): An iterative scheme from [23].
• Baseline 2 (LAGD): A DL-based model from [11].
• Baseline 3 (LSTM): A DL-based model employing a

straightforward LSTM approach, directly mapping the Ĥ
to W without the use of additional techniques.

• Baseline 4 (Upper Bound): To determine the potential
maximal SE, we run the GLNN and all the baselines
on perfect channel information sufficient times (i.e. 100
times) with independent random initialization and record
the highest one as the upper bound.

A. Performance Evaluation

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the
GLNN by comparing the SE with the baselines.

1) Impact of P : In Fig. 3, we present the SE of the
proposed GLNN alongside the baselines under perfect channel
information, under conditions of fixed σ2 and varying P . The
results show that the SE of all the algorithms increases with
an increasing P , and the proposed GLNN outperforms all the
baselines, being 4.15% higher than the WMMSE when P is 10
dBm. The underperformance of the LSTM and LAGD than the
GLNN is due to design limitations. Specifically, the inability
of the LSTM to effectively extract high-order information
hampers optimization in complex spaces. Meanwhile, the
absence of an ODE-based architecture in the LAGD reduces
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Fig. 3. SE vs. the transmit power under perfect channel information.
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Fig. 4. SE vs CEE under P = 10 dBm.

its adaptability in dynamic scenarios, despite its theoretical
capabilities in managing high-dimensional data.

2) Impact of CEE: In Fig. 4, we fix the P at 10 dBm
and evaluate the performance of the algorithms as the CEE
increases from -20 dB to 0 dB. The results show that both the
WMMSE and the GLNN exhibit high SE at low CEE levels.
However, while the WMMSE demonstrates reduced robustness
against high CEE, the GLNN shows strong robustness, exhibit-
ing a 96.59% higher SE at a CEE of 0 dB. This advantage
is primarily due to its fully connected neural synapses and its
ODE-based design, which allows GLNN to extract features
from noisy inputs more effectively.

3) Dynamic Scenarios: In Fig. 5, we remove the warm-
up phase for the LAGD, the LSTM and the GLNN and run
all algorithms under a 10 dB CEE to more closely simulate
real-world online performance. We provide three phases of
speed, including 6 m/s, 15 m/s, and 30 m/s, with each phase
comprising 700, 600, and 500 time slots, respectively. We
smoothed the results in each phase for clarity. The GLNN
model rapidly surpasses WMMSE after a short period and
subsequently maintains higher SE over all baselines. Notably,
the gap between the Upper Bound and the DL-based models
widens as changing to phases of higher speeds. However, this
increased gap swiftly closes as the GLNN adapts after just a
few iterations, demonstrating its high adaptability and perfor-
mance in dynamically changing environments. This is due to
the multi-head design of liquid neurons in the GLNN, which
replaces the bias and zero-state with trainable parameters and
thus enables GLNN to adapt quickly to scenario changes.
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B. Time Consumption Evaluation

In this subsection, we compare the computational complex-
ity of GLNN and the baseline algorithms as the number of
BS transmit antennas increases. According to Fig. 6, the time
cost of WMMSE rises rapidly with more antennas, while the
rise of GLNN is slower, reaching a ratio of 1.61% compared
to the WMMSE when M = 160. On the other hand, despite
their lower complexity, LAGD and LSTM offer reduced SE,
which limits their application. The main source of complexity
in the GLNN are the LNN and the computation of R. The
complexity of the LNN is O(NK), while the complexity of
computing R is O(MNK +M2K +N3

k ). Since these oper-
ations are repeated Ne times per sample, the total complexity
of GLNN is O(Ne(MNK+M2K+N3

k )). Table I provides a
comparison of the computational complexity between GLNN
and the baselines, where Iµ, IW are the iteration numbers of
the bisection searches and the three-step update loops in the
WMMSE, respectively.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a robust beamforming method named GLNN
was presented. Specifically, the GLNN integrated the manifold
learning technique and the ODE-based LNN with the gradient-
based learning framework. Simulation results showed that the
GLNN outperforms the baselines by 4.15%, and demonstrated
the strong robustness against channel estimation inaccuracies
while reducing the time consumption to only 1.61% that of
conventional methods.

Table I
COMPARISON OF COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY

Algorithm Time Complexity

GLNN O(Ne(MNK +M2K +N3
k ))

WMMSE O(IµIW(MN2 ++MNK +M3K2 +NN2
k ))

LAGD O(Ne(M2N +N3
k ))

LSTM O(Ne(MNK +M2K +N3
k ))
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