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Abstract—In this work, a reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS)-aided millimeter wave (mmWave) multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) cognitive radio (CR) downlink operating in the
underlay mode is investigated. The cognitive base station (CBS)
communicates with multiple secondary users (SUs), each having
multiple RF chains in the presence of a primary user (PU).
We conceive a joint hybrid transmit precoder (TPC), receiver
combiner (RC), and RIS reflection matrix (RM) design, which
maximizes the sum spectral efficiency (SE) of the secondary
system while maintaining the interference induced at the PU
below a specified threshold. To this end, we formulate the
sum-SE maximization problem considering the total transmit
power (TP), the interference power (IP), and the non-convex
unity modulus constraints of the RF TPC, RF RC, and RM.
To solve this highly non-convex problem, we propose a two-
stage hybrid transceiver design in conjunction with a novel
block coordinate descent (BCD)-successive Riemannian conjugate
gradient (SRCG) algorithm. We initially decompose the RF
TPC, RC, and RM optimization problem into a series of sub-
problems and subsequently design pairs of RF TPC and RC
vectors, followed by successively optimizing the elements of the
RM using the iterative BCD-SRCG algorithm. Furthermore,
based on the effective baseband (BB) channel, the BB TPC
and BB RC are designed using the proposed direct singular
value decomposition (D-SVD) and projection based SVD (P-SVD)
methods. Subsequently, the proportional water-filling solution is
proposed for optimizing the power, which maximizes the weighted
sum-SE of the system. Finally, simulation results are provided
to compare our proposed schemes to several benchmarks and
quantify the impact of other parameters on the sum-SE of the
system.

Index Terms—mmWave, cognitive radio, RIS, hybrid beam-
forming, Riemannian conjugate gradient.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE growing need for high data rates has spurred the

development of new technologies, such as 6G wireless
communication networks. Given the high bandwidth require-
ments of these networks, the mmWave band spaning the
frequency band of 30-300 GHz is eminently suitable for next-
generation wireless systems [1]], [2]. However, in comparison
to the conventional sub-6 GHz bands, the mmWave band
suffers from severe path, loss as well as penetration, and
absorption losses [3]], [4]. To overcome these losses, high gain
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multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) schemes have been
recommended for mmWave systems.

Although the resultant large antenna arrays are suitable
for mmWave MIMO systems, the signals in the high fre-
quency regime are highly susceptible to blockages, which can
adversely affect mmWave MIMO systems. In this context,
reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) technology [5]-[9]
can play a crucial role by providing an alternative path for
communication. RISs are made of low-cost reflecting elements
and power efficient passive beamforming can be carried out
by harnessing them.

Furthermore, due to the highly directive nature of mmWave
technology, the interference between different wireless net-
works operating in the same frequency band is reduced due
to their highly directional beams [10]-[12]. This presents
an excellent opportunity for mmWave MIMO systems to be
used in cognitive radio (CR) systems. In such systems [13],
[14], the secondary users (SUs) opportunistically harness the
same frequency band as the primary users (PUs) without
significantly affecting the PU’s communication. This motivates
us to study the impact of RIS on mmWave MIMO CR
systems, which can potentially maximize the efficiency of
RIS-aided mmWave MIMO systems. Many researchers have
studied the active transmit precoder (TPC) and passive RIS
reflection matrix (RM) design in RIS-aided mmWave MIMO
systems. The related literature survey is discussed in the next
subsection.

A. Literature review

CR is a revolutionary technology that provides high spec-
trum utilization for wireless communications by allowing the
SUs to access the radio spectrum or share the unused spectrum
of PUs without degrading the quality of service of the PUs
[13]]. The authors of have designed an underlay spectrum
sharing scheme for CR networks, where the SUs communicate
with the cognitive base station (CBS) with controlled power,
which does not affect the quality of service of the PUs.
Moreover, the authors of [15]-[23] consider RIS-aided MIMO
CR systems. Specifically, Tian et al. [15] summarized the
potential of RIS-aided spectrum sharing systems and discussed
the diverse practical use cases of these systems in vehicular
and UAV communication. The authors of [16] proposed joint
active beamforming at the CBS and passive beamforming at
the RIS for maximizing the weighted sum-rate of the SUs
under total transmit power (TP) and interference power (IP)
constraints in an RIS-aided MIMO CR system. They have used
a block coordinate descent (BCD) algorithm to design the
active TPC and passive beamforming based on full channel
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state information (CSI). Furthermore, to incorporate imperfect
CSI in RIS-aided MIMO CR systems, Zhang et al.
proposed joint active and passive beamforming for minimizing
total TP at the CBS. Jiang et al. consider an underlay RIS-
aided MIMO CR system and proposed joint active and passive
beamformer designs for maximizing the weighted sum-SE of
the SUs under specific TP and IP constraints. They reformulate
the resultant non-convex problem as a pair of sub-optimization
problems using the weighted minimum mean-square error
(WMMSE) criterion and subsequently optimize the TPC and
RIS RM using the popular alternating optimization method.
Lin et al. consider an RIS for spectrum sensing in CR
systems, where they proposed a weighted energy detection
method operating in the presence of a PU in RIS aided
CR networks. Zamanian et al. [20] incorporate a vertical
beamforming mechanism at the CBS for maximizing the SE
in an RIS-aided CR network, where they jointly optimize
the active and passive beamformer. They concluded that the
SE of the system is maximized, when the tilt angles at the
CBS are oriented towards the RIS. Moreover, Dong et al.
maximize the secrecy rate of the SUs in an RIS-aided
multiple input single output (MISO) wiretap channel operating
in the underlay mode both under perfect and imperfect CSI
of the eavesdropper. Furthermore, Zhang et al. [22]] consider
a symbol level precoder at the CBS to minimize the symbol
error rate of an RIS-aided MISO CR system. They use the
alternating optimization technique for designing the active and
passive beamformers, where a successive convex approxima-
tion (SCA) method is adopted for optimizing the RIS RM.
Yang et al. analyze the outage probability in an RIS-
aided CR system, where an RIS has been used for eliminating
the interference at the PU caused by the SU. Furthermore, Vu
et al. investigated an underlay RIS-aided non-orthogonal
multiple access (NOMA) CR network, wherein they derived
the outage probability of the SUs, the sum throughput and
ergodic capacity of the system considering both line of sight
(LoS) and non-LoS communication (NLoS) links between the
CBS and SUs.

However, the authors of [I3]-[17], [T9]-[24] consider fully-
digital beamforming (FDB) at the CBS in RIS-aided CR
systems. Due to the large number of antennas in a mmWave
MIMO system, these fully digital TPCs are inefficient in
mmWave CR systems due to their requirement of a large
number of RF chains, which are costly and power thirsty.
Therefore, the recently proposed hybrid TPC [26]-[30], [33]-
has a higher efficiency in mmWave MIMO CR systems,
where the TPC relies on a much lower number of RF chains.
Specifically, Wang et al. [26] proposed hybrid beamforming
(HBF) for a single-user mmWave MIMO system, where the
low resolution phase shifters of the RF TPC and RC pair are
designed successively for maximizing the SE of the system.
Furthermore, the baseband (BB) TPC and RC are obtained
based on the effective BB channel for further improving the
SE. As a further advance, Zhan et al. [28] consider a MU,
multi-stream mmWave MIMO system, for which they propose
zero-forcing (ZF) and successive interference cancellation

(SIC)-based HBF to deal with both the multi-user interference
(MUI) and inter-stream interference (ISI). The authors of
proposed a discrete Fourier transform (DFT)-aided user
clustering aided hybrid TPC by considering both partially-
and fully-connected architectures in mmWave MIMO systems.
They also quantified the energy efficiency (EE) for both
the proposed architectures and concluded that the partially-
connected architecture has a higher EE efficiency. Moreover,
Zhang et al. proposed an energy-efficient hybrid TCP
and RC based on block diagonalization for the MU mmWave
MIMO downlink. To improve the EE, the authors have pro-
posed a water-filling solution for optimizing the power, which
maximizes the weighted sum-SE of the system. As a further
advance, Chen et al. proposed low-complexity hybrid
TPC schemes based on orthogonal frequency-division mul-
tiplexing (OFDM) for wideband mmWave multi-user (MU)
MIMO systems. In the context of HBF-aided mmWave MIMO
CR systems, Tsinos et al. [29] proposed a hybrid TPC and RC
design for mmWave MIMO CR systems while considering
both TP, IP and unit modulus constraints for their hybrid
architecture. This design is based on the alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM) method considering full CSI
at both the CBS and SUs. Moreover, our work in [30] relied
on limited CSI to design the hybrid TPC/RC of the mmWave
MIMO CR downlink, which maximizes the sum-SE of the
secondary system. However, the sum-SE metric results in the
problem of low user fairness. Since the users having high
channel-quality enjoy a high rate, while those having low-
quality channels may have rates close to zero. To circumvent
this problem, the paper also proposed hybrid TPC and RC
designs for maximizing the geometric mean of the SU’s rate
in [30]. Our recent work in [40] investigates hybrid TPC/RC
designs conceived for a frequency selective mmWave MIMO
CR system, while considering practical uniform rectangular
planar arrays (URPAs) both at the CBS and the SUs.

The authors of [31]-[34], [41]-[46] consider a joint ac-
tive hybrid TPC design at the transmitter or base station
(BS) and passive beamforming at the RIS in an RIS-aided
mmWave MIMO system. More specifically, Bahingayi et al.
consider a RIS-aided single-user mmWave MIMO system
and formulate a problem to optimize the RIS RM. They
employ singular value decomposition (SVD) of the channel
and a heuristic greedy search method for determining the array
response vectors that maximize the SE. Furthermore, they
solved the RM optimization problem using the Riemannian
conjugate gradient (RCG) algorithm. Li ef al. proposed a
joint active hybrid TPC at the BS and a passive beamformer
at the RIS for minimizing the total TP at the BS, while
considering a quality of service (QoS) constraint for each
user in the RIS-aided mmWave MU MIMO downlink. They
used the RCG algorithm for handling the constant magnitude
constraints on the elements of the RF TPC and RIS RM.
Furthermore, Gong et al. [33]] proposed a joint active hybrid
TPC and passive beamformer for an RIS-aided mmWave
MU MIMO system to minimize the MSE. They conceived
an accelerated RCG algorithm based on the majorization
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minimization (MM) method for addressing the non-convex
unit modulus constraint on the elements of the RF TPC and
RIS RM. Niu et al. have considered a double RIS-aided
MU mmWave MIMO system and proposed joint hybrid TPC
and passive beamforming design for maximizing the weighted
sum-rate of the system under specific QoS constraints. They
used the BCD method to design the BB TPC by employ-
ing quadratically constrained quadratic programming (QCQP),
while the RIS RM was optimized using a price-mechanism-
based RCG algorithm. Pradhan et al. [42] proposed joint active
hybrid TPC designs for employment at the BS and passive
beamformer designs at the RIS to minimize the mean squared
error (MSE) in RIS-aided mmWave MU MIMO systems.
They have leveraged a gradient projection method to deal
with the non-convex unit modulus constraints imposed on the
elements of the RF TPC and RIS RM. Furthermore, Cheng
et al. consider a beam-steering codebook to capture the
practical implementation of a finite-resolution RF TPC and
RM with limited feedback in the RIS-aided mmWave MU
MIMO downlink. In their work, the authors have derived an
upper bound for the achievable rate imposed by the finite
resolution of the codebook and the limited feedback. As a
further advance, Hong er al. [45]] exploited the sparsity of
the angular domain in mmWave MIMO channels to jointly
design the active hybrid TPC of the BS and the passive
beamformer of the RIS for both narrowband and wideband
RIS-aided mmWave MIMO systems. Moreover, Chen et al.
[46] investigated the effect of beam squint in RIS-aided
mmWave wideband systems. The authors therein proposed
a novel technique for mitigating the beam squint effect via
optimization of the passive RM. However, none of the contri-
butions reviewed above have conceived hybrid TPC and RC
solutions for RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR systems. This
motivates us to consider the underlay RIS-assisted mmWave
MIMO CR downlink. The novel contributions of this work are
boldly contrasted to the existing studies in Table [l at a glance.
The detailed contributions of this paper are discussed next.

B. Contributions of this work

« Explicitly, this is the first paper to analyze the benefits
of using an RIS in the mmWave MIMO CR downlink,
where a CBS transmits multiple streams to multiple
SUs in the presence of a PU. We formulate a sum-SE
maximization problem for the given CR system to design
the hybrid transceiver and passive RM under the TP,
IP, and the non-convex unity modulus constraints on the
elements of the RF TPC, RF RCs and RM. The problem
formulated is highly non-convex and not tractable due
to the non-convex constraints as well as owing to the
coupling of variables in the objective function (OF) and
constraints. To solve this problem, we transform the
problem into a tractable one by employing a two-stage
hybrid TPC design approach. Furthermore, we propose a
BCD algorithm for the design of the RF TPC, RF RC
and RM, alternatively.

o For a fixed RM, we decompose the RF TPC and RF
RC design problem into a series of sub-problems, where
we formulate the optimization problem to design the pair
of RF TPC and RF RC vectors. In order to optimize
each sub-problem successively, we propose the successive
Riemannian conjugate gradient algorithm, where each
pair of RF TPC and RF RC vectors are optimized jointly,
which is suitable for large-scale optimization. Similarly,
for a fixed RF TPC and RF RC, each element of the RM
is optimized successively based on the RCG algorithm.

o To design the BB TPC and BB RC we propose a pair
of methods termed: D-SVD and P-SVD, which are based
on the effective BB channel to maximize the sum-SE of
the system. The D-SVD method directly uses the SVD of
the direct effective BB channel of the SUs, whereas the
P-SVD method uses the SVD of the channel projected
onto the null-space of the PU’s channel. Subsequently,
this is followed by design of the BB TPC using the ZF
method and proportional optimal power allocation.

« Finally, simulation results are provided for quantifying
the efficiency of the proposed methods for an RIS-aided
mmWave MIMO system.

Proposed




Table II: ABBREVIATIONS

Abbreviations Explanations
mmWave Millimeter wave
MIMO Multiple-input multiple-output
RIS Reconfigurable intelligent surface
CBS Cognitive base station

TA Transmit antenna

RA Receive antenna
TPC Transmit precoder
RC Receive combiner
RF Radio frequency
BB Base band
RM Reflection matrix
PU Primary user
SU Secondary user
SE Spectral efficiency
IP Interference power
TP Transmit power
SVD Singular value decomposition
BCD Block coordinate descent
RCG Riemannian conjugate gradient
C. Notation

Boldface capital letters, boldface small letters, and normal
typeface letters represent matrices, vectors, and scalar quan-
tities, respectively. To denote (i,j)th element of matrix A,
we use the notation A(i,j); the Hermitian and conjugate
transpose of a matrix A are denoted by A and A*, respec-
tively; ||A||» denotes the the Frobenius norm of A, whereas
|A| represents its determinant; Tr(A) denotes its trace; ||al|,
represents p-th norm of a; D(a) denotes a diagonal matrix
with vector a on its main diagonal; A ® B is the Hadamard
product of A and B; V f(a;) denotes the gradient vector of
function f(a) at the point a;; the real part of a quantity is
denoted by ${-}; In; denotes an M x M identity matrix;
the symmetric complex Gaussian distribution of mean a and
covariance matrix A is represented as CN(a, A).

II. RIS-AIDED MMWAVE MU MIMO DOWNLINK CR
SYSTEM

A. System model

We consider the underlay RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR
downlink as shown in Fig. [ A CBS equipped with N;
transmit antennas (TAs) and My RF chains is transmitting data
to M SUs in the presence of a PU with the aid of a RIS. Each
SU and PU is equipped with IV, receive antennas (RAs) and
M, RF chains. A fully-connected hybrid TPC is employed at
the CBS to transmit M N, data streams, i.e., N, data streams
to each SU, where we have M Ny, < M; and N, < M,.
The signal vector s = [slT, e ,sﬂ]T e CMN=x1 g initially
precoded by the BB TPC Fgg = [Fppi1,...,Fep M| €
CM:xMNs followed by the RF TPC Frp € CMe*Ne | where
Sy € CN*! and Fpp ,, € CMo*Ns are the transmitted signal
and the BB TPC corresponding to the mth SU. The RIS is
deployed on the facade of a building close to the CBS and
SUs for substantially suppressing interference at the PU due
to the downlink transmission between the CBS and the SUs.

N elements IRS
T T

i
SU-1

- Ho .

PU | & @ K

SU-M

Blockages Blockages

Figure 1: RIS-aided mmWave MIMO downlink cognitive radio
system.

In particular, the RIS comprises NV reflective elements and it
is programmable and reconfigurable via an RIS controller. Let
us denote the RIS RM as ® = D ([¢1,...,¢n]) with ¢, =
anel®, where a,, € [0,1] and 6, € [0,27] are the amplitude
and phase shift of the n-th reflective element. Assuming
oy = 1 for maximizing the reflection gain of the RIS leads
to |®(n,n)| = 1. The cascaded channel matrix corresponding
to the mth SU is given by H,, = Hig ,,,®H¢y € CNo*Ne,
where Hep € CV*Ne and Hig ,, € CV**N are the channel
links spanning from the CBS to the RIS and from the RIS to
the mth SU, respectively. Considering a frequency-flat block-
fading channel, the signal y,,, € CN:*! received at the SU m
is given by
ym =HFreFsD(y/P)s + 0y
=H,,FrrFge,mD(v/Pm)Sm
M (1)
+ 2 H, . FrrFsnD(\/Pn)Sn + N,
n=1ln#m

where p = [p1,...,par] € CMNsx1 represents the power

allocation vector, and p,,(d) denotes the power assigned
to the dth stream of SU m. Furthermore, n,, € CNrx!
is an additive white complex Gaussian noise process with
distribution CA/(0,2T). Upon considering a hybrid RC at
each SU, the processed received signal ¥, € CM=*1 at the
mth user is given by

Ym :WgB,ngF,mHmFRFFBmeD( \% pm)sm

M
+ > W, Wip . HinFreFep o D(y/Pr)sn @
n=1,n#m

H H
+ WgE,m WRE,mBDm,

where Wgyp ,, € CNexMr gnd WsgB,m € CM:xNs gre the RF
RC and the BB RC matrices, respectively, of the mth SU.
Moreover, the fully-connected hybrid antenna array at both
the CBS and each SU ends leads to |Frr(4,j)] = 1 and



[Wgp m(4,7)| = 1. Similarly, the interference received at the
PU is given by

yvp =GFrrFgeD(y/DP)S + 1, (3)

where G = Hip®Hcp € CN-*Ne is the effective channel
matrix of the PU and Hp € CV=*¥ is the channel spanning
from the CBS to the PU.

B. mmWave MIMO channel

Throughout this paper, we employ the widely used Saleh-
Valenzuela channel model [33]], of the wireless channel,
which includes complex path losses, delays, angle-of-arrivals
(AoAs), and angle-of-departures (AoDs). The frequency flat
mmWave MIMO channel between two nodes is given by

Ny

H; = 2 aiJar((b;lv 921)351 (¢§,l7 9§,z)= “4)
=1

where the subscript i € {{CI}, {IS, m}, IP} represents the cor-
responding link, and N denotes the number of multipath com-
ponents in H;. The quantity «; ; is the gain of the [th multipath
component in H;. Furthermore, ai(¢!,0!,) € Ceol(H;)x1
denotes the transmit array response vector corresponding to
the azimuth and elevation angles of departure (AoDs), namely
¢t 0!, respectively. Similarly, a,(¢],07,) e Crow(Hx1
denotes the receive array response vector corresponding to the
azimuth and elevation angles of arrival (AoAs), namely ¢,
0; . respectively. We consider uniform planar arrays (UPAs)
at the BS, RIS, and at each UE. As a result, the array response
vectors can be written as

1 ;2T <1 ~3 3
a. ((b’o) _ = 1’.'.76]2Td(osm<z§bu(10-+—pco:30)’.”7
T (5)
ejo"d((N:—l)sin¢sin0)+(N;’—1)c050) 7

where z € {r,t}, d is the antenna spacing or RIS element
spacing, which is assumed to be half of the wavelength A,
0<o< N!and 0 <p< NY, where N and N? denote the
number of horizontal and vertical elements of the UPA in the
2D plane, respectively.

C. Problem formulation

This paper seeks to jointly design the hybrid TPC/RCs
{Wre.m, Wepm . Fre,Fpp, RIS RM @ and the
power allocation vector p that maximizes sum-SE of the
secondary system under TP, IP and the non-convex constant
magnitude phase constraints. The corresponding SE of the SU

m is given by
Run =108, ([Tn, + Tm), )

where the matrix T',,, € CM:*Ns represents the signal to
interference plus noise ratio (SINR) power, which is given
by Eq. (B) at the top of the next page. Moreover, due to
downlink communication between the CBS and SUs in the

same frequency band as the PU, the aggregate interference
induced at the PU can be written as

M
Iy = Y |GFreFee D)l [f (D)
m=1

Therefore, for a given RIS-aided mmWave MIMO channel,
the sum-SE of the downlink CR system can be formulated as

M
IS

P max (9a)
{WremWep .} Frp Fop.@.pm=1

s.t. |Fre(i,j)| = 1,Vi, 7, (9b)
|Wrr,m(i,j)| = 1,Vi, j,m, (%0)
|®(n,n)| = 1,Vn, (9d)
Iy < I, (%)
|FreFeeD(v/P)|% < Pr, ()

where Ii;, and Pr control the IP at PU and the TP at the
CBS. It is important to highlight here that both the CBS and
each SU require complete knowledge of the channel matrices
H,,, Hip and Hcy, which is a typical requirement in underlay
CR systems [29], [30]. Moreover, the CSI required can be
readily obtained via the transmission of training symbols
followed by employing suitable channel estimation techniques,
as discussed in [47].

Observe from P; that the non-convex OF (Oa) and the non-
convex unit modulus constraints (9b), @d), (Od) imposed on
the RF TPC, RCs, and RM elements make the problem highly
non-convex. Also observe that the TPC, RC matrices and RM
are coupled in the OF (9a)) and IP constraint (O¢), which makes
‘P1 even more challenging to solve. Therefore, in order to find
the solution, we propose a two-stage hybrid transceiver design
based on the BCD principle, which is discussed in the next
section.

ITI. TWO-STAGE HYBRID TRANSCEIVER DESIGN FOR
RIS-AIDED MMWAVE MIMO CR DOWNLINK

In order to maximize the sum-SE of the system, we de-
compose the BB TPC Fpp as Fpg = FipF3p, where

1 ol 1 1 M, X M N,
Fgp = [FBB)l,...,QBB)W...,FBBM] e C and

FQBB = [FQBB,la s aFBB,m

sy FQBB)M] e CNsxMN: The key idea behind this decom-
position is to design Frr and Fjp for jointly maximizing
the sum-SE in the first stage while ignoring the MUI. Subse-
quently, Fp, is designed in the second-stage for mitigating the
MUI. Therefore, the updated sum-SE maximization problem
can be recast as

7?’S'IJIII

P : max
M
{WRF,m,WBB,m }mzleRFvF]lngF%B)q’)p

s.t. @b, @d., ©@d), @), ©.

To solve Pa, we focus first on the joint design of the RF
TPC Frr, RCs {Wgp ,}2_, and RM & based on the BCD
method. Next, Fl; and {Wgp mM_, are determined by
maximizing the sum-SE based on the associated effective BB
channel. Finally, we compute F3p followed by the optimal
power allocation vector p.

(10)
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BB,ngF,mHmFRF FBB’mD(pm)FgB,mFﬁlF,mHnHmWRFWBB,m

®

n=1,n#m

A. Joint RF TPC, RC, and RIS RM design

Upon assuming that the MUI can be eliminated in the
second-stage of the TPC, one can approximate the rate of the
mth SU R,,, at high SNR as

Rm ~ 1Og2 <‘Rm1WgBle{{IFmHmFRFF]%B,mD(pm)

X (F]%B,m)HFgFHrIZWRF,mWBB,m’)7
(1D

where R,,, = chWgBMWngWRp_’mWBB_’m is the effec-
tive noise at the mth SU. Note that for a large number of TAs
and RAs, the optimal RF TPC and RCs are approximately or-
thogonal, i.e., Ff{FFRFOCI]ut and ngymWRF,mC[IAﬂa Ym.
Furthermore, the hybrid TPC and RCs approach the op-
timal fully-digital TPC and RCs, respectively, which obey
the approximation (F}EB)H FgFFRFF}gB ~ Ipn. and
(WBBym)H Wﬁlp,mWRF,mWBB,m ~ Iy,. Following these
facts, one can assume that the matrices F]l?,Bﬂn and
WgE , are orthogonal, i.e., (F]%BM)HF]%BMOCIMNS and
(WBBVm)H Wgg, molx,. Therefore, (IT) can be approxi-
mated as

1
R ~ logy OEWQF””H’”FRF F}13B,mD(pm)(F}13B,m)H

~ D(am)

X FgFHgWRF,mD
1
= log, <’;WgF,mHmFRFD(Qm)FgFHgWRF,mD
1
= log, <’;FgFHﬁwRF,ngF,mHmFRFD(Qm)D

()

+ log, (‘FQFHgWRF,ngMHmFRF
(12)

Let us define the SVD of H,,, = U,,,%,, VE as
. 0

~

Hm=[me ﬁm] e [{/m \me]H, (13)

where ﬁm contains the first M, columns of U,,, f]mA is
comprised of the first M, singular values of X,, and V,,
contains the first M, columns of V,,. Upon assuming the
effective rank of H,, to be equal the maximum number of
data streams per SIAJ, iA.e., AMr, one can approximate H,,
as H,, ~ H,, = UmEmV{i. Furthermore, one can write

M
Wi o Wie  HnFReFBE 2 D(Pn)Flp  FeHEWRE  Wep i + 02 Wy WL Wre  Was,

Frr as Frr = [Frr1,....Frem,...,Frr ], where
Frrm € CNexM: Upon exploiting the above facts, one can
rewrite (12)) as

D(am
R ~ log, (’ (02 )D

+ 10g2 (‘FgF,mﬁrgWRF,mng,mﬁmFRF,m ‘)

b D(qm ~
(w) log, (‘ (an )D + 2 x log, (‘WQF,mHmFRFmDv
(14)
where (a) follows since |XY| = |X||Y| when X and Y are
square matrices. As a result, the joint design of the RF TPC
and RCs, and RM is formulated as:

Ps :
M
max log (‘WH mHIs,m‘I’HCIFRF-mD
{WRF,m,FRF,m},Afzp‘I)ngl ? o ’
s.t. @b, @d), @d).

5)
Note that the problem P is still intractable due to the non-
convex unit modulus constraints. Additionally, the RF TPC
Frr,m, RF RC Wgp,, and RM @ are coupled in the
OF. Hence, in order to solve this challenging problem, we
propose the BCD-successive RCG (SRCG) algorithm, where
FRrr m, WRF,m, and ® are designed alternatively by employ-
ing the RCG algorithm. As per this procedure, we initially
jointly design the RF TPC Fgrpg,,, and RF RCs Wgg ,, for
a fixed RM @®. Subsequently, we design the RM @ for the
Frr and Wgy ,, computed in the previous step. The proposed
BCD-SRCG algorithm in described next in detail.

1) Optimization of RF TPC and RC: For a fixed RM ®, we
seek to design WRF i, Frr,m based on the known effective
channel ﬁm. As a result, the RF TPC and RF RC design
problem can be formulated as

M
P, : max lo ’WH H, F D
s.t. (@b, ©d.

(16)
To further solve the above problem, we develop a novel
SRCG algorithm, where we decompose P, into a series of
sub-problems. Explicitly, each pair of the RF TPC and RF
RC are designed successively by invoking the RCG algo-
rithm. Let us consider Fgp a [fRF.m1s - - TRE,m M, ]
and WRF,m é [WRF,m,la . 7WRF,m,M,-]v where fRF,m,l and
WRF,m, are the [th columns of Fry ,, WRF, m, respectively.
Let us define Frp ,,\; and Wgp ,,\; as the matrices that
exclude the vectors fry ., and Wry,m,, from Frp,, and
Wrr,m, respectively. Following the steps from (I7) to 22)



M M M
> log2<’W§IF_’mHmFRp_’mD = logQ(‘WngmUmZngFRFymD = log2<’2mV£FRpﬂngFmem‘>
m=1 m=1 m=1

~

M

m=1

Z 1Og2<’WRFm\lU S VEFp 0y

log, ( 2. VE [Frr m\ Frem.t ] [WrE,m\ WRF,m,l]H ﬁmD
1

M
I\; o~ o~ ~ o~ ~ ~
= Z log, ( zmngRRm,\lngm,\lUm + zmvngp,mylngmlemD
m=1
M

a7

(18)

19)

~ A~ ~ ~ A~ ~ -1
(B Vi Frr Wi O ) [Tas, + (aTar, + S VEFrp 10 Wi 0 O

X gm‘/\/ngF,m,lng)mJﬁm] ‘) (20)

~ A~ ~ —1
Z log, <’2 VEFRe m, AWEHE \l D Z log, <’ [IMr + (OZIMT + szgFRF,m,\lwgp_’my\lUm)

xfszngp,mylng,mJﬁm]D 1)

M
) + Z log, <’[1 + Witp m Unm (CvIMr + 3, VI Fre mo
m=1

A~ —1 ~
XWgF,m,\lUm> Emvf@fRF,m,l]

(22)

shown at the top of the next page, the OF of (I6) can be
reformulated as

M M
Z 10g2 <’WgFmHmFRFm‘) ~ Z 10g2 (‘WﬁlF,m,\le
m=1 m=1

X FRF m,\i

M
) + Z log, (’ [1+ Whp i Qe i fRE m.1 ]
m=1

(23)
where the matrix Q,,; € CN-*Ne ig defined as

~ A~ ~ -1
Qm,l =U,, (OéIMr + 2:771\7%FRF,1n,\lVVgF,7n.,\lU"l)
x 8, VI
(24)
Observe that when Fgp ,,\; and Wgp ,,\; are known, the
first term of (23) and Q.. are rendered constant. As a result,
the sub-problem of optimizing of the RF TPC and RC reduces
to the equivalent problem

M
Ps : max Z log, (‘ [1 + WgF,m,lQm,lfRF,m,l] D
WRE,m, L IRF, m.1
(25)
st |frpma())] =1,i=1,..., Ny, (252)
|WRF,m,l(j)| = 17.7= 17"'7N7" (25b)

Furthermore, the OF in the above equation can be upper-
bounded using Jensen’s inequality as

M
Z log, (‘ [1+ WEp 1 QiR m 1 ‘)
m=1
M
< 10g2< [1 + Z ’WgF,m,lQm,lfRF,m,l” )
m=1

We maximize the upper bound of (23)), and the corresponding
optimization problem is given by

(26)

M
H
Pe : max 10g2< ll + Z ’wRF)mJQmeRp,mJ” )
WRF,m,,fRF,m,1 —
m=1
s.t.  (23d), 23D).

(27)
Observe that the entries of Wgr,m,,; and frr ., are subject
to unit-modulus constraints. Thus, in order to jointly design
each pair of Wgrp ,, and fgrpr ,,;, We concatenate them as

Zm,l = [WgF,m.,lv ng,m,l] € CUN N> 1o form a higher-

dimensional vector, which is subject to the unit-modulus
constraint. As a result, Pg can be reformulated as

Pr: max 2 ’zm 1D iZm 1

Zm,1 —q

.. |zm7l(i)| —1,

(28)

Vi, m,l,



where D,,;, = BNTXNT] Q. [On N N, ] €
N¢x Ny

CNe+Ne)x(Ne+Ne) - Note that P; is also non-convex

due to the non-convex unit modulus constraint imposed on

each element of z,,;. To this end, let us define the feasible

set Z for (28) on the complex circle manifold as
Z = {zm,l e CWHNIXL g )| =1, Vi}. (29)

Therefore, the problem (28) can be recast as

Z |22 Do 1Zom |

stz (i )eZ,

max f Zm,1) (30)

Vz, m.
Furthermore, the Euclidean gradient of f(z,, ;) is given by

Vf(zm) =2 x [ ggvlfRF,m,l ] '

m, I WRF,m,l GD

The RCG algorithm takes advantage of the Riemannian gra-
dient to evaluate the descent direction, which is defined as
the orthogonal projection of V f(z,,,;) onto the tangent space

T, Z of the manifold Z at the associated point z;, ;. This
is mathematlcally expressed as
T, ZZ
- {sz e CV= Ny . g {zm,l ® (zinl)*} = 0(N1,+Nt)} .
(32)

Subsequently, the Riemannian gradient at the point zj'n)l is
obtained as

grad f(z,,,) = V(zy,,) —R{V[(z,,) O

(33)
Similar to the conjugate gradient method of the Euclidean
space, the update rule of the search direction in the manifold

space is given by

n't! = —grad f(z} )+/\17'

s (). 34
where ° denotes the search direction at zm ;» A1 is the update
parameter choosen as the the Polak- Ribiere parameter [48]],
and T, i1 ( ) represents the transport operation. Briefly,
the transport operation is required because both ! and n'
are in different tangent spaces and operations such as the sum
in (34) cannot be carried out directly. Therefore, the transport
operation 7_; 21 (nl) proposed in [32] is required to
map the tangent vector at the previous search direction to its
original tangent space of the current point zj:;}, which is given
by

Tty et (1) Ty, 2 Ty 2
’l’] '—>T] 7%{7’1@( H—l) }GZH—I

(35

Upon determining the search direction 1", the retraction

operation Retr,: (A\2m;) of [32] is performed for determining

the destination on the manifold. Specifically, Retr,; (A2m;)

(zh,))*} Ozl -

Algorithm 1 SRCG Algorithm for solving (16)

Require: H,,, and desired accuracy ¢
1: Initialize: WRF,m FRF,m
2: forl=1:M, do
3: Obtain  Wgy,,,,; from WRgE ,, FRF’m}}l from

FRry,m and construct z,,; = [ng_m I ng . l]
4: Update Qm ! = U (adp,  +

JUm) 18,V

set 7 = 03

6 while H ¢ do

7: Choose the Armljo backtracking line search step
size Aa

Obtain the next point z;’:} using retraction in BGo)

9: Determine Riemannian gradient grad f(zi!) ac-
cording to (33)

10: Obtain the transport Tl it (nz) according to
(53]

11: Choose the Polak-Ribiere parameter \;

12: Calculate the conjugate direction °*! according
to (34)

13: 1—1+1

14: end while

15: update: Wprm and FRF,m

16: end for

17: return: Wgr ,,, and Frp p,

maps the point on the tangent space T,: Z to the manifold Z,
which is given by

nyl(/\z’l’]i) T, 22

Retrzi
(Zi”’l + )\Qni)j

(mel + )\2"7i>j

where )\ is the Armijo backtracking line search step size [48]]
and (z 1A’ ) denotes the jth entry of (z 1A’ )

The key steps of the SRCG algorithm discussed above to solve
problem (I6) are summarized in Algorithm 1.

2) Optimization of the RM ®: We now focus our attention
on the design of the RIS RM @ for a fixed RF TPC Fgrr
and RF RC Wgg,,,, which maximize the sum-SE of the SUs.
The pertinent problem of designing ® is given by

- 36
At oo (36)

3

M
Py max Zl log, <‘ng)mHIS,m‘I’HCIFRF,m‘>
s.t.  (©d).
(37)

To solve this problem for a fixed Wgp ,, and Fgrp ,,, we
once again adopt the successive optimization principle, where
the problem (37) is decomposed into a series of sub-problems.
In each sub-problem, ¢,, is optimized for fixed values of the



other (N — 1) elements. Toward this, let us define
A
R zng,mHIS,m = [rm,la ..

A
T,, =HciFrem = [tm.1, .-

- Tm,N], (38)

S (39)

where r,, , € CM*! is the nth column of R,, and t}} , €
CMex1 i the nth row of T,,. Thus, the effective BB channel
can be written as

N
A
W ngHIS,m(I)HCIFRF,m = qu>Tm = 2 (bnrm,ntﬁ]hn-
n=1

(40)
Therefore, the OF of Pg can be rewritten as

M
2 log, (’ng,mHIs,m‘I’HCIFRFD
m=1

M N
= Z log, (‘ Z ¢nrm,ntf£7n )
m=1 n=1

Furthermore, following the steps from (@2) to (#3) as shown
at the top of the next page, () can be approximated as

M N
2 10g2 ( Z ¢nrm,nt7}7€7n )
T " (46)
~ Z 10g2 (‘Am,n ) + 2 IOgQ(‘l + ¢n5m,n )7
m=1 m=1

N
Z qﬁirm,itﬁ_’i and 5m,n =

(41)

where A, , =
i=1,i%n
-1
N
tfiyn aly, + Y, ¢irm7it,Hn)i Tyn. Observe  that
i=1,i%n

A, , is fixed when the other N — 1 reflective elements, RF
TPC and RC are fixed. Therefore, the designed sub-problem
for the optimization of the nth reflective element is given by

M
Y 1085 (|1 + Gudm,n
m=1

st |on] =1,Vn.

Upon defining ¥,, = D ([61.n,---,0m.n]) € CM*M Py can
be recast as

PIO :

Po : max
@

n

) (47)

Hé)&x f(¢n) = 1Og2 (’I]W + ¢n‘I’n

n

) (48)
st |on| =1,Vn.

The unit modulus constraint on ¢,, renders the above problem
non-convex. To solve this problem, we once again adopt the
above-mentioned RCG algorithm for designing the RF TPC
and RC. To this end, the Euclidean gradient of the function
f(éy) is formulated as

V(6n) = Tr (T + 6,%,) ' ¥,).

Therefore, the problem (46) can be efficiently solved again by
the RCG algorithm.

In summary, the BCD-SRCG algorithm successively designs
the [th beamformer pair fry ,,; and Wry ,,; of the RF TPC

(49)

Algorithm 2 BCD-SRCG algorithm toward solving (I3)
Input: HCL Hls_’m,m = 1, ey M

1: Initialize: ®

2. form=1:M do

3 Obtain H,,, = Hig ., PHc

4: Construct WRr,,, Frr,m based on Algorithm 1
5: end for

6: Obtain R,,, = ng)mHIS,m and T,, = HCIFRF,m
7. forn=1: N do

- H & H -
8: Obtain 0yn =t | s, +25 GiTmity ;i | Tmns

i=1i%n
m=1,....M

9: Construct ¥,, = D ([01,n, - -

10: Obtain ¢,, by solving (48]

11: end for

12: Go to step 2, until convergence of Fry 1, WRF,,, and ®
is achieved

13: return: {Wgp , Frp m}M_, and ®

< 51\4,71])

and RF RC jointly for a fixed setting of the RM ® by solving
@2 employing the RCG algorithm. Subsequently, with the
RF TPC and RF RC thus computed, each element of ®
is successively optimized according to (48], based on the
RCG algorithm. As per the BCD-SRCG algorithm described
above, Frr, {Wgr %:1 and @ are alternately designed until
convergence is achieved. The key steps of the BCD-SRCG
procedure are summarized in Algorithm

B. BB TPC, RCs and optimal power allocation

This subsection presents a procedure for the design of the
BB TPC Fgg,m, BB RC Wgg ,,,, Vm and determines the op-
timal power allocation p,,, m = 1,..., M, which maximizes
the sum-SE and minimizes the MUI. This is achieved as per
the optimization in P;, for fixed RF TPC, RCs and RM. As
seen from P, Fg,, and p,, are coupled in the total TP and
IP constraints, given by (9¢) and (O], respectively. Therefore,
it is difficult to solve this problem. To compute the solution
to this challenging problem, we present a pair of approaches,
viz., the direct-SVD (D-SVD) and projected-SVD (P-SVD)
techniques, that focus respectively on the spatial multiplexing
of the SUs and on the interference mitigation at the PU. Both
these approaches are discussed next in detail.

1) D-SVD: In this approach, the BB TPC and RCs are
designed for maximizing the sum-SE based on the SVD of
the channels H,,, ¥m, while the power allocation is done to
meet the TP and IP constraints. Therefore, the optimal fully-
digital TPC and RC of the mth SU for the D-SVD method
are V,,, and U,,, respectively. Furthermore, in the first-stage,
Frr and F]l?,Bﬂn are jointly designed for maximizing the sum-
SE of the SUs. Therefore, for a fixed RF TPC Frr and RF
RC WRgE,,, the quantities F%;B_’m and Wgg, i, that approach



M N
Z log, ( Z ‘bnrm,ntg,n-
m=1 n=1

)

i=1,i#n

N
H H
Z ¢irm,itm7i + ¢nrm,ntm7n

) (42)

M N N -1

~ ) log, ( > ¢irm,itg,i> Ly, + (aIMr + ¢irm7itﬁ7i> Ot (43)
m=1 i=1,i#n i=1,i#n
M N M N -1

= Z log, ( Z ¢irm7itfi> + Z log2<IMr + (cﬂMr + Z ¢irm7itﬁ7i> ¢nrm7nt,Hn,n> (44)
m=1 i=1,i#n m=1 i=1,i#n
M N -1

= > log, < Z GiTm it m) + 2 logy [ 1+ ¢t (aIMr + qﬁirm,itf) T (45)
m=1 i=1,i#n i1=1,i#n

the optimal solution, are given by

-1
Fipm = (FieFrr)  FieVo, (50)
-1
Wogm = (Whe nWrEm) Wik, Un, (D)
where we have VP = V,, and UP = U,,. Furthermore,

to mitigate the MUI, we use the ZF technique to design
the precoder F3y5. As per this scheme, the CBS obtains
the effective channel matrix of the mth SU as HSTD =
(WRp m)HWgF mHm FRFFBBm € CN=*Ns ¥ and stacks

. T
them as F — [(HFP)T . (HS™P)T . (HETP)T| e

CMNsxNs Subsequently, the BB TPC Fpp 2 is formulated
as

P30 = (@) E") (@) (52)

Finally, the normalized BB TPC corresponding to the mth SU
is given by

1,D 2,D
FBB mFBB ,m

FBB m (53)

HFRFFBB m BB mH

Furthermore, the resource allocation in a typical mmWave
MU scenario can potentially suffer from unfairness due to
coverage issues, differences in distance between the CBS and
various SUs, as well as the priority of the SUs. Therefore, in
order to avoid this, we introduce a weighted sum-SE for the
system. The optimal power allocation problem of weighted
sum-SE maximization, based on the D-SVD method, can now
be formulated as

M
max Z w2 R

7311 :
(PRIN_, o1 (54)
st. (©e, @D,
where w2 pP and RP denote the weight, power allocation

and rate of the mth SU using the D-SVD method. Following
Appendix[A] the rate of the mth SU RP , based on the D-SVD
approach, can be simplified to the following expression

1 ~
RP ~ log, (‘INS n Q(Fgg)m)HzﬁFgng(pg)D.
! (55)

Furthermore, let us now define the matrix Y2 e CN:* /s ag

D _ (2D H$2 p2,D
Tm _(FBB,m) EmFBB,m’

Ol 5B all3 - 0 (56)
®
0 A |
where ’UBL_’Z- represents the square of the ith principal diagonal

fé}? m.i denotes the ith column

element of the matrix f)m and
2,D
of FBB’m
(36) follows by noting that the columns of F%g,m are asymp-
totically orthogonal for large antenna arrays [3]]. Furthermore,
for the designed ®, the IP constraint at the PU, due to the

transmission by the CBS, can be formulated as

. Furthermore, the approximation (b) employed in

Iry < Iin,

Tr (GFRFFBB,mD( ) (FBB,m) FgFGH) < I,
1

M:ﬁMz

Tr(D(PR) (Fp,.) " Fie G GFreFRy ,, ) < I

Zm

m=1

2

s

pm de d =X
1

Itha

e

)
Il

1
(57)

where p;) ; and 4 are the dth diagonal elements of D(p},,)
and Z,,, respectively. Similarly, the total TP constraint at the
CBS can be rewritten as

M Ng

Z Z pg,dtg,d <

m=1d=1

Pr, (58)

where tP . is the dth diagonal element of the matrix

TD = (FgBym)HFgFFRFFgB_’m. Therefore, the sum-SE
maximization of the system based on the D-SVD method is



given by
P12 :
M N d” BBde2 D
max 2 Zwmdlogg l+ ————"—pn.a
Prid  meldel
(59)
M N
s.t. Z Z pg_’de,d < Ithv (593)
m=1d=1
M N,
Z 2 pm dtm d = PT’ (59b)
m=1d=1
p%d >0, (59¢)

where J)Eh 4 18 the weight corresponding to the dth stream of
the mth SU. The theorem below quantifies the optimal power
Pm,a allocated to the mth SU and its dth stream.

Theorem 1. The SE of the system given in P12 is maximized
by

D
pm,d

{0 ! o ¥m, d
= max < 0, D T < 5D m,a.
ACm,d + TDtm,d w?«b dUm d”fBB m, de

(60

Proof. Given in Appendix [Bl O

The quantities A and 7P are the Lagrange multipliers
associated with (,, ¢ and tm 4» Tespectively.

2) P-SVD: The P-SVD approach completely avoids inter-
ference at the PU due to communication between the CBS and
SUs, which can be accomplished by projecting the channels
of the SUs into the null space of the PU channel G. To this
end, let us define the SVD of G as

G=U,3, V. (61)

Therefore, after taking the projection, the effective channel of
the mth SU as per this procedure is given by

H,, = H,, (Iy, - V,V¥). (62)

In order to maximize the sum-SE of the system, the optimal
TPC and RC can be found using the SVD of H,,. Let us
define the SVD of H,,, as

H,, =U,%,VZ. (63)
Upon considering the optimal fully-digital TPC and RC for
the mth SU as vP and UP | which comprise the first M

columns of Vm and Um, respectively, the BB TPC FBB m
and BB RC Wngm for the P-SVD method are given by

= (FgFFRF)_l FgFVEw

= (WHpWrr) - WHpU,,.

1,P
FBB ,m

WBB m

(64)
(65)
Furthermore, upon employing the ZF technique, FQB’E is given
by

FE; - () @ (66)

where T = [(ESTPYT . (HTP)T (H‘j\f}vP)T]T €
CMNxNe and HETY = (Wi ) T W,

x H,,FrpFpy, ,, € CN=*N-_ Finally, the normalized BB TPC
of the P-SVD method corresponding to the mth SU is given
by

Fyp, mF%’BP m

FEp.m = (67)

HFRFFBB m BB mH

Therefore, the sum-SE maximization for the RIS-aided
mmWave MIMO CR downlink based on the P-SVD method
is given by

M N,
. ~ md” BBmd||2
Pis: max Z Z w§7d10g2 (1 Tpf;,d
m,d m=1d=1
(63)
M N,
DD o atina < Pr, (68a)
m=1d=1
Prna =0, (68Db)

where @! , is the weight corresponding to the dth stream of
the mth SU, Uv}:u 4 denotes the square of the dth element on
the principal diagonal of P fég 4 1s the dth column of
the matrix FBB m and tp 4 1s the dth diagonal element of the
matrix TF = (FEB m) FgFFRFFBB,m' Similar to Theorem
1, the sum SE of the system given in P;3 based on the P-SVD
method is maximized by the power allocation

p 0 1 o?
Dim,q = max <0, e s
m,d

Wy, dUmd||fE23Bmd|2} 77
(69)

where 7" is the Lagrange multiplier associated with ¢}, ,
Note that the proposed two-stage hybrid transceiver design
relying on the optimization of the hybrid transceiver and
passive RM can also be applied in a wideband scenario by con-
sidering MIMO-orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) modulation [39], [46]. In a MIMO-OFDM system,
the BB TPC precedes the inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT)
operation, which is followed by the RF TPC at the transmitter
side. On the other hand, the RF RC is succeeded by the
fast Fourier transform (FFT) followed by the BB RC at
each SU. Consequently, the BCD-SRCG algorithm can be
extended to wideband scenarios for optimizing the RF TPC,
RC, and passive RM, which are shared by all the subcarriers.
The D-SVD and P-SVD methods can also be extended to
optimize the BB TPCs, BB RCs, and power allocation for
each subcarrier by employing the SVD of the corresponding
frequency-selective mmWave MIMO channel.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results for the algo-
rithms proposed for jointly designing the hybrid transceiver
and passive beamformer of an RIS-aided mmWave MIMO
CR downlink. We consider a two-dimensional coordinated
system to model the system as shown in Fig.2l where M SUs
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Figure 2: Simulation setup for the RIS-aided mmWave MIMO
CR downlink.

share the frequency band of a PU in a single cell. The CBS
having a UPA structure is equipped with Ny = Ny x N,
antennas and M; = MM, RF chains and located at the
origin (Om,Om). Similarly, each SU and PU that have a
UPA structure is equipped with N, = N, x N, antennas
and M, RF chains. The SUs are assumed to be uniformly
distributed within a circle centered at (100m,0m) and a
radius of 10m, and the PU is situated at (—100m,Om).
Furthermore, the RIS is assumed to have N reflective units
with a UPA structure of N = N, x N, and situated at
(drism, 20m). For the mmWave MIMO channel H;, the
coefficients «; ; are distributed independently, obeying the dis-
tribution as CA(0,721001PL(d)) y] = {1,... NP}, where

= /row(H;)col(H;)/N? denotes the normalization factor.
The quantity PL(d-) is the path-loss that depends on the
distance d; associated with the corresponding link and it is
modeled as

PL(d;) [dB] = a + 105 log,o(di) + ¢,

where ¢ € CN(0 At the carrier frequency of 28 GHz,
the parameters of dﬁ) are: = 614,68 = 2,0 = 5.8dB
for LoS [32]. Moreover, we set the number of propagation
paths to NP = 10, Vi, with an angular spread of 10 degrees.
The azimuth and elevation angles of departure and arrival
follow a Laplacian distribution around the mean angle. The
antenna spacing of both the CBS and of each SU is set to
half-wavelength, i.e., dy = d, = % The noise variance o2 at
each SU and PU is set to —91dBm. The simulation results
are averaged over 500 independent channel realizations. The
SNR is defined as SNR = %, and its range is varied from
—10 dB to 20 dB to study the performance in both the low- and
high-SNR regions. The key simulation parameters are listed
in Table [ To demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed
algorithms and to reveal some design insights, we compare
the performance of the following algorithms when N = 16
and 32.
o HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD): This is the proposed BCD-
SRCG algorithm and D-SVD approach for the joint
hybrid transceiver and RIS RM design.

(70)

Table III: Key simulation parameters

Parameter

value

Carrier frequency
Number of propagation paths, N f
Path-loss parameters

Number of TAs, Ng
Number of RAs, N,

Number of reflective elements, N {16, 32}
Location of RIS (20m, 20m)
Number of SUs, M 4
Number of data streams per SU, Ng 2
Number of RF chains at each SU, M, 2
Number of RF chains at CBS, My 8

Interference threshold (I},)
SNR, &4

28 GHz

a=614,8=2,0,=58dB
Noise power, o2 —91 dBm

—10dB to 20dB
—10dB to 20dB

HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD): This is the proposed BCD-
SRCG algorithm and P-SVD approach for the joint hybrid
transceiver and RIS RM design.

« FDB w/o interference: For this scheme, CBS and each
SU perform TPC and RC, respectively, using FDB, and
the passive beamforming at RIS by employing the RCG
approach, followed by power allocation without taking
the IP constraint into account.

o HBF (Random Phase): The phases of the RM are assumed
to be random and distributed uniformly between 0 and
27, and the hybrid TPC/RC design is performed using
the proposed SRCG and D-SVD algorithms.

o HBF (white spectrum): The joint hybrid TPC/RC and

passive beamforming are performed using the BCD-

SRCG algorithm, followed by equal power allocation to

all streams of the SUs.

We compare the performance by evaluating the achievable
sum-SE of the SUs vs several important parameters, which are
discussed next. Unless otherwise stated, we consider an 8 x 128
system, where the CBS having Ny = 8 x 16 = 128 antennas
and M; = 8 RF chains is communicating with M = 4 SUs,
each having N, = 2 x 4 = 8 antennas and M, = 2 RF chains
and N = {4 x4 = 16,4 x 8 = 32} reflective units, for a fixed
IP threshold of I' = 0 dB.

1) Sum-SE versus N: In Fig.[3] we plot the sum-SE vs. N
for fixed SNR= 0 dB and I' = 0 dB. As seen from the figure,
the sum-SE obtained using all the schemes increases with [V
due to the higher passive beamforming gain. This demonstrates
the advantages of introducing an RIS into mmWave MIMO
CR systems. Moreover, the sum-SE of the proposed HBF
(BCD-SRCG, D-SVD), HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) and HBF
(white spectrum) schemes approach that of the FDB w/o
interference and yield an improved performance in comparison
to the HBF (Random Phase) approach. This demonstrates
the effectiveness of our proposed joint hybrid TPC/RC and
passive beamforming designs. Also, one can observe that at
a given SNR and T, the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme
outperforms HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) at a lower value of
N while the latter scheme approaches the former at a higher
value of N. This is due to the fact that a large N produces
a higher passive beamforming gain, which results in higher
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Figure 3: Achievable sum-SE versus number of reflecting
elements NV for an 8 x 128 RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR
system with SNR= 0 dB and I" = 0 dB. All other parameters
are listed in Table. [
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Figure 4: Achievable sum-SE versus SNR for an 8 x 128 RIS-
aided mmWave MIMO CR system with I' = 0 dB. All other
parameters are listed in Table. [T

IP at the PU and limits the performance of the HBF (BCD-
SRCG, D-SVD) scheme. However, a large value of NV provides
better degrees of freedom for nulling the interference, which
improves the performance of the HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD)
scheme.

2) Sum-SE versus SNR: As shown in Fig. @ we compare
the sum-SE of the system versus SNR for a fixed IP thresh-
old I' = 0 dB when the number of reflective elements is
N = {16, 32}. As can be seen from the figure, the sum-SE of
the proposed HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) method approaches
that of FBD w/o interference at low SNR and saturates at high
SNR. This is because at low SNR regime, the IP constraint
is inactive due to the low level of interference induced at
the PU, whereas at high SNR, it becomes active due to the
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Figure 5: Achievable sum-SE versus IP threshold I' for an
8 x 128 RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR system with SNR= 0
dB. All other parameters are listed in Table. [Tl

increased interference at the PU. Therefore, the system is
limited by the quantity I'" at high SNRs. In addition, the sum-
SE of the HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) method increases with
the SNR regardless of I', since the interference is nulled via
the projection method. Also, one can observe that the HBF
(BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) method outperforms the HBF (BCD-
SRCG, D-SVD) scheme at high SNR due to IP limitations in
the latter optimization at high SNR. Furthermore, as expected,
the proposed HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme has a per-
formance edge over the naive HBF (white spectrum) scheme,
which shows the effectiveness of the proportional water-filling
solution toward optimal power allocation. Furthermore, it can
be observed that the system having N = 32 reflecting elements
outperforms that with N = 16. This trend is expected due to
the higher passive beamforming gain of the former.

3) Sum-SE versus T': In Fig. 5] we plot the sum-SE of the
system with respect to the IP threshold I' for a fixed value
of SNR = 0 dB. It can be seen from the figure that the
sum-SE of the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) method increases
with the IP threshold. This is due to the fact that the large
value of I' provides an opportunity for the SUs to transmit
at a higher power due to the improved ability of the PU
to tolerate the interference. Furthermore, the sum-SEs of the
HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) and the optimal w/o interference
schemes are constant with respect to I', which shows that these
schemes are independent of the IP threshold. However, note
that the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme has a superior
SE in comparison to the HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) in the
higher I regime. This is due to the fact that at sufficiently large
values of I, the IP constraint becomes ineffective owing to the
enhanced interference tolerance at the PU. Therefore, at high
I', the system performance is only limited by the maximum
value of the TP Pr. Again, it can be seen that the higher
passive beamforming gain of the N = 32 system makes it
superior to the N = 16 system.
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4) Sum-SE versus N,: Fig. |0 illustrates the sum-SE of the
system versus the number of RAs N, for the fixed values
of SNR = 0 dB and I' = 0 dB. As expected, the sum-SE
of the proposed schemes increases upon increasing N, due
to the increased multiplexing gain. However, observe that the
sum-SE of the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme almost
saturates at [V, = 8. While the performance of the HBF (BCD-
SRCG, P-SVD) is poor at lower values of N,, it increases
almost linearly as NN, increases, and it approaches that of the
HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) at N, = 8. This is due to the
fact that a large value of N, produces higher antenna gain,
which increases the IP at the PU in the HBF (BCD-SRCQG,
D-SVD) scheme, resulting in saturation of its performance.

T T T T
—©—FDB w/o interference
—g— HBF(BCD-SRCG, D-SVD)
+ HBF(BCD-SRCG, P-SVD)
~—— HBF(Random Phase)
—#— HBF(White spectrum)

Achievable sum SE (bps/Hz)
>

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
Location of IRS dgris (m)

Figure 8: Achievable sum-SE versus horizontal distance of RIS
for an 8 x 128 RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR system with
SNR= 0 dB and I' = 0 dB. All other parameters are listed in
Table. [

Moreover, the HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) scheme is free of
the IP constraint. As a result, its performance is not limited
by the antenna gain. Moreover, observe that the performance
gain of all the systems obtained by increasing the number of
RAs at the SUs is significantly higher than that obtained by
increasing the number of reflective elements of the RIS in Fig.
Bl However, note that this improved performance is achieved
at the cost of the high energy consumption of the former due
to the increased number of active RAs.

5) Sum-SE versus number of SUs M: Furthermore, in Fig.
[l we plot the sum-SE of SUs vs. the number of SUs M
for a fixed SNR = 0 dB and I' = 0 dB. As seen, the
sum-SE of the system decreases as M increases due to the
increment in the MUI and reduction in the power per SU.
To compensate these losses, it is advisable to increase the
number of RAs in the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme
as M increases, but not to increase the TP, as it leads to an
undesirable increase in the IP at the PU. Moreover, the HBF
(BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) scheme is outperformed by the HBF
(BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) scheme as M increases due to loss in
beamforming gain for ZF. However, it is advisable to increase
the TP in the HBF (BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) scheme instead of
increasing the number of RAs, because an increment in the
power of this scheme does not affect the PU. Furthermore, the
system performance is improved by increasing the number of
reflective elements from N = 16 to N = 32, demonstrating
that an RIS with a large number of reflective elements has an
improved ability to suppress MUL

6) Sum-SE versus horizontal distance of the RIS: Moreover,
in Fig. Bl we plot the sum-SE of the system vs. the horizontal
distance of RIS, denoted by dgrig, in the range of 10m to
90m, for a fixed values of SNR = 0dB and I' = 0dB.
As seen from the figure, the sum-SE of the system initially
decreases as dryg increases, approaching its minimum value,
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and then subsequently increasing as drig increases. Therefore,
it is beneficial to place the RIS within the vicinity of the CBS
or the SUs for better performance but not in the vicinity of
the PU. Also, one can observe that the HBF (BCD-SRCG,
P-SVD) method performs better when the RIS is closer to the
CBS as the passive beamforming gain of the RIS does not
affect the PU. By contrast, the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD)
method performs better when the RIS is closer to the SUs
because the passive gain of the RIS is affected the least when
it is far from the PU and closer to the SUs.

7) Sum-SE versus Ny: Finally, we examine the achievable
sum SE versus the number of TAs N; to quantify the perfor-
mance gap arising due to the assumption of near orthogonality
of user channels considered in (I2) and (36), for a large num-
ber of antenna elements. Fig. 9] plots both the analytical and
Monte Carlo simulation based sum SE versus /Ny for different
numbers of reflective elements, N = {16, 32,64, 128} of the
RIS at a fixed value of SNR = 0 dB and I' = 0 dB. It can
be seen from the figure that as Ny increases, the simulated
values for both the HBF (BCD-SRCG, D-SVD) and HBF
(BCD-SRCG, P-SVD) schemes approach the corresponding
analytical values. More specifically, there are only marginal
deviations of 1.38%, 1.26%, 1.21% and 1.03% at N; = 60 for
N = {16, 32,64, 128}, which demonstrates the validity of the
user orthogonality assumptions in the massive antenna array
regime.

V. CONCLUSION

We investigated the ability of the RIS technology to aid
multiple SUs in a mmWave MIMO CR system operating in
the underlay mode. A two-stage hybrid transceiver design
was proposed based on the SRCG-BCD algorithm to jointly
design the hybrid TPC/RC and RM, which maximizes the
sum-SE of the secondary system, while restricting the IP
induced at the PU to a predefined threshold. The proposed

approach initially designs a pair of vectors for the RF TPC
and RC, and each element of the RM matrix successively.
Subsequently, two sub-optimal solutions were proposed to
design the BB TPC/RC based on the SVD of the effective BB
channel. Furthermore, the proportional water-filling approach
was adopted to optimize the power allocation to each stream
of each SU for the sake of user fairness. Finally, simulation
results were presented, which show the effectiveness of the
proposed schemes in RIS-aided mmWave MIMO CR systems.

APPENDIX A
DERIVATION FOR EQ. (53)

For the given hybrid TPC and RC obtained using the D-
SVD method, one can express the achievable SE RE of the
mth SU as

R, = log, (‘INS + RZIWgB,ngF,mHmFRFFIB)B,m

X D(Pm)(FBB ) I FReHE Wy, Wip m‘

(71)
one can approximate
Iy.. Thus, RBL can be

For a large number of antennas,

H H -~
WBB,mWRF,mWRF,mWBB.,m ~
approximated as
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Approximation (c¢) follows due to the fact that FRFFggm ~
V.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The equivalent convex optimization problem corresponding
to Pj2 is given by

2 2 wmd10g2 <1+

m=1d=1

s.t. , ). (9B, (9.
(75)

Inspired by the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) framework, let us
assume A, 7° and p,) ;¥m,d to be the Lagrange multipliers
associated with the IP inequality, maximum TP inequality

P1a : mln m.d

2,D
m dHfBB m d”2pD >



and power causality constraints in P4, respectively. Thus, the
KKT conditions are given as [49]

~D D q¢2D 2
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v
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M N
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M N,
2 Paax— D) Do pmatia | =0, (78)
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D D D D
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(79)
From ([Q)), the power profile can be written as
D
pm,d
1 o?
= max< 0 — Vm,d
' DD ~ 2.D ’
AGm,d + TPt 4 err)z,dUB,d||fBB,m,dH%

Note that the quantities A and 7P in (80) can be found using
the interior point method so that the KKT conditions are
satisfied.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Rebato, F. Boccardi, M. Mezzavilla, S. Rangan, and M. Zorzi,
“Hybrid spectrum sharing in mmWave cellular networks,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Cognitive Communications and Networking, vol. 3, no. 2,
pp. 155-168, 2017.

[2] I. A. Hemadeh, K. Satyanarayana, M. El-Hajjar, and L. Hanzo,
“Millimeter-wave communications: Physical channel models, design
considerations, antenna constructions, and link-budget,” IEEE Commu-
nications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 870-913, 2018.

[31 A. A. Nasir, H. D. Tuan, T. Q. Duong, H. V. Poor, and L. Hanzo,
“Hybrid beamforming for multi-user millimeter-wave networks,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 3, pp. 2943-2956,
2020.

[4] O. E. Ayach, S. Rajagopal, S. Abu-Surra, Z. Pi, and R. W. Heath,
“Spatially sparse precoding in millimeter wave MIMO systems,” IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 1499—
1513, 2014.

[51 Y. Wang, H. Lu, D. Zhao, Y. Deng, and A. Nallanathan, “Intelligent
reflecting surface-assisted mmWave communication with lens antenna
array,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications and Network-
ing, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 202-215, 2022.

[6] C. Pan, H. Ren, K. Wang, J. F. Kolb, M. Elkashlan, M. Chen,
M. Di Renzo, Y. Hao, J. Wang, A. L. Swindlehurst, X. You, and
L. Hanzo, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for 6G systems: Prin-
ciples, applications, and research directions,” IEEE Communications
Magazine, vol. 59, no. 6, pp. 14-20, 2021.

[71 C. Feng, W. Shen, J. An, and L. Hanzo, “Joint hybrid and passive
RIS-assisted beamforming for mmWave MIMO systems relying on
dynamically configured subarrays,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal,
vol. 9, no. 15, pp. 13913-13 926, 2022.

[8] M. A. ElMossallamy, H. Zhang, L. Song, K. G. Seddik, Z. Han, and
G. Y. Li, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for wireless communica-
tions: Principles, challenges, and opportunities,” IEEE Transactions on
Cognitive Communications and Networking, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 990-1002,
2020.

[9] J. Singh, S. Srivastava, S. P. Yadav, A. K. Jagannatham, and L. Hanzo,
“Energy efficiency optimization in reconfigurable intelligent surface
aided hybrid multiuser mmWave MIMO systems,” IEEE Open Journal
of Vehicular Technology, vol. 4, pp. 581-589, 2023.

[10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

R. Jurdi, A. K. Gupta, J. G. Andrews, and R. W. Heath, “Modeling
infrastructure sharing in mmWave networks with shared spectrum li-
censes,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications and Network-
ing, vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 328-343, 2018.

A. K. Gupta, J. G. Andrews, and R. W. Heath, “On the feasibility
of sharing spectrum licenses in mmWave cellular systems,” [EEE
Transactions on Communications, vol. 64, no. 9, pp. 3981-3995, 2016.
A. K. Gupta, A. Alkhateeb, J. G. Andrews, and R. W. Heath, “Gains
of restricted secondary licensing in millimeter wave cellular systems,”
IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 34, no. 11,
pp. 2935-2950, 2016.

R. Saif, Z. Pourgharehkhan, S. ShahbazPanahi, M. Bavand, and
G. Boudreau, “Underlay spectrum sharing in massive MIMO systems,”
IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications and Networking,
vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 647-663, 2023.

J. Singh, I. Chatterjee, S. Srivastava, and A. K. Jagannatham, “Hybrid
transceiver design and optimal power allocation in downlink mmWave
hybrid MIMO cognitive radio systems,” in 2022 National Conference
on Communications (NCC), 2022, pp. 178-183.

Z. Tian, Z. Chen, M. Wang, Y. Jia, L. Dai, and S. Jin, “Reconfigurable
intelligent surface empowered optimization for spectrum sharing: Sce-
narios and methods,” IEEE Vehicular Technology Magazine, vol. 17,
no. 2, pp. 74-82, 2022.

L. Zhang, Y. Wang, W. Tao, Z. Jia, T. Song, and C. Pan, “Intelligent
reflecting surface aided MIMO cognitive radio systems,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 11445-11457,
2020.

L. Zhang, C. Pan, Y. Wang, H. Ren, and K. Wang, “Robust beam-
forming design for intelligent reflecting surface aided cognitive radio
systems with imperfect cascaded CSI,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive
Communications and Networking, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 186-201, 2022.
W. Jiang, Y. Zhang, J. Zhao, Z. Xiong, and Z. Ding, “Joint transmit
precoding and reflect beamforming design for IRS-assisted MIMO cog-
nitive radio systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications,
vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 3617-3631, 2022.

S. Lin, B. Zheng, F. Chen, and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface-
aided spectrum sensing for cognitive radio,” IEEE Wireless Communi-
cations Letters, vol. 11, no. 5, pp. 928-932, 2022.

S. F. Zamanian, S. M. Razavizadeh, and Q. Wu, “Vertical beamforming
in intelligent reflecting surface-aided cognitive radio networks,” IEEE
Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 10, no. 9, pp. 1919-1923, 2021.
L. Dong, H.-M. Wang, and H. Xiao, “Secure cognitive radio com-
munication via intelligent reflecting surface,” IEEE Transactions on
Communications, vol. 69, no. 7, pp. 4678-4690, 2021.

G. Zhang, C. Shen, B. Ai, and Z. Zhong, “Symbol-level precoding and
passive beamforming design for IRS-aided cognitive radio networks,” in
2021 IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), 2021, pp. 1-6.

P. Yang, L. Yang, W. Kuang, and S. Wang, “Outage performance of
cognitive radio networks with a coverage-limited RIS for interference
elimination,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 11, no. 8, pp.
1694-1698, 2022.

T.-H. Vu, T.-V. Nguyen, D. B. d. Costa, and S. Kim, “Reconfigurable
intelligent surface-aided cognitive NOMA networks: Performance anal-
ysis and deep learning evaluation,” [EEE Transactions on Wireless
Communications, vol. 21, no. 12, pp. 10662-10 677, 2022.

R. Allu, O. Taghizadeh, S. K. Singh, K. Singh, and C.-P. Li, “Robust
beamformer design in active RIS-assisted multiuser MIMO cognitive
radio networks,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications and
Networking, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 398—413, 2023.

Z. Wang, M. Li, Q. Liu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Hybrid precoder and
combiner design with low-resolution phase shifters in mmWave MIMO
systems,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing, vol. 12,
no. 2, pp. 256-269, 2018.

H. Yuan, J. An, N. Yang, K. Yang, and T. Q. Duong, “Low complexity
hybrid precoding for multiuser millimeter wave systems over frequency
selective channels,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 68,
no. 1, pp. 983-987, 2019.

J. Zhan and X. Dong, “Interference cancellation aided hybrid beamform-
ing for mmWave multi-user massive MIMO systems,” /EEE Transac-
tions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 3, pp. 2322-2336, 2021.
C. G. Tsinos, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Hybrid analog-digital
transceiver designs for multi-user MIMO mmWave cognitive radio
systems,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications and Net-
working, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 310-324, 2020.



[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

(471

J. Singh, I. Chatterjee, S. Srivastava, A. Agrahari, A. K. Jagannatham,
and L. Hanzo, “Hybrid transceiver design and optimal power allocation
for the cognitive mmWave multiuser MIMO downlink relying on limited
feedback,” IEEE Open Journal of Vehicular Technology, vol. 4, pp. 241—
256, 2023.

E. E. Bahingayi and K. Lee, “Low-complexity beamforming algorithms
for IRS-aided single-user massive MIMO mmWave systems,” IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 11, pp. 9200—
9211, 2022.

R. Li, B. Guo, M. Tao, Y.-F. Liu, and W. Yu, “Joint design of hybrid
beamforming and reflection coefficients in RIS-aided mmWave MIMO
systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 70, no. 4, pp.
2404-2416, 2022.

S. Gong, C. Xing, P. Yue, L. Zhao, and T. Q. S. Quek, “Hybrid analog
and digital beamforming for RIS-assisted mmWave communications,”
IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 22, no. 3, pp.
1537-1554, 2023.

H. Niu, Z. Chu, F. Zhou, C. Pan, D. W. K. Ng, and H. X. Nguyen, “Dou-
ble intelligent reflecting surface-assisted multi-user MIMO mmWave
systems with hybrid precoding,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Tech-
nology, vol. 71, no. 2, pp. 1575-1587, 2022.

M. Soleimani, R. C. Elliott, W. A. Krzymiefi, J. Melzer, and P. Mousavi,
“Hybrid beamforming for mmWave massive MIMO systems employing
DFT-assisted user clustering,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technol-
0gy, vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 1164611658, 2020.

A. Haqiqatnejad, F. Kayhan, and B. Ottersten, “Energy-efficient hybrid
symbol-level precoding for large-scale mmWave multiuser MIMO sys-
tems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 5, pp. 3119—
3134, 2021.

Y. Zhang, Y. Lian, Y. Liu, Q. Zhang, M. Jin, and T. Qiu, “Energy-
efficient multi-antenna hybrid block diagonalization precoding and
combining for mmWave massive multi-user MIMO systems,” [EEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 10, pp. 10461-
10476, 2021.

D.-W. Yue and H. H. Nguyen, “Multiplexing gain analysis of mmWave
Massive MIMO systems with distributed antenna subarrays,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 68, no. 11, pp. 11368-
11373, 2019.

Y. Chen, Y. Xiong, D. Chen, T. Jiang, S. X. Ng, and L. Hanzo, “Hybrid
precoding for wideband millimeter wave MIMO systems in the face of
beam squint,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20,
no. 3, pp. 1847-1860, 2021.

I. Chatterjee, J. Singh, S. Srivastava, and A. K. Jagannatham, “Frequency
selective hybrid beamforming and optimal power loading for multiuser
millimeter wave cognitive radio networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 11, pp.
96 052-96 067, 2023.

P. Wang, J. Fang, L. Dai, and H. Li, “Joint transceiver and large
intelligent surface design for massive MIMO mmWave systems,” /EEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 1052—
1064, 2021.

C. Pradhan, A. Li, L. Song, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “Hybrid precoding
design for reconfigurable intelligent surface aided mmWave communi-
cation systems,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 9, no. 7,
pp. 1041-1045, 2020.

M. Cheng, J.-B. Wang, H. Zhang, J.-Y. Wang, M. Lin, and J. Cheng,
“Impact of finite-resolution precoding and limited feedback on rates
of IRS based mmWave networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular
Technology, vol. 71, no. 5, pp. 5172-5186, 2022.

H. Jing, W. Cheng, and X.-G. Xia, “Fast transceiver design for RIS-
assisted MIMO mmWave wireless communications,” IEEE Transactions
on Wireless Communications, pp. 1-1, 2023.

S. H. Hong, J. Park, S.-J. Kim, and J. Choi, “Hybrid beamforming for
intelligent reflecting surface aided millimeter wave MIMO systems,”
IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 9, pp.
7343-7357, 2022.

Y. Chen, D. Chen, and T. Jiang, “Beam-squint mitigating in reconfig-
urable intelligent surface aided wideband MmWave communications,”
in 2021 IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference
(WCNC), 2021, pp. 1-6.

S. Srivastava, P. Sharma, S. Dwivedi, A. K. Jagannatham, and L. Hanzo,
“Fast block LMS based estimation of angularly sparse channels for
single-carrier wideband millimeter wave hybrid MIMO systems,” /IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 1, pp. 666681, 2021.

[48] P.-A. Absil, R. Mahony, and R. Sepulchre, Optimization algorithms on

matrix manifolds. Princeton University Press, 2008.

[49] G. Bansal, M. J. Hossain, and V. K. Bhargava, “Optimal and suboptimal

power allocation schemes for OFDM-based cognitive radio systems,”
IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 7, no. 11, pp.
47104718, 2008.



