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Abstract—In Extended Reality (XR) applications, high data
rates and low latency are crucial for immersive experiences.
Uplink transmission in XR is challenging due to the limited
antennas and power of lightweight XR devices. To improve
data transmission rates, we investigate a relay-assisted carrier
aggregation (RACA) system. The XR device simultaneously
transmits data to an access point (AP) and a relay in proximity
over low-frequency and high-frequency bands, respectively. Then,
the relay down-converts and amplifies the signals to the AP,
effectively acting as an additional transmit antenna for the XR
device. In this paper, we propose two algorithms to maximize
the data rate of the XR device in their respective protocols.
In the centralized protocol, the rate maximization problem
is equivalently transformed as a weighted mean square error
minimization (WMMSE) problem which can be solved iteratively
by alternative optimization. In the distributed protocol, the rate
maximization problem is decomposed into two independent sub-
problems where the rate of the direct link and the rate of the
relay link are maximized by singular value decomposition (SVD)-
based methods with water-filling (WF). Simulation results show
that the rate of the RACA system is improved by 32% compared
to that of the conventional carrier aggregation scheme.

Index Terms—Amplify-and-forward (AF) relay, carrier aggre-
gation, weighted mean square error minimization (WMMSE),
rank augmentation, Extended Reality (XR)

I. INTRODUCTION

RECENTLY, Extended Reality (XR) and cloud gaming
applications have gained significant attention in 5G usage

scenarios due to their high data rates and low latency require-
ments in wireless communications. XR encompasses Virtual
Reality (VR), Augmented Reality (AR), and Mixed Reality
(MR), offering immersive experiences across various domains
such as entertainment, education, healthcare, and manufactur-
ing [1]. To realize XR applications, the achievement of high
data rates is essential [1], [2]. Two straightforward methods
to boost data rates are: 1) employing the massive multi-
input multi-output (MIMO) technique to support the parallel
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transmission of multiple data streams, and 2) increasing trans-
mit power to enhance the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). How-
ever, portable user equipment (UE)-side devices, such as XR
glasses, usually have limited number of antennas. It becomes
the bottleneck for MIMO gain improvement. Moreover, UE-
side devices also have limited transmit power due to battery
constraints [3]. Therefore, in uplink transmission, the resource-
limited UE requires other techniques to enhance data rates.

As shown in Fig. 1(a), the carrier aggregation (CA) tech-
nique proposed by the Third Generation Partnership Project
(3GPP) in Long Term Evolution (LTE)-Advanced standard
can achieve data rate improvement via frequency-division
multiplexing [4]. By aggregating multiple component carriers
(CC) in multiple frequency bands, CA allows for wider overall
bandwidth and higher data transmission speeds. However, due
to the limited frequency spectrum resource, some CCs may
be located in higher frequency bands and suffer from severe
path loss. The challenges of high path loss and sensitivity
to blockage in high frequency limit the coverage in practical
applications.

On the other hand, to increase the SNR at a battery-operated
UE with limited transmit power, the amplify-and-forward (AF)
relay was introduced as a cooperative node to extend the
coverage and improve the signal quality [5]–[8]. Fortunately,
most people may carry more than one device nowadays.
Therefore, the secondary device, such as a smartphone, can act
as an AF relay to support the primary UE, such as XR glasses,
thus achieving device collaboration. The relay-assisted (RA)
system is shown in Fig. 1(b). Although AF relay can enhance
SNR for better coverage, the limited antenna capability at the
UE still bounds the scaling gain of MIMO capacity.

In summary, both the conventional CA and RA systems
have their inherent limitations. The CA system is constrained
by limited coverage at higher frequency bands, whereas the
RA system suffers from a restricted MIMO rank. These
limitations pose significant challenges in fulfilling the stringent
data rate requirement of XR applications on lightweight UE-
side devices. To address these issues, this paper investigates a
relay-assisted carrier aggregation (RACA) cooperative system.
The RACA system combines the benefits of multiplexing
gain and coverage enhancement in CA and RA systems,
respectively. More specifically, as illustrated in Fig. 1(c), the
primary UE concurrently transmits data to the access point
(AP) and the nearby AF relay through fL and fH frequency
bands, respectively. Transmitting data in different frequency
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Fig. 1. MIMO communication systems. (a) Conventional CA system, (b) Conventional RA system, (c) Proposed RACA system.

TABLE I
COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT MIMO SYSTEMS

Conventional CA System [4], [12], [13] Conventional RA System [5]–[8] Proposed RACA System

SNR Enhancement

Multiplexing Gain

Summary Boosted data rate but short coverage Enhanced SNR but still limited rank Combine the advantages of CA and RA

bands exploits the frequency-division multiplexing as the CA
system. Subsequently, after the frequency-translation AF relay
receives the signal in the fH frequency band, the signal is
down-converted to the fL frequency band, followed by the
amplification and forwarding to the AP. Consequently, the AF
relay improves the SNR and coverage as in the RA system.
That is, multiple data streams are transmitted using frequency-
division multiplexing at the antenna-limited primary UE, and
received in spatial multiplexing at the antenna-abundant AP.
In essence, the collaborative AF relay serves as a virtual
antenna array for the primary UE while remaining transparent
to the AP. The comparisons of different MIMO systems are
summarized in Table I.

While the frequency-translation AF relay has been previ-
ously proposed to assist the antenna-limited UE in [9]–[11],
there are two issues should be investigated and addressed:

1) Spectral inefficiency in single-antenna relay systems with-
out direct link: The shared UE-side distributed antenna
system (SUDAS) in [9], [10] focuses on the use of multiple
single-antenna relays, which only exploits frequency divi-
sion multiplexing to enhance data rate rather than spatial
multiplexing. On the other hand, the problem formulation
neglecting the direct link makes the optimization more
tractable but limits the spectral efficiency.

2) Lack of mathematical derivation as a theoretical bench-
mark for RACA system: While the end-user-centric col-
laborative MIMO (UE-CoMIMO) system in [11] presents
improvements with AF-relays in diversity, rank, and lo-
calization through system-level simulation, the comprehen-
sive mathematical problem formulation and the dedicated
optimization algorithms are not derived in the paper. Fur-
thermore, the results of different technical aspects are not
included to evaluate the system’s effectiveness.

By considering a multiple-antenna relay-assisted system
with a direct link, we propose two optimization algorithms in
two proposed transmission protocols to maximize the sum rate
and enhance spectral efficiency through spatial multiplexing.
Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

1) Mathematical formulation and optimization of Relay-
assisted carrier aggregation (RACA) system: This is the
first work to mathematically formulate the rate maximiza-
tion problem and derive the optimization algorithms for the
RACA system, aiming to simultaneously leverage the SNR
enhancement of RA and the frequency-division multiplex-
ing of CA. Furthermore, by considering the overhead of
the estimated channel exchanges and the optimized beam-
former exchanges, we propose centralized and distributed
transmission protocols for various scenarios.

2) WMMSE-based optimization in the centralized system: In
the centralized protocol system, all estimated channels are
centrally collected at the AP to perform the optimiza-
tion. To tackle the non-convex rate maximization in the
RACA system caused by the interference between the
direct link and the relay link, we equivalently transform
the intractable rate maximization problem into a weighted
mean square error minimization (WMMSE) problem and
solve it through alternative optimization. This convergence-
guaranteed algorithm serves as an upper benchmark in
terms of the sum rate for the RACA system.

3) SVD-based optimization in the distributed system: In the
distributed protocol system, the optimization process is dis-
tributively offloaded to the UE and relay nodes with limited
exchanges of channel state information (CSI). The rate
maximization problem is decomposed into two independent
sub-problems: maximization of the rate of direct link and
the rate of relay link. We propose an efficient singular value
decomposition (SVD) with the water-filling (WF) method
as a practical solution, achieving 96% of the centralized
WMMSE algorithm’s performance with significantly lower
complexity and reduced signal exchange overhead.

4) Evaluation of the RACA system in different aspects: To
demonstrate the efficiency of the RACA system, we con-
duct extensive simulations to evaluate its performance
across varying SNRs, frequency band combinations, and
power allocation strategies. Simulation results show that
the rate of our RACA system is improved by 32% and 50%
compared to that of the CA and RA systems, respectively.
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The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
reviews the prior works in different MIMO systems. Then,
Section III introduces the RACA system model and problem
formulation. Section IV presents the two transmission proto-
cols. In Section V and Section VI, the WMMSE and SVD-WF
optimization are derived in detail, respectively. The numerical
results and analysis are shown in Section VII. Finally, Section
VIII concludes our work.

Notations: a, a and A denote scalar, vector and matrix,
respectively. AT ,AH ,A−1, tr(A), ∣A∣ are the transpose, con-
jugate transpose, inverse, trace, and determinant of matrix A,
respectively. [A]i,j denotes the (i, j)-entry of matrix A, and
diag(A) returns its diagonal vector. IN is an N ×N identity
matrix. CN(a,A) denotes a circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian distribution with mean a and covariance matrix A.
The expectation operator is denoted by E[⋅]. ∥⋅∥ is a norm
operator. Re{a} is a real part of a, and [a]+ =max{0, a}. Note
that C and R+ represent the sets of complex and nonnegative
real numbers, respectively.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND PRIORS WORKS

A. Conventional Carrier Aggregation (CA) Systems

Utilizing wider transmission bandwidth to improve data
rates via frequency-division multiplexing is an efficient tech-
nique for UE-side devices because data rates cannot be
continuously increased by the multi-antenna technique due
to the limited size and complexity constraints on UE-side
devices [12]. In practice, it is hard to access a broad and
continuous available spectrum. To utilize bandwidths more
flexibly, 3GPP proposed a CA technique to combine multiple
CC in LTE-Advanced standard [4]. By aggregating multiple
frequency bands, CA allows for a wider overall bandwidth,
resulting in higher data transmission rate and better network
efficiency, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Specifically, CA can
be categorized into intra-band contiguous, intra-band non-
contiguous and inter-band non-contiguous carrier aggregation
[13]. To fully utilize a non-continuous spectrum, inter-band
non-contiguous CA provides the highest flexibility to exploit
different frequency bands for heterogeneous networks. It can
even aggregate with abundant bandwidth resources in the
millimeter wave (mmWave) range. While mmWave offers a
broad bandwidth in the high-frequency spectrum, its coverage
in practical applications is restricted by the severe propagation
attenuation and its vulnerability to blockage [14].

B. Conventional Relay-assisted (RA) Systems

To increase the SNR with limited transmit power at battery-
operated UE and combat severe propagation loss, especially
in mmWave, the AF relay was introduced as a cooperative
node to extend coverage and improve signal quality [5]–
[8]. The AF relay amplifies the received signal from the
source, and forwards the amplified signal to the destination.
In [7], the precoders and relay amplifying matrix are jointly
optimized to maximize the sum rate of multiple users in the
mmWave scenarios. Furthermore, the hybrid beamforming in
mmWave is exploited by a large-antenna AF relay to reduce
implementation cost and complexity in [8]. However, the AF

relay usually improves significantly when the direct link is
weak or blocked. For generality, we consider the RA systems
with the direct link shown as Fig. 1(b). While the AF relay
is capable of enhancing SNR to address the short-coverage
challenges, the UE’s limited antenna capability remains a
bottleneck for the MIMO scaling gain.

C. Relay-assisted Carrier Aggregation (RACA) Systems

Different from the conventional in-band AF relay to receive
and forward the signal at the same frequency band to enhance
coverage, [9]–[11] aim to create the virtual antenna at the
UE-side to augment the MIMO gain as the RACA system.
In particular, [9], [10] introduced the concept of a shared
UE-side distributed antenna system (SUDAS) for outdoor-to-
indoor downlink scenarios. In these works, a multi-antenna
AP transmits data using spatial multiplexing in the lower
licensed frequency band fL. Concurrently, multiple single-
antenna shared UE-side distributed antenna components (SU-
DACs) equipped with mixers, serving as frequency-translation
AF relays, perform frequency conversion to convert the signals
to the higher unlicensed frequency bands fH . This enables the
single-antenna UE to achieve frequency-division multiplexing.
However, the single-antenna UE can only exploit frequency-
division multiplexing rather than spatial multiplexing, leading
to frequency spectrum inefficiency. Moreover, the direct link
between the AP and the UE is not considered and utilized.

Recently, [11] proposes an end-user-centric collaborative
MIMO (UE-CoMIMO) to offer diversity, rank, and localiza-
tion enhancements. With the assistance of a nearby multiple-
antenna frequency-translation relay, the multi-antenna UE can
exploit both spatial and frequency-division multiplexing. No-
tably, the direct link between AP and UE is utilized in fL
band for efficient rank augmentation, without the need to
occupy additional frequency bands. The system-level simula-
tions show significant performance gains thanks to the device
collaboration. However, [11] lacks formal problem formulation
and analysis in a mathematical manner. Additionally, [11] does
not jointly consider the direct and relay links, resulting in
a lower rate due to the antenna interference. Therefore, in
the following sections, we formulate the RACA system in
detail and propose the WMMSE and SVD-WF optimizations
in centralized and distributed protocols, respectively.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As shown in Fig. 1(c), we consider an uplink single-user
MIMO with Nu antennas at the UE and Na antennas at the
AP, collaborated with a Nr-antenna AF relay in proximity. In
the RACA system, a full-duplex AF relay can be easily imple-
mented without the self-interference issue [15], thanks to the
separate frequency bands for transmitting and receiving data.
It is worth noting that AF relays reduce latency compared to
decode-and-forward (DF) relays due to the absence of channel
decoding and re-encoding, thus without data buffering at the
relay. Consequently, the AF-relay increases the transmission
data rate in the RACA system without doubling the latency,
which is desirable for latency-critical XR applications.
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The UE-relay, UE-AP, and relay-AP channels are denoted
as HfH

ur ∈ CNr×Nu , HfL
ua ∈ CNa×Nu , and HfL

ra ∈ CNa×Nr ,
respectively. We assume quasi-static block-fading channels,
where HfL

ua,H
fH
ur ,H

fL
ra remain constant during a certain period

known as the channel coherence time. The uplink transmission
can be divided into two phases. At the first phase during the
t-th time slot, the UE transmits sfLt ∈ CNs×1 and sfHt ∈ CNs×1

to the AP and relay in the fL and fH bands, respectively.
We assume E[sfLt sfLH

t ] = E[sfHt sfHH
t ] = INs . Note that

Ns ≤min{Nu,Na,Nr} represents the number of data streams
in each link. The received signals at the relay and AP can be
respectively expressed as

yfH
ur,t =HfH

ur W
fH
ur s

fH
t + zr,t, (1)

yfL
a,t =HfL

uaW
fL
uas

fL
t

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
From UE

+ yfL
ra,t
±

From relay

+za,t. (2)

At the second phase during (t + 1)-th time slot, yfH
ur,t is

transmitted by the relay, and the signal arrived at the AP is
written as

yfL
ra,t+1 =H

fL
raΨyfH

ur,t. (3)

Therefore, the received signals at the AP can be expressed as

yfL
a,t+1 = HfL

uaW
fL
uas

fL
t+1 + y

fL
ra,t+1 + za,t+1

= HfL
uaW

fL
uas

fL
t+1 + za,t+1

+HfL
raΨ(HfH

ur W
fH
ur s

fHH
t + zr,t),

(4)

where WfL
ua ∈ CNu×Ns and WfH

ur ∈ CNu×Ns are the precoders
in the fL and fH bands, respectively. The relay amplifying
matrix, denoted as Ψ ∈ CNr×Nr , is used to enhance the
signal quality and perform the frequency conversion. Let zr,t ∈
CNr×1 ∼ CN(0, σ2

rINr
) and za,t ∈ CNa×1 ∼ CN(0, σ2

aINa) be
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the relay and
the AP, and σ2

r and σ2
a are their corresponding noise variance.

After expanding (4), the doubled transmit data streams can
be concatenated as st+1 = [sfLT

t+1 ,sfHT
t ]T ∈ C2Ns×1. Then,

the corresponding effective channel can be expressed as H =
[HfL

uaW
fL
ua,H

fL
raΨHfH

ur W
fH
ur ] ∈ CNa×2Ns . Therefore, (4) can

be rewritten in a compact form as follows

yfL
a,t+1 = Hst+1

´¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¶
Desired signal

+(HfL
raΨzr,t + za,t+1)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
Noise

. (5)

Then, the achievable rate of the UE can be derived as

R(WfL
ua,W

fH
ur ,Ψ) = log2∣I2Ns +HHJ−1H∣, (6)

where J = σ2
r(HfL

raΨ)(HfL
raΨ)H + σ2

aINa ∈ CNa×Na is the
noise covariance matrix.

B. Channel Model

Although our proposed optimization algorithms can be
applied to any channel model, we establish the following
channel model to capture realistic indoor environments in XR
applications. We adopt the Rayleigh fading channel model
in our system. The entries of HfL

ua,H
fH
ur ,H

fL
ra are randomly

generated from the independent and identically distribution
of CN(0,1). As for the large-scale fading, to capture the

Fig. 2. Large-scale path loss of InH scenario.

behavior of indoor scenarios for XR usage, we adopt the
frequency-dependent Indoor Hotspot (InH) path loss (PL)
model included by 3GPP to reflect the different attenuations
in fL and fH frequency bands. Based on [16], the PL in the
non-line-of-sight (NLOS) cases can be modeled as

PLInH-NLOS =max{PLInH-LOS, PL
′

InH-NLOS}, (7)
PLInH-LOS = 32.4 + 17.3log10(d) + 20log10(fc), (8)

PL
′

InH-NLOS = 17.3 + 38.3log10(d) + 24.9log10(fc), (9)

where d represents a transmission distance measured in meters,
and fc denotes a carrier frequency, expressed in gigahertz
(GHz). Fig. 2 shows the path loss of different frequencies
over the distance. When fH operates in the higher frequency,
e.g., mmWave, the signal may suffer from the additional 17
to 25 dB severe attenuation.

It is worth noting that the three channels can be acquired
by the well-known MIMO channel estimation methods, such
as least square (LS) or minimum mean square error (MMSE)
estimators. Nevertheless, this paper focuses on optimization
analysis and assumes the perfect CSI is available.

C. Problem Formulation
Our objective is to maximize the UE’s transmission data

rate by jointly optimizing the precoders WfL
ua,W

fH
ur , and the

relay amplifying matrix Ψ. The maximization problem can be
formulated as

max
W

fL
ua ,W

fH
ur ,Ψ

log∣I2Ns +HHJ−1H∣ (10a)

s.t. ∥WfL
ua∥2F ≤ P fL

ua , (10b)

∥WfH
ur ∥2F ≤ P fH

ur , (10c)

∥ΨHfH
ur W

fH
ur ∥2F + σ2

r∥Ψ∥2F ≤ Pr. (10d)

In (10b) and (10c), P fL
ua and P fH

ur are the maximal transmit
power at the UE in fL and fH bands, respectively. Moreover,
the power of the transmitted signal from the relay, i.e., the
power of Ψ(HfH

ur W
fH
ur s

fH + zr), should satisfy the maximal
transmit power Pr at the relay, which is constrained in (10d).

The coupled variables in the objective (10a) and the con-
straint (10d) make the optimization problem (10) non-convex
and thus intractable. In the following sections, we propose
two efficient optimization methods in the centralized and
distributed transmission protocols.
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Fig. 3. Transmission protocol: (a) the centralized system, (b) the distributed system, and (c) the comparison table.

IV. TRANSMISSION PROTOCOLS

To realize effective device collaboration, it is important to
consider both the overhead of channel exchanges and the
platform nodes where optimizations are computed. In this
paper, we propose centralized and distributed transmission
protocols for different scenarios. In a centralized system, an
iterative WMMSE-based optimization algorithm is processed
at the AP to jointly consider the direct and relay links for
antenna interference mitigation. In a distributed system, with-
out considering the antenna interference, the rate maximiza-
tion problem is heuristically decomposed as two independent
sub-problems. The low-complexity SVD-WF algorithms are
computed in the relay and UE nodes instead of the AP. The
detailed optimization algorithms of WMMSE and SVD-WF
will be described in Section V and Section VI, respectively.

As depicted in Fig. 3, at the beginning of both protocols, the
UE transmits the pilots to the AP and the relay for HfL

ua and
HfH

ur estimation, while the relay transmits the pilots to the AP
for HfL

ra estimation. Subsequently, the beamformer variables
are optimized and configured before the data transmission. In a
centralized system, the AP performs the iterative WMMSE to
jointly enhance the UE rate with the HfH

ur CSI feedback. Once
the WMMSE algorithm converges, the optimized variables,
i.e., WfL

ua,W
fH
ur ,Ψ, must be fed back through the control

links for deployment. On the other hand, in the distributed
system, the low-complexity SVD-WF optimization can be
distributively offloaded to the UE and the relay owing to the
problem decomposition. Some relevant channels need to be
fed back to the UE and relay nodes through the control links.
Within a single channel coherence time, the total number of
entries to be exchanged via the control link is

Centralized system: NrNu +N2
r + 2NuNs, (11)

Distributed system: 2NrNu +NaNu + 2NaNr. (12)

In our simulation setup with (Ns,Nu,Nr,Na) = (2,2,4,4),
the distributed system requires an exchange of 56 entries,
while the centralized system only involves 32 entries to be

exchanged. Note that it is reasonable to assume that the
coherence time of HfL

ra is longer than those of HfH
ur and

HfL
ua because the relay, such as a smartphone, may maintain

a fixed position relative to the AP in XR usage scenarios
[17]. Thus, a two-timescale channel estimation can be applied
to reduce the redundant exchanges, which means the data
exchanges in the gray arrows in Fig. 3 can be reduced if HfL

ra

is unchanged. However, this asynchronous channel update
is only supported in a distributed system. This limitation is
inherent to a centralized system because any change in one
of the channels necessitates an update of the jointly optimized
variables to both the relay and the UE. As a result, a distributed
system can avoid 2NaNr = 32 entries’ feedback in each
asynchronous update. Overall, it incurs fewer signal exchanges
than a centralized system if the coherence time of HfL

ra is at
least four times longer than those of HfH

ur and HfL
ua. Note

that the low-complexity SVD-WF optimization can still be
employed in a centralized protocol if the asynchronous channel
update is not exploited.

In summary, the low-complexity SVD-WF in the distributed
system is more suitable for fast-fading channels due to its
flexibility for asynchronous channel updates. Conversely, the
high-performance iterative WMMSE in the centralized system
is better suited for slow-fading channels, as it maintains a high
data rate without frequent channel updates. The comparisons
are summarized in Fig. 3(c).

V. CENTRALIZED SYSTEMS AND WMMSE-BASED
SOLUTIONS

In a centralized system, we assume all CSI for each link is
known at the AP. To deal with the intractable problem (10) at
the AP, even when we adopt an alternating optimization (AO)-
based approach that iteratively optimizes one variable at a time
while keeping the others fixed, the problem (10) with respect to
Ψ is still non-convex. In this paper, we exploit the equivalence
between the rate maximization and the WMMSE according
to [18], [19]. After the problem transformation, the convex
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single-variable sub-problems can be iteratively solved in an
AO-based manner. Once the WMMSE-based optimization
converges, the AP feedbacks the optimized variables to the
relay and UE for deployment.

A. WMMSE-based Problem Transformation

First, a receiver WfL
a ∈ C2Ns×Na is utilized at the AP

to recover the signals as s̃t = WfL
a yfL

a,t, with Na ≥ 2Ns

requirement. We define the MSE matrix E ∈ C2Ns×2Ns as

E = E[(s̃t − st)(s̃t − st)H]

= (WfL
a H − I2Ns)(WfL

a H − I2Ns)H +WfL
a JWfL

a

H
. (13)

Then, the equivalent WMMSE problem can be formulated as

min
W

fL
a ,W

fL
ua ,W

fH
ur ,Ψ,Z

tr(ZE) − log∣Z∣ (14a)

s.t. (10b), (10c), (10d), (14b)

where Z = [ZT
u ZT

l ]
T ∈ C2Ns×2Ns ⪰ 0 is an auxiliary

weight matrix, and Zu,Zl ∈ CNs×2Ns are the upper and
lower submatrices of Z, respectively. According to [18], [19],
we have the following theorem to establish the equivalence
between problem (10) and (14). The detailed proof is in
Appendix A.

Theorem 1. In the RACA system, the WMMSE problem (14)
is equivalent to the rate maximization problem (10), i.e., the
global optimal solutions of both problems are identical.

B. Iterative AO-based Optimization

Although the problem (14) is convex with respect to each
individual variable, its joint optimization remains non-convex.
Therefore, we adopt an AO-based approach, iteratively opti-
mizing one variable at a time while keeping the others fixed to
obtain single-variable sub-problems. This method ensures that
the solution converges to a local optimum because the sub-
problems are convex. The proposed WMMSE is summarized
in Algorithm 1, and the five sub-problems are solved in the
following details.
1) Optimization of WfL

a : Firstly, the problem (14) with
respect to WfL

a becomes an unconstrained convex problem,
thus the closed-form optimal solution can be derived as

WfL
a =HH(HHH + J)−1, (15)

which is a well-known MMSE receiver to recover the signals
with minimal MSE.
2) Optimization of WfL

ua: With respect to WfL
ua, the formula-

tion in (14) can be expressed as

min
W

fL
ua

tr(WfL
ua

H
BfL

uaW
fL
ua) − 2Re{tr(WfL

ua

H
CfL

ua

H)} (16a)

s.t. tr(WfL
ua

H
WfL

ua) ≤ P fL
ua , (16b)

where BfL
ua = HfL

ua

H
WfL

a

H
ZWfL

a HfL
ua ∈ CNu×Nu , and

CfL
ua = ZuW

fL
a HfL

ua ∈ CNs×Nu . Based on Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker (KKT) conditions [20], the optimal WfL

ua is

WfL
ua = (BfL

ua + νfLuaINu)−1CfL
ua

H
, (17)

Algorithm 1 Joint WMMSE algorithm

Input: HfH
ur , HfL

ua, HfL
ra , σ2

r , σ2
a, stopping threshold ϵcmin, and

the maximum number of iteration T c
max.

Output: Optimized WfL
ua, WfH

ur , Ψ.
Initialize: t = 0, Z(0) = I2Ns , random initialized WfL

a

(0)
,

WfH
ur

(0)
, Ψ(0) with power normalization to satisfy (10b)-

(10d), or initialized by Algorithm 2.
1: repeat
2: Update WfL

a

(t+1)
by (15).

3: Update WfL
ua

(t+1)
by (17).

4: Update WfH
ur

(t+1)
by (21).

5: Update Ψ(t+1) by (23).
6: Update Z(t+1) by (24).
7: ϵ(t+1) = (R(t+1) −R(t))/R(t+1) with (6).
8: t = t + 1.
9: until ϵ(t) < ϵcmin or t > T c

max

where νfLua is the Lagrange multiplier. Based on the comple-
mentary slackness condition [20], if the constraint (16b) is not
satisfied when νfLua = 0, the optimal νfL∗ua will be determined
through a bisection search to make the equality holds in (16b).

Furthermore, to avoid matrix inversions in the bisection
search, we exploit the positive semidefinite property of BfL

ua

to achieve matrix inversion-free. Specifically, since BfL
ua ⪰ 0,

we first let BfL
ua = UB

fL
uaΛB

fL
uaUB

fL
ua

H
by SVD. Then,

WfL
ua = UB

fL
ua(ΛB

fL
ua + νfLuaINu)−1UB

fL
ua

H
CfL

ua

H
. Let XfL

ua =
UB

fL
ua

H
CfL

ua

H
CfL

uaUB
fL
ua ∈ CNu×Nu Then, we have

tr(WfL
ua

H
WfL

ua) = tr((ΛB
fL
ua + νfLuaINu)−2XfL

ua)

=
Nu

∑
i=1

[XfL
ua]i,i

([ΛB
fL
ua]i,i + νfLua)2

. (18)

Note that the transmit power expressed in (18) monotonically
decreases with the increased νfLua to meet the power constraint
P fL
ua . Moreover, according to the following inequality

Nu

∑
i=1

[XfL
ua]i,i

(νfL∗ua )2
≥

Nu

∑
i=1

[XfL
ua]i,i

([ΛB
fL
ua]i,i + νfL∗ua )2

= P fL
ua , (19)

we can derive that νfL∗ua ≤
√

tr(XfL
ua )

P
fL
ua

. With the closed-form
upper bound, the bisection search space can be restricted.
3) Optimization of WfH

ur : With respect to WfH
ur , the sub-

problem of (14) is represented as

min
W

fH
ur

tr(WfH
ur

H
BfH

ur W
fH
ur ) − 2Re{tr(WfH

ur

H
CfH

ur

H)} (20a)

s.t. tr(WfH
ur

H
WfH

ur ) ≤ P fH
ur , (20b)

tr(WfH
ur

H
B̃

fH
ur W

fH
ur ) ≤ Pr − σ2

r∥Ψ∥2F , (20c)

where BfH
ur = HfH

ur

H
ΨHHfL

ra

H
WfL

a

H
ZWfL

a HfL
raΨHfH

ur ∈
CNu×Nu , CfH

ur = ZlW
fL
a HfL

raΨHfH
ur ∈ CNs×Nu , and B̃

fH
ur =

HfH
ur

H
ΨHΨHfH

ur ∈ CNu×Nu . Thus, the optimal WfH
ur is

expressed as

WfH
ur = (BfH

ur + νfHur INu + ν̃rB̃
fH
ur )−1CfH

ur

H
, (21)
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where the Lagrange multiplier νfHur and ν̃r can only be
obtained by two-layer bisection search [8] to satisfy (20b) and
(20c).
4) Optimization of Ψ: With respect to Ψ, the sub-problem of
(14) is formulated as

min
Ψ

tr(DΨ
HΨHBΨΨDΨ) − 2Re{tr(ΨHCΨ

H)}

+ tr(ΨHσ2
rBΨΨ) (22a)

s.t. tr(Ψ(DΨDΨ
H + σ2

rINr)ΨH) ≤ Pr, (22b)

where BΨ = HfL
ra

H
WfL

a

H
ZWfL

a HfL
ra ∈ CNr×Nr , CΨ =

HfH
ur W

fH
ur ZlW

fL
a HfL

ra ∈ CNr×Nr , and DΨ = HfH
ur W

fH
ur ∈

CNr×Ns . Therefore, the optimal Ψ is given as

Ψ = (BΨ + νΨINr)−1CΨ
H(DΨDΨ

H + σ2
rINr)−1, (23)

where the Lagrange multiplier νΨ can be chosen via bisection
search with matrix inversion-free diagonal structure as (18).
5) Optimization of Z: Lastly, due to the convexity without
constraints, the optimal Z can be derived by setting the
derivative of (14a) as zero, which implies

Z = (E)−1. (24)

VI. DISTRIBUTED SYSTEMS AND SVD-WF SOLUTIONS

In this section, we introduce a low-complexity algorithm of
SVD with water-filling, aiming for an optimization distribu-
tively processed at the UE and relay nodes in the distributed
protocol system. Owing to the limited exchanges of CSI at
each node, ensuring a system performance that reaches a local
optimum becomes inherently challenging. Consequently, we
heuristically decompose the problem (10) into two indepen-
dent sub-problems, each aimed at maximizing the data rates
of the direct or relay link. While this approach does not
explicitly mitigate antenna interference at AP between two
links, the simulation results will demonstrate its effectiveness.
The detailed steps of the proposed SVD-WF are summarized
in Algorithm 2.

A. SVD Optimization of the Direct Link

The decomposed rate maximization of the direct link is
essentially a point-to-point MIMO system, which can be
expressed as

max
W

fL
ua

log∣INs +
1

σ2
a

WfL
ua

H
HfL

ua

H
HfL

uaW
fL
ua∣ (25a)

s.t. ∥WfL
ua∥2F ≤ P fL

ua . (25b)

The well-known optimal SVD-WF solution aims to diag-
onalize the channel HfL

ua, resulting in parallel sub-channel
beamforming [21] . After the SVD process, the channel HfL

ua

can be decomposed as

HfL
ua = UfL

uaΛ
fL
uaV

fL
ua

H
, (26)

where the unitary UfL
ua ∈ CNa×Na and VfL

ua ∈ CNu×Nu

are the left and right singular vectors, respectively. ΛfL
ua ∈

CNa×Nu is a rectangular diagonal matrix whose diagonal
elements are the singular values in descending order. Then,

Algorithm 2 Separate SVD-WF algorithm

Input: HfH
ur , HfL

ua, HfL
ra , σ2

r , σ2
a, stopping threshold ϵdmin, and

the maximum number of iteration T d
max.

Output: Optimized WfL
ua, WfH

ur , Ψ.
Initialize: t = 0.

1: Perform SVD on the channels as (26), (30), (31).
2:
3: // Optimization of direct link
4: Obtain WfL

ua by (27).
5:
6: // Optimization of relay link
7: repeat
8: Update p̃fH(t+1)

u by (38), given fixed p̃
(t)
Ψ .

9: Update p̃
(t+1)
Ψ by (38), given fixed p̃fH(t)

u .
10: Calculate ϵ

(t+1)
1 = ∥p̃fH(t+1)

u − p̃fH(t)
u ∥1.

11: Calculate ϵ
(t+1)
2 = ∥p̃(t+1)Ψ − p̃(t)Ψ ∥1.

12: t = t + 1.
13: until (ϵ(t)1 < ϵdmin and ϵ

(t)
2 < ϵdmin) or t > T d

max

14: Let pfHu,i = p̃
fH
u,i and pΨ,i = p̃Ψ,i/(λfH2

ur,ip
fH
u,i + σ2

r),∀i.
15: Obtain WfH

ur and Ψ by (32) and (33), respectively.

the diagonal vector of ΛfL
ua can be written as diag(ΛfL

ua) =
[λfL

ua,1, ..., λ
fL
ua,Ns

, ..., λfL
ua,Nmin

ua
]T ∈ RNmin

ua ×1
+

, where Nmin
ua =

min{Nu,Na}. Then, the optimal precoder can be given as

WfL
ua = Ṽ

fL
uaΛ

fL
u , (27)

where Ṽ
fL
ua ∈ CNu×Ns is the Ns leftmost columns of VfL

ua,
and ΛfL

u ∈ RNs×Ns
+

is a diagonal matrix to determine the
power allocation at each sub-channel. We denote diag(ΛfL

u ) =
[
√

pfLu,1, ...,
√

pfLu,Ns
]T ∈ RNs×1

+
. Therefore, the scalarized

problem can be formulated as

max
{p

fL
u,i}

Ns
i=1

Ns

∑
i=1

log(1 + γfL
ua,ip

fL
u,i) (28a)

s.t.
Ns

∑
i=1

pfLu,i ≤ P
fL
ua , (28b)

where γfL
ua,i = λ

fL2
ua,i/σ2

a is the equivalent channel-to-noise ratio
(CNR) on the i-th sub-channel. Consequently, the optimal
power allocation can be derived as pfLu,i = (1/νd − 1/γ

fL
ua,i)+,

where νd is the Lagrange multiplier to satisfy constraint (28b).

B. SVD Optimization of the Relay Link

The decomposed rate maximization of the relay link can
regarded as the two-hop MIMO system, which is given by

max
W

fH
ur ,Ψ

log∣INs + H̃
H
J−1H̃∣ (29a)

s.t. (10c), (10d), (29b)

where H̃ = HfL
raΨHfH

ur W
fH
ur . As the point-to-point MIMO

system, [22] extends the concept to a two-hop relay system and
proves that the optimal precoder and relay amplifying matrix
will jointly diagonalize the source-relay-destination channel.
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Please refer to [22, Theorem 1] for detailed theorem and proof.
Then, we decompose the channel HfH

ur and HfL
ra by SVD as

HfH
ur = UfH

ur Λ
fH
ur V

fH
ur

H
, (30)

HfL
ra = UfL

raΛ
fL
raV

fL
ra

H
. (31)

As previously defined, UfH
ur ∈ CNr×Nr , UfL

ra ∈ CNa×Na ,
VfH

ur ∈ CNu×Nu , and VfL
ra ∈ CNr×Nr are the unitary sin-

gular vectors. Then, the singular values are represented as
diag(ΛfH

ur ) = [λfH
ur,1, ..., λ

fH
ur,Ns

, ..., λfH
ur,Nmin

ur
]T ∈ RNmin

ur ×1
+

,

diag(ΛfL
ra ) = [λfL

ra,1, ..., λ
fL
ra,Ns

, ..., λfL
ra,Nmin

ra
]T ∈ RNmin

ra ×1
+

,
where Nmin

ur =min{Nu,Nr} and Nmin
ra =min{Nr,Na}.

The optimal precoder and relay amplifying matrix can be
derived as

WfH
ur = Ṽ

fH
ur Λ

fH
u , (32)

Ψ = ṼfL
raΛΨŨ

fH
ur

H

. (33)

Ṽ
fH
ur ∈ CNu×Ns , Ṽ

fL
ra ∈ CNr×Ns , Ũ

fH
ur ∈ CNr×Ns are

the Ns leftmost columns of VfH
ur , VfL

ra , and UfH
ur , re-

spectively. For the power allocation at each sub-channel,
we let diag(ΛfH

u ) = [
√

pfHu,1, ...,
√

pfHu,Ns
]T ∈ RNs×1

+
, and

diag(ΛΨ) = [
√
pΨ,1, ...,

√
pΨ,Ns]T ∈ RNs×1

+
. As a result, the

problem (29) can also be diagonalized as multiple single-input
single-output (SISO) sub-channels in the following scalar form

max
{p

fH
u,i , pΨ,i}

Ns
i=1

Ns

∑
i=1

log(1 +
λfL2
ra,ipΨ,iλ

fH2
ur,ip

fH
u,i

σ2
rλ

fL2
ra,ipΨ,i + σ2

a

) (34a)

s.t.
Ns

∑
i=1

pfHu,i ≤ P
fH
ur , (34b)

Ns

∑
i=1

pΨ,i(λfH2
ur,ip

fH
u,i + σ

2
r) ≤ Pr. (34c)

Next, we define p̃fHu,i = pfHu,i and p̃Ψ,i = pΨ,i(λfH2
ur,ip

fH
u,i + σ2

r)
for substitution. Hence, problem (34) can further simplified as

max
{p̃

fH
u,i , p̃Ψ,i}

Ns
i=1

Ns

∑
i=1

log(1 +
γfH
ur,ip̃

fH
u,iγ

fL
ra,ip̃Ψ,i

1 + γfH
ur,ip̃

fH
u,i + γ

fL
ra,ip̃Ψ,i

) (35a)

s.t.
Ns

∑
i=1

p̃fHu,i ≤ P
fH
ur , (35b)

Ns

∑
i=1

p̃Ψ,i ≤ Pr, (35c)

where γfH
ur,i = λ

fH2
ur,i /σ2

r and γfL
ra,i = λ

fL2
ra,i/σ2

a are the equivalent
CNR on the i-th sub-channel.

The non-convex problem (35) can be optimally solved by
the two-dimensional grid search algorithm in [23]. However,
[22] shows that the guarantee of global optimality highly
depends on the grid density. In addition, the complexity of grid
search increases quadratically with Ns and the number of grid
points, which is complexity-prohibited in practical deploy-
ment. Therefore, we exploit an efficient AO-based algorithm
proposed in [24] to allocate the power alternatively at the UE

and the relay. It can be observed that the problem (35) can
be decomposed into two separate sub-problems in the same
mathematical structure with respect to {p̃fHu,i}

Ns

i=1 or {p̃Ψ,i}Ns

i=1.
Therefore, the sub-problems can be generally formulated as

max
{p̃i}

Ns
i=1

Ns

∑
i=1

log(1 + aibip̃i
1 + ai + bip̃i

) (36a)

s.t.
Ns

∑
i=1

p̃i ≤ P, (36b)

where (ai, bi, P, p̃i)

=
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

(γfL
ra,ip̃Ψ,i, γ

fH
ur,i, P

fH
ur , p̃fHu,i), with fixed {p̃Ψ,i}Ns

i=1

(γfH
ur,ip̃

fH
u,i , γ

fL
ra,i, Pr, p̃Ψ,i), with fixed {p̃fHu,i}

Ns

i=1

∀i = 1, ...,Ns. (37)

Owing to the convexity of the problem (36), the KKT condi-
tion can be employed to derive the optimal solution as

p̃i =
1

bi

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

ai
2

⎛
⎝

√
1 + 4bi

aiνr
− 1
⎞
⎠
− 1
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦+

, ∀i, (38)

where νr is the Lagrange multiplier chosen to satisfy the
constraint (36b).

After several alternative iterations, the converged solution
is guaranteed to be a local optimum due to the monotonically
non-decreasing improvement in two separate sub-problems.

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we first setup system parameters for indoor
XR application scenarios. Then, we introduce and define
several benchmarks to ensure a fair comparative analysis.
Finally, we evaluate the performance of the RACA system
over different aspects, demonstrating its efficiency and offering
insightful analysis.

A. Simulation Settings

In the indoor XR scenarios, it is reasonable to assume that
the relay, such as a smartphone, is in close proximity to the
UE, such as XR glasses, as the user may utilize their own
high-capability smartphone to enhance the XR experience. The
absolute locations of the UE, relay, and AP are illustrated in
Fig. 1(c) where the distance between the UE and the relay
is 1 meter, and their perpendicular distance to the AP is
10 meters. The resource-limited UE is only equipped with
Nu = 2 antennas, assisted by a more powerful relay composed
of Nr = 4 antennas. The AP comprises Na = 4 antennas to
receive signals. The UE transmits two distinct data streams,
with Ns = 2, at frequency fL = 6 GHz and fH = 28
GHz. The transmit powers of different frequency bands at
the UE are set as P fL

ua = P fH
ur = 10 dBm, and the relay’s

transmit power is Pr = 10 dBm. The noise variances are set
as σ2

r = σ2
a = σ2 = −90 dBm. All simulations are averaged

over 1000 channel realizations. With respect to the proposed
iterative algorithms, we set T c

max = 104, T d
max = 102, and

ϵcmin = ϵdmin = 10−7 as stopping criteria.
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Fig. 4. Convergence behavior of the WMMSE.

B. Benchmarks

The benchmarks’ naming principle is structured to begin
with the system, followed by the associated optimization
algorithm. Firstly, our proposed algorithms are
● RACA-WMMSE: In the RACA system, the rate is max-

imized by the centralized WMMSE optimization, as pro-
posed in Section V.

● RACA-SVD(-WF): In the RACA system, the rate is maxi-
mized by the distributed SVD optimization without (or with)
water-filling, as proposed in Section VI.

To demonstrate the efficiency of our RACA system, we also
include the following three benchmarks. For a fair comparison,
different systems have the same total transmit power.
● CA-SVD-WF: In the conventional CA system, the UE

directly transmits 2Ns data streams to the AP through HfL
ua

and HfH
ua , with the transmit powers of P fL

ua and P fH
ua =

P fH
ur + Pr, respectively. The CA system can be regarded

as two separate point-to-point MIMO systems operating on
different frequencies, which are optimally solved by the
SVD-WF proposed in Section VI-A.

● RA-WMMSE: In the conventional RA system, the UE
simultaneously transmits Ns signals with P fL

u = P fL
ua +P fH

ur

power to the AP and the relay in the same fL frequency.
Then, the relay forwards these Ns signals to the AP using
Pr power, also in the fL frequency. The received signals at
the AP are

ŝfL = ŴfL
a ĤsfL + ŴfL

a (HfL
raΨzr + za), (39)

where Ĥ = (HfL
raΨHfL

ur +HfL
ua)Ŵ

fL
u ∈ CNa×Ns is the effec-

tive channel, HfL
ur is the UE-relay channel in fL frequency,

Ŵ
fL
u ∈ CNu×Ns is the precoder, and Ŵ

fL
a ∈ CNs×Na is the

receiver. The formulation is similar to the RACA system,
and the rate can be iteratively maximized by the WMMSE
proposed in Section V.

● MIMO-SVD-WF: As a conventional point-to-point MIMO,
the UE directly transmits Ns signals to the AP via HfL

ua

only, transmitting at a power of Pua = P fL
ua +P fH

ur +Pr. The
rate can be optimally maximized by SVD-WF proposed in
Section VI-A.

Fig. 5. Rate of different MIMO schemes versus noise variance σ2.

Fig. 6. Number of transmitted data versus noise variance σ2.

C. WMMSE Convergence with Different Initializations

Since the rate maximization problem is non-convex, the
converged local optimal points of iterative WMMSE usually
highly depend on the initial points. Therefore, as shown in
Fig. 4, we focus on different initializations of WMMSE for
convergence speed analysis. Note that the converged RACA-
WMMSE outperforms non-iterative RACA-SVD-WF because
it jointly maximizes the rates of two links to mitigate the
antenna interference at the AP. Firstly, the random initial-
ization without problem structure starts at a worse rate and
converges slowly. Therefore, we exploit the better structural
SVD(-WF) initialization for faster convergence. Since the
SVD-WF considers the different strengths of sub-channels
for allocation, this initialization provides better structure for
WMMSE convergence, thus converging slightly faster than the
SVD initialization with equal allocation. Consequently, the
SVD-WF initialization can reduce 74% and 89% iterations
to reach 99% and 98% converged performance, respectively,
compared to the random initialization. As a result, the follow-
ing RACA-WMMSE uses RACA-SVD-WF as its initialization.

D. Performance Comparison of Different MIMO Systems

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 show the achievable rate and their cor-
responding number of transmitted data streams, respectively.
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Fig. 7. Energy efficiency of different MIMO schemes versus noise variance.

TABLE II
PARAMETERS OF POWER CONSUMPTION MODEL

System System’s total power P tot
sys UE’s total power P tot

u

RACA 1
η
(P̄

fL
ua +P̄

fH
ur +P̄r)+(P c

u+P
c
r +P

c
a)

1
η
(P̄

fL
ua + P̄

fH
ur )+(P

c
u)

CA 1
η
(P̄

fL
ua + P̄

fH
ua ) + (P

c
u + P

c
a)

1
η
(P̄

fL
ua + P̄

fH
ua )+(P

c
u)

RA 1
η
(P̄

fL
u + P̄r) + (P c

u + P
c
r + P

c
a)

1
η
(P̄

fL
u ) + (P

c
u)

MIMO 1
η
(P̄ua) + (P c

u + P
c
a)

1
η
(P̄ua) + (P c

u)

1 P̄ is the actual transmitted power after optimization.
2 η = 1.2 is the power amplifier efficiency [25].
3 P c

u = 13 dBm, P c
r = P

c
a = 16 dBm are the circuit dissipated power at the

UE, relay, and AP, respectively [25].

Both are plotted against the noise variance, which effectively
represents the SNR.

In Fig. 5, it can be observed that our proposed RACA-
WMMSE/SVD(-WF) and CA-SVD-WF have sharper slopes
than RA-WMMSE and MIMO-SVD-WF due to the doubled
data streams from Ns to 2Ns. Hence, the performance im-
provement benefitting from the MIMO scaling gain is signif-
icant with the increased SNR. As illustrated in Fig. 6, in the
high SNR region, the number of transmitted data streams in
the RACA and CA systems is twice as the other systems.
Furthermore, the proposed RACA-WMMSE/SVD(-WF) are
always superior to CA-SVD-WF owing to the lower signal
attenuation. Specifically, its signal sfH only travels through a
shorter fH path, then is translated and forwarded to a longer
fL path by the relay in proximity. By contrast, CA-SVD-WF
directly transmits sfH via a long fH path and suffers from a
severe path loss. In summary, when σ2 = −90 dBm, the rate of
RACA-WMMSE is improved by 32% compared to that of CA-
SVD-WF. Moreover, when σ2 = −90 dBm, the rate of RACA-
SVD-WF achieves only 96% of the rate of RACA-WMMSE
because it does not jointly consider the antenna interference
between the two links. Despite its slightly lower rate, the
asynchronous channel updates in the distributed system with
fewer signal exchanges make RACA-SVD-WF efficient and
well-suited for fast-fading channels.

Fig. 8. Rate versus different fH under fL = 6.

E. Energy efficiency

To ensure an immersive XR experience for users,
lightweight XR devices must operate under stringent energy
constraints due to their compact size, which limits the ca-
pacity for larger batteries. Consequently, energy efficiency
(EE) emerges as another crucial metric in XR applications.
We define two EE metrics to evaluate performances from
both the system and the UE perspectives. EEsys = R/P tot

sys

captures the total power consumed across the entire system,
including the static power overhead of relay circuits. On the
other hand, EEu = R/P tot

u specifically measures the power
consumption of the UE, highlighting its impact on the battery
life to maintain satisfactory performance. According to [25],
the detailed power consumption models for different systems
are presented in Table II.

Fig. 7 illustrates that EEsys of the RACA system is slightly
lower than that of CA because the power overheads associated
with the relay exceed the benefits of rate improvements
facilitated by the relay assistance. Conversely, EEu of the
RACA system shows a 62% improvement over CA, benefiting
from a combination of higher rates and reduced power con-
sumption. By offloading power to the relay, energy efficiency
is significantly enhanced, thus extending the battery life of XR
devices and enhancing user experiences.

F. Combinations of Frequency Bands

Given fL = 6 GHz, the results of different fH utilized in the
systems are shown in Fig. 8. The rates of all frequency-division
multiplexing systems decrease with the increased fH owing
to the more severe attenuation. With lower fH , CA-SVD-
WF is superior to RA-WMMSE because of the multiplexing
gain and shorter direct path. With higher fH , despite limited
rank, RA-WMMSE becomes better than CA-SVD-WF thanks
to the boosted SNR in fL band. Furthermore, our proposed
RACA combines both the advantages of CA and RA systems
to achieve rank augmentation with better SNR. Therefore,
the RACA system shows the efficiency in most frequency
combinations to provide flexible spectrum usage.
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G. Power Allocation

In this subsection, the performance of various power allo-
cations between P fH

ur and Pr, as well as between P fL
ua and

P fH
ur are illustrated. In Fig. 9, we first analyze the allocations

between the UE and the relay with the same total power
P fH
ur +Pr. We introduce PUE−relay

ratio = P fH
ur /(P fH

ur +Pr) ∈ [0,1]
to indicate the proportion of power allocated at the UE. With
lower PUE−relay

ratio , the signal received at the relay is weaker,
and the amplification gain of the relay amplifying matrix is
higher, which results in a low received SNR at the relay
and a high received SNR at the AP, and vice versa. It is
observed that the system tends to balance the SNRs between
the UE-relay and relay-AP links to avoid a transmission
bottleneck in the two-hop links. Also, the optimal PUE−relay

ratio

is insensitive to the total power P fH
ur +Pr, which indicates that

the optimal SNRs of both the UE-relay and relay-AP links
scale concurrently with the total power.

On the other hand, we define P fL−fH
ratio = P fL

ua /(P fL
ua +P fH

ur ) ∈
[0,1] to indicate the proportion of power allocated at fL band,
aiming to analyze the power allocations between two links
at the UE. As shown in Fig. 10, when P fL−fH

ratio = 0 or 1,
the system degrades as a relay link only or direct link only
system, respectively. These two extreme cases cannot achieve
rank augmentation. In addition, the optimal P fL−fH

ratio is variant
to Pr. Because higher Pr improves the SNR of the relay-AP
link, the UE will tend to allocate more power at the fH band
to enhance the SNR of the UE-relay link. In contrast, the UE
tends to allocate more power to the shorter direct link rather
than the weak relay link bottlenecked by the lower Pr.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the RACA system is investigated to enhance
the rate of a lightweight XR device with the nearby relay
collaboration. The advantages of the frequency-division mul-
tiplexing in the CA system and the SNR enhancement in the
RA system are simultaneously leveraged in the RACA system.
For different scenarios, we propose two transmission protocols
and their respective optimization algorithms to tackle the non-
convex rate maximization problem. In a centralized system,

ACCESS IC LAB Graduate Institute of Electronics Engineering, NTU
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Fig. 10. Rate of different power allocations between P
fL
ua and P

fH
ur .

the convergence-guaranteed WMMSE jointly mitigates the an-
tenna interference. In a distributed system, the rate of the low-
complexity SVD-WF achieves 96% of the rate of WMMSE
and supports asynchronous channel updates. Simulation results
demonstrate that the rate of the RACA system achieves 32%
and 50% improvements compared to the rate of the CA and
RA systems, respectively, which is suitable for the high data
rate-required XR applications on limited-resource XR devices.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof. Suppose that {WfL
a

∗

,WfL
ua

∗

,WfH
ur

∗

,Ψ∗,Z∗} is an
optimal solution for problem (14), then its optimal MSE matrix
can be derived as

E∗
(a)= I2Ns −WfL

a

∗

H∗ −H∗HWfL
a

∗H

+WfL
a

∗(H∗H∗H + J∗)WfL
a

∗H

(b)= I2Ns −H∗H(H∗H∗H + J∗)H∗
(c)= (I2Ns +H∗HJ∗−1H∗)−1, (40)

where H∗ and J∗ are the optimal effective channel and noise
covariance matrix with substitution of the optimal solution. (a)
and (b) hold due to the expansion of (13) and the substitution
of (15), respectively. According to the matrix inversion lemma
[20], (c) holds. Therefore, Z∗ can be explicitly given as

Z∗ = (E∗)−1 = I2Ns +H∗HJ∗−1H∗. (41)

Then, with substitution of (41) into (14a), the minimized (14a)
is equivalent to

max
W

fL
ua

∗

,W
fH
ur

∗

,Ψ∗
log∣I2Ns +H∗HJ∗−1H∗∣, (42)

which maximizes the rate expressed in (10a). Hence, the global
optimum for the WMMSE problem (14) is identical to the
global optimum for the rate maximization problem (10).
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