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Abstract—While millimeter-wave (mmWave) communications
can enjoy abundant bandwidth resource, their high susceptibility
to blockage poses serious challenges to low-latency services. In
this paper, a novel intelligent reflecting surface (IRS)-assisted
mmWave scheme is proposed to overcome the impact of blockage.
The scheme minimizes the user power of a multi-user mmWave
system by jointly optimizing the transmit powers of the devices,
the multi-user detector at the base station, and the passive
beamforming at the IRS, subject to delay requirements. An
alternating optimization framework is developed to decompose
the joint optimization problem into three subproblems iteratively
optimized till convergence. In particular, closed-form expres-
sions are devised for the update of the powers and multi-
user detector. The IRS configuration is formulated as a sum-of-
inverse minimization (SIMin) fractional programming problem
and solved by exploiting the alternating direction method of
multipliers (ADMM). The configuration is also interpreted as a
latency residual maximization problem, and solved efficiently by
designing a new complex circle manifold optimization (CCMO)
method. Numerical results corroborate the effectiveness of our
scheme in terms of power saving, as compared with a semidefinite
relaxation-based alternative.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), millimeter-
wave (mmWave), uplink power control, passive beamforming,
sum-fraction minimization, manifold optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Millimeter-wave (mmWave) communications are perceived
as a pivotal technology to provide gigabit data-rate in the fifth-
generation (5G) mobile systems [1]-[3]. In 5G and beyond,
the use of mmWave frequencies allows for diverse service-
oriented applications in Big Data and Internet of Things (IoT),
supporting unprecedentedly low latency for the services. Apart
from connectivity, reliability, capacity and latency determined
by vertical-specific services, 5G use cases also expect solutions
for large coverage and low power consumption communication
devices.

Being integrated with new physical-layer techniques, such
as massive multi-input multi-output (MIMO) and ultra-dense
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deployment, mmWave systems provide an appealing solu-
tion to the stringent latency and power consumption require-
ments of many [oT devices and applications. Take an uplink
mmWave system for an example. A joint Europe/Japan H2020
Project is promoting the use of mmWave for mobile edge
computing (MEC) [4]—[8] for high-capacity and low-latency
task offloading. While mmWave can provide unrivaled data
rates, the channel intermittency can adversely increase uplink
latency and power consumption because mmWave links are
highly susceptible to blockage. Barbarossa et al. [4] proposed
two countermeasures to address the issue of blockage, by
adopting the plethora of wireless access points and reserving
excessive communication resources. Pietro et al. [5] extended
the two countermeasures to optimize the uplink transmit
power of mobile users under latency constraints. However,
these solutions require the a-priori knowledge of blocking
probabilities. Moreover, the excessive reservation of network
resources and radio equipments also leads to unpalatable costs,
penalizing sustainability [9].

Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), also known as “recon-
figurable intelligent surface (RIS)", has been recently pro-
posed as a promising solution to mitigating the impact of
intermittent mmWave links on uplink transmission. Differ-
ent from active massive MIMO or large intelligent surface
[10], IRS is composed of nearly passive low-cost reflecting
elements. Originating from reflectarrays and software-defined
metamaterials [11], IRS can adaptively change the signal
propagation by adjusting phase shifters. Specifically, the phase
shifter of each IRS element is controlled by a smart controller
to reflect incident signals towards a desired direction [12],
thanks to recent breakthroughs of radio frequency micro-
electromechanical systems (RF-MEMS) and metamaterials
[13]. In contrast, conventional reflectarrays typically fabricated
with persistent phase shifts have been widely applied in radar
and satellite communications.

IRS-aided wireless transmission has been increasingly draw-
ing attention [13]—[18]. In regards of energy efficiency (EE),
the authors of [14] jointly optimized the transmit power allo-
cation of the base station (BS) and the passive beamforming
of an IRS in an IRS-aided downlink multi-user multi-input
single-output (MISO) system, where a trade-off between the
EE and the number of reflecting elements was observed. The
transmit power control of the BS was studied with recommen-
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dations on the IRS deployment [13]. The transmit power of the
BS was also optimized in a multi-IRS-assisted simultaneous
wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT) system [15].
Later, IRS was applied to create virtual line-of-sight (LoS)
to combat the blockages in downlink mmWave links with
the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) maximized
[16]. The impact of the phase shift design of IRS on network
performance was analyzed in [17], [18]. The above works have
focused on the power control and transmission design in the
downlink. Recently, Bai er al. [19] applied IRS to the uplink
transmissions of MEC. The radio and computation resource
allocation were jointly optimized to minimize the offloading
latency, under the assumption of equal uplink transmit power
among the users. To date, the potential use of IRS to improve
the uplink of mmWave systems has yet to be well studied.

Severe blockage can be encountered in mmWave networks.
As a consequence, the cost of energy would increase and the
latency performance of services would deteriorate. Consider-
ing delay-sensitive services, this paper jointly optimizes the
power control and passive beamforming of an IRS-assisted
uplink mmWave single-input multiple-output (SIMO) system.
Distinct from [4], [5], [8], the supplementary links facili-
tated by the IRS address not only the blockage of mmWave
channels but the predefined upload latency requirements of
the users. Different from existing studies based on an equal
power assumption in the uplink [19], the considered problem
is a joint optimization of the transmit powers of multiple
users, the multi-user detectors at an access point (AP) and
the configuration of the phase shifts at an IRS. Our key
contributions are listed as follows:

e A new scenario is studied, where the IRS serves as a
passive reflector to provide configurable reflecting paths
between the AP and multiple simultaneous users. With
the aid of the IRS, the stringent latency requirements of
the users are met, the co-channel interference between
the users is suppressed, and the transmit powers of the
users are minimized.

o An alternating optimization framework is put forth to de-
couple the originally intractable problem to three tangible
subproblems of uplink power control, multi-user detec-
tion, and IRS reconfiguration. Closed-form expressions
are derived for the user powers and multi-user detectors.
The overall convergence of the framework is analyzed.

o Two efficient algorithms are developed to reconfigure the
IRS for passive beamforming. Specifically, we propose
a fraction transform-based alternating direction method
of multipliers (ADMM) algorithm to optimize the phase
shifts of the IRS in parallel. We also transform the con-
figuration of the IRS into a latency residual maximization
problem based on a geometric interpretation of constant
modulus constraints on passive beamforming. A new
Complex Circle Manifold Optimization (CCMO) method
is developed to transform the problem to an unconstrained
problem on a Riemannian manifold and solve it efficiently
using Riemannian gradient descent.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
IT outlines the system model and formulates the problem.

Table I: Main Parameters and Their Meanings

Symbol | Meaning

hq CSI between the AP to the k-th user

h; x CSI between the IRS to the k-th user

G CSI between the AP and IRS

® Passive beamformer of the IRS

Uz Noise vector of the k-th user at the AP

i Detection vector of the k-th user at the AP

Section III proposes the alternating optimization framework
to solve the problem, and presents the closed-form solutions
for uplink power control and multi-user detectors. Section IV
develops the two efficient algorithms for the configuration of
the phase shifts at the IRS. Section V provides simulation
results, demonstrating the significant gains of the proposed
approach over a semidefinite relaxation (SDR)-based alterna-
tive. Conclusions are provided in Section VI.

Notations: Lower- and upper-case boldface indicate vec-
tor and matrix, respectively. {-}*, {-}7, and {-}" stand for
conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose, respectively.
diag{-} stands for diagonalization. [-]; ; denotes the (,j)-th
entry of a matrix. 7 = /—1. Re{-}, Im{-} and arg{-} denote
the real part, imaginary part and phase of a complex value,
respectively. ® and ©® denote the Kronecker and Hadamard
products, respectively. C and R denote the complex space
and real space, respectively. E{-} stands for expectation. || - ||
denotes the ¢ norm. The superscript (-)®) indicates the ¢-
th iteration step. The channel related parameters are listed in
Table 1.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
A. IRS Assisted Uplink MmWave SIMO system

Fig. 1 illustrates the proposed IRS-assisted uplink mmWave
SIMO system, where K single-antenna users transmit simulta-
neously to an AP equipped with an M -element uniform linear
array (ULA). The IRS consists of IV, horizontally arranged el-
ements and NN vertically arranged passive reflective elements.
N = N,, X N is the total number of passive elements. The
phase shifters' of the IRS are configured in real-time by a
controller. The AP determines the phase shifts of the IRS, and
the results are fed back from the AP to the IRS controller via
a dedicated control link. We assume that the AP has perfect
channel state information (CSI) of all relevant mmWave links,
as typically assumed in the literature [13], [14], [19], [23].

Let x = /pisi denote the transmit signal from the k-th
user with s; and pj being the unit-power information symbol
and the transmit power, respectively. The received signal at
the AP from the k-th user can be written as

yr =t ((hd,k + GO, )z,
K
+>" (he + GO, ) @) + ), 1)
7k
I'The phase shifters are uniformly arranged on a printed circuit board (PCB),

and each is associated with embedded tunable chip (e.g., diode or varactor)
to tune the impedance or response of the reflecting element [20]-[22].
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Fig. 1. IRS-assisted uplink mmWave system.

where f, € CM*1 is the multi-user detection vector of the
k-th user and F = [}, fo,- -+, fx]; hap € CM*! is the CSI
between the AP and the k-th user; G € CM*V is the mmWave
channel matrix between the AP and IRS; and h,;, € CN*!
is the CSI between the IRS and the k-th user; the phase shift
matrix of the IRS is ©® = diag([61,---,0n]"), where 0,, =
el¥n with ¢, being the n-th reflection phase shift; and u; €
CM>1 is the circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG)
noise vector yielding CA/(0, o21).

B. Wireless Channel Model

We assume quasi-static flat-fading mmWave channels.
Based on the widely used 3D Saleh-Valenzuela channel model
[24], [25], the mmWave channel between the AP and the k-th
user is given by

M
h = _
dk =1/ T+ |:§k,OQBQUaM (dd,k,0)

L
+ Z Ekcosovans (Ga k. e) ] , )
—1

where L denotes the number of non-line-of-sight (NLoS)
paths; ¢ = 0O indicates the LoS path; &, is the complex
channel gain of the /-th path and ¢q ¢ is the associated
angle-of-arrival (AoA); gy and pp are the transmit and receive
antenna element gain, respectively; and ay; € CM*1 ig the
normalized array steering vector of the ULA at the AP. We
assume that the IRS is properly deployed with high LoS
probabilities to both the AP and the users. The paths with
two or more reflections are ignored due to severe path loss of
mmWave [13], [26]. To this end, we assume that the channel
between a user and the IRS is LoS, as given by

h,x = VNE&orovan (drk) 3)

where ¢ is the complex channel gain of the k-th user and
ap (¢ 1) is the normalized array steering vector between the
IRS and the k-th user.

The LoS channel between the AP and IRS can be modeled
as a rank-one matrix, as given by

G = v MN&QBQIaM ((b) ajl-\if (192127 1901) 5 (4)

where ¢ is the channel gain; ays (¢) € CM*! is the receiver
array steering vector at the AP in the direction ¢, and

ay (Vaz, Ye1) € CV*! is the antenna array steering vector
of the transmitter with the elevation angle 9. and the azimuth
angle 9,, to the IRS. In (4),

1 2nd 4
—_ —J BN ¢'L
au (¢) = VM [e LGI(M) ’ ©)
an (Vaz, ¥e1) = an,, (Var) ® an,, (Ya1), (6)

where ) is the wavelength, d is the antenna spacing?, and
I(Ns) ={n—(Ns —1)/2,n=0,1,--- , N5 — 1}.

C. Problem Statement

The uplink transmission of the k-th user is parameterized
by { Dy, T} }, where Dy, is the data size (in nats) and T is the
maximum 1atency3. For illustration convenience, we assume
that Dy > Dy >--->Dgand T, =T (k=1,2,--- , K).

A time-division duplexing (TDD) protocol is adopted, and
all the CSI can be acquired by channel reciprocity. In this
pa}ggr, we aim to optimize the total transmit power of the users
> i—1 Dk~ the multi-user detector F', and passive beamformer
©, while satisfying the latency requirements of the users. The
problem is formulated as

K
P miy, > p
st. px >0, VEk, (7a)
0, cF, n, (7b)
Dy,
R 7
Wlog (L 4Ty = 1> " 09

where p = [p1,p2,- -+, px]|" collects the transmit powers of

all users, and the continuous feasible set of #,, is given by
F =A{0n = ’"[on € [0,2m)}. ®)

In the latency constraint (7c), the uplink transmit rate of the k-
th user is Wlog (1 + T'y), where W is the channel bandwidth,
and the SINR of the k-th user is given by

| (he s + GOh, ;)|

K 2 '
> in i B (haj + GOh ;)" + UEka”zg)

Fk(p7 Fu 9) =

III. MULTI-USER MMWAVE SIMO SYSTEM
A. Power Control And Multi-User Detection

Problem (P1) is intractable due to the nonconvex constant-
modulus constraint (7b) and the coupled optimization variables
in constraint (7c¢). The problem cannot be solved analytically.
To circumvent the impasse, we resort to alternating optimiza-
tion. Specifically, we alternately optimize each of the variables
by fixing the other variables, until convergence.

2Note that IRS is implemented with discrete antenna elements [9], [12],
just like uniform rectangular array (URA), where the element spacing of both
ULA and IRS is set to be d = \/2.

3The terminology “latency” refers to the over-the-air uplink transmission
delay, and the mmWave medium access control (MAC) layer is not discussed
here.



We start with the uplink transmit power control, given
fixed F and ©®. For notational brevity, we define h; =
hy ;; + GO®h, ;. Thus, (9) becomes

2
i | Dy
Iu(p) = —% | . L . (10
D jm1.j2k D [fh;]" + o2|f ]
By plugging (10), constraint (7c) can be rewritten as
2~ [& 2
—pe €|+ T | Dy [0y + o6l | <0, Wk,
J#k
(1)

where T'y(p) > fk with fk —ewr — 1 being the minimum
protection ratio of the k-th user. (11) can be presented in a
matrix form, as given by

I-Qprm, (12)
where
0, if j=4;
Qi = T’ herwi (13)
GUYER otherwise,
~ ~ ~ T
O'I?Tlf{'fl O'STQfQHfQ GgTKf;fK
T H ) H T H . (14)
[fihy |2 [£5'hy|? |fichi|?
As a result, problem (P1) can be reformulated as
(P2): min 17p
P
st. I-Q)p=m, (15a)
p=0. (15b)

It is pointed out that 7 in constraint (15a) is the vector
associated with the minimum protection ratio of all users. We
can minimize the objective of (P2) by identifying the critical
points of (15a). As long as a feasible solution F is admitted in

the spectral radius of Q which is less than unity*, the matrix
I — Q is invertible [27] and p can be updated by
=1-Q ' (16)

This property of Q provokes a Neumann series expansion
[27], ie., (I— Q)" = 3>, QY. Define the w-th iteration
as p» = Qp™~bY 4+ 7. The optimal p can be obtained
recursively with an arbitrary start point p(?):

lim p(w) _ hm {Qw 0)+ |:Qw 1+Qw 2
w—00
+ "+Q+I]T}.

In light of (17), an equivalent solution can be obtained by
taking the limit of the following iterative update process:

ifk !f?hj\2p<t>+
L
pord 74 VA

With this iterative scheme, the matrix inversion in (16) can be

a7

02T | £ ||
£y |

(1) V. (18)

4This property can be satisfied, when the specific form of F' is designed in
the following sections.

bypassed for an improved efficiency.

Based on (18), we can minimize the total transmit power
of the users by optimizing F and @, i.e.,

K o H 2
Ty ’fk (hd7‘ + G@hn‘)‘ 0
argman{ Z v 2 32 §
1 ek |[f (hak + GOhy )|
02T || 2

, (19
£ (hayi + G@hryk)\z}

The block coordinate descent (BCD) method can be employed
to optimize F' and ® in an alternating manner. Given ©, the
optimization of F reduces to

) (S n Dy + o)
k= argmin
[ 1D, £,
where D; = hyhY for j = 1,2--- K are com-
plex Hermitian matnces and hence the square matrix
(Zjilh#k p;D; + cruI) is Hermitian.
We note that (20) is in the form of Rayleigh quo-

tient [28], which is related to the generalized eigenvalue
1 H
problem (Zj;kij-—i—azI) hy bl = A\ofy b

; Yk, (20)

Cogfk

1
i? (Zﬁék piDj + oy I) h;, = fi, where )\ is the eigen-

value of (Z#k piDj + oy I) hihY, and Cj is a constant.
The Rayleigh quotient is scale-invariant with respect to fy,
and we can force Cy = 1. Thus, the optimization of fj, is
equivalent to the following problem:

K
£ (ijlﬁkpjhjhy + 031) £,

P3): mi
(B3): min £Th, hl'f,
st. |fih =1, k=1,2,---, K. (1)

The optimal f;, in (P3) can be given by the minimum variance
distortionless response (MVDR) [29], as given by

—1
(Zf:Lj#kpg-t-’_l)hth + 031) hy

-1
B (S0 el b+ 021) by

£ — . (2

which guarantees that the spectral radius of Q is less than one.

B. Problem Transformation of Passive Beamforming

Given F, problem (19) optimizes the reflecting coefficients.
We define @ = [0;,---,0x]" and thus ® = diag(@). Then,
we have the following variable substitution:

GOh,, = G -diag (h; ;) - 0 = Gy, ;0. (23)

For notational brevity, we define by, ; = f hg ; and gk J =
f;C Gi,;. Then, (9) can be rewritten as
Prlbe gk + g1 0]

Fk(e) = K : . (24)
Zj:l,j;ék Pjlb,; + g?,j0|2 + o3 |Ifk]?




Algorithm 1 The proposed alternating optimization frame-
work for uplink power allocation.

Initialize: Set feasible values of {p(o),F(O),@(O)} and iteration
index ¢ = 0.
1: repeat
2: Sett+t+1;
3: With given Y, obtain h{' ™" = hd k-l-G@(t Vhy i, VE;
4 With given FC—1 | pt=1 and h( , obtain p using (18);
5:  Set iteration index [ = 0, ;)(l) = p(t), F(l) = l?t D e® =
© 1 and V) = p~!
6:  repeat
With given p¥ and hg), update f,i“rl) using (22);
With given p® and f,ilﬂ), update eot+y by solving
problem (25)

9: Update h;, (+1) _ =hgr+ G@(Hl)hr,k;

10: Set ]+ 1 —|— 1;

11: With given F(lfl), p~ and h,(clfl), obtain pg) using
(18);

12 wntil [1Tp® — 1Tp~Y| converges.

13:  Obtain p¥ = p(l), F® =F® and @ = @W,
14: until [17p® — 1Tp~Y| converges.

15: Output optimal {p, F, ®} and calculate Zle Dk-

By substituting (24) into (18), the optimization of 6, given F
and p, can be equivalently transformed to

K K
e+ argmmZ{ Z

07 =1 Uj=1j#k

LTl |
bk + g 101
It is arduous to solve (25) due to the non-convexity of the
feasible set of 6. We design two efficient algorithms to solve
the subproblem in the next section. The three steps solving p,
F and © repeat in an alternating manner until a stop condition
is met.

Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed joint optimization of
the transmit powers, multi-user detector, and IRS configura-
tion. The convergence analysis of Algorithm 1 follows. We
can write the minimum of (19) as a function of the optimal F
and 6, as given by

K K & 2
. Ty, £ (ha,; + Gn,;0)|
P (F,0) = min D
F.0 ;{#Zk ‘f}: (hd,k“l‘Gh,kO)‘z !
02T | £ 12

. (20)
£ ( hdk‘i‘Gh,ke)‘z}

Tk|bkj + 8k 30|2
bk + gl 012 b

(25)

oo T || ]2

The? Then,

K Tyltin,|? (t)
mm 2 ik UL

= mén F w1 Mz, (p). Upon the convergence of the

Define My, (p) =

P(F,0)
BCD iterations, the optimal multi-user detectors keep My,
non-increasing, while fj, is being updated.

Lemma 1. The iterative update of the users’ transmit powers
yields a convergent and unique fixed point.

Proof: See Appendix A. [ ]

Remark 1. When the maximum power limit of each user,

denoted by Py, is considered, an additional feasibility check
step of problem (P1) is required [30]. The proposed approach
can be potentially extended to capture the power limits. One
(t=1) _
posszble approach is that a penalizing coefficient w;,

1)
PI]]&X
— b can be multiplied to the transmit power of the

k-th user, py, in the objective of problem (P1), where p( -1
is the result after running Algorithm 1 for the (t — 1)-th time.
Because the objective is a linear weighted sum of py, we can
run Algorithm 1 to obtain the transmit powers of the users, the
multi-user detector at the AP, and the<phase shifts of the IRS. If
the resulting transmit powers, i.e., p,”,Vk, violate the power
limits of the users, the current set of penallzmg coefficients,

;71) Vk, make the problem infeasible. We can update the
penalizing coefficients and run Algorithm 1 again. This can
be done recursively until the problem becomes feasible; o
the problem is infeasible. The penalizing coefficients magnify
the transmit powers of the users which do not meet their
power limit requirement in the objective of problem (PI),
raise the stake of those users in the minimization of the total
(weighted) power, and hence push the transmit powers of those
users towards Pyax. It will be our future work to analyze the
efficiency of this approach.

max{p

IV. REFLECTION BEAMFORMING

A. SIMin Fraction Transform Based ADMM

Typically, there are a large number of reflecting elements
in an IRS. Algorithms suitable for parallel implementations
are highly desirable. In this paper, the original passive beam-
forming problem (25) is first transformed to a fractional
programming problem. Then, we propose a new algorithm that
integrates the fraction transform-based alternating optimization
and the ADMM and is particularly tailored for the problem.

Given p and F, the optimization of ® is recast as

ZN

s.t. (7b).

2
br,j + g?,‘je‘ + g [k ?

(P4) : Eipbs

2
‘bk,k + gz,;ﬁ‘

Problem (P4) is a weighted sum of inverse SINR minimization
problem. Typically, fractional programming problems can be
solved by decoupling numerators and denominators. However,
conventional decoupling methods, such as Dinkelbach’s algo-
rithms, cannot resolve the sum-of-ratio problems directly [31]—
[33]. Moreover, the complex variables & make the sum-of-
inverse minimization (SIMin) problem even more challenging.
In this paper, we develop a new fraction transform technique,
termed SIMin fraction transform, in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Given K pairs of positive functions Ay(6) and
By (0), a sum-of-inverse fractional minimization problem is
given by

27)



which is equivalent to

K K

. 1
k=1 k=1
where z. = (21,29, ,ZK]T is an auxiliary vector.
Proof: See Appendix B. [ ]

Based on Theorem 1, problem (P4) can be equivalently cast
as

ZJAk

mln J(6 (29)

K
)+ > TBk(6)
k=1

where

& 2
Tar(0) = B2 (D ps bes + 800"+ 02I%) G0y

7k
1 1
Jpp(0) = —7, (31)
k ’bk,k + g,';ke‘
where 3 = [f1, B2, - ,BK]T is the auxiliary vector. Accord-

ing to Theorem 1 and Appendix B, the optimal S is given
by

Br = !

~ 2
2Tilonk + gl 01 (s s b + ll,6] + o2116]12)
(32)

Next, we decouple the optimization variables between J 4 1 (0)
and Jp (@), by employing the ADMM method. In particular,
the augmented Lagrangian of (29) is given by

ZJAk

»(0.q,T + JB.x(q)

N
> 15(6n)
n=1

where p is the penalty parameter, and the indicator function
of the feasible set of 6 is given by

17(6,) = {0’

+ 200 -q+r] - (33)

0, € F,

) (34
otherwise.

+00,
By differentiating (33), the ADMM solver for (29) is de-
veloped to alternately updating (35), (36) and (37) until
convergence. The sequential iterative form is given by

2
U+ .= argmln;JA k g H@ —q¥ + r(l)H ,

0, €F
(35)
K
gty = argminz JIB.k(q) + L HO(ZH) —q+r!
9 =1 2
(36)
pUHD = () 4 gD _ q(l+1)_ (37)
To solve (35), we relax constraint (7b) as
e, e'0 <1, vn=1,2,--- N. (38)

By replacing (7b) with (38), problem (35) can be rewritten as

Z Jak(
+ Z En (OH
n=1

where € = [e1,62, - ,¢ N]T is the dual variable vector
associated with (38). The function G; (0, €) is convex and can
be solved by the CVX solver in each iteration of (35). We can
perform the projection operation to update 6, as given by

(05,65, ,0%]",  (40)

01T
e—Ja"g{@N}}

P 2
0, ~ @ —
Igln Gi1(0,¢) 2 I q-+r

e,ello—1), (39)

0° = argmin G, (0,¢) =
0

oU+1) _ {e—aarg{t‘)i’}’e—Jarg{t‘)S}7 e (41)

Given U+ in (41), we can take Newton’s method to
update g, as given by

¢ = ¢ [, (4)] “vg, (4?).

where ¢ is a step size of Newton’s method and Go (q)
Zfil Jpi(q) + 510 —q+ 7||°. In order to avoid inverting
the Hessian matrix in (42), we adopt the Quasi-Newton method

(42)

and update the inverse Hessian matrix at each iteration. The

proposed SIMin fraction transform-based ADMM method is
described in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 The proposed SIMin fraction transform based
ADMM framework.

Initialize: Set feasible values of {B(O),O(O),q(o),r
tion index t = 0.

©1 and itera-

1: repeat
2: Sett <+ t+1;
3: With given 8~V update B,(f) using (32);
4: Set iteration index [ = 0;
5:  repeat
6: Setl +— [ +1;
7: Update 0( ) according to (40) and (41);
8: Update q accordm% to the Quasi-Newton method;
9: Perform » = (=1 4 g _ q(l);
10:  until The value of [|8) — q"|| converges.

11: Obtain 8 = 0(1);
12: until The function in (P4) converges.
13: Output 8 and set ® = diag{6}.

B. Manifold Optimization Scheme

Although Algorithm 1 is suitable for the weighted sum
of inverse SINR minimization problem, the relaxation of the
unit modulus constraints in (38) incurs performance loss.
Additionally, the fraction transform requires solving the extra
auxiliary variables. In this section, we revisit the passive
beamforming problem. The aim of the passive beamforming is
to find the IRS reflection coefficients which reduce the transmit
powers of the users while satisfying their latency requirements.
The passive beamforming is reformulated to make I'j, larger
than the minimum protection ratio 7. Hence, the reflection



beamforming subproblem is transformed to a new optimization
problem. Specifically, with (24), constraint (11) is rewritten as

Dk |bk,k + gllj,keﬁ

K
~ 2
> To( Yo p [ows +ell 60" + 2UE)?), vk @3)
J#k
By unfolding the squared terms in (43), we define the “latency
residual” of the k-th user as

K
- H gl? _ 7 H opl2 o 2 (12
k =Dk ‘bk;k + gk,ke’ — Tk ( ij ‘bk;j + gk,je’ + oy |l Qiﬂg. 2. An illustration of gradient descent on Riemannian manifolds.

J#k
K
=" (pkgk,kg;':,k — T, ijgk,jgllj,j)e
J#k
K
+ 2Re{ (pkbz,kgllj,k =T ijbzijg?,j) 0}
ik
K
i —Te Y (pibhy + Ill?) (44)
ik
where @ = [ag, a9, ,aK]T. To fulfill the latency re-
quirements, the passive beamforming subproblem (25) is

transformed to a latency residual maximization problem, i.e.,
Igax Zszl ay. If and only if oy, Yk takes non-negative values
Ne

to maximize Zszl ay, then @ can maximize the latency
residual to reduce the latency. A straightforward solution is to
convert constraints (43) and the unit modulus constraints into
quadratic constraints. By suppressing the rank-one constraint,
problem (25) becomes SDR problem which is typically solved
by eigen-decomposition. However, the SDR problem suffers
from a critical drawback that the number of optimization
variables increases quadratically with the number of IRS
elements. For this reason, we develop a CCMO method which
can solve directly the latency residual maximization problem.

In light of the special geometry of the constraint |6,,| = 1,
we resort to Riemannian-Geometric optimization tools [34].
The feasible region of the latency residual maximization
problem constitutes a complex circle manifold. The manifold
representation can also provide a relatively concise form.
Riemannian manifold optimization breaks the confinement
of the Euclidean space to generalize the gradient descent
on a Riemannian manifold geometrically specified by the
constraints. The original constrained optimization problem can
be transformed into an unconstrained optimization problem
and minimized by Riemannian gradient descent.

Referring to the latency residual representation (44), the
subproblem (25) can be rewritten as

(P5) : f0(8) = 6"U6 + 2Re (0"v) + C
s.t. 0, =1,

max
o

n=1,2---,N, (452

where

K N K

U=>" (pkgk,kgﬂ,k — Ty, ijgk,jgﬂ,j); (46)
k=1 j;ék
K

V= Z (pkbk k8 — Tk ijbk 8k, ]) (47)
k=1 77£k
K

C=" [prloral - Tk(zpj bial” + o216:]12) ] 48)
k=1 i#£k

According to the notion of manifold optimization, problem
(P5) can be reformulated as:

P6) : i ) = —6"U0 — 2Re (6" 49
(P6):  min  £(6) e(0"v), 49
where SV denotes the manifold space defined by the constant

modulus constraints, i.e.,
N={0ecV:|0|=102] =---=[On] =1}, (50)

where S = {0, € C: 0,0} = Re{0,}> +Im{0,}* =1} is
known as a complex circle and can be viewed as a sub-
manifold of C. The search space SV is the product of N
complex circles. Referred to as a complex circular manifold,
the search space S™ is a sub-manifold of C%.

The new CCMO algorithm performs gradient descent on
the complex circular manifold. The gradient descent on the
Riemannian manifold is similar to that in the Euclidean space.
It consists of two phases: finding the descent direction of
the current solution by computing the negative Riemannian
gradient, and decreasing the value of the objective function
via line search [34]. The Riemannian gradient of f(6) at
the current iteration point () € SV is the projection of the
search direction in the Euclidean space onto the tangent space

Toy S™, as given by
TSV ={n et iRe(n" 60} =0} . (1)
The Euclidean gradient of f(0()) at () is given by
V(OW) =200 — 2v. (52)

By performing a projection operator, the Riemannian gradient



of f(81) is obtained as

Vor [(81) = Projy.  sv (V5(61))

=Vf(OD)—Re{Vf(OD)* ©0D} 00,
(53)

Hence, the current point 8() in the tangent space Ty SY is
updated as

60" = 6 — (Vg f(01), (54)

where ¢ > 0 is a carefully selected constant step size’. We
note that 8)° is still in the tangent space T SV but may
not be on the manifold S™. Therefore, a Retraction mapping
operation is applied to move the point 0@° back onto the
manifold SV. Finally, the point 8t is updated by using
the Retraction mapping, as given by

00+ — Rety, (—gsz f(0<i>))

_ 0@ - gvswf((a(f)) _9° 1 i

160 —(Vsn f(60)] 00

The above operations are illustrated in Fig. 2 and summarized
in Algorithm 3.

. (55)

Algorithm 3 The proposed CCMO algorithm for passive
beamforming.

Initialize: Set feasible values of {#®)} and iteration index i = 0.

1: repeat

2: Set 7+ i+ 1;

3:  Calculate the Euclidean gradient V £(0) at ) using (52);

4:  Construct the tangent space Ty(i)S ~ and calculate the current
Riemannian gradient Vgn f(8'") using (53);

5:  Perform gradient descent algorithm over the current tangent
space using (54);

6:  Update o0+Y using the Retraction mapping operator accord-
ing to (55);

7: until The value of |f(0) — f(8“~))| in (P6) converges.

8: Output 6 and obtain ® = diag{6}.

C. Complexity Analysis

In terms of computational complexity, the key difference
between the two proposed methods and the aforementioned
SDR-based baseline is in passive beamforming. At each it-
eration of passive beamforming, the SDR-based baseline de-
scribed in Section IV-B incurs a high complexity of O(N®?)
[36], since it increases the number of variables. For the
proposed SIMin fraction transform-based ADMM described
in Algorithm 2, the complexity is dominated by (35) and (36).
Problem (35) is a convex quartic function and solved by CVX.
The complexity of solving (35) is O(N3®) [38]. The Quasi-
Newton method involved in (36) adopts the Broyden-Fletcher-
Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) method [39], which has a complex-
ity of O(N?). As a result, the complexity of Algorithm 2
is O(N?®) per iteration. For the proposed CCMO algorithm

3To ensure stability and convergence of the CCMO algorithm, the step size
¢ should be selected to satisfy ¢ < 1/Ay where Ay represents the largest
eigenvalue of the matrix U in problem (P5). This optimization problem can
be solved by leveraging the Manopt toolbox in MATLAB [35]-[37].

described in Algorithm 3, the complexity is dominated by the
evaluation of the Riemannian gradient descent which is O(N?)
per iteration [36]. As a result, the complexity of Algorithm 3 is
O(N?) per iteration. To this end, the two proposed algorithms
are orders of magnitude lower than the SDR-based alternative.

D. Extension to multi-antenna users

Consider a mmWave system with multi-antenna users, each
user equipped with /N, antennas. The channel between the AP
and the k-th user is Hy, € CM*Ne and the channel between
the IRS and the k-th useris H, , € CN*Nu_ Then, the received
signal at the AP from the k-th user can be rewritten as

K
Yk = f}:(z (Hd_’j + G@Hryj) q;S; + uk),

J=1

(56)

where q; is the uplink transmit beamformer of the j-th user
and Q = [q1, -+ ,qx] € CV«*K_ The SINR of the k-th user
becomes

|t (Hay, + GOH, ;) qi|”

Fk(Q7 Fa 9) = 2 :
Sy [E (Hy; + GOH, ) q;|” + oauf? 5||72)

As a result, the problem of interest is written as

K
. : 2
(P7):  muin ;qull
Dy,
<T Vk, (58
(7b).

Problem (P7) is a joint optimization of the transmit beam-
formers at the users, the multi-user detectors at the AP, and
the phase shifts at the IRS. With the proposed alternating
optimization framework, the IRS configuration and multi-user
detectors can be solved by the proposed algorithms. Specifi-
cally, given the IRS configuration ® and the transmit beam-
former q, the effective channel hy, = (Hq, + GOH, 1) qx
is given, where hy; = Hgrqyr and h,; = H,pq. The
optimization of the multi-user detectors can still be solved
by the MVDR method, as done in (22). Likewise, when
the transmit beamformer q; and multi-user detectors F are
given, we have OH, ,q; = diag(h; )0, and the proposed
passive beamforming algorithms, i.e., Algorithms 2 and 3,
remain valid. When F' and ©® are given, the effective channel
becomes wy ; = (Hqx + G@Hr_’k)H f), for notation brevity.
The normalized uplink beamformer at the k-th user is denoted
by ar = ”g—:”. Problem (P7) can be recast to optimizing qg,
as given by

(P8): min
AdksPk

K
Zpk
k=1

st [lawl® =1, (59a)



K
—Pk \qgwk,k\Q + Tk(ZPj ‘(_l;'Wk,j‘Q
J#k

+0212) <0, vk, (59b)

where pr, = ||q||? is the transmit power of the k-th user,
and (59b) can be referred to (11). Problem (P8) displays
strong analogy to problem (P1), and can be transformed to
a Rayleigh quotient in the same way as problem (P3). The
Rayleigh quotient is invariant to the scaling of q. Therefore,
problem (P8) can be solved by Algorithm 1, followed by a
normalization of the resultant qi, as required in (59a).

V. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulations are carried out to verify the
proposed uplink transmit power control methods and potential
benefits of deploying IRS in mmWave SIMO systems.

A. Simulation Setup

We consider the IRS-aided mmWave system in Fig. 3,
where the AP is equipped with a ULA of M = 32 antennas,
and located at the (z,y)-coordinates of (0,0). The IRS is
implemented with a URA, where the vertical length is set
to N,, = 5 and the horizontal length N, varies in different
simulations. The center of the IRS is at (80 m, 0). Both single-
user and multi-user scenarios are investigated. In the single-
user scenario, we assume that there is only User 1 in the
system and its position is (d1, dyl). In the multi-user scenario,
both User 1 and User 2 transmit, and the position of User 2
is (dzg, —dyg)

According to channel measurements [16], [24], the channel
gain ¢ follows a complex Gaussian distribution:

£~ CN(0,107 PRy, (60)

where PL (R) is the path-loss (in dB) over distance R (in
meters), as given by

PL (R) = xa + 10xplog;( (R) + &, (61)

and k ~ N (0,02) accounts for the lognormal shadowing.
For mmWave communications at 28 GHz, the channel gain is
generated in two cases. In the case of LoS path, the parameter
values are x, = 61.4, xp = 2 and o, = 5.8 dB. In the case
of NLoS path, x, = 72, xp = 2.92 and o, = 8.7 dB. To
investigate the role of the IRS in the uplink transmission, the
mmWave channels between the AP and users are categorized
into the following two scenarios:
o LoS scenario, where only LoS signal is received.
o Obstructed-line-of-sight (OLoS) scenario, where the LoS
component is blocked and only NLoS components exist.
We use py, to indicate the blockage probability of the LoS
path, or in other words, the OLoS probability.
According to [16] and [40], in typical uplink mmWave
systems, the antenna gains of the user and AP are set to
ou = 0 dBi and pg = 9.82 dBi, respectively. Generally, the
IRS-reflected channel is relatively weak due to the double-
fading effect [41] and high path loss of mmWave. The re-
flection gain of the IRS elements can compensate for channel

Fig. 3. The simulated IRS-assisted mmWave SIMO scenario.

attenuation, and therefore, the relative reflection gain of the
IRS is v = -2 [18].

Vv eBLY . . .
Unless otherwise specified, the rest of the simulation param-
eters are as follows: the noise variance is af = —&85 dBm; the

system bandwidth is W = 500 MHz; the latency requirement
is T' = 50 ms; the relative reflection gain is v = 15 dB; the
location parameters are d,; = 40 m, dy; = 40 m, dy2 = 50 m,
and dy2 = 20 m; the number of NLoS paths is L = 3;
and the data of each user follows the uniform distribution
Dy, ~ U (5000 nats, 8000 nats).

B. Single-User Scenario

For comparison, two baseline schemes are considered:

o Baseline without IRS: We consider the uplink transmit
power allocation in the absence of IRS. This baseline is
a reduced version of the proposed Algorithm 1, with no
passive beamforming required.

o SDR: The SDR is adopted to obtain the reflection co-
efficients of the IRS, where the rank-one approximation
[42] is applied to obtain a feasible solution, as described
in Section I'V-B.

First, we investigate the impact of the number of IRS
elements on the uplink transmit power. Figs. 4(a) and 4(b)
show the allocated transmit power of the user in the LoS
and OLoS scenarios, respectively. As expected, the power
allocated in the absence of IRS is consistent in both scenarios.
All the three schemes with the IRS outperform the baseline
without IRS. It is observed that the schemes with the IRS can
substantially reduce the transmit power in the OLoS scenario,
whereas only a slight improvement can be achieved in the
LoS scenario. This is because the direct LoS link offers a
considerably higher channel gain than the supplementary IRS-
reflected link via the IRS, due to double-fading effect and
high path loss of the IRS-reflected channel. In the presence
of the dominant LoS path, the three schemes with the IRS
provide the same performance. However, Fig. 4(b) reveals that
the supplementary IRS-reflected link is dominant in the OLoS
scenario, thanks to the IRS-enhanced received power. It is also
seen that the optimal user power decreases with the increase of
N, as the result of the increasing passive beamforming gain.
The proposed CCMO and ADMM methods stably outperform
the SDR-based alternative, especially in the OLoS scenarios.

Fig. 5 examines the uplink transmit power versus the
horizontal distance between the AP and User 1. As d,;
increases from 10 to 70, the distance between the AP and
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Fig. 4. Transmit power versus number of IRS elements, N. (a) LoS
scenario; (b) OLoS scenario.

User 1 increases and the distance between the IRS and User
1 decreases. The power required by the scheme without IRS
increases rapidly, as the user moves away from the AP. The
gains of the proposed ADMM and CCMO algorithms over the
two baselines are shown in Fig. 5. In Fig. 5(a), the performance
gaps between the scheme without IRS and the IRS-aided
schemes grow increasingly with the distance between the
AP and user. This is because the gain of the IRS becomes
increasingly prominent, as the propagation loss between the
AP and user grows. In Fig. 5(b), the performance gaps enlarge
for the same reason.

Fig. 6(a) shows the powers achieved by all the schemes
increase, as the amount of data enlarges in the LOS scenario.
As expected, the power required by the IRS-aided system is
lower than the system without IRS. The power gap enlarges
in the OLoS scenario, as shown in Fig. 6(b). We also observe
that the proposed CCMO and ADMM methods significantly
outperform the SDR method, which is consistent with Fig. 4.

In Fig. 7, we assess the impact of the relative reflection gain
of the IRS on the transmit power of the user. When the relative
reflection gain grows from 10 to 20 dB, all the considered
schemes with IRS can reduce considerably the transmit power
of the user. The reason is that the channel quality of the IRS-
aided links improves with the increasing reflection gain.

Fig. 8 plots the achievable minimum user power under
different LoS blockage probabilities. It shows that a larger
blockage probability results in higher transmit powers under
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Fig. 5. Transmit power versus AP-user horizontal distance, d.1. (a)
LoS scenario; (b) OLoS scenario.

all schemes. In the case of p, = 0 indicating the LoS scenario,
the performance gain attributed to the IRS is negligible.
Conversely, in the case of p, = 1 indicating the OLoS
scenario, the proposed IRS-assisted uplink mmWave system
design saves the transmit power while meeting the latency
requirements. Fig. 8 also confirms the improvement of the
proposed ADMM and CCMO algorithms over the SDR-based
alternative methods.

C. Multi-User Scenario

We consider two simultaneous users, i.e., User 1 and User 2.
We assume that the blockages of the two users are statistically
independent, as modeled in [43].

Fig. 9(a) considers that both two users have LoS links.
The schemes with the IRS provide a little improvement,
as compared with the baseline without IRS. Also, User 1
consumes more power than User 2, because 77 > T5. Fig.
9(b) considers that both two users undergo blockages, and
the IRS-reflected link plays a key role to reduce the transmit
powers of the users.

In Fig. 9(c), we consider that User 1 has a LoS link while
User 2 is blocked. We see a substantial gain of the schemes
with the IRS for User 2, whereas the IRS has little effect on
the performance of User 1. This validates that the benefit of
the IRS is increasingly prominent, as the direct links become
weak. Although T is higher than 75 (i.e., User 1 has a higher
service priority), User 1 has a lower transmit power than User
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2 due to the LoS availability of User 1. Fig. 9(d) shows the
case where User 1 is blocked while User 2 enjoys the LoS
link. The same observation can be made as in Fig. 9(c), by
switching the roles of Users 1 and 2.

Fig. 10 evaluates the sum rate of the considered algorithms
under both imperfect CSI (I-CSI) and perfect CSI (P-CSI).
Since the reflection channel from the IRS to the user is more
difficult to estimate than the direct channel from the AP to
the user and the indirect channel from the AP to the IRS [44],
[45], we assume that the reflection channel h, j is imperfect
and modeled as h, j, = flnk +Ahy, where Ahy, is the CSI error
vector and }Aln % is the estimate of h, ;. Based on the channel
error bounded model [44], we define |[Ahgls < pfhel2
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Fig. 9. Comparison of transmit power between the two users. (a) Both
users have LoS. (b) Both users have OLoS. (¢) User 1 has LoS and
User 2 has OLoS; (d) User 1 has OLoS and User 2 has LoS.

where 1 is the level of CSI uncertainty. As shown in Fig. 10,
the uplink sum rate degrades under I-CSI, as compared to P-
CSI. Nevertheless, the proposed algorithms are shown to still
outperform the SDR-based alternative, especially when the
CSI uncertainty level is low and the channels are reasonably
well estimated. Fig. 11 shows the impact of the number of user
antennas on the sum rate under I-CSI. We see that the actual
achievable sum rate grows with the number of user antennas,
N,.

Fig. 12(a) plots the convergence behaviors of the proposed
methods when the operating frequency of the system is 28
and 73 GHz. We see that both of the two proposed algorithms
behave similarly. The required total power is higher at 73
GHz than it is at 28 GHz. This is because higher frequencies
incur larger path losses. Furthermore, the proposed algorithms
converge faster at 73 GHz than they do at 28 GHz. Fig. 12(b)
investigates the achievable sum rate under different latency
requirements. We observe that our algorithms provide the same
sum-rate performances at both 28 GHz and 73 GHz, under the
latency requirement of more than 40 ms. The achievable sum
rate is higher at 73 GHz than it is at 28 GHz, especially under
the latency requirement of 20 ms.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we minimized the transmit power of the users
while satisfying their latency requirements, by jointly opti-
mizing the transmit powers, the multi-user detector at the AP,
and the passive beamforming coefficients at the IRS. We de-
signed an alternating optimization framework to transform the
joint optimization problem into three tractable subproblems.
Closed-form solutions were derived for the transmit powers
and multi-user detector. We also developed two algorithms to
efficiently deliver the passive beamforming coefficients of IRS.
Simulations validated the benefits of deploying the IRS in the
uplink mmWave SIMO system. Insights were shed on the role
of the IRS in the uplink power allocation.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Assume that two sets of positive power vectors p and p*
are the fixed points of My, (p). Without loss of generality, we
suppose that there exists an index k satisfying p; > pj, and
let max; ([)j/pg) = > 1. Thus yp* > p. We can find such
an index ¢ that yp; = p;. Since both p and p* are the fixed
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Fig. 12. The algorithm performances with different frequencies. (a)
Convergence behavior; (b) Achievable sum rate.
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which contradicts with yp; = p;. We conclude that the
fixed point of Mg, (p) is unique. After the BCD iterations,
we have P(F(—1 9t-D) > PFE-D g') > P(F, 0.
Furthermore, the uplink power is lower bounded due to the
stringent latency requirements. |

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Let us introduce the following equivalence relationship:

11
21 AR(0)° + 1o B0
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_<MA’“(0)_2\/%Bk(0)) T Be) @



It is facile to see that minimizing the right-hand side (RHS) of
(63) with respect to z and 6 is equivalent to the minimization
of the left-hand side (LHS). Meanwhile, we observe that the
optimal z minimizing the RHS of (63) can be found by

1

e — 4
24:(0)B1(8)’ (o4

2k

which forces the squared term in (63) to be zero. Therefore,
the optimal € for the LHS of (63) is part of the solutions for

minimizing
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