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Joint Power Allocation and Beamforming for Active
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Abstract—To boost the secrecy rate (SR) of the conventional
directional modulation (DM) network and overcome the double
fading effect of the cascaded channels of passive intelligent re-
flecting surface (IRS), a novel active IRS-assisted DM system with
a power adjusting strategy between transmitter and active IRS is
proposed in this paper. Then, a joint optimization of maximizing
the SR is cast by alternately optimizing the power allocation (PA)
factors, transmit beamforming, receive beamforming, and reflect
beamforming at IRS, subject to the power constraint at IRS.
To tackle the formulated non-convex optimization problem, a
high-performance scheme of maximizing SR based on successive
convex approximation (SCA) and Schur complement (Max-SR-
SS) is proposed, where the derivative operation are employed to
optimize the PA factors, the generalized Rayleigh-Rize theorem
is adopted to derive the receive beamforming, and the SCA
strategy is utilized to design the transmit beamforming and
phase shift matrix of IRS. To reduce the high complexity, a
low-complexity scheme, named maximizing SR based on equal
amplitude reflecting (EAR) and majorization-minimization (MM)
(Max-SR-EM), is developed, where the EAR and MM methods
are adopted to derive the amplitude and phase of the IRS phase
shift matrix, respectively. In particular, when the receivers are
single antenna, a scheme of maximizing SR based on alternating
optimization (Max-SR-AQO) is proposed, where the PA factors,
transmit and reflect beamforming are derived by the fractional
programming (FP) and SCA algorithms. Simulation results show
that with the same power constraint, the SR gains achieved by the
proposed schemes outperform those of the fixed PA and passive
IRS schemes.

Index Terms—Directional modulation, secrecy rate, active
intelligent reflecting surface, power allocation, beamforming

I. INTRODUCTION

The broadcast nature of wireless communication makes
the confidential message vulnerable to eavesdropping by the
illegal users, leading to security issues of confidential message
leakage. Directional modulation (DM), as an advanced and
promising physical layer security technology, has attracted the
research interest of a wide range of researchers [1]-[5]. DM
provides security via directive and is suitable for the line-of-
sight (LoS) channels such as millimeter wave, unmanned aerial
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vehicle, intelligent transportation, maritime communication,
and satellite communication [6], [7]. The main ideas of DM
are as follows: in the LoS channel, DM transmits confidential
message to legitimate user along the desired direction via
beamforming vector, and interferes with illegal user eaves-
dropping by sending artificial noise (AN) in the undesired
direction, hence enhancing the secure performance of the
system [8]. So far, the research for DM technology is mainly
focused on the radio frequency frontend and baseband.

To enhance the secrecy rate (SR) of the DM network
with a eavesdropper, in [9], in accordance with the convex
optimization method, a sparse array of DM was synthesized,
and the proposed approach achieved better flexibility in terms
of control security performance and power efficiency. A DM
network with hybrid active and passive eavesdroppers was
considered in [10], and a scheme, which used frequency
division array with assisted AN technique at the transmitter to
achieve secure transmission with angle-range dependence, was
proposed. Unlike the single legitimate user networks above,
the authors in [11] investigated a multi-legitimate user DM
network and designed a security-enhancing symbol-level pre-
coding vector, which outperformed the benchmark method in
terms of both the power efficiency and security enhancement.
The multi-beam DM networks were investigated in [12] and
[13], and a generalized synthesis method and an AN-aided
zero-forcing synthesis method were proposed by the former
and the latter to enhance the system performance, respectively.
However, the above mentioned works mainly focus on the
scenario where the legitimate user and the eavesdropper have
different directions. To ensure secure transmission of the
system when the eavesdropper was in the same direction as
the legitimate user, the secure precise wireless transmission
DM systems were investigated in [14] and [15], which sent
confidential message to a specific direction and distance to
ensure the secure wireless transmission.

With the development of wireless communication, the de-
mand for network increases dramatically [16]. Using a large
number of active devices will lead to serious energy con-
sumption problems, fortunately, the emergence of intelligent
reflecting surface (IRS) provides a novel paradigm to over-
come this problem. IRS is a planar array of large numbers of
passive electromagnetic elements, each of which is capable of
independently adjust the amplitude and phase of the incident
signal [17]-[19]. Thanks to this ability, the signal strength at
the receiver can be significantly enhanced by properly tuning
the reflected signal. Recently, various wireless communication
scenarios assisted by IRS have been extensively investigated,
including the multicell communications [16], unmanned aerial
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vehicles communications [20], simultaneous wireless informa-
tion and power transfer (SWIPT) network [21], non-orthogonal
multiple access network [22], and wireless-powered commu-
nication network [23].

Given the advantages of IRS in wireless communication,
in recent years, the IRS-assisted DM network has also been
investigated. With the help of IRS, the DM can overcome
the limitation of being able to transmit only one confidential
bit stream and significantly enhance the SR performance.
In [24], an IRS-aided DM system was considered, and two
confidential bit streams were transmitted from Alice to Bob
at the same time. Based on the system model of [24], in
[25], to enhance the SR performance, two low-complexity
algorithms were proposed to jointly design the transmit and
reflect beamforming vectors of the IRS-assisted DM network.
An IRS-aided DM network equipped with single antenna for
both legitimate user and eavesdropper was investigated in [26],
and the SR closed-form expression was derived. Moreover,
the authors in [27] proposed two beamforming algorithms to
enhance the SR in the DM network aid by IRS, and they
achieved about 30 percent SR gains over no IRS and random
phase shift IRS schemes. The above works showed that the
passive IRS can boost the SR performance of the conventional
DM network.

However, the “double fading” effect that accompanies pas-
sive IRS is inevitable, which is caused by the fact that the
signal reflected through the IRS needs to pass through the
transmitter-to-IRS and IRS-to-receiver cascade links [28]-
[30]. To overcome this physical limitation, an emerging IRS
structure, named active IRS, has been proposed. Unlike the
passive IRS, which can only adjust the phase of the incident
signal, active IRS integrates active reflection-type amplifiers
that can simultaneously tune the amplitude and phase of inci-
dent signals. Hence the “double fading” effect of the cascaded
link can be effectively attenuated, enabling better performance
than passive IRS [28]. Notice that although the active IRS can
both amplify and reflect incident signals, it is fundamentally
different from full-duplex amplify-and-forward relay. Active
IRS does not require radio frequency (RF) chains, has no
signal processing capability, and has lower hardware cost [31].
Moreover, the relay takes two time slots to accomplish the
transmission of one signal, whereas active IRS only requires
one time slot.

Similar to passive IRS, in recent years, researchers have
investigated various wireless communication scenarios with
the help of active IRS [32]. For example, to maximize the
rate of IRS-aided downlink/uplink communication system, the
placement of the active IRS was investigated in [33], which
revealed that the system rate was optimal when the active IRS
was placed close to the receiver. An active IRS-assisted single
input multiple output network was considered in [34], and
an alternating optimization approach was proposed to obtain
the IRS reflecting coefficient matrix and received beamform-
ing, which achieved the better performance compared to the
passive IRS-assisted network with the same power budget.
An active IRS-aided SWIPT network was proposed in [35],
an alternating iteration method was employed to maximize
the weighted sum rate, and the high-performance gain was

achieved. The above works presented the benefits of the active
IRS for wireless network performance gains.

Motivated by the discussions above, to further enhance
the SR performance of the passive IRS-assisted DM system,
an active IRS-assisted DM network with an eavesdropper is
considered in this paper. Given that the beamforming and AN
powers of the base station (BS) and IRS power are subject to
the system’s total power constraint, to investigate the impact
of the power allocation (PA) among them and beamforming
optimization on the system performance, we focus on max-
imizing the SR by jointly deriving the PA factors, transmit
beamforming, receive beamforming, and reflect beamforming
at the active IRS. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this
is the first work to investigate PA between BS and IRS in
the active IRS-assisted secure wireless network. The main
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.

1) To enhance the SR performance of the conventional
DM system, a novel DM network with the introduction
of active IRS is proposed in this paper. Particularly, a
PA strategy is proposed to adjust the power fraction
between BS and active IRS to further harvest the rate
performance gain achieved by active IRS, which does
not exist at a passive IRS-aided network. Then, an
active IRS-aided DM system with PA is presented.
Finally, we formulate a SR maximization problem by
jointly optimizing the PA factors, transmit beamforming,
receive beamforming, and the IRS phase shift matrix for
the active IRS-aided secure DM system in the presence
of an eavesdropper, subject to the power constraint at
IRS. By optimizing the PA between BS and IRS as well
as beamforming, the SR of the system is significantly
boosted.

2) To tackle the formulated non-convex maximum SR
optimization problem in which the five variables are
coupled with each other, a high-performance alternat-
ing optimization scheme, called maximizing SR based
on successive convex approximation (SCA) and Schur
complement (Max-SR-SS), is proposed. In this scheme,
the derivative operation is employed to calculate the
optimal PA factor of the confidential message and the PA
factor of power allocated to the BS, and the transmit and
receive beamforming are derived by the SCA method
and the generalized Rayleigh-Rize theorem, respectively,
and the phase shift matrix of IRS is calculate by the
SCA and Schur complement methods. Moreover, a low-
complexity with scheme, named maximizing SR based
on equal amplitude reflecting (EAR) and majorization-
minimization (MM) (Max-SR-EM), is proposed to ad-
dress the formulated problem, where the EAR and MM
strategies are adopted to obtain the amplitude and phase
of the IRS phase shift matrix, respectively.

3) In particular, when the receivers are equipped with single
antenna, the optimization problem can be simplified and
there is no receive beamforming. To tackle the prob-
lem, a scheme of maximizing SR based on alternating
optimization (Max-SR-AO) is proposed, where the PA
factors, transmit beamforming, and phase shift matrix
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Fig. 1. System diagram of active IRS-assisted DM network.

of IRS are designed by the fractional programming (FP)
and SCA algorithms. From the simulation results, it is
clear that with the same power, the SRs harvested by
the proposed three schemes are higher than those of
the benchmark schemes. In addition, when the number
of phase shift elements tends to large-scale, the gap in
terms of SR between the Max-SR-SS and Max-SR-EM
schemes is trivial.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We
describe the system model of active IRS-assisted DM network
and formulate the maximum SR problem in Section II. Section
IIT introduces the proposed Max-SR-SS and Max-SR-EM
schemes. The proposed Max-SR-AO scheme is described in
Section IV. The numerical simulation results and conclusions
are provided in Section V and Section VI, respectively.

Notations: in this work, the scalars, vectors and matrices
are marked in lowercase, boldface lowercase, and uppercase
letters, respectively. Symbols ()7, (-)*, (:)7, 9(-), Tr(-), ()T,
Amax(+), R{-}, diag{-}, and blkdiag{-} refer to the trans-
pose, conjugate, conjugate transpose, partial derivative, trace,
pseudo-inverse, maximum eigenvalue, real part, diagonal, and
block diagonal matrix operations, respectively. The sign | - |
stands for the scalar’s absolute value or the matrix’s determi-
nant. The notations Iy and CP*® mean the identity matrix of
@ x @ and complex-valued matrix space of P x @, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we investigate an active IRS-assisted
secure DM network, where the BS (Alice) sends confidential
message to the legitimate user (Bob) with the assistance of
active IRS, while sending AN to the eavesdropper (Eve) to
reduce the risk of confidential information being intercepted
by Eve. There are N, N, and N. antennas at Alice, Bob,
and Eve, respectively. There are M reflection elements on the
active IRS with tunable amplitude and phase. In this paper, it is
assumed that the active IRS reflects signal only once and there
exists the line-of-sight channels. Moreover, all channel state
information is assumed to be available owing to the channel
estimation.

The transmit signal at Alice is expressed as

s =+/flPve++/(1 - B)IPTanz, )]

— z Eve

Active IRS

Power
source

oooo
oooa
0ooo
oooa

where P stands for the total power, 5 € (0,1] and (1 — )
refer to the PA parameters of the confidential message and AN,
[ € (0,1) means the PA factor of the total power allocated to
the BS, v € CV*! and z refer to the beamforming vector
and confidential message intent to Bob, they satisfy viv = 1
and E[|z|?] = 1, respectively, Tany € CN*N and z € CV*!
represent the projection matrix and vector of AN, they meet
Tr(TanTH ) =1 and z ~ CN(0,Iy), respectively.

Given the existence of path loss, the received signal at Bob
is formulated as

v =0 (/I HE 4+ /Gain HAH,)s + /gppur HY ¥n,
+ ny

= /BIPu (Vg HE + \/GaiHE OH,; )va+
V(1= B)IPu! (v/gapHL, + /Ga ) WH, ) T AN z+
Vawuy Hiy ¥n,. +n, )

where u, € CMoX! refers to the receive beamforming, g,
and g;, stand for the path loss parameters of Alice-to-Bob
and IRS-to-Bob channels, respectively, gqir = ¢qigip means
the equivalent path loss parameter of Alice-to-IRS and IRS-
to-Bob channels, ¥ = diag{t1, -+ , ¥, -+ ,Yar} € CM*XM
and ¥ = [1, P, 0n]T € CM*D refer to the
reflection coefficient matrix and vector of the active IRS,
UVm = ame’® a,, and ¢, are the amplitude and phase
of m-th reflecting element, respectively. n,. ~ CN(0,021,;)
and n, ~ CN(0,07) mean the complex additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) at IRS and at Bob, respectively,
HY = hy,hl ¢ CVN HI = hyhl] € CVoxM | and
H,; = hi;h!l ¢ CM*N denote the Alice-to-Bob, IRS-to-
Bob, and Alice-to-IRS channels, respectively. It is assumed
that hy,. = h(6,) for simplicity, and the normalized steering
vector is

1

h(9) £ \/—N[em%(l)’ e 2 e(NTT (3
where
N + 1\ dcosf
Bo(n) = —(n— T) Ton=12. N, @

0 represents the direction angle of the signal departure or
arrival, n stands for the antenna index, d indicates the distance



between adjacent transmitting antennas, and A refers to the
wavelength.
Similarly, the received signal at Eve is cast as

Ye = uf(\/ﬁer + vgaieHg‘I’Hai)s + vgieugH{Z\I’nr
+ Ne
= /BIPu (\/gaeHE + \/guic HI®H,; )va+
VA = B)Pu (\/gacHL + |\ /GaicHI WH, )T oy 2+
Vi H o, + .., Q)

where u, € CNe*1 denotes the receive beamforming, g,. and
gie stand for the path loss parameters of Alice-to-Eve and
IRS-to-Eve channels, respectively, gqic = Ggaigie means the
equivalent path loss parameter of Alice-to-IRS and IRS-to-
Eve channels, n. represents the AWGN at Eve that satisfies
the distribution n, ~ CN(0,02), HY = h,.hll € CNexN
and HY = h.;h € C'*M refer to the Alice-to-Eve and IRS-
to-Eve channels, respectively.

It is assumed that AN is transmitted to Eve for jamming
eavesdropping only and does not impact Bob, based on the
criterion of null-space projection, T 4 should meet

(6)

Let us define a equivalent virtual channel matrix of confidential
message as follows

H,iTay = O0nxn, HATAy = On, xn.

Hai
Hy,

Hoy = { @)

} (M+Ny)x N .
Then, T 4 can be designed as

Tay = Iy —HE ) [HoyHE | THew
At this point, (2) and (5) can be rewritten as

gy = /BIPu (\/gar L, + /Gai Bl WH ;) v+
\/giblleHg\I/nr + ny,

®)

©)

and

Ye = /BIPUT (\/GaHE + \/GaicHILOH,;) va+
V(1 = B)P /G HE T yn2 + /gicu’ HE O,
+ Ne, (10)
respectively.

Based on (9) and (10), the achievable rates at Bob and Eve
are given by

R 10g 1+ ﬂlp|ll£—1 (\/ gabeb + \/gaing‘I’Hai) V|2
b — )
’ o?||/gwuf Hij @2 + o
(11)
and
R, :10g2 (1+7)a (12)

respectively, where

’7 =
ﬁlp|llf (\/ gaere + vV gaieHg‘I’Hai) V|2
(1= B)IPgac|[ul . Tan |2 + 02| /Gicul/ HE ¥ |2 + 02
(13)

Due to the fact that Alice and Bob cannot capture Eve’s
received beamforming u. in general, a upper bound of (12)
can be obtained by

R <logy(1 4 Tr((1 = B)IPgac HE T ANTH yHoe+
UEgieHg‘I"I’HHie + Ulee)_l (ﬁZP(\/ gaeHaHe+
V gaieHg‘I’Hai)va(\/ gaere + vV gaieHg‘I’Hai)H))

R.. (14)

1>

The detailed derivation is available in Appendix.
At this point, the lower bound of SR for the system is
expressed as

R, = max{0, R, — R.}. (15)

Moreover, the transmitted power at active IRS can be
formulated as follows

P, = Tr (U(ga:BIPH,wWWHL, + 021y ) ) . (16)

In this paper, we maximize the SR by jointly deriving
the PA factors S and [, transmit beamforming v, receive
beamforming up, and active IRS phase shift matrix W. The
overall optimization problem is formulated as follows

e (17
st. viv=1, uflu, =1, (17b)
0<pB<1,0<i<1, (17¢)
[T(m,m)| <YP™ m=1,..., M, (17d)
P.<(1-1)P, (17¢)

where 1™ means the amplification gain threshold of the
active IRS elements, and (1 — )P refers to the maximum
transmit power of the active IRS. It is obvious that this
optimization problem has a non-convex objective function and
constraints, and the optimization variables are highly coupled
with each other, which makes it a challenge to address it
directly in general. Hence, the alternating iteration strategy
is taken into account for solving this optimization problem in
what follows.

III. PROPOSED MAX-SR-SS AND MAX-SR-EM SCHEMES

In this section, to streamline the solution of the problem,
we aim at maximizing SR and decompose the problem (17)
into five subproblems. In what follows, the parameters j3, [,
v, w,, and ¥ are sequentially optimized by fixing the other
variables.

A. Optimization of the PA factor [

In this subsection, the transmit beamforming v, receive
beamforming u,, and IRS phase shift matrix ¥ are given for
the sake of simplicity, we re-arrange the IRS power constraint
(17e) as

BITr (¥ (gai PHo W HIE)®HT) + Tr(o2 @ W) < (1 - 1)P.
(18)



For the sake of simplicity, let us define

Ay = Plu (gasHY, + /ganHjg WHo )V, (192)
By, = o} |v/gwui HE ¥ + o7 (19b)
Then, (11) can be degenerated to
LAy + B,
Ry = log, (M) . (20)
By,
Let us define
A= P(V gaere + vV gaieHg‘I’Hai)va
(V9acHL, + V/GaieHL WH,,) ", (1)
B =o2g, HIWWIH,, + o2y, , (22)
and based on
(1= B)IPgacHLTANT  yHoe
= (1= B)l PgacHLTANT  yheo B (23)
q
(14) can be reformulated as
R. =logy(1 + Tr[(B + (1 — B)ighll) ' (BIA)]).  (24)

Due to the presence of inverse operation, the Sherman-

Morrison theorem is taken into account for the simplification,

i.e.,

1 Z—leTz—l
yIZ 7 'x 4+ 1’

(Z+xy")™! (25)

then, we have
(1-B)B 'qhg B~

(1-pB)mEB q+1
(26)

(B+ (1 —fB)lghg) ™t =B~ —

and (24) becomes

B — ﬂ)l?Tr[B—lthQB—lA])

(1-3)hIB 1q+1
(27)

R, = log, (1 + BITt[B™*A] —

Let us define A, = Tr[B~'A], B, = Tt[B"'qhZZB~'A], C. =
hf B_lq. Then, (14) can be recast as

€

R, =
1o (1 _B)lce‘i‘l‘f'ﬁ(l _/3)12(A€C€ _Be)+BlAe
82 (1—p)C. + 1 ’
(28)
respectively.

In what follows, we handle the optimization of the PA
parameters (5 and [ successively.

Defining By = I?(A.C.—B,), By = 12(A.C.—B.)—1C.+
lA., E3 = 1C. + 1, E4 = IC,. Given [, in accordance with
(17), (20), and (28), the optimization problem with respect to
£ can be simplified as follows

_ BPA - BB -y
max 1) =5 —aR — o,
BKI SL130<[3§ 17

(29a)

s.t. (29b)

where Al = lAbE4, Bl = lAbE3—BbE4, Cl = .BbE37 Dl =
E\By, Fy = E»By, K1 = ITr (¥ (g PHovwHHE)TH) |
Ly = (1-1)P—Tr(c2®WH). Then, (29) can be reformulated
as
B2A) — BB, — Cy

max =

g S1(8) B2Dy — BF — C4
0< B <™,

(30a)

st (30b)

where gmex 2 min{é—l17 1}. Given that the denominator
B°D, — BF, — C4 # 0, we can obtain that the objective
function of problem (30) is continuous and differentiable in
the interval (0, S™*]. Then, we take its partial derivative and
make it equal to O yields

af1(B) _ 1
op (82D, — BFy — Cy)
2B8(C1D1 — A1Ch) + (B1Cy — C1Fy))]
— 0,

5 [8(BiDy — A1 Fy)+

(3D

which can can be simplified as

B*(B1D1 — A Fy) 4 2B(C1Dy — A1Ch) + (B1Cy — C1FY)
=0, (32)

1) When B1D; — A1Fy # 0: the equation (32) is a

quadratic. Let us define

Ap =4(C1Dy — A1Cy)? — 4(B1 Dy — A1 Fy)(BCy — C1 FYy).

(33)

if Ag > 0, based on the formula for the roots of a quadratic
function, we can get its roots as

—Q(ClDl — Alcl) + \/A_B

2(B1D; — A Fy)

ﬂ - —Q(ClDl — Alcl) — \/A_B

: 2(B1Dy — A Fy)
2) When B1 Dy — A1 Fy = 0: (32) can be degraded to

f1 (34)

(35)

25(01D1 — A101) =+ (B101 — OlFl) =0, (36)
which yields
 B-R
%= Ay e

Next, we judge whether these candidate solutions of /3 are
in the interval (0, 3™*]. Finally, the optimal value of S can be
obtained by comparing the values of f1(3) at endpoints and
candidate solutions. The detailed procedures for deriving the
PA factor 3 is shown in Algorithm 1.

B. Optimization of the PA factor |

Fixed v, u;, and W, given that the optimal 3 has been found
in the previous subsection, we transfer the focus to solving for
l. Let us define E5 = S(1—5)(AcCe—Be.), Es = (1-B)Ce+
BA., E; = (1 — 8)C.. In accordance with (20) and (28), by
neglecting the constant terms, the optimization problem with
respect to [ can be simplified as follows

max  f (l) - Z2A2 + 1By + Cy
Y T D+ R + G
lK2§L2,0<l<1,

(38a)

s.t. (38b)



Algorithm 1 The algorithm for optimizing /3
I If B1D; — A1Fy # 0 and Ag > 0, the four different
scenarios are considered as follows.
D If 51,82 € (0,8™*], then compare the values of
J1(0), f1(B1), f1(B2), and f1(B™).
2) If 51 € (0,8™*] and By ¢ (0, 5™*], then compare
the values of f1(0), f1(51), and f1(5™).
3) If B1 ¢ (0,8™] and B2 € (0, 8™*], then compare
the values of f1(0), f1(52), and f1(5™).
4) If B1,82 ¢ (0,8™*], then compare the values of
£1(0) and f;(m).
22 If ByDy — A1Fy # 0 and Ag < 0, the optimal PA
parameter has been shown in aforementioned 4).
3: If By D1 — A1 F; = 0, the two different scenarios are taken
into account as follows.
1) If B3 € (0, 8™*], then compare the values of f1(0),
f1(Bs), and f1(B™™).
2) If B3 ¢ (0, 8m*], then compare the values of f1(0)
and fi (™).
4: Output the optimal PA factor S°P.

where Ay = SAyE7, By = BAy + E7 By, Cy = By, Dy =
EsBy, Fy = EgBy, Ky = BTr (¥(ge; PHawHI)WH) 4
P, Ly = P — Tr(c2® W), Further simplification yields

max  f (l) - ZQAQ + By + Cy
i 2T RDy Y IR 1 Cy
st 0< <™

(39a)
(39b)

where [max 2 min{}L{—i, 1}. Due to the fact that the denomi-
nator [2Ds + [Fy + Cy # 0, we can obtain that the objective
function of problem (39) is continuous and differentiable in
the interval (0,!™*]. Then, we take its partial derivative and
make it equal to O yields

9f2(1) 1

12(AyFy — ByDo)+

ol (12D2 + [Fy + 02)2 [
QZ(AQCQ — CQDQ) + (BQCQ — CQFQ)]

=0, (40)

which yields

12(AyFy — ByDs) + 21(AyCy — CyDsy) + (BoCy — Cy Fy)
=0. (41)

1) When AsFy — BoDy # 0: the equation (41) is a
quadratic. Let us define

Ay = 4(AyCy — CaDs)? — 4(AgFy — BaDy)(ByCo — Oy Fy).

(42)

if A; > 0, based on the formula for the roots of a quadratic
function, we can get its roots as

- 220y — CaDy) + VA
2(14202 — CQDQ)

12 _ —2(14202 — OQDQ) - \/Kl
2(14202 — CQDQ)

; (43)

(44)

2) When AsFy — By Dy = 0: (41) can be recast as

2Z(A202 — CQDQ) + (BQOQ — OQFQ) =0, (45)
we have
By — I
Jy— D272 4
3 (A — Dy) (46)

Next, an analysis similar to solving for 5 needs to be
performed, and we ignore the procedure for the sake of
avoiding repetition.

C. Optimization of the transmit beamforming vector v
Given 3, [, uy, and ¥, we reformulate the IRS power
constraint (17e) as follows
Py = v (g SIPHE R WH,,;)v + Tr(o?@®7) < (1 - 1) P.
(47)

With ignoring the constant term, (17) can be re-arranged as
the optimization problem with respect to v as follows

H
max :H—IC): (48a)
st. viv=1,(47), (48b)

where

H
C= ﬁlp (\/ gabHaHb + V gainiIZ‘I’Hai) Ubuf (\/ gabHaHb+
V9an By WH,) / (07 |/giwu HE® | + 07) + I,

(49)

D= BZP (\/MaHe =+ Vv gaieHg\IIHai)H [(1 - B)lpgathlz—Ie'
TanTHyHoe + 020 HI WO H,, + 0?1y, |~ (v/gaeHE

+ vV gaiellfg\IIHai) + IN- (50)

Given that the objective function value in (48) is insensitive

to the scaling of v, we relax the equation constraint to

vHy < 1 [24]. Then, in accordance with the first order Taylor
approximation, we have

2 ok ORL 7+
@z—yffwi{? yh (51)
z z z
Then, the problem (48) can be recast as
vicy 2R{vH Cv}
m\E{lX — WV Dv + W (523)
s.t. vy <1,(47), (52b)

where v stands for the given vector. This is a convex op-
timization problem that can be tackled directly with convex
optimizing toolbox (e.g. CVX [36]).

D. Optimization of the receive beamforming vector uy

Fixed 3, [, v, and W, the optimization problem with respect
to u, can be re-arranged as

H
u Ay,
b 53a
II}]%X llglAgllb ( )
st. ufu, =1, (53b)



where

A1 = BIP (/9 HE, + /e H}  UH,; ) vv'

H
(VI HL, + \/GaisHly WH,;) (54)
Az = ol Hy WU Hy, + 071y (55)

In accordance with the generalized Rayleigh-Rize theorem, the
optimal u; is given by the eigenvector corresponding to the
largest eigenvalue of A, 'AL.

E. Optimization of the IRS phase shift matrix ¥

In the previous sections, the PA factors 3 and [, transmit
beamforming v, and receive beamforming u; have been opti-
mized. In this section, we turn our focus to the optimization of
the IRS phase shift matrix ¥. In what follows, two strategies
for optimizing W by fixing the variables 3, [, v, and u, will
be proposed.

1) Max-SR-SS algorithm: First, we transform the power
constraint (17e) into a constraint on W. Based on the fact
that diag{p}q = diag{q}p for Vp,q € CM*1 (17¢) can be
re-arranged as follows

P, = Tr (¥ (gaiBIPH, v HL + 021,) 1)
= 7 (g4 Bl Pdiag{v'HE }diag{H,;v} + 021,/ )¢p*
<(1-0P. (56)

Given that the inverse operation in (14), it is difficult
to tackle the optimization problem (17) directly. Hence, to

transform R, in (14) into an tractable form, let us define

H, = o2g;.diag{h;.}diag{hZ}, (57a)

Hy = (1 — B)IPgecHEL T onTH yHye + 021y, (57b)

= V/BIPgaicHi diag{Huiv}, (57¢)

= /BlPg..H2y. (57d)
Then, we introduce a slack variable ¢, which meets

t >(Hsyp +e)” (¢ Higphehf] + Ha) ' (Hsep +€). (58)

In accordance with the nature of Schur complement, we can
obtain

S('l/), t) _ |: ¢HH1¢heihg + H2 H3¢ +e

YHTHE + el t } z0. 9

According to the first-order Taylor approximation of ¥y Hj
at feasible point v, we have ¥7Hiyp > 2R{¢p7H 9} —
1T H ). Then, (59) can be rewritten as

S(a,t) =
2R{y"H1¥} — pTH P)hhl + Hy Hzyp +e
YHHY el t
(60)

At this point, the optimization problem with respect to ¥ can
be recast as

r?/,af( Ry — logy (1 + 1), (61a)

st [p(m)] < ™, (56), (60). (61b)

=

The objective function of the problem (61) is the difference of
two logarithmic functions and is non-convex. To address this
problem, let us define

a'l = \/BIPg.puf Hf diag{H,;v}, (62a)
by = \/BIPgapui’HE v, (62b)
C, = 0,./gdiag{uf’H}. (62¢)
Then, we have
MH¢+ﬁﬂ2)
Ry=log, [1+ - ~——F—
TR ( ICeI + o7
= log, (¢! (aa” + CHCy)yp + 2R {b1al4p} + |b1|* + o)
N————
E
—log, (1 + ||C17/’H2/U§) _Ing(Ug)- (63)

Based on the first-order Taylor approximation of PHEY, ie.,
PHEY > 2R{pTE4p} — pHEap and the result in [37], for
fixed points e7,

1+e

14+¢e

—In(l+e;)>—-In(1+é;)— +1,  (64)

after neglecting the constant entries, (61) can be recast as
max  In(2R{Y" Eg} — YT + 2R{bja" )} + b + o)

Crop)? .
OB 6 o)

b
Y(m)| <™, (56), (60),

where t stands for the value obtained at the previous iteration
of ¢. It is noted that the problem (65) is convex, which can be
derived directly with convex optimizing toolbox.

2) Max-SR-EM algorithm: In the previous subsection, a
Max-SR-SS scheme has been proposed to optimize the IRS
phase shift matrix ¥, which has a high computational com-
plexity. To reduce the complexity, a Max-SR-EM scheme with
lower complexity is proposed in this section. Given that ¥
consists of amplitude and phase, we will derive ¥ by solving
for them separately in the following.

Firstly, the derivation of the magnitude is taken into account.
For the sake of derivation, we assume that | ¥ (m,m)| < ¢)™**
in (17) always holds and the amplitude of each IRS phase
shift elements is the same, noted as |¥(m, m)| = a,, = a,
and © = diag{e/?, .. elPm ... ei¥m} ¢ CMXM Then,
we have ¥ = a®. Based on the IRS power constraint (17¢)
and the fact that it is optimal when taking the equivalent value,
ie.,

1+t (652)

st | (65b)

Tr (®©(gq; BlLPH. wWHE + 0213)a®") = (1 - )P,
(66)
which yields the amplitude
_ (L-D)P
Tr (©(gai SIPH, vWHHL, + 021,)©H)
1-nHpr
) 7 . (67)
Tr (gai BIPH v H,; + 0211y )



In the following, we focus on finding the phase matrix ©.
Let us define
0= N G =10:1], (682)
H.: = blkdiag{o*Hy,0}, Hez = [aH3 ], (68b)
h{’ = [a/BIPgapui Hif diag{Huiv} /BIPgapu Hypvl,

Jjo
76 "717...

(68c)
H, = blkdiag{ao,diag{,/gipu; H}} },0}. (68d)
Then, (11) and (14) can be rewritten as
[’ ¢ )
Ry =1o 1+ 7 |, (69
o=toes (14 gt :
and
. He HHH
R = 10g2(1 n Tr{ 209 2 D (70)
¢HH€1 theihei + H2
respectively.

Next, we perform a transformation of ;. By (69) and the
fact that for fixed points €3 and e,

2 S12 512 R{e
In (1+—|62| ) > In (1+ o2 )— leal” | 24eaca}

€3 €3 ég €3
% (63 + |€2|2) ) (71)
es(es + |e2[?)
one obtains
by ¢l )
Ry In2=In{1+ —"————
’ ( H,@[2 + o7
hH72 hH72 290 HhhH7
(14 DO WGP TG
T T T
(72)

where 7 = ||Hy¢||? + o2 and

o P
G ==t T

M

(H7H, + hyh!!) ) o, (13)

With the majorization-minimization (MM) algorithm in
[38], i.e.,

—xAyx > xH7Zx — 2R{x(Y - 2)x} —x"(Z - Y)X,

(74)
where Z = Apax(Y)L, (73) can be recast as
— ¢"Mep > — ¢ Aax (M)yr 1 — 2R{ ™ (M—
Amax(M)Iar 1)@} — @ Amax(M)Ins 11 — M), (75)

Next, we transform ﬁe in (14) into a form that is tractable
to solving. Based on the fact that for V X € CX*Y and Y €
CY*X one has

Iy + XY| = |Iy + YX|. (76)

Then, we have

log, (1+7r| LLEA L |)-m
¢HH.1 phh,; + Hy

=In|1 + ¢"HZ (¢ H,  ph.h + Hy) " H 00|
=In|Ly, + (¢ Heiphehf + Hy) ' Heo T HY,
= In|¢pH.; phh2 + Hy + Heopp HEY, |-

In|p"H,  ¢ph.;hE + Hy|
=In|¢p" Heypheshl] + Hy + Heo o HY |-

In(|¢p" HerphhTH; ' + Ty, [Hs|)
= In| " He pheihl] + Hy + Hoopp " HE | —

J
In(1 + ¢ H.  ph2 H; 'h,;) — In|Hy|.

(77)

n
To simplify the first term of (77), based on

In|X| < In|X| + Tr[X (X = X)], (78)
we have
~InfJ| > —In[J| - eI~ (I = )]
= —InfJ| + T[T - T[J
— —In|J| + Te[J 3] — ¢"HSTeT "hohl]—
Te[J 'Hy) — ¢""HET 'H,00,
= —In|J| + Te[J 3] — Te[J 'Hy)—
" (HaTr[J 'hhll] + HZJ 'Heo) o,

K

(79)

where J means the solution obtained at the previous iteration
of J. By utilizing (74), one has

_¢HK¢ Z _¢H)\max (K)IM+1¢ - 2§}E{¢H (K_

/\max(K)I]W-i—l)qB} - qZ)H(/\max(K)I]W-l-l - K)QZ)
(80)

To make the second term of (77) tractable, according to (64),
we can obtain

1+ ¢"H., ¢phH; 'h,;

et

—In(1+7n)>—In(1+7)— o7

+1,
81)

where 7 is the solution obtained at the previous iteration.
Based on the first-order Taylor series expansion, we have

OTHA Gy the o Her (heiHy They) 5y
141 - 147
g Ho (WAH 'hy,)
prr Her (e Hy heo) o (82)
147

At this point, combined with (72), (75), (80), and (82), after
neglecting the constant term, the optimization problem with
respect to ¢ can be recast as

max 2R{p" g} (83a)
st. |o(m)|=1,m=1,---M, (83b)
d(M +1) =1, (83¢)



where

hhil ~
= bTb — (M = Ao M)z 1) — (K = A (K)Iaz41)

H.; (hZH; "h.)7 -
e ver s . 4
117 }(ﬁ (84)

Then, the optimal solution of @ can be obtain directly by

eopl _ ¢Opl(1 . M) — ejarg(g(l:l%))' (85)

F. Overall scheme and complexity analysis

Up to now, we have completed the derivation of the PA
factors § and [, transmit beamforming v, receive beamforming
u,, and IRS phase shift matrix ¥. To make the process of this
scheme clearer, we summarize the entire proposed schemes
below.

The iterative idea of the proposed Max-SR-SS scheme is
as follows: (1) the PA factors 5 and [, transmit beamforming
v, receive beamforming u;, and IRS phase shift matrix ¥
are initialized to feasible solutions; (2) given [, v, u;, and
W, based on Algorithm 1 to update 5; (3) fixed 3, v, up,
and ¥, solve (39) to update [; (4) given [, [, up, and W,
solve (52) to obtain v; (5) fixed 3, [, v, and ¥, solve (53) to
yield uy; (6) given 3, [, v, and uy, solve (65) to yield v, and
W = diag{t}. The five variables are updated alternately until
the termination condition is realized, i.e., |R§k) — ng_l)| <,
where k and e refer to the iteration number and convergence
accuracy, respectively.

The overall procedure of the proposed Max-SR-EM scheme
is listed below: (1) the PA factors /3 and [, transmit beamform-
ing v, receive beamforming u,, and IRS phase shift matrix ¥
are initialized to feasible solutions; (2) given [, v, up, and W,
£ is computed by the Algorithm 1; (3) fixed 3, v, up, and ¥,
l is updated by (39); (4) given 3, [, up, and W, v is updated by
(52); (5) fixing 3, [, v, and W, u, is derived via the generalized
Rayleigh-Ritz theorem; (6) given [, [, v, and u,, solve (67)
to obtain «, solve (85) to find 0, and ¥ = «diag{@}. The
alternating iteration is repeated until the termination condition
is met.

Due to the fact that the obtained solutions in Max-SR-SS
and Max-SR-EM schemes are sub-optimal, and the objective
value sequence {Rs(ﬂ(k),l(k),v(k),ugk),\Il(k))} obtained in
each iteration of the alternate optimization method is non-
decreasing. Specifically, it follows

R, (ﬁoe),l(k), MOROR \I;(k))

Y R, CESNCRTRERTE)

IN
=

k
. (ﬁ<k+1>,z<k+1>,v<k>,ul§ ), \I;(k))
< R, (ﬁ(k-l-l),l(k+1),v(k+1)7ul()k)7 ‘I,(k))
k+1)
Blk+D) Jl+1) G (et1), “1(7 : \I,(k))

< R, (ﬂ(kﬂ)’l(k+1)’v(k+1)7ul()k+1)7 ‘I,(k+1)) ’ (86)

where (a), (b), (¢), (d) and (e) are due to the up-
date of f, I, v, uwy, and W, respectively. Moreover,
Rs(ﬁ(k),l(k),v(k),uék), W) has a finite upper bound since
the limited power constraint. Therefore, the convergence of
the proposed three schemes can be guaranteed.

Next, we calculate the computational complexity of the two
proposed schemes.

1) For the Max-SR-SS scheme, the overall computational
complexity is Css = O{Lss[(vV5(N.M?3 + N.M?) +
N3M?+ NM)1/€+ (Ny+ N.)M?+ N3]} float-point opera-
tions (FLOPs), where Lgg refers to the maximum number of
alternating iterations, & stands for the given accuracy tolerance
of CVX.

2) For the Max-SR-EM scheme, the whole computational
complexity is Cryr = O{Lpy[(N3M? + NM)1/€+ (Ny, +
2N.)M? + N.M + N3]} FLOPs, where Lpg represents the
maximum number of alternating iterations.

It is not difficult to find that the computational complexity
of the two proposed schemes can be listed in decreasing order
as Cgs > Cgypy.

IV. PROPOSED MAX-SR-AO SCHEME

In this section, we consider a special situation of problem
(17), i.e., both of Bob and Eve are equipped with single
antenna. At this point, the channels H,p, Hye, Hip, H;e are
degenerated to h,, € CN*! h,, € CN*! hy € CMx*1
h;. € CMx1, respectively, and the receive beamforming is not
done. Then, the receive signal (2) and (5) can be degenerated
to

Yy = V ﬂlp (\/ gabhaHb + vV gaibhg‘I’Hai) v + vV gibhgwnr
+ np, 87)

and

Ye = BZP (\/ gaehfe + vV gaiehf‘Z\PHai) vI+
V(1 = B)IP\/gachie Tanz + /gichii¥n, +n., (88)

respectively. Correspondingly, the achievable rates at Bob and
Eve are respectively given by

Ry = log, (1+ A (@hg’ L TILALE) V|2),
o llVauhiy ¥ |* + of
89)
and
R. = log, (1—|—

BIP| (\/GachZl + \/GaichI TH,;) v|? )
(1 — B)IP||\/GachL T an |12 + 02| /Gich 1 @12 + 02/
(90)

In the absence of receive beamforming, the optimization
problem (17) can be recast as

ﬁn}%}fp Ry =Ry — R, (91a)
st. vilv=1, P.<(1-1)P, (91b)
0<pB<1,0<I<1. 91c)

W (m,m)| <™ m=1,..., M. (91d)



In what follows, the alternating iteration strategy is taken into
account for solving the variables 3, [, v, and W.

A. Optimization of the PA factor [

In this subsection, the beamforming vector v and IRS phase
shift matrix W are given for the sake of simplicity. Let
us define Dy = P|(/gaoh + \/Gawhll H,)V]?, D. =
P|(y/gachll, + \/GaichlWH,:)v|?, By = 0|\ /gahli ®|* +
07, Be = 0| Gihl¥|? + 0, F. = P|\/gachieTan|*.
Then, (89) and (90) can be transformed into

R, = log, <M> 7 (92)
E,
and
B BlD. + (1 — B)IF. + E.
Re - 10g2 ( (1 _ ﬁ)lFe + Ee ) ) (93)

respectively. The objective function of the optimization prob-
lem (91) can be degenerated as

Rs =Ry — R,

B (BlDb + Eb)[(l — ﬁ)lFe + Ee]

= log, ( BID. + (1= B)F. + E. > — logy By

B(1 — B)I2DyF, + BIDyE, + (1 — B)IEyF. + EyE.
BlD. + (1 — B)IF. + E.

= log,

—log, Ep. 94)

In what follows, we handle the optimization of the PA param-
eters 3 and [ successively.
Given [, in accordance with (91) and (94), the optimization
problem with respect to 3 can be simplified as follows
1

B(D, —IF.) + IF, + E.
8 (PDuF, +IDE, — IEyF.) + IE,F. + ByE,) (95a)

max

(- Dy F+

st (32),0<8<1, (95b)
which can be re-arrange as
—fB%A3 + B3 + C3
96a
g BDs + K3 00
st. BF3 <G3,0<8<1, (96b)

where Az = [2DyF., B3 = [2DyF, + IDyE. — lE,F,,
Cs = lEWF. + EyE., D3 = ID, — lF., K3 = lF, + E,
F3 = ITr (¥(ge; PH,wWHHI)WH) Gy = (1 — )P —
Tr(o2® W), It can be found that this problem is non-convex.
Notice that this is a FP problem, and the denominator of (96a)
is BD3+ K3 = BlD.+(1—B)IF.+ E,. > 0. To transform (96)
into a convex optimization problem, based on the Dinkelbach’s
transform in [39], we introduce a auxiliary parameter 7; and
recast the problem (96) as follows

max —52143 + B8Bs + C3 — Tl(ﬁDg + K3)

sT1

st. BF3 <Gs3,0< <1

(97a)
(97b)

The optimal solution can be obtained by taking the root of
—B2As + BBs + C5 — 11(BD3 + K3) = 0. At this point, the
optimization problem (97) is convex, and we can address it
by CVX directly.
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B. Optimization of the PA factor |

Fixeds, v and W, we transfer the focus to solving for [.
In accordance with (91) and (94), by neglecting the constant
terms, the optimization problem with respect to [ can be
simplified as follows

lzﬁ(l B B)DbFe + l(ﬁDbEe + (1 - ﬁ)EbFe) + EbEe

i I(BD. + (1 - B)F.) + E.
(98a)
st (32),0<1<1, (98b)
which yields
1PAy+ 1By + Cy
mlax W (993.)
st IFy <Ga0<1<1, (99b)

where Ay = (1 — 8)DyFe, By = BDpE. + (1 — B)EyFe,
Cy = EyEe, Dy = D+ (1 — p)F., Ky = E., Fy =
BTr (¥ (gq; PHowHE)OH) + P, Gy = P —Tr(o?2 T ).
It is noticed that [D4 + K4 > 0, and this is a non-convex
fractional optimization problem, in accordance with the FP
method, we introduce a auxiliary parameter 72 and recast the
problem (99) as

I?ax l2A4 + 1By 4+ Cy — 1o (ZD4 + K4) (100a)
\T2

st IF, <Ga,0<1<1, (100b)

The optimal solution to this problem is the root of
12A4 + 1By + Cy — 72(ID4 + K4) = 0. However, the problem
(100) is still non-convex and requires further transformation.
With the first-order Taylor approximation of [?A, at feasible
point [, i.e., 12A4 > 21A41 — [ A4, (100) can be converted to

max 2[A4l — PA4 + By +Cy —1o(IDy + Ky)

1,2

sit. IFy <G4q,0<1<1,

(101a)
(101b)

which is a convex optimization problem and can be addressed
directly by the convex optimizing toolbox.

C. Optimization of the beamforming vector v

Given 3, [, and ¥ with ignoring the constant term, (91) can
be reformulated as the optimization problem with respect to v
as follows

VHF1V
sit. viv=1,(47), (102b)

where

Fi = BIP (VGaph!h + \/Gah I OH,) " (\/Garh L+
VOahiy OHy,) + (02| vaiwh % + 07) Iy, (103)
Fy = BIP (y/Gach™. + /Gach T WH,;) " (\/GachL +
VOaich2WH,;) + ((1 = B)IP||\/GachL T an |[*+
ot |Vaihit ®|? + o2) Iy (104)



Based on (51) and relaxed the constraint viiv = 1 to viv <
1, the problem (102) can be recast as

ViRV 2R{VIF, v}
— ——vHF 105
X T Gt YT TR, (1050
st. vy < 1,(47), (105b)

It can be found that this is a convex optimization problem that
can be tackled directly with convex optimizing toolbox.

D. Optimization of the IRS phase shift matrix ¥

In this subsection, we turn our target to optimize ¥ with
given f3, [, and v. For the sake of derivation, let us define

o=|Y , (106)
(M+1)x1
hj; = [ gwdlagﬁlﬁf’ JHav ] ,j=bye, (107)
VYaila;V (M4+1)x1
ii = [ gwd(l)i;g{hw} } ,j="b,e. (108)

(M+1)x M

Then, the achievable rates (89) and (90) can be rewritten as

1P| H |2
Ry =log, [1+ BLPI "hu| R
ol Hy || + of
and
R, =
1P|, |?
10g2(1+ _ BLPp he| . )
02| Y Heell2 + (1 = B)IP|\/Gachge Tan||? + o2
1P| hee|? + 02| H,.||?
:10g2(1+ BLP|p" he.| ZITIWJ 2 [ 2)_
(1 _ﬁ)lP”\/gaehaeTAN” +Ue
o2 NHHee 2
10g2(1+ o[ Hee| ) (110)
(1= B)LP||\/Fach L Tan||? + 02
respectively.

In addition, the power constraint (17e) can be re-arranged
as follows

P, = Tt (¥(ga: SIPHowWHE + 0215, ) T 1)
= ¢!blkdiag{ g, 51 Pdiag{v'H }diag {H,;v}+
a?IM, O}IZ
<(1=1)P. (111)

At this point, the optimization problem with respect to ¥
is given by

BLP |y, |2 )+

max 10g2(1—|— e 5
02| Hy 2 + 0F

(1 2Ih,bHHeell2 )
g1+ -
APl /Fachi Tan]|? + o2
[P hee | + 07|97 Hee |
BNPIVTh Tan P + 02

st |y

b(m)| < wm, $lm+1) =1, (111).  (1120)
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This problem is non-convex and further transformation is
required. According to (71) and (64), by omitting the constant
term, the optimization problem (112) can be degenerated to

2R{aa'} B la|?(b + |a|?)
¥ b b(b + |al?)
~H =12 2
2§R{c_ c} B |c|_ (_d +_|c| ) B 1+? (113a)
d d(d+ |c]?) 1+e
st [h(m)| < o™, P(m+1) =1, (111),  (113b)
where a = \/ﬂlPlZthb, b = O'EHIZHbeHQ + O’g, c =

(VR Hee)", d = (1 = B)IP|\/achge Tan|® + 02, e =
ﬂlPWHh“PZUiWHH“W, @, b, ¢, d, and & mean the solutions
obtained at the previous iteration. Then, the optimization
problem (113) degenerate towards the following problem

min 7 Wip — 2R{p"u}, (114a)
P
st |p(m)| < Y™, Pp(m+1)=1, (111), (114b)
where
W= __L(BZPhbbhfb + o?HyHY)) + ¢
b(b+ |al?) d(d + [e|?)
1 AlPh.h + o2H, . HZ
o?H, HE + B ce T OrBeetlee (115
1+e d
1 ~ 1 ~
u = 2 BiPhyhii b+ o Ho W, (116)

and 1Zt stands for the solution obtained at the previous
iteration. It is noted that the problem (114) is convex, which
can be derived directly with CVX.

E. Overall scheme and complexity analysis

So far, we have completed the derivation of the PA factors 3
and [, beamforming vector v, and IRS phase shift matrix ¥. To
make the procedure of this scheme clearer, we summarize the
whole proposed Max-SR-AO algorithm below. (1) Initialize 3,
I, v, and ¥ (o feasible solutions; (2) fixing [, v, and ¥, solve
(97) to update 3; (3) given 3, v, and ¥, solve (101) to update
I; (4) fix 3,1, and ¥, optimize (105) to update v; (5) given 3, I,
and v, solve (114) to update v, and ¥ = diag{e(1 : M)}*.
Optimize the four variables alternately until the termination
condition is satisfied.

In this scheme, the objective value sequence
{Ry(B™ 1) y(F) W)L obtained in each iteration of
the alternate optimization strategy is non-decreasing, and
Ry (B™) 1) y(k) w(F)) has a finite upper bound since the
limited power constraint. Therefore, the convergence of the
proposed Max-SR-AO scheme can be guaranteed.

The computational complexity of the overall Max-SR-
AO algorithm is O{Lo[M?*In(1/€) + L,(N® + NM?) +
Ly (2v2(M +1)3+N(M+1)?)]} FLOPs, where L 40 means
the maximum number of alternating iterations, L, and Ly
mean the iterative numbers of the subproblems (105) and
(114), respectively.



12

Max-SR-SS
Max-SR-EM

Secrecy rate (bits/s/Hz)
Secrecy rate (bits/s/Hz)

=16
Max-SR-EM, M=16
T T

Secrecy rate(bits/s/Hz)

L L L L T T
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 4
Number of iterations

Fig. 2. Convergence of proposed schemes.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

To verify the performance of the proposed three maximum
SR schemes, we perform the simulation comparison in this
section. Unless otherwise noted, the parameters of the simula-
tion are listed as follows: P = 30dBm, N = 8, M = 64, N, =
Ne = 4, do; = 110m, dygp = dge = 120m, 0,; = 117/36,
Oy = /3, Oue = 57/12, 07 = 02 = 02 = —40dBm.
The path loss model is modeled as g = A\?/(4md;,.)? [40],
where A\ and d;. stand for the wavelength and reference
distance, respectively. For the sake of convenience, we set
(\/(47))? = 1072, The convergence accuracy of the iterative
scheme is set to be € = 1073,

To evaluate the performance of the proposed schemes, the
passive IRS scheme (i.e., GAI algorithm) in [24], passive IRS
scheme in [26], passive IRS scheme (i.e., Algorithm 1) in [27],
and several benchmark schemes are applied for comparison at
the same power, and these benchmark schemes are listed as
follows.

1) Benchmark scheme I: Set the PA factor [ = 0.6, we
only optimize the remaining variables alternatively.

2) Benchmark scheme II: Fixing the PA factor 5 = 0.5,
we only have to alternately optimize the rest variables.

3) Benchmark scheme III: Both the PA factors $ and [ are
fixed at 0.5, i.e., 8 =1 = 0.5, and only the residual variables
need to be optimized alternately.

4) No-IRS: Set all the active IRS related channel vectors
and matrix to zero vectors and zero matrix, then, we only have
to optimize the remaining variables alternatively.

A. Bob and Eve are equipped with multiple antennas

Firstly, we show the convergence of both the proposed
alternating optimization schemes in Fig. 2, where the number
of phase shift elements of IRS M = 16, 64, 256. It can be seen
from the figure that the SRs of both proposed schemes increase
rapidly with the number of iterations and finally converge to a
value after a finite number of iterations. And the convergence
speed of the proposed Max-SR-SS scheme is slightly faster
than that of the proposed Max-SR-EM scheme. In addition,
the SRs of both proposed schemes increase with the increases
of M, and the SR of the proposed Max-SR-SS scheme is
slightly better than that of the proposed Max-SR-EM scheme,
regardless of the values of M. Combined with the previous
analysis of the computational complexity of both, it can be

5 6 7 8
Number of IRS phase shift elements (log, M)

10 15 20 25 30 35
P (dBm)

Fig. 3. SR versus the number of IRS elements M. Fig. 4. SR versus the total power P.

found that the low-complexity of the latter is achieved at the
price of some performance loss. As a result, the proposed Max-
SR-EM scheme strikes a good balance between computational
complexity and SR performance.

Fig. 3 plots the curves of the SR versus the number M of
active IRS phase shift elements of the proposed two schemes
and benchmark schemes. Observing this figure, it can be found
that the SRs of both the proposed schemes and benchmark
schemes gradually increase with the increases of M, they
have a decreasing order in terms of SR performance: proposed
Max-SR-SS, proposed Max-SR-EM, benchmark scheme I,
benchmark scheme II, benchmark scheme III, passive IRS
[24], and no IRS. The SR difference between the two proposed
schemes is trivial with the increases of M, and they make
significant SR performance enhancements over the five bench-
mark schemes at the same total power budget. For example,
when M = 64, the SR performance enhancements achieved
by both the proposed schemes over the benchmark scheme
I, benchmark scheme II, benchmark scheme III, passive IRS
[24], and no IRS are above 3%, 4%, 11%, 40%, and 47%,
respectively. These further explain the motivation for investi-
gating the active IRS, PA, and beamforming algorithms.

Fig. 4 depicts the curves of the SR versus the total power
P ranging from 10dBm to 35dBm. From this figure, we
can learn that the SRs of two proposed schemes and five
benchmark schemes increase with the increases of P, and the
ordering of their achieved SRs is similar to that of Fig. 3.
The difference in SR performance between proposed Max-
SR-SS scheme and benchmark scheme I is slightly less than
that between it and benchmark scheme II, which means that
optimizing the confidential message PA factor 8 has a more
significant performance enhancement for the system compared
to optimizing the base station PA factor [ in this paper.
Compared to the benchmark schemes of no IRS and passive
IRS [24], the SRs achieved by the both proposed schemes
and the remaining benchmark schemes are remarkable, with
the latter being more than one times higher than the former.
This is because active IRS elements equipped with power
amplifiers enable more SR performance gain. Moreover, the
gap between the SRs of the two proposed schemes is trivial
when P < 20dBm.

Fig. 5 demonstrates the curves of the SR versus the noise
ratio 7 ranging from 1 to 3.5, where n = o¢2/0f and o}
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Fig. 5. SR versus the noise ratio 7.

remains constant, i.e., the increase of 7 is equivalent to that of
the noise power at the active IRS. This figure shows that apart
from the scheme of no IRS, the SRs of two proposed schemes
and the benchmark schemes I ~ III decrease gradually with the
increases of 7. This is due to the fact that the active IRS helps
to transmit the confidential information to Bob and also reflects
the noise generated at the IRS to him. When 7 increases, the
noise received by Bob also increases, which leads to a decrease
in the SR performance for all schemes apart from the no IRS
scheme. Taking Max-SR-SS scheme as an example, the SR at
n =2 and n = 3 are above 8% and 13% lower than those at
n = 1, respectively.

B. Bob and Eve are equipped with single antenna

Fig. 6 shows the SR versus the number of iterations of the
proposed Max-SR-AO scheme. It can be seen from this figure
that regardless of the value of M, the proposed Max-SR-AO
scheme takes about four iterations to converge the SR ceiling.
Fig. 7 plots the SR versus the number M of the IRS phase shift
elements. It can be found that similar to the scenario where
both Bob and Eve are equipped with multiple antennas, the SR
performance of the proposed Max-SR-AO scheme is slightly
better than that of the fixed PA schemes and significantly better
than that of the passive IRS [27], passive IRS [26], and no IRS
schemes.

To investigate the impact of the Bob’s location on SR
performance, with fixed positions of Alice, IRS, and Eve, we
assume that Bob moves only along the straight line L (i.e.,
the line connecting Alice and Bob) for simplicity of analysis.
At this point, the Bob’s location only depends on the distance
dgp of Alice-to-Bob link. As d,; gradually increases, Bob first
moves closer to the IRS, reaches a peak and then moves away
from it. The diagram of Bob’s detailed movement as shown
in Fig. 8.

Based on the model of Bob’s position movement in Fig. §,
Fig. 9 presents the curves of the SR versus the distance dg
ranging from 80m to 130m, where M = 128. It reveals that as
Bob’s position moves away from Alice along L, and closer to
the IRS, the SR of the no-IRS scheme gradually decreases with
the increase of d,,. For the proposed Max-SR-AO scheme,
first, when Bob is positioned between Alice and IRS and
away from them, its energy received from Alice gradually
decreases and its SRs gradually decreases with increasing dgp.

Number of iterations

Fig. 6. Convergence of proposed scheme.

6 7 8 9 10 4 9

5 6 7 8
Number of IRS phase shift elements (log, M)

Fig. 7. SR versus the number of IRS elements M.

Alice

Fig. 8. Diagram of Bob’s movement.

Then, as Bob moves away from Alice and closer to the IRS,
their energy received from the IRS gradually increases and
their SRs gradually increase and reach a peak when Bob is at
the bottom of the IRS. Finally, with Bob moving away from
Alice and IRS, their energy from Alice and IRS gradually
decreases and the SRs gradually decrease. Moreover, there
are similar SR performance tendencies for passive IRS [26],
and passive IRS [27]. After the peak, the gap of SRs gained
by the proposed schemes and passive IRS schemes increases
gradually with d,;,. Furthermore, the proposed scheme has
better SRs performance than the benchmark schemes I ~ III
regardless of the value of d,;, which highlights the significance
of optimizing the PA factors.

80 90 100 110 120 130
Distance between Alice and Bob d,;, (m)

Fig. 9. SR versus the distance between Alice and Bob dy.



VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we made an investigation of active IRS-aided
DM network and focused on adjusting the PA between IRS
and Alice to improve the SR performance. To the best of
our knowledge, such a PA has not been investigated the opti-
mization of the PA factors, transmit and receive beamforming,
and phase shift matrix of IRS in the active IRS-assisted DM
network. Firstly, to maximize SR with AN only interfering
with Eve, the projection matrix of AN was designed based
on the criterion of null-space projection. Then, to address the
formulated maximum SR optimization problem, two alternat-
ing iteration schemes, namely Max-SR-SS and Max-SR-EM,
were proposed. The former with a high-performance employed
the derivative operation, SCA, and generalized Rayleigh-Rize
methods to find the optimal PA factors, transmit and receive
beamforming, and IRS phase shift matrix. While the latter with
a low-complexity got the closed-form expression of the IRS
phase shift matrix by the criteria of EAR and MM. Moreover,
a special case of receivers equipped with single antenna
was considered, and a Max-SR-AO scheme was proposed to
address the problem. Simulation results showed that the SR
of the DM network was dramatically enhanced with the help
of active IRS compared to the passive IRS scheme, and the
proposed joint PA and beamforming schemes have made an
obvious SR enhancement over the schemes with fixed PA.

APPENDIX
Let us define q = /BIP(\/gacHL + \/gaicHE WH,,)v,
Ql = qu7 Q2 = (1 - B)lpgaeHa TANTZNHae +

02g, HIWUHIH,, + oIy, Q, = Q; 2( §/2)H7 w o=

Qé/Que7 then, u, = Q;l/Qw, and

—1/2 —1/2
o ufQu. _ wi(Q,*)"Q,Q;*w
uQsu, wHw '
W W
W= W
as

(117)

, we have w = w||w||. Then, (117) can be rewritten

wi(Q,/*)1Q,Q, '/ *w
wHw
~H —1/2 —1/2 ~
W w5 )P Q,Q; P ww

[[wl|2w " w
=w(Q, /)7 Q,Q; W

< A ((Q3 /%)7Q,Q; 1)

“ Tr(Q5Q,),

(a) is due to the fact that rank((Qz_l/Z)HQle_l/Z)
rank((Q; /%) aq"Q; /%) = 1.

(118)
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