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Abstract—This paper presents an algorithm for finding the
optimal configuration of active reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS) when both transmitter and receiver are equipped with
a single antenna each. The resultant configuration is globally
optimal and it takes linear time for the computation. Moreover,
there is a closed-form expression for the optimal configuration
when the direct link vanishes, which enables further analysis.

Index Terms—Active reconfigurable intelligent surface,

amplify-and-forward relaying, global optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Of late, nonregenerative relay technologies have revived
with new flavors and brand-new names—reconfigurable intel-
ligent surfaces (RISs) or intelligent reflecting surfaces [1]-[4].
The most contrasting features compared to their predecessor
are that they lack radio-frequency chains and baseband pro-
cessing, which potentially make them more economical than
their competitors.

The primary objective of the RISs is, of course, to extend
a coverage by circumventing the obstacles. To do so, RISs
should not be placed in the vicinity of the base station to
maximize their coverage extension capability. When it comes
to passive RISs which merely reradiate the impinging signal
with phase shifts, this conflicts with the placement guideline,
placing the RIS near either end [3], 6] to maximize a receive
SNR. This fundamental trade-off can be lifted by the use of
active RISs, which amplify and then reradiate the impinging
signal [7]-[13], corroborated by experimental studies [14,
Table II].

To play their role as premised, RISs should be config-
ured properly. For passive RISs, with the achievable rate
as an objective, phase shift optimization has been studied
in a variety of contexts, to wit: single-input single-output
(SISO) [13], multiple-output single-input (MISO)/single-input
multiple-output (SIMO) [16], multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) [[17]], [18], and multi-user MISO [19]-[23]. When it
comes to active RISs, analogous problems have been tackled
for SISO [[12], [13]], MISO/SIMO [9]], and multi-user MISO
[11] systems.

Unlike the passive counterpart, where a trivial closed-form
solution is available [13], the SISO problem with active RIS
is still not satisfactorily solved. Although several iterative
algorithms have been devised [9], [1I]-[13]], there is no
guarantee of global optimality owing to the non-convex nature
of the problem (see Sec. [V). That said, it is not always
true that global optimization of a non-convex function is

computationally infeasible; recall that even the optimization
problem for SISO case with passive RISs technically is non-
convex. To this end, we scrutinize the simplest SISO case
with active RIS in the present paper.

The key findings of the present paper are

o When the direct link is blocked, the globally optimal
configuration can be computed in a closed-form, whose
computational complexity is /inear in the number of RIS
elements.

o In the presence of the direct link, the globally optimal
configuration can be found by one-dimensional root
finding whose per-iteration complexity is linear.

Given that the state-of-the-art methods are not guaranteed to
be globally optimal and have cubic complexity at least, our
result greatly extends the existing results.

Albeit concerning the simplest SISO setup, to the best of
our knowledge, it is the first concrete nontrivial example of
global optimization for active RISs. It could also serve as a
useful benchmark for algorithms developed in more general
settings. Moreover, it can be used as a subroutine in the
MISO/SIMO system [9]].

The paper is organized as follows. Sec. [l introduces the
system model, and a comparison with amplify-and-forward
(AF) relays is made in Sec. [l The optimal RIS phases
are described in Sec. [Vl With the optimal RIS phases, the
problem boils down to the amplitude-only problem whose
properties are investigated in Sec. [Vl The methods for com-
puting the optimal amplitudes are presented in Secs. [VI|
and [VII] with a numerical validation in Sec. [VIIIl Tractable
hardware constraints are discussed in Sec. [Xl Finally, the
paper concludes in Sec. [X] with a summary.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a single-antenna transmitter, a single-antenna re-
ceiver, and an N-element RIS. Denoting the transmit signal
by s ~ N¢(0, Py), the receive signal y can be modelled as

y = has +hy ®(hys +v;) +vo D
Direct link RIS-assisted link

= (ha + hg ®hy)s + hy vy +vs. 2)
N————

Effective noise

Here, hqy € C, hy € CN*! and hy, € CN*! denote
the channel from the transmitter to the receiver, from the
transmitter to the RIS, and from the RIS to the receiver,
respectively; & € CV*N denotes the RIS phase shifts, which
is diagonal; and v; ~ N¢(0,0%1) and vy ~ N¢(0,03) are
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Gaussian noise at the RIS and the receiver, respectively. With
a power constraint of P, at the RIS, we have

E[|®(h1s +v1)|I°] = Pil|@ha|® + [ @]F < P2 (3)

Here, || - ||r denotes the Frobenius norm.

Throughout the paper, we assume that all channels are
constant and the channel state information (CSI) at the RIS
is perfect.

A. Useful Normalization

We can rewrite the signal model (2) and the power con-
straint (@) as follows:

Yo <2hd+h;<ﬂ¢)hl)i
09 09 (o) o1

g1 02
Py
e m| +[2 <22 “)
1 03
The substitutions
ag
S — Y Y hq  —hqg
g1 02 02
o v v
P+ — vy — v2<——2, (5)
g9 01 g9

in part borrowed from Eqgn. 12], greatly streamline the
signal model; we still have (2) but with the signals

s~ Ng(0,SNRy) vy ~N(0,I) vy ~Ne(0,1). (6)

With the substitution, the power constraint becomes

SNR1[[ @R, [|” + [|®[& < SNRy, @)
where
P, P,
SNRy ==  SNRy = —. (8)
o7 02

We hereafter work with this simplified model. The receive
SNR is then

E[|(ha + hy ®h1)s|?]
E[|h] ®v1 + v2?]

With the power budget (), the optimization of the receive
SNR is then

_ |ha +hg ®hy|?

1+ [hy B2 SNRi.  (9)

|hq + hg ®h|?

SNR 10
S T Rlepe T (10)
s.t.  SNRy|[®hy]|? + || @[3 < SNRy,
® = diag(p1e??, ..., pnel®N).
B. Power Constraint at the Transmitter
We have implicitly assumed E[|s|?] = SNR; in lieu of

[E[|s|?] < SNR;. That said, this additional constraint does not
incur any loss of generality. Put differently, we need to use all
the allowed power at the transmitter to maximize the receive
SNR.

To verify it, it is sufficient to show that (@) is increasing with
respect to SNR;. Let SNR; < SNR] and denote the optimal

phase shifts for SNR; by ®. It can be shown by showing a
suboptimal choice

SNR;
P =, /—P 11
\/ SNR; b
at SNR] outperforms @ at SNR;:
SNR]
|ha + hy ®'hy|? ’ SNR, Lha +hg <I>h1’ NR
1+ ||hg @/||2 SNR !
H 2 ” 1+ H SNR’I hT(I,H
|ha + hy ®hy|?
> -———=— SNR;. 12
S iagngep o
The choice (1)) abides by the power constraint since
SNRY || @Ry | + || @17 (13)
SNR;
= SNR; || ®h|*> + |7 14
@RI + eI (14)
= SNR, || ®h/ + ||®]|2 < SNRy. (15)

III. COMPARISON WITH AF RELAYS

From a mathematical standpoint, the system model rather
resembles that of AF relays with time division multiple access.
With the same substitutions above, we have the following

signal model [24]-[26]:
B ha Vg
v= [h;ﬂ@hj ot {hQT@vl + vg] ! (16)
where the signals are stacked vertically in time and vy ~

Nc(0,1) is the noise at the first slot.
After normalizing the noise of the second slot, that is,

1 0 ha V0
0 1 Y = h, ®h; hy Pvitvs | .
I+|hg @2 NEIE

V1R @2
a7
This is the signal model for single-input multi-output system
and the optimal processing at the receiver is maximum ratio
combining. Hence, the receive SNR is

S+

hT‘I>h1|2
hal? + Ry R A o 18
As the first term is constant, the term
|h] ®h |?
—=——— SNR 19
TR e

is of importance, which is identical to the receive SNR (9) for
active RIS in the absence of direct path. The only difference
is that there is no diagonal constraint for AF relays, resulting
in the following optimization problem:

|hg ®ha|®
1+ [k @[]
st SNRy[[@h]* + || @[|% < SNRo.
The very problem is essentially a special case of the problem
addressed in [24]-[26], and the maximum of (19) is
[P ?][ha]l?
[ [2SNR; + [/ | 2SNR; + 1

Having said that, we provide a simple elementary proof in
App. [Al for clarity.

SNR, (20)

max
P

SNR;SNRs;.

2L



Objective

0 5 10
b1

Fig. 1. Restriction (29) of the objective function to the ray with hq = a1 =

61 =1

IV. OPTIMAL RIS PHASES

From triangle inequality, it is apparent that we should set
¢n = Lha — Z[ha]n — Z]h1]y, (22)

where /- denotes the argument of a complex number. With
{pn} held fixed, it maximizes the signal power while keeping
the noise power, which is recognized in [9].

Let us embrace the substitutions

ha < [hal  [ho]n < [[holn]  [Paln < [[Ma]a]  (23)
for brevity. The problem, in turn, boils down to
h hiln[ha]npn)?
(ha + 2onlPaln[holnpn)” o\ o (24)

X
{pn} L+, [ha)2p2
st. Y ([h]2SNRy + 1)p2 < SNR,.

n
Even without the constraint p,, > 0 for all n, the optimal
amplitudes {p, } of (28) are positive from the positivity of hq.
In this regard, we need not append an additional constraint.
Introducing new variables,

Bn = [hal, (26)
_ [R1)2SNRy + 1
"= SR, (27)

and omitting the irrelevant constant SNR;, the optimization
problem can be recast as

h nrEn 2
I U DI PQ)

s.t. Zvnpi —1<0.

(28)

V. TAKING CLOSER LOOK AT OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

This section touches on the properties of the optimization
problem (28). Both good and bad news are put forth.

A. Non-Convexity

In general, the objective of (28) is unfortunately not con-
cave. To show this, it is sufficient to show that the restriction
of the objective to the ray [0,00) x {0} x ... x {0},

(ha + aip1)®
L+ pipi
is not concave (see Fig.[I)), which can be easily verified using
elementary calculus. This precludes the use of off-the-shelf
solvers and has motivated alternative approaches.

(29)

B. Unique Stationary Point

Albeit being non-convex, the objective function has a
unique stationary point when hq # 0. This result is presented
in [9 Prop. 1], however the detailed derivation is omitted. For
the sake of completeness, we present the derivation since it
take only a few lines to derive.

Taking logarithm and differentiating with respect to py, we
obtain

20, _ 2Bkpk (30)
ha + Zn QnPn 1+ Zn ﬂnp% '
Equating it with zero gives
A
Pk = Eﬂ (€28
where
1 D2
LDV (32)
ha + Zn QApPn
Plugging (31)) into (32), we have
a2 o
1+, 5P 33
P=T"T= a2 -
ha+3>, B—i‘p
Simplifying it, we obtain p = % That is, the unique
stationary point is
(679 [hl]n
Pn = o = (34)
hdﬁn hd [h2]n
It outputs the objective
2.2
hg + L " On 2
MR gy s
2 n
=hg+ [ (36)

It is further claimed in [9, Prop. 1] that it is the global
maximum of unconstrained version of (28). That said, unique
local extremum is not guaranteed to be global extremum (see
[27] for counterexample). To fill the tiny gap, we prepare an
alternative proof. By means of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we have

2 2
(1+Z ﬁwi) (h§+Z %) > (hd+z anpn) 37)
whose equality condition is

o [

Pk = & = .

Br  halha]k

The unconstrained setup corresponds to the limiting case

SNRy — oo where the power constraint at the RIS becomes

obsolete. The chief conclusion is that it is better to use finite

power at the RIS even if there is no limit. This is well-known
fact for AF relays [28] Sec. 3.5] (see also [29]).

Let us get back to the original problem. Provided that

2
anIn 2
<h
2T =N

(38)

(39)



we can attain the objective (36), which cannot be further im-
proved. Put another way, this result characterizes the optimal

{pn} when (39) holds.
Let us consider the remaining case, i.e., hy = 0. Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality gives

(Zn Oznpn)Q (Zn O‘npn)2 O‘?z
S S s sa kD DY

One can approach the bound by letting p, = % p with p —
00!

22)\2 2
Cpamn?  (ZaB)Psnad
2 — o? '
V422, Bapn 14 (X, 52)p2 57 Pn
Conversely, we cannot attain the bound with finite power
owing to the strict inequality in (@0).

C. Finding the Global Optimum by Taking Square Root

Taking a square root to the objective, the problem (28) can
be alternatively written as

hq + Zn QnPn
max ——
{pn} \/ 1+ Zn ﬂnp%

sty yaph —1<0,
n

(42)

where the numerator and the denominator of the objective are
concave and convex, respectively. Taking the square root does
the trick here; without this, we cannot make the objective in a
desired form—concave over convex. Note that the convexity
of the denominator can be derived straightforwardly as it is a
composition of affine and convex mappings:

(plu"'upN) — (17\/6_1p177\/ﬁ_NpN)
= (L V/Bipy, VBl (43)

This class of problem is termed concave-convex fractional
programming (see for its applications for communica-
tion systems). Applying Dinkelbach’s transform, it can be
transformed into a series of convex problems whose solution
converges to the global optimum [31]]. As shown in App.
Bl each problem is in fact second-order cone programming
(SOCP), which can be solved using off-the-shelf solvers such
as CVX [32]. This simple fact has not been acknowledged
previously.

In the subsequent sections, we will present another globally
optimal algorithms, which are more computationally efficient
than the approach above.

VI. OPTIMAL AMPLITUDES WHEN DIRECT LINK
DOEs NoOT EXIST

This section presents a closed-form solution for (28) when
hq = 0. Albeit being a non-convex problem, we can find the
global optimum which is even in closed-form. Replacing one
in the denominator of the objective with v,,p? does the trick:

(Zn anpn)2 < (Zn anpn)2

1+32, Bnpn = 22,(Bn + )P @
a2

< n 45

—;m+w (45)

where the last step follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
The equality conditions are

2 O
YnPp —1=0 Pn = - constant.  (46)
; B + Yn
These conditions can be simultaneously fulfilled by
2 -3
a2 ayVn
= , (47
br ﬁk+’7k<; (ﬁn"l"Yn)Q) )
which can be expanded as
[Pk [Pa]k
= 48
PE= Thi2SNR; + [ho]2SNR; + 1 (45)
5~ [hiJiSNR, 41 (ol [ ]2 E
— SNR2 ([R1]2SNR; +[h2]2SNRo+1)2
The maximum receive SNR is therefore
o )2 avn
1 o2 B 21 !
+ (En mtm)/ (En my)
a2
= “ SNR 50
(; B+ vn> ' G0

_ [hal5 [Pa]3
- (Zn: [1]2SNR, 2+ [hzl]%SNRQ +1

)SNRlsNRg. 1)

The computational complexity {p,, } in @) is O(N) as it is

sufficient to compute the normalizing constant %
only once and reuse it.

A. Comparison with AF Relays Continued

In this section, we resume the comparison of active RIS
and traditional AF relays. Two configurations of the active
RIS are considered. One is an equal-amplitude configuration

pP1=...=pN =D, (52)

which is considered for the sake of analysis in [10], [ITI,
and the other is the optimal configuration (@7). The optimal
amplitude for the equal-amplitude case is (see Sec. [X=Al

1 SNR2
V) S \/||h1||25NR1 N Y
and the corresponding receive SNR is
2,2
Q)P _SNR, (54)
L+ (22, Bn)p

_ ( (X [haln[ha]n)?
|R1]2SNR; + [[h2][2SNRy + N

Putting all together—@21), (31), and (33D, specifically—
three architectures are compared in Table [l in terms of

receive SNR (see App. [C] for consistency check). Optimally
configured active RISs cannot perform as well as AF relays if
and only if [h1],[ha], # 0 for at most one n (refer to App.
again), which is essentially identical to the case of single RIS
element. Interestingly, this performance gap vanishes when
SNR1 — OO Or SNR2 — Q.

)SNRlsNRg. (55)



TABLE I
COMPARISON OF RECEIVE SNR”

Active RIS (equal amplitudes) Active RIS (optimal amplitudes) AF relay
(ZnlPilnlha]n)? [h1]3 [R2]2 (ISR
General - TRy ESNR, + kg [25NR; £ o NR1SNR <§:n[hﬂ2SNRth2PSNR2+1)SNRlSNR2 TSR] oy [25RR 51 >R SNR>
+ (Cplkilnlha]n)?SNRy 2 [R1]; [h2]; SNR2 2 Iy 12|z I*SNR 2
SNRy — 0 SR SNR1 + O(SNRY) (= W)SNRl +O(SNR)  Imlolal SNR2 SR, + O(SNR?)
SNR; — 0o QEJ%%%%E—LSNR2+CXSNR ) ||h2]|2SNRy + O(SNR; 1) [[h2||2SNRs + O(SNR; ™)

* From the symmetry between h1+/SNR7 and h2v/SNR3 in all cases, there is no need of presenting the results for SNR2 — 0T and SNR2 — co.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of receive SNR averaged over thousand channel realizations with N = 64.

Fig. 2| compares the receive SNR with a variety of setups.
Rayleigh fading channels, i.e., hy,hy ~ Ng(0,NI), are
considered. Large scale effects are absorbed into SNR; and
SNR2. We do not adopt this definition in the first place (recall
(D) since it restricts the channel model.

VII. OPTIMAL AMPLITUDES WHEN DIRECT LINK EXISTS
In this sesctizon we extend the result to hq # 0. Since
the case ), ”’Y" < h2 is already solved in Sec. [V-B] we

2
A Yn 2
n B > h3.

consider the remamlng case y.

A. Optimal Amplitudes

On top of the argument in Sec. [VIl we need an additional

trick in this case. Splitting one in the denominator into ——

T+7
and % with some constant > 0, and repeating the

argument in Sec. [V gives

(hd + Zn anpn)
1+3, Bnpy,

(hd + Z anpn)2
B 1+77 + Z (ﬁn 11,7'771)1721

(1+n)h3 +ZB )

1+77

Since the inequality holds for any 1 > 0, one can optimize
the bound by minimizing the right-hand side with respect to
7. Differentiating the right-hand side with respect to 7 > 0
and equating it with zero, we obtain

(56)

| A

(57)

HOEDY QI —h2=0. (59
T BuAnBut+m)?

Each summand is decreasing, f(n) — —h3 < 0 as n — oo,

and
Z "% —hi>0

from the assumption made in the beginning of the section.
Therefore, the solution 1* of (38) uniquely exists.

To determine whether we can attain this bound or not, we
need to investigate the equality condition of (37), which is

SR o1=0 pu=re——n

(59)

60
hd ﬂn+n(ﬂn+7n) ( )

respectively. Plugging the latter one into the former one, we
happen to obtain (38)). It implies that we can attain the bound

+Zm ’

1+77* ’777,

(1+n")h 1)

proving the global optimality.

B. Numerical Computation

The remaining task is to solve the root finding problem
(38). The convexity of f comes in handy from a computational
standpoint. Let us consider Newton’s method, that is,

@ F™)
f'(n®)
where ¢ is the iteration count. For any initial point 7(°) < n*,

n™® is monotonically increasing and converges quadratically
to n* [33l Exer. 22.14].

D)

—n (62)



One may use 77(®) = 0, however it can be problematic for
very small hqy. Better initial guess can be obtained from the
following observation:

O[Q")/n
PGy @

O‘ngn
2 a0 <0

From this observation, it is clear that n* lies in the unit-length

interval
1 aZv, a2y,

— " — " ). (64)

O‘?fYn

In this respect,
1
©) = max [ 0, — S RA I (65)
! ha Z (B + )2

is a decent initial guess for Newton’s method with conver-
gence guarantee. Note that each Newton step, evaluation of
f(n®) and f'(n®), requires O(N) computations.

Incidentally, the very problem, computing the inverse of
f, appears in trust region subproblem. Interested readers are
referred to [34].

C. Relation to the Case Where Direct Link Does Not Exist

We can alternatively obtain the result in Sec. [V by letting
ha — 0T. In doing so, the condition

2
PRI
T2

is eventually satisfied. Thus, 1 should satisfy (38), which can
be rewritten as

(66)

772

S T = h—?i. 67)
n (%+ﬂ71+7n)2
Intuition suggests
2 : ] 1
an’)/n
= —— | — +o| — ), 68
=Cate ) @

which can be formally proved with Lagrange inversion theo-
rem Thm. 2.3.1]. This rediscovers (@7):

1 (7%
Pk = 7—

ha ot (S0 2225) 2 + (%)) (Bu + )

2
QI

fo 3
- Br + Yk (; (ﬂn + 'Yn)z) '

VIII. ASSESSING EXISTING ALGORITHMS

(69)

Having known the global optimum, we can assess the
existing algorithms, sequential convex approximation (SCA)
[9] and alternating optimization (AO) [11]], through numerical
simulations. Initial point of both algorithms is chosen as
Pn = 1/ V Zn Tn-

As in Sec.[VIl Rayleigh fading channels are considered, that
is, hy,ho ~ Ng(0, NI), and large scale effects are absorbed
into SNR; and SNRy. Table [[I] presents the simulation results

TABLE 1T
ASSESSMENT OF PRIOR-ART ALGORITHMS

Parameters Average receive SNR [dB]
SNR; [dB] SNRg [dB] hq  Optimum SCA AO
—10 —10 0 —15.6431 —15.6431 —15.6431
—10 —10 1 —6.7920 —6.7920 —6.8048
—10 10 0 —5.1313 —5.1313 —5.1313
—10 10 1 —3.1491 —3.1491 —3.5859
10 —10 0 —5.2221 —5.2221 —5.2221
10 —10 1 11.2521 11.2521 11.2477
10 10 0 10.8216 10.8216 10.8216
10 10 1 15.3245 15.3245 15.0697

with N = 4. The receive SNR is averaged over a hundred
of channel realizations. The numerical results strongly sug-
gests that, at least in these settings, both prior-art algorithms
somehow attain the global optimum when the direct link is
blocked. Interestingly, when the direct link exists, AO exhibits
performance degradation while SCA does not.

IX. INCORPORATING ADDITIONAL RIS CONSTRAINTS

The system model in Sec. [l is a mathematical description
of the active RIS in the real world. The tractability of the
model comes at the cost of loss in reality. Towards more
realistic model, similar to the practical considerations in
traditional antenna arrays [36]-[38]], some prior art in active
RIS takes analogous hardware constraints into consideration.
Two hardware constraints which do not harm the tractability
will be introduced.

A. Subarray Constraint

The system model in Sec. [l presumes the use of RIS
elements each having its dedicated power amplifier. To reduce
the hardware complexity, an RIS architecture comprising of
multiple subarrays with one amplifier per array [39] or per
subarray is considered. In this case, each subarray acts
like a single element and the problem boils down to the case
which has been solved.

Let us denote p,, be an amplifying factor of the mth
subarray and I,,, be the set of RIS element indices connected
to the mth subarray. With this additional constraint, the
optimization problem (28) can be recast as

(hd + Zm &mﬁm)z

max — (70)
(pmy 1+, Bmb2
s.t. Z"ymﬁfn —1<o0,
where
Q= Z Qo Bm = Z ﬁn Ym = Z Yn- (7T1)

ne€lm, ne€lm, nely,

It shares the structure with the original problem, hence the
algorithms in Secs. [V and [VII] can be used without any
modification.



TABLE III
SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS

n"/n
Zn 52 < h’c21

Y ;Z” > h?

_ 1
ha = = Gt (X (ﬁnﬂzﬂ)z ? (Sec. D
ha>0  pe=gife See BB pr = ap - grmtheae M e G ran? = Ma Sec D
For the sake of completeness, let us consider the case hg = APPENDIX A
0 where the closed-form solution is available. In this case, the Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
optimal amplitudes are B ®hy|? h] ®h, |2
= =25 -3 ziTlSNRl < 27T12SNR1 (77)
B+ Fm \ 4 (Be + 70)? i
and the corresponding receive SNR is - ”h1 ~ 1 SNR; (78)
1 [h] ®h 2
( (Ccr el )? ) :
(e, MI)SNRy + (5,.c1,, (haJ2)SNRs + [ Ly o
SNR.SNR SNRy > SNRy || @R[> + || @2 (79)
: 1SNR2, (73) - ) T )
o SNR;|hy ®h| |hy ®hy|
where | - | denotes the cardinality of the set. > Tk EENE (80)
B. Per-Element Amplitude Constraint _ [ [[*SNRy + 1|hT‘I>h1|2 (81)
= |h, )
In [9], the per-element amplitude constraint at the RIS is ([ ][2[| P2 ]|?
additionally taken into account on top of the total power  Combining these inequalities, we immediately have
constraint. In this subsection, we only consider the per- Ih] ®h, |2
element amplitude constraint: WSN R1
2
max (g + 320 )" (74) 1
Pn 14>, Bup? < — TR PSR SNRy (82)
st. 0<p,<p, Vn. [Ral> " TTRaI?[[h2[[°SNR;
. . S . |2 oo
It is shown in App. D] that the optimal amplitudes are = TR1]2SNR, + |72 °SNRs + 15NR15NR2- (83)
DL = min<% P, Z_7k> . (75)  One can easily.check that all the equalities can be simultane-
Bk ously held, which concludes the proof.
where p is the unique solution of
_ _ APPENDIX B
hap+ Y Pnmax(0,anp — Bnpn) = 1. (76)

One can explicitly compute the root of (Z8) by evaluating the
left-hand side at the breakpoints. Comparing these values with
one, the right-hand side, and exploiting the piecewise linear
property of the left-hand side complete the computation.
One can easily check that it is consistent with the result in

Sec

X. CONCLUSION

This paper has presented a numerical method of computing
globally optimal configuration of an active RIS, which is
summarized in Table [Tl The complexity of the method is
linear in the number of RIS elements which is orders-of-
magnitude improvement comparing to the existing algorithms
which are not even guaranteed to be globally optimal.

Throughout the paper, the availability of perfect CSI is
assumed, which cannot be obtained through conventional
channel estimation methods owing to the cost-efficient nature
of RIS. In this respect, one apparent worthwhile direction to
explore is incorporation of channel estimation (see and
for explicit and implicit channel estimation methods).

Using Dinkelbach’s transform [31]], the problem (42) can
be reformulated as a series of convex optimization problems:

P, pE)

= argmax Z QnPn — 2D 14 Z Bnp2 (84)
(p1,-- ;PN) n

>, Ynpi—1<0

where
14+, anp’y
\/1 + 32, 8. (0))?

is an auxiliary variable for iteration index .
Introducing an auxiliary variable, one can turn the problem
into SOCP,

A = (85)

max [oy ay —AO]p (86)
{rn}y
s.t. [|diag(v/A1, - -, VAN, 0)p|| < 1
[diag(v/B1, - - /B, 0)p +1] < [0 0 1]p,
where p = [pl PN y]T
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As a byproduct of the receive SNR results, we have

(Zn[hl]n[h2]n)2
[h1]|*SNR; + ||h2||25NR2 +N

Z ha i [ha]7
- 2SNRl + [h2]2SNRy + 1
[P || o2 |*

. 87
= T ]?SNR; + [/ "SNR; + 1 (87)

This section checks the consistency by proving these inequal-
ities in alternative ways.

The first inequality can be alternatively derived from
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

(Ilh1 SRy + [[a]|*SNRy + N)
(> [hi]7 [ha]; s8)
— [R1]2SNR; + [h2]2SNRy + 1
= (Z[hl]iSNRl + [h2]2SNR, + 1)

n Il ha?
' (Zn: [h1]2SNR, 1+ [h;]%SNRQ + 1) (89)

< (Z[hl]n[hz]n)z-

n

(90)

It is the second inequality which is more obscure, which
essentially says the function

Ly

e 91
S i ey ©On
defined over [0, 00) X [0, 00) is superadditive. It is sufficient
to show
T1Y1 Z2Y2 (z1+22) (11 +y2) 92)
I+a 4y 1+azety” 1tz +yi+a2+y2)

which is equivalent to

(z1 +22)(y1 +y2) (L + 21 +y1) (1 + 22 + y2)
—1y1(1 + 22 +y2) (L + 21 + y1 + 22 + y2)
—zoy2(l+ a1 +y1) (L + 21 + 31+ 22+ 92) > 0. (93)

The left-hand side of (93) can be simplified to

(z1y2 — 221)” + T1y2(z1 + Y2 + 1) + zopy1 (22 + 91 + 1),
(94)

which is clearly nonnegative. The equality condition is there-
fore z1y2 = x2y1 = 0. Using this, one can easily deduce that

the equality condition of
(o #n) (O Yn)

TnlYn
<
;1+xn+yn B 1+an+2ny",

is when the number of positive elements in {x,y,} is at most
one.

95)

APPENDIX D

To solve (Z4) explicitly, we first apply the log function to
the objective and write down the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)
conditions:

ag BrPrk
- —pur =0 96
0 < pr < Dk, o7
pr >0 98)
k(P — Pr) = 0. 99)
Eliminating z, @6) and ©@9) become
ay BrPk
_ >0, 100
ha + Zn QnPn 1+ Zn Bnp% - ( )
ag BrPrk
— 0, 101
(hd+zn 1Y, ) e =0 a0
respectively. Denoting
1 D2
p= %, (102)
hd + Zn anpn
we can rewrite (I00) and (I01) as
o a
Pk < 5P <—kP —pk) (pk — pk) =0, (103)
Br Br
respectively. It is equivalent to
= min(%p,m) (104)
Br
Plugging it into (102), we obtain
e - N2
1432, Bu(min(F2p,pn)) (105)
ha + Zn Qp min(%paﬁn)
Rearranging terms and simplifying it, we obtain
hap+ Y pnmax(0, anp — Bupn) = 1. (106)

n

APPENDIX E

This section describes the AO algorithm proposed in .
Although this algorithm is designed for more general multi-
user MISO setup, it can be applied to SISO case. It is worth
rewriting the algorithm in great detail as it is unclear that
which part of the algorithm could be pruned when narrowing
down the scope to SISO.

Let us first rewrite the problem as

(hd + Z anpn)2>
log (1 + n
o ( 1+, Bub?

Z”ynpi—l <0.
n

From the concavity of the log function, we have (108} for
any p € R as concave function always lie below its tangent
lines. Note that slightly modifying this gives an alternative
constructive derivation of Thm. 3]. The problem of

max
{pn}

(107)



(143, Bup2)

(hd + Zn anpn)2

(hd + Zn anpn)2)
14>, Bnpy,

log <1 +

T e T 5 anpn) + (L + 50 But?) (p -

Sl )zlog<1+p> (108)

2
((hmt; anpn) - (1 + zn:ﬁnpi)) w?—2,/1+ p(hd+; anpn>’w+ oS cnpa P (5> )

(1+p)(ha + Zn anpn)2

>0 (110)

interest is now
(1 + p)(hd + Zn O‘ﬂPﬂ)2

max log(l+4p)—p+
{pn}.p

s.t. Z%Pi —-1<0

(ha + 32, anpn)? + (1432, Bup3)
(109)

with an introduction of the auxiliary variable p € R.

We proceed by repeating a similar argument. From (110)
which holds for any w € R, the problem could be transformed
into

max
{pn}.p;w

log(1+p) — p+ 2\/m<hd + zn: oznpn)w
(v S oo S

s.t. Z%p;i —1<0. (111)

The transformed problem is tackled with alternating opti-
mization iterating three procedures: fixing two of {p,}, p,
and w, and optimizing the other. Fixing {p,} and w, simple
calculus gives the optimal p:

e £ +§\2/£2 +4

(112)

with £ = (ha + Y_,, anpp)w. Similarly, fixing {p,} and p, it
is a quadratic function of w and the optimal w equals

\% 1+ p(hd + Zn anpn)
(ha + X2, 0npn)? + (1+ 32, Bupy)

Lastly, with p and w being fixed, omitting irrelevant constants,
the problem is essentially

1+ p(hd + zﬂ: anpn)w
- ((hd + Zn: anpn> + (1 + Zn: Bnpi» w’

s.t. Z%pi —1<0, (114)

w <—

(113)

max 2
{pn}

which falls into a class of trust region subproblem.
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