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Leveraging Secondary Reflections and Mitigating

Interference in Multi-IRS/RIS Aided Wireless
Network

Tu V. Nguyen, Member, IEEE, Diep N. Nguyen, Senior Member, IEEE,
Marco Di Renzo, Fellow, IEEE, and Rui Zhang, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Reconfigurable surfaces (RS) have recently emerged
as an enabler for smart radio environments where they are
used to actively tailor/control the radio propagation (e.g., to
support users under adverse channel conditions). If multiple
RSs are deployed (e.g., coated on various buildings) to support
different groups of users, it is critical to jointly optimize the
phase-shifts of all RSs to mitigate their interference as well as
to leverage the secondary reflections amongst them. Motivated
by the above, this paper considers the uplink transmissions of
multiple users that are grouped and supported by multiple RSs
to communicate with a multi-antenna base station (BS). We
first formulate two optimization problems: the weighted sum-
rate maximization and the minimum achievable rate (from all
users) maximization. Unlike existing works that considered single
user or single RS or multiple RSs without inter-RS reflections, the
considered problems require one to optimize the phase-shifts of
all RSs’ elements and all beamformers at the multi-antenna BS.
The two problems turn out to be non-convex and thus are difficult
to be solved in general. Moreover, the inter-RS reflections give
rise to the coupling of the phase-shifts amongst RSs, making
the optimization problems even more challenging to solve. To
tackle them, we design alternating optimization algorithms that
provably converge to locally optimal solutions. Simulation results
reveal that by properly managing interference and leveraging
the secondary reflections amongst RSs, there is a great benefit
of deploying more RSs to support different groups of users and
so as to achieve a higher rate per user. This gain is even more
significant with a larger number of elements per RS. In contrast,
without properly managing the secondary reflections, increasing
the number of RSs can adversely impact the network throughput,
especially for higher transmit power.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), reconfig-
urable intelligent surface (RIS), secondary reflections, multi-
IRS/RIS interference, multi-user communications, cooperative
beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable surface (RS) also known as Intelligent Re-
flecting Surface (IRS) or Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface
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(RIS) has been emerging as an enabler for realizing so-called
smart radio environments in which the radio propagation can
be deliberately controlled/tailored by deploying nearly-passive
dynamic metasurfaces [2]-[6]. A wireless system assisted by
RSs hence can “reconfigure” the environment to combat the
shadowing and fading impairments or to create well-scattered
environment for spatial multiplexing. An RS is a planar
metasurface that is made up of a large number of passive
reflecting elements. Each of these elements can be optimized
to alter the amplitude and/or the phase-shift of the reflected
signal. These elements together can help effectively “reshape”
the wireless channels [2]-[6]. Such an ability to reconfigure
the radio medium provides another new dimension of freedom
to design wireless systems. Note that all conventional wireless
optimization/designs take channel/radio environment as an
input to adapt with, instead of actively “tailoring/optimizing”
it [7].

With multiple RSs being deployed (e.g., coated on various
buildings) to support distributed users, it is critical to jointly
optimize the phase-shifts and/or amplitudes of all RSs to
mitigate the interference as well as to leverage the secondary
reflections amongst RSs. For example, consider the uplink
transmission from multiple users that are grouped and sup-
ported by multiple RSs to a multi-antenna base station (BS),
as shown in Fig. 1. Due to the close proximity amongst
these groups of users, the RSs can be deployed close to
each other. The signal from a given user not only reaches
the BS by reflecting onto the dedicated RS for the user’s
group (referred to as the primary reflection) but also can
traverse to and reflect on nearby RSs before reaching the BS
(referred to as the secondary reflection or multi-RS reflection).
It is clear that under such a scenario, besides the primary
reflections from users to the BS via each RS, the secondary
reflections amongst multiple RSs cannot be ignored in general.
These secondary reflections can either cause multi-user and/or
multi-RS interference or strengthen the signal reception at the
BS. Therefore, by jointly tuning the phase-shifts of all RSs,
one can simultaneously manage the interference and leverage
the multi-RS “secondary” reflections to enhance the signal
reception at the BS. Such an observation is similar to multi-cell
cooperative multi-input multi-output (MIMO) communications
[36].

Most existing works on multiple RSs, e.g., [14]-[16], ig-
nored the secondary reflections amongst RSs. In [14], the
authors studied a resource allocation problem for a downlink



wireless communication network with multiple distributed RSs
to maximize the system’s energy efficiency with a maximum
transmit power constraint and minimum rate requirements. The
authors of [15] aimed to maximize the minimum signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) amongst users by jointly
optimizing the transmit precoding vector at the BS and the
phase-shifts at the RSs for a downlink multi-RS system. In
[16], the outage probability and the average sum-rate for a
single source, single destination and multi-RS system were
studied where the best RS is selected to be active at a time.
Like many other works that ignored the secondary reflections
by justifying that the strength of signal reflected onto multiple
RSs is negligible, such an assumption is only reasonable when
the RSs are far from each other or the signal is reflected
on many RSs (e.g., more than two). For the case when the
RSs are deployed close to each other, e.g., in central business
districts (CBDs) or dense deployment scenarios, as shown in
this paper, the secondary reflections are in fact significant.
Additionally, all aforementioned works did not study the in-
terference management nor leverage the cooperation amongst
RSs via “secondary” reflections. In [17], [18], the authors
considered the beamforming design for the case with two RSs
in which one is placed close to the BS and the other is placed
close to the users. The authors show that there is a significant
gain as compared to the case with a single RS. However, in
the considered scenario there were only two RSs that aim to
support a single group of users. Therefore, the problems in
[17], [18] do not account for the interference amongst RSs
and amongst different groups of users. In practice, especially
in a dense urban environment where shadowing and fading are
severe (e.g., caused by multiple buildings/structures), multiple
RSs can be deployed within one cell to support various groups
of users whose direct links to the BS are weak or blocked.

Given the above, this work takes the first step in exploring
the impact of secondary reflections among multiple RSs by
considering the uplink transmission of multiple groups of users
that are supported by multiple RSs to communicate with a
multi-antenna BS as illustrated in Fig. 1 [1]. For this scenario,
we consider two commonly-adopted optimization problems:
the weighted sum-rate maximization and the minimum-SINR
maximization [1] in which we jointly optimize not only the
phase-shifts of all RSs but also the beamforming vectors at
the BS for all users. As aforementioned, besides the multi-user
interference from multiple groups of users, multi-RS reflection
also induces additional multi-user interference. For that the
two problems are shown to be non-convex. The problems
actually become more challenging to solve due to the coupling
of the phase-shifts amongst RSs. Specifically, the adjustment
of the phase-shifts at one RS also impacts the reflected signals
from other RSs. As such, optimizing/tuning the phase-shifts
at one RS [8]-[13] or multiple RSs but for a single group of
users (e.g., [14]-[18], [38]-[49]) is insufficient in general. In
fact, we need to optimize the RS elements for all RSs and all
users while considering the coupling among them due to the
inter-RS reflections.

Maximizing the weighted sum-rate for multi-user MIMO
systems without RS has been well studied, for example,
in [29]-[33]. Some recent works also studied the single or

multiple RSs considering the weighted sum-rate such as [37]-
[45]. In [37], the authors considered the downlink of a multi-
user multi-input single-output (MISO) system with a single
RS and jointly optimized the transmit beamforming and phase-
shifts of RS’s elements. In [38], the authors used multiple RSs
deployed at the cell-edge to improve the signal reception by
optimizing the precoding matrices at the BS and the phase-
shifts of the RSs. The scenarios with multiple BSs, multiple
RSs, and multiple users in downlink communications were
studied in [39] where the RS-user association design was
optimized considering the co-channel interference. In [46]-
[49], the authors considered the multi-beam multi-hop routing
problem for a downlink of a multi-RS and multi-user system
in which each user communicates with the BS with the help of
a set of RSs. Note that in these works, even though there are
multiple RSs involved in communications from the BS to each
user, only RSs’ primary reflections were considered and the
signal is successively reflected on a sequence of RSs. For the
minimum-SINR maximization problem, the work in [17], [18]
is a special case of the problem investigated in our work by
setting the number of the RSs to two and assign no user to the
second RS. To the best of our knowledge, none of the existing
works in the literature has considered the secondary reflections
for multiple RSs in general. Our major contributions in this
paper are summarized as follows:

« First, we study the impact of the inter-RS or secondary
reflections in a multi-user, multi-RS network. To this end,
we formulate and solve two well-known optimization
problems: the weighted sum-rate maximization and the
minimum-SINR maximization over the users.

e Second, we tackle these two non-convex optimization
problems by designing alternating optimization algo-
rithms that are proved to converge to locally optimal
solutions. For the first problem, we transform each sub-
problem to a difference of convex (DC) structure and use
an available software CVXPY/DCCP package in Python
[26], [27] to efficiently solve it. While for the second
problem, a relaxed version of each of its sub-problems
is transformed to a semidefinite program (SDP) problem
which can be efficiently solved by SDP standard solvers.
Note that unlike existing works that did not account for
the inter-RS reflections, the two considered problems are
more challenging as we need to deal with the coupling
of phase-shifts among different RSs’ elements.

o Third, by optimizing the phase-shifts of all RSs as well
as the beamforming vectors for all users at the BS, we
show that the inter-RS reflections can also be leveraged
to contribute to the signal reception at the BS, leading
to an improved rate per user. We observe that the gain
is more significant with a larger number of elements per
RS.

o Last, we perform extensive simulations to evaluate the
impact of secondary reflections in various settings. For
example, we observe about 6.4%, 15.6%, or 29.9% rate
gains when exploiting the secondary reflections for a
system with 2, 4, or 6 RSs, respectively. Also, when
the number of RS elements is increased, the gain is also



increased, for instance, there is about 7.2%, 15.6%, and
27.9% gains for a system with four RSs each with 32,
64 and 128 elementss, respectively. However, without
properly managing the secondary reflections, increasing
the number of RSs may adversely impact the network
throughput, especially for high transmit power (e.g. the
achievable rate of six RSs is worse than that of four RSs
at transmit power of 25.5 dBm or higher for a linear
MMSE receiver, or 18.2 dBm or higher for a non-linear
MMSE-SIC receiver).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
the system model and the problem formulation for multi-RS
system are presented. In Section III, a locally optimal solution
for the weighted sum-rate maximization is presented. The min-
rate/SINR maximization problem is studied in Section IV. In
Section V, numerical results are discussed, and conclusions are
drawn in Section VI

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a system with an /N-antenna BS and K single-
antenna users. Due to the presence of blocking objects in
the network, users are partitioned/clustered into L groups
whose direct radio links to the BS are not available. Such
a scenario is often the case in dense CBD/urban areas with
high-rise buildings and structures. L RSs are then used to
support the transmission of these users, as depicted in Fig.
1. We assume that the I/th RS is comprised of M; ele-
ments and serves K single-antenna users in the [-th group
I =1,2,---,L. We note that Zle K, = K is the total
number of users. To simplify the notation, we denote the set
of users in the [th group, RS elements of the /th RS, and
RSs as K; = {1,2,---,K;}, M; = {1,2,---,M;}, and
L={1,2,---, L}, respectively.

It is worth noting that in general, each RS element can be
controlled to adjust both its amplitude and/or phase. However,
similar to many other works in literature (e.g., [2], [4], [5],
[17], [18]), for simplicity and cost-effective implementation,
the amplitude of all RS elements is set to one and we only
tune/optimize their phases. The results and analysis in the
sequel can be easily extended to optimize both amplitudes
and phases.

The signal from the k-th user in the [-th group (denoted
as the k()-th user for short) can reach the BS by one of
the following paths via at least one RS: (i) single or primary
reflection from the k()-th user onto any I-th RS then to the
BS, (ii) double reflections (via two RSs) from kW-th user
to the [-th RS, then to the I-th RS before reaching the BS
(where [ # [), (iii) triple or more reflections (via three or
more RSs), e.g., from k()-th user to the [-th RS, then to the l-
th RS to the I’-th RS to the BS (where [, [ and [’ are pair-wise
different). As aforementioned, most of the works on multiple
RSs in the literature, e.g., [14]-[18], [38]-[49], only consider
the primary reflection (type (i)) but not the secondary nor the
triple/more reflections amongst RSs. Unlike the triple or more
reflections (type (iii)) during which a signal traverses through
more than two RSs hence can be negligible due to much larger
effective pathloss, the secondary reflections amongst RSs may

— Primary reflections

------ » Secondary reflections
- -»Blocked direct links

Fig. 1: Multi-RS assisted multi-groups MIMO communication
system.

not be negligible in practice, and this is the focus of the present
paper. On the one hand, these secondary reflections can cause
unwanted interference at the BS. On the other hand, if we
can properly manage such interference and leverage them,
these secondary reflections can constructively contribute to the
signal detection/decoding at the BS. Note that the secondary
reflections are particularly significant when the RSs are not too
far from each other, e.g., in urban environments with dense
deployment of the RSs. In the sequel, we consider setups
for which closely located RSs are in the Fraunhofer far-field
distance of each others [52], [53].

Let uj o) € CMix1 D,; e CMxM; and G, €
denote the baseband equlvalent channel matrix from the user
k in the group [ to the RS-/, the baseband equivalent channel
matrix from the RS-l to the RS-l (for [ # ), and the
baseband equivalent channel matrix from RS-/ to the BS links,
respectively, with [,/ € £ and k € K;. Let @, € CM1*1 denote
the phase-shifts vector of the RS-I. We assume the direct links
from users to the BS are weak and can be ignored. Thus,
the effective channel from the k(")-th user can be written as
follows

(CNXMz

L L
b =Y G0+ Y Gi®Dp @0, (1)
=1 I=1,I#1

for I € £, and k) € K, where ®; = diag(6;) denotes the
diagonal reflection matrix of RS-I.

Denote R; ;o) = Gy dlag(ul wv) € CNVXMi g5 the cascaded
channel matrix from the k-th user to the /-th RS to the
BS (excluding the phase-shifts at the I-th RS)". Also, denote
Df,k(l) = d[7k(l),1’ ey dl:/c(’),]\fz} e Dl~7ldiag(ul7k<1>) €
CMiM: g5 the cascaded channel from the k()-th user to the
I-th RS to the [-th RS (without the RS elements’ phase-shift),

IThat is, the (4, 7)-th entry of Rl~ O) is the instantaneous channel gain

from the k(D -th user to the 7-th RS element (of the I-th RS) to the i-th receive
antenna, in which the phase-shift of this RS element is set to zero.



where cil~ k() ; is the j-th column vector of IN)Z~ w- Thus, we
can rewrite (1) as follows

hpo _ZRI w0 07 + Z G;®; Dl L0 01

=1 i= 11;&1
M,
—Zleme + Z ZGdlag lk(l)])eelj
I= 11;&1] 1
*ZRM(UO + Z ZQlk(l)j001]7 )
I=1,l#1J=1

e CN*M; denotes the

where Q; o) ; = Gidiag(d; o) ;) €
total cascaded channel matrix from the kEW-th user to the j-
th element of the RS-/ to the RS-/ to the BS without the
phase-shifts at the RS-/ and the RS-I, where [ € L, jEeM;
and k) € K. From (2), we can see that it suffices to
estimate {R;, )} and {Qj,u ;} for jointly designing the
passive beamforming coefficients {6;} in the considered multi-
RS cooperative system [17], [18], [21]. Note that channel
estimation for multi-antenna systems is a well-investigated
area with various mature techniques. In [7], [54] and [55],
additionally, the authors have proposed efficient methods to
estimate the effective cascaded channels for double-RS aided
multi-user MIMO systems. These methods can be directly
applied to estimate the CSI for both the primary reflection, i.e.,

{R;. k(l>} and the secondary reflection, i.e., {Qj ;) ;} for any
two RSs [ and [. For that, here we assume the cascaded channel
matrices {R;j ;) } and {Qj ;. ;} are accurately estimated at
the BS.

During the uplink data transmission, the received signal at
the BS is given by

L K, L K
y:Z ha) Sk +TL—ZZ ZRI w0 07
=1 k=1 =1 k=1
L M,
+3 3 Qi ;0005 | sp + 1, 3)
=1 g=1
I£1

where s,) is the k(-th user’s transmitted data symbol with
the transmit power equal to Pyu), and n ~ CN(0,021y) is
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector at the BS

in
L K
Upay = wkmy wkmE E E Rl/ o O

=1 k=1 \U'=1

L J\Il“

H
+ Z Z Qo ,jel’af,]) Sp T wpon. (4)
£l =1

Thus, the SINR for decoding the information from the kO _th
user is given by (5).

In the equation above, the numerator is the signal power
of the k() -th user, while the denominator includes the multi-
user interference from all the other users in the network,
which includes both the primary and secondary reflection
interference, and the thermal noise.

Given the SINR in (5) for all () users, we can jointly
optimize phase-shift design {6,}’s for all RSs and the receive
beamforming vectors wy,) at the BS for all users to simultane-
ously mitigate the RS interference and leverage the secondary
reflections amongst RSs. To this end, we consider two well-
known optimization problems in the following two sections.

III. WEIGHTED SUM-RATE MAXIMIZATION

Let’s first consider the weighted sum-rate maximization
problem subject to the minimum rate requirement per user.
The problem is formally formulated as follows

L M,
(P1): max a;o logs (1 + (6)
(w, )10} ; /; k) loga( V)

st oy > 2M0/B 1 Vel kek,
0] =1, Vie L, jeM,,

where 7y, is given in (5), {oy, } are predefined non-negative
weights with )", ) ag.y = 1, and {Ry } are also predefined
minimum rates requirement of each user k(

Beside the multi-user interference term in the SINR expres-
sion given in (5), the problem (P1) is non-convex due to the
unity constraint on the phase-shift |6, ;| = 1. To tackle it, we
propose an AO algorithm that can be proved to converge to a
locally optimal solution of the problem (P1).

A. Optimize {wy }’s for Fixed {6,}F,

For fixed {Ol}lL:p the effective channel of each user hju
in (2) is fixed and thus problem (P1) is reduced to K sub-
problems, each of which is equivalent to maximizing the SINR
of the k()-th user as given in (5) and can be formulated as

H H
Pooyw, iy hpo b wio

. . . . P2): max
with zero mean and covariance matrix 0?Iy where o2 is the (P2) w, (1
equivalent noise power (n € CN*1) and Iy is the identity wh, D> <z)hk<z>h%(l~) + 021 |wyo
matrix of size N. At the BS, a linear receive beamforming (LR)A(LE)
vector wyu) € (OFARETY applied to decode s;), which results (7

2
. L L M,
Pro) lwiw Z R;,0)0; + E E Q; rw ;0101
=1 [#17=
Ve = 3 @)

X Bolw
(LR Z(LR)

L M
(z) (E Rl’ (z)al’ + Z Z Ql/ (l)]el’ l]>
l’;élJ

H
+ O'ka(L)wk(z)




It can be shown that (P2) is a convex optimization prob-
lem, and in fact it has a closed-form optimal solution [23].
Let’s denote H = [Hy,...,H;] € CVN*K and W =
[Wl, .. .,WL] S CNXK, where H; = [hl(z), ce hK(z)] S
CN>*Ktand Wy = [wyw),...,w,wm] € CV*¥E, denote the
effective user-to-BS channel matrix and the receive beam-
forming matrix applied at the BS, respectively. The problem
(P2) has the optimal minimum mean squared error (MMSE)
solution as [23]

Wunse = (HPPHY + 6%1)"'HP, 8)

where P = diag pl,pz,...,pL € CKXK with p, £

[\/le, VP, .. K(z) , is a diagonal transmit power

matrlx for all K users. In practice, the equivalent noise power,
o2, needs to be estimated; the solution to the problem (P2) can
often be simplified to a sub-optimal zero-forcing (ZF) solution
where the noise term ¢2I in (8) is omitted and the matrix
pseudo inverse is applied [23].

B. Optimize {0,}L_, for Fixed {w;a}’s

For fixed {wyqu) }’s, the problem (P1) in (6) can be refor-
mulated as follows

L M,
(P3): max D> g logy(1+v00) ©)
! 1=1 k=1

st oy >20/B 1 vierL, kek,
|91’j| =1, VvVieLl, jeM,.

Similar to (P1), the problem (P3) in (9) is also non-convex.
We note that because of the secondary reflections, the SINR of
a given user now depends not only on the phase-shift vector of
one RS but also on those of other RSs. This is captured by the
coupling of the L phase-shift vectors {6;}~_, in ;) for each
user in (P3). Note that most, if not all, of the existing works
that did not account for the secondary reflections do not need
to deal with this coupling among the L phase-shift vectors
{6,}L_,. To tackle it in our work, we design an alternating
algorithm to solve the problem (P3) in which we first fix
{Gl}l 2D then solve for HlA, for each [ € £ in an iterative
manner. Note that this sub-problem is still non-convex. To
solve it, we observe that the objective function is a difference
of two convex (DC) functions. We thus convert it into a DC
optimization problem and use the disciplined convex-concave
programming (DCCP) method for solving it. This sub-problem
is solved later in Section III.C.

In the following, we first derive ;1) as a function of 6;.
There are two scenarios to be considered: i) the k()-th user
belongs to the [-th RS (e.,l = f) and ii) the k)-th user does
not belong to the [-th RS (i.e., [ # .

Theorem 1. The SINR of the kV-th user at the BS can be
written as a function of 0; as follow.

2

H
‘q[ k(z)aA + 1, k(l)

Ve = (10)

+ %(n

Z ’q k(z)e +pl kD

@,k
#(1,k)

where
2 A& 2 H
Oy = 0 WLy W), (11)
" s
A Pk(’)wk(l) R[7k(l,) + Sﬂk(") forl =1
qi .y = “
’ H
Prowiy (R o + T o) for l#1
(12)
and
" s
N vV Pk(l)wk(z)Uﬂk(z) forl=1

Pi o = {

with Sl j2Cs T; oy and Ul w being independent of 0; as
defined in (32) and (33), respectlvely

Pk,(l)wﬁl) (Ui,k(l) + S[,k(l)el) fOr l 7£ Z
(13)

Proof: See Appendix A.

Note that (10) has the same structure for all k() but the
underlying terms are different for users that belong to the [-th
RS and those that do not, as shown in (12) and (13). Moreover,
to account for the direct links from the users to the BS, one
may update the parameter Pi o in the SINR of the k()-th
user, as shown in (10), which is independent of the RSs’ phase-
shifts.

C. Optimize 0; for Fixed {9[}#[ and Fixed {wyu) }’s

For each [, we substitute Yew = Yk (0;) as a function of
0; as shown in (10); then problem (P3) becomes

L M

(P3.1): max D> apwlogy(1+ 70 (67)  (14)
¢ =1 k=1

st v (6;) > 280 /B 1 v [ E, (15)

|0[,j| =1,Vje M[

Due to its unity constraints on {6; } the above problem
is non-convex. However, we observe that yw)(e[) is a ratio
of two convex functions of 6; (as shown in (10)). Hence,
we can rewrite it as the difference of two convex functions.
Consequently, to solve (P3.1), we first convert the problem
to a DC optimization problem and use the DCCP method,
for example, the CVXPY/DCCP package in Python [26], [27]
to efficiently solve for it. Since the current CVXPY/DCCP
solvers have limited support for complex variables, we need
to convert our problem to real-valued variables. First, let’s
define

(r) (1) (r)
s | Yo 90 5o | 0;
Qjrw = () q(7) , 0= el(i) , and
I k® I kW [
()
~ p; 1)
Py = | W] (16)
Ik®

where (") and x( denote the real and imaginary part
of a complex vector x, respectively. Note that Q; .. €



R2Mix2 §; € R*Mi*1 | and p;, ., € R2*!. With the above
definitions, we can rewrite

2
H
qi,ku)ei +Pp o

2
_pH, . H . H H . N
= 0[ pl,k“)p[,k(l)al + 2%{pj7k(z)p[7k(l)el} + ’pl)k(l)
2
—_aTP. T 0. ~ T 0. o
= Bl‘ lek(z) Q[’k(z)ol + 2pl"k(z)QlA7k(z>0l + le,k“) .

where ||x||2 denotes the Iy norm of a vector . To further
simplify the notation, we define
Z Zl OR

2 0. T 7 s
Zi,kw - Ql,k<l>Q[,k<z>7 Zl,k<l> -
(I,k)#(,k)

2 0. T 5. 2 o
Zi e = Ql,k(l)Q[Jg(l)’ Zi e = § IWI0N and
(LR)#(K)
A ~ 2 A 2
Cirpw = Hp[,ku) . Crpm = 0pw T E Ui k-
(LR)#(Lk)

We then can rewrite 7, in (14) as a function of éi as follows
0;Z; 1 0; + 221 1) 0; + ¢ o)

IR0 RO L RD (1)
0: Z; y0; + 2% 1,0)0; + ¢

Vew = e (0;) =

In (17), both Z; , ) and Z[,k(l) belong to R2Mi*2M; and are
positive semi-definite, ¢; ;) > 0 and & ;) > 0. To convert
the problem (P3.1) in (6) to a DCCP optimization problem,
we further define

A AT N N
upw = 07 Zj 0y 0; + 224 1,000 + ¢ s

A aT 7 0 - N ~
v = 0; Zj a0 4 22 10005 + ¢y, VLK,
L M

é Z Z Q1) logz(vkm)

=1 k=1

(18)

The problem (P3.1) in (14) is then equivalent to the following
optimization problem.

L M
(P3.2): max Z Z oo logy(upwy +vpm) — 8
0;,u,v,8 =1 k=1

(19)
st uo = é?Zi’k(l)é[ + 2zi,k(l>éi + ¢ pw
vew = 0] Zp 07 + 221 1007 + & o
Uy > V) (QRk")/B - 1) , Vk, I,

L M,
s = Z Z agw logy (vim ),
=1 k=1
O+ (00) =1,V je M

where u,v € RE*! have their elements as {u,w }, {Ukm}
respectively; s € R is a slack variable; 6" and 0

defined in (16). Note that the objective function and con-
straints of the problem (19) satisfy the requirements of a
DCCP problem [27]. If it is feasible, the local optimality is
guaranteed by CVXPY/DCCP solvers [26], [27]. Since the

problem (P3.2) in (19) and (P3.1) in (14) are equivalent, after
solving (P3.2), we can obtain the locally optimal solution
for (14) as 0; = 6;[1: My/2] + jO;[M,;/2 + 1 : M;] where

j= V-1

D. Proposed Iterative AO Algorithm

The proposed iterative AO algorithm to solve the optimiza-
tion problem (P1) in (6) is summarized in Algorithm 1, where
we define @) = [égt), éét), ce é(Lt)] as the phase-shift matrix
at the ¢-th iteration. The convergence to the locally optimal
solution of the problem (6) is formally stated in the following
theorem.

Algorithm 1 Iterative algorithm to solve the non-convex
optimization problem (P1) in (6).

1: Input: The previous output {wktm1 H(t b }

2: Initialize ¢ = 1, {w](CO(L)),Ol(O)}, {a;w }, maximum number
of iteration, and tolerance &, ey > 0.

3: Compute the weighted sum-rate T(O(W(©) @) —=
>t Doty Qo logy(1+ 71(;31))( k(()z)> ,0)).

: Repeat
Obtain w](:()l) from {GNZ(t_l)} by solving (8);
For [ =1to L:

Obtain é(t) by iteratively solving (19) using the
CVXPY/DCCP solver [26], [27] with wyo = Wi,
01 = 01(t) for | < l, and Ol = 01(75 Y for 1 > [ and
tolerance ¢o;

8:  Compute the weighted sum-rate rOw® ew) =

L M,
21:1 Zk:l1 apw logy (1 + 7,(:(3)( k(l> ) @(t)))

9: If
<

10: ‘F(t) —
11:  Then _

12: Set {w; ), 0/} = {w!
13:  Otherwise

14: Update t < ¢ + 1 and continue.

15: Output: The locally optimal solution x* = {w km,O*}.

N e

(L) , B(t)} and terminate.

Theorem 2. Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to converge to a
locally optimal solution of the problem (P1) in (6).

Proof: See Appendix B.

Note that Algorithm 1 (and Algorithm 2 below) is solved
in a centralized manner. It is generally not practical to be
solved in a distributed manner as the RSs are low-cost de-
vices with no, or very limited, computational capability and
power resources [2]-[6]. They are thus not suitable to execute
signal processing or optimization algorithms. Unlike multi-cell
systems, in most existing works on RSs, centralized solutions
are widely adopted.

E. Non-Linear Receiver: MMSE-SIC

In this subsection, in addition to the analysis for linear
receivers reported in previous text, we consider the MMSE
non-linear receiver with successive interference cancellation
(MMSE-SIC), which is known to attain channel capacity



[56]. We also study the effect of secondary reflections on the
performance of the MMSE-SIC receiver.

As described in [56], the idea of SIC receivers is to subtract
the interference from decoded users during the decoding of
subsequent users. In theory, by changing the order of decoding
and cancellation, this nonlinear receiver structure is optimal
and achieves the capacity region, but at a higher complexity
cost compared with linear receivers. In this subsection, we
consider a fixed decoding order for SIC, starting with the users
in the first group. In each group, the users are decoded from
their lower to higher indices. Note that the choice of this de-
coding order is just for the sake of simplicity in mathematical
presentation and simulations. In fact, the analyses in this paper
are applicable to any fixed decoding order.

We define (I, k) > (I, k) if and only if I > I, or | = [ and
k> k. Thus, the user kW is decoded after the user k() if and
only if (1, k) > (I, k). Consider decoding the k(")-th user while
all the k()-th users with (I, k) < (I, k) have been decoded and
their corresponding transmit signals or interference have been
canceled. The MMSE weight vector for decoding this k()-th
user is given by

Wy = (Hyo Py Puo Hily + 0°I) " hyo /P, (20)

where Hpu) = I:hk(l),...,hK(L)} is the H matrix af-
L

ter removing all the columns corresponding to the chan-

nels of the already decoded users, and similarly P,o) =

diag ([\/Pk(z),..., /PK(LL)]).
The SINR of the k()-th user as shown in Theorem 1 can
be written as a function of 6; as follow

2

H g 1.
‘q[7k(l)9l + Do

T = 3 ; (21)

2
toLw

“Z ‘qﬁ]}(i)ai+p[,l}(f)
(Lk)> (k)
where we assume the interference from the users decoded
before the k()-th user is completely canceled, and thus the
number of interfering terms in the denominator is less for the
subsequently decoded users, and becomes zero for the last
decoded user.

Other equations can be rewritten in a similar way for
MMSE-SIC receiver, e.g.,

2[,]@0) £ Z

Y. Zio,
(Ik)>(1,k)

(LR)> (k)
é[’k(z) £ Ui(z) + Z Vi @ - 22)
(I,k)>(1,k)

2 A
Z[A’k(l) = SINI0N

The sub-problems to find the phase-shift 6; in Section III-C
with the MMSE-SIC receiver are the same as those for the
linear receiver, except that the effective interference weight
matrices, Zi,k<l>’ ﬁf,k‘“)’ and éi,kﬂ)’ are now given in (22). The
numerical results for the MMSE-SIC receiver are presented in
Section V-B.

F. Complexity Analysis
The complexity of solving the optimization problem in (6) is

the combined complexity of solving the beamforming weights
as in Section III-A and L optimization problems in (9). As

shown in the previous subsection, the complexity of obtaining
the weights in (8) is O(NN?3). Similar to the analysis in [14],
the complexity of solving the [-th optimization problem in
(19), which has 2K + 2M; variables and 3K + M, constraints,
is O((2K + 2M;)?*5(3K + M;)logy(1/e2)) ~ O((K35 +
M?5)logy(1/€2)), where e is the accuracy of the DCCP
method for solving (19). Since the AO algorithm iteratively
solves each of these L problems, the corresponding complex-
ity is O((LK?® + Y, M%) logy(1/€2)). Therefore, the
total complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(I;(N3 + (LK3® +
SO, M) logy(1/e2)), where I is the required number
of iterations for the outer alternative algorithm to converge.
When all RSs have the same number of elements M; = M;
for all I, the complexity is given by O(I;(N?3 + L(K?% +
M35)logs(1/€2)). Our simulations in Section V show that
Algorithm 1 always converges after about I; ~ 100 iterations
under our considered setup.

IV. MINIMUM-RATE MAXIMIZATION

In this section, we aim to maximize the minimum achievable
rate among all users by optimizing the phase-shifts of all RSs
as well as the beamforming vectors at the BS for all groups
of users [1]. The problem is formally written as follows

(P4):

max min

{wyn )40 {1k}
st. |6, =1, VieL, jeM,

logo (1 4+ v,m) (23)

where 7, is given in (5).

Note that the authors of [17] also aimed to maximize the
minimum achievable rate among all users but for a different
setting. Specifically, as aforementioned, only two RSs and one
group of users were considered in [17]. For that, this work
did not consider the interference as well as the secondary
reflections amongst more than two RSs as in our current work.

It can be easily observed that the constraints |6 ;| = 1 are
non-convex. For that the feasible region of the problem (P4)
is non-convex, so is the optimization problem [1]. As (P4) is
a non-convex problem, a common approach in the literature
to solve it is to design an AO algorithm to find a suboptimal
solution.

First, we fix all the RSs phase-shifts {6;}%, to optimize the
receive beamforming {wy, } for all users k). In this case,
the effective channel of each user h,u in (2) is fixed and
thus problem (P4) is reduced to K sub-problems. Each of the
sub-problem is to solve for the receive beamforming weight
vector to maximize the SINR of the k()-th user.

Then, for each [ € L, the corresponding 6; is optimized
while the {wj }’s and all other {0[}{‘ L are fixed. Although
the AO method is also used in [17] and other works, in
our case, solving (P4) is not straightforward due to the new
intricacy introduced by multiple RSs, secondary reflections
amongst RSs, and multiple groups of users. In the next steps,
we focus on optimizing the phase-shifts given the optimal
MMSE beamforming vectors.

A. Optimize {0,}E_, for Fixed {wyw}’s
We note that maximizing the minimum log, (1 + 7y, ) over
{l,k} is equivalent to maximizing the minimum SINR -«



over {l,k}. Hence, for fixed {wyu }’s, the problem (P4) in
(23) is equivalent to the following optimization problem

max o0
{6:},6

st. v =96, foralll e L, k € K,
|6;;] =1, foralll e L, j € M,

P4.1) : (24)

where J is a slack variable and ;) is given in (5).

The problem (P4.1) is non-convex because its constraints
|6, ;] = 1 make its feasible region a non-convex set. We
proceed to apply the AO algorithm to solve for (P4.1) by
alternately optimizing for each 6; while considering all the
other phase-shifts to be fixed as detailed in the following
subsection.

B. Optimize 6; for Fixed {91'}1/75[ and Fixed {wyu) }’s

For fixed {6 iL:Ll/;Ai and {wyu }’s, the problem (P3) is

reduced to the following problem

max o (25)
i

st. vy =>o0forallle L, ke Ky,
10; ;| =1, for all j € M;,

(P4.2) :

where [ € L is a predefined value. Note that (P4.2) is also a
non-convex problem due to the unity constraints on |95j|.

Using Theorem 1, when only 6; is a design variable, the
problem (P4.2) in (25) can be rewritten as follows

ngagc )
i
o 2

s.t. ’q[7k(l)0[+p[,k(l)’ (26)

2
H 2
>5) ‘q@,;(z)@zﬁLP[,;;(z‘) + o0
@5
#(1,k)

10; ;1 =1, Vj € M;, and for all (I, k).

We can then rewrite

2 2
H _ pH . ). .
q[,ka)ai +tP | = 0i Bz,kmgz + ‘pz,km’
o 2
= TI‘ (Bl:k(l)ezel» ) + ’pi,k(” 5
where
R H R R
B a | G090 Pirodirm . o 0;
I,k — p[{ q! 0 ) [ — s ’
kW 9]

with s is an auxiliary variable (s = 1 to be exact but we relax
this condition and assume |s| = 1). Let’s define ¥; £ 6,6/,
We then have ¥; > 0 and rank(¥;) = 1. Since the rank-

one constraint, rank(¥;) = 1, is non-convex, we relax this
constraint. For that, the problem (26) is rewritten as

(P43):  mas 9 @7
2
st. Te(Bj o V) + ‘Pljkm >
5 Y. Tr(Bipa¥) +

(LR (kW)

2
5( ) ‘pmhl +Uza>>
(LR)#(RD)

;= 0, [Wgj; =1,
Vj € M;+1, and for all (k).

For a fixed 9, (P4.3) is a convex semidefinite program (SDP)
problem and is reduced to a feasibility-check problem [17],
[24]. This problem can be optimally solved by standard convex
optimization solvers [25]. Therefore, (P4.3) can be efficiently
solved by the bisection method; that is, we do a binary search
on ¢ that has a feasible solution ¥;. Once we obtain a globally
maximum J,,; (up to a certain numerical accuracy) with a ¥;
solution, we can use the Gaussian randomization search to
obtain a solution for &; [6]. Our simulation shows that we can
almost always obtain a numerical solution 8; such that the
max-min achievable rate is within a pre-defined error, e.g.,
e = 0.1%, relative to the globally optimal d,,; of the problem
(P4.3).

Because we obtain 8; from ¥; using the Gaussian random-
ization method, there is a possibility that the solution at the
(t — 1)-th iteration is better than that at the ¢-th iteration. To
guarantee that Algorithm 2 converges, we add a heuristic check
as shown in lines 9-14. That is, when the solution 0;” results
in a strictly smaller value of the original objective function
in the problem (P4), it will not be updated. In this case,
Algorithm 2 continues to optimize the phase-shifts of the next
RS, and is only terminated when the condition in line 17 is
met.

Note that one can formulate (P4.2) as a DCCP problem
and solve it using a DCCP-based software with a binary
search over 4. Then, for each fixed 9, the problem is reduced
to a feasibility check. However, for the max-min achievable
rate problem, we propose to solve (P4.2) using the convex
semidefinite programming (SDP), which generally performs
better than the DCCP as we can obtain the global solution for
convex sub-problem (P4.3) using the SDP toolbox and binary
search.

C. Iterative AO Algorithm for Max-Min Achievable Rate

The proposed iterative algorithm is summarized in Algo-
rithm 2, in which ©® = [0\"), 0% ... 6" s the phase-shift
matrix at the iteration ¢. The convergence of the algorithm is
provided in the following theorem [1].

Theorem 3. The objective value 'yl(ji)n as shown in Algorithm 2

is monotonically non-decreasing (and always bounded above)
and thus the algorithm is guaranteed to converge.

Proof: See Appendix C.



Algorithm 2 Iterative algorithm to solve the non-convex
optimization problem in (23).

1: Input: The previous output {wz(f(;l)v el(t_l)}-

2: Initialize ¢t = 1, {w,(:??) , 01(0)}, tolerance £ > 0 and € > 0.
o  _

3: Compute the (minimum) achievable rate ~.; =
o] ©0).

4: Repeat

5: Obtain w](:(),) from {Bl(t_l)} by solving (8);

6: Forl=1to L:

7. Obtain ¥\ by solving (27) with wya) = w7, 6 =
01(75) for [ < f, and 6; = 0% Y for [ > [, and tolerance «;

8: Obtain 8" from \Illgt using Gaussian randomization
method;

9: If ~

10: Yot (61 2 150 (0] 1);

11: Then

12: Update Olgt) — élﬂt);

13: Otherwise

14: Update glﬁt) — 0l§t_1); (i.e., skip updating.)

15 Compute the (minimum) achievable rate v(t) =

min

v, ©10):

16: f
17: ’vfﬁi)n — Yo | <&
18:  Then

19: Set {w;,, 0/} = {w](:()”,Bl(t)} and terminate.
20:  Otherwise
21: Update ¢ <— ¢ + 1 and continue.

22: Output: X* = {wj ), 0] }.

D. Complexity Analysis

The complexity of solving optimization problem (23) is
the combined complexity of solving the beamforming weights
as shown in (8) whose complexity is mainly due to the
computation of the inverse of an N x N matrix, hence O(N?3).
Similar to the analysis in [14], the complexity of solving
the [-th SDP optimization problem in (27) with the bisec-
tion method, which has M} variables, is O(M;*log(1/€))
where €, as shown in Algorithm 2, is the accuracy of the
bisection search. Note that the algorithm alternately solves L
of these problems, hence the total complexity is O((M{5 +
...+ M}5)log(1/€)). This becomes O(L - Mi-5log(1/€))
when M; = M, for all [. Hence, the total complexity of
Algorithm 2 is O(L((M{5 + ... + ME5)log(1/e) + N3),
or O(I(LM{51og(1/e) + N3) when M; = M; for all [,
where I is the required number of iterations for the outer
alternative algorithm to be converged. Our simulations below
show that Algorithm 2 always converges after about I ~ 100
iterations under our considered setup.

The complexity of Algorithm 2 is higher than that of
Algorithm 1 due to the SDP related optimization problem.
However, it has the same order as the complexity of other
algorithms proposed in the literature, e.g., [17] and it also
increases linearly with the number of RSs for the multi-RS
case. Furthermore, for system implementation, we can tailor
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Fig. 2: Snapshots of BS, RSs and users locations with a) four
RSs serving three users each or b) six RSs serving two users
each.

the solution to trade off system performance and complexity.
For example, we can divide the optimization solution into
multiple phases, and each phase can update only the BS’s
beamformers and/or the phase-shifts of one or several RSs at
one time (as opposed to updating all the RSs at once). We can
also increase the duration of updating the phase-shifts of RSs’
elements in slow-fading environments.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we consider the uplink transmission to a BS
with 16 or more antennas, using orthogonal frequency-division
multiplexing (OFDM) and varying the number of RSs. The
number of elements per RS is varied from 32 to 128. The
number of users aided by each RS is from 2 to 12 users.
We assume that each user is allocated with B = 180 KHz
bandwidth. Thus, the noise power at the BS is assumed to
be 02 = —174 + 10log,((B) dBm. Similar to the simulation
setup and assumption in [11], [20], [39], we consider a small-
cell situation as shown in Fig. 2.

In this setup, we assume the RSs’ locations are within 180°
half-space reflection of each other. Particularly, the RSs are
located with equal spacing in a half circle with diameter of 20
meters (unless otherwise stated) and facing the center of the
circle (see Fig. 2). The distance between the BS and the center
of the circle is 50 meters. The users’ locations are assumed to
be uniformly distributed in a half circle with diameter d, 2.5
and within the 180° half-space reflection of each RS. We
assume the heights of BS, RSs, and users are 15, 20 and
1.5 meters, respectively. The transmit power at each user is
assumed to be the same. In the following, when the number of
the RSs varies from two to six, we specify the RSs’ locations
as (zrs, Yrs, 1.5) in meter.

We assume a non-LOS-dominant channel model between
the users and the RSs with the Rician factor k = —10 dB.
The LOS-dominant channel model between the RSs and the
BS and between any two RSs has Rician factor k = 5 dB.



Specifically, the channel model between a source, s, and a
destination, d, is assumed to be as follows:

- 1 -
H,,=, ——H, \| ——Hs.a,
4 k+1 at R+l

where (s, d) can be (User, RS), (RS, RS) or (RS, BS), H; 4
denotes the LOS component and IEIS’d denotes the non-LOS
component. We assume a rich scattering environment and thus
the elements of the non-LOS components I~{s,d is modeled
as complex Gaussian independent and identically distributed
random variables with zero mean and unit variance, i.e.,
CN(0,1). The LOS component is modeled as a rank-one

matrix as follows [11], [49]:

(28)

H, ;= ab”, (29)
where a,, = exp(jZ=ds(m — 1)sin ¢ ossinbg,0s) and
b, = exp(j&=da(m — 1)sindaossinbaos), where A is

the carrier wavelength, d,,d,; are inter-antenna or inter-RS-
element separation at s and d (which can be either the BS or
RS), ¢s,10s,0s,10s are LOS azimuth and elevation AoDs at s
and ¢q,i0s, 4,105 are LOS azimuth and elevation AoDs at d,
respectively. In our simulation we set ds = dg = 0.5\.

Consider a three-terminal reflection link, s — » — d, where
(s,r,d) can be (User, RS, BS), (User, RS, RS), or (RS, RS,
BS), similar to [11], [19], the combined pathloss is assumed
to follow the far-field product-distance model as follows:

Ci Oy
Bsrd - /BST . ﬁrd - d(slrl : d?dQ’
where C7,C5 are the pathloss at one meter for the sr and
rd links, dg.,d.q are the distance between s,r and r,d,
and aq, a9 are the pathloss exponents for the s,r and r,d
links, respectively. We assume the non-LOS-dominant chan-

(30)

nel mOdelgbftGWE%I users and RS and thus set vy = 3.0,
C; = 10771, and the LOS-dominant channel model

forGErSG-ES30 or RS-BS links and thus set ag = 2.2, Cy =
10~ 1 —, where G,,G,, Gy are the antenna/RS element
gain at their respective terminal. We assume 5 dBi gain at
the BS antenna and O dBi at the user antenna or the RS

elements. As for the secondary reflections, the signal travels

—6—2 RSs, 6 Users/RS 4
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Achievable rate gain (%)

. .
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(a) Varying transmit power

from User — RS; — RSp — BS, and the total pathloss is
modeled as the product of the far-field pathloss of each point-
to-point link, that is, Seyrvq = Ber - Brrr - Brra, Where s, 7,1/, d
denote User, RS}, RS;/, BS, respectively. The transmit power
at each user is assumed to be the same and ranges from 10 up
to 40 dBm (i.e., 10 W). Our performance result is averaged
over 50 independent channel realizations.

A. Sum-Rate Maximization

First, we present the simulation results for the weighted
sum-rate maximization problem. In this simulation, we assume
all the users’ weights are the same, i.e. 1/K, or equivalently
we maximize the sum-rate only. The minimum rate require-
ment (on each user’s achievable rate) is set to zero, unless
otherwise stated. We focus on showing the performance gain
by considering the additional secondary reflections of RSs in
our proposed design as compared to the conventional design
considering the RSs’ primary reflections only. In the following,
we compare our solution (leveraging the inter-RS secondary
reflections) with state-of-the-art IRS/RIS solutions e.g., [17],
[37]-[40], which did not consider the secondary reflections
of RSs. Also, for fair comparison with existing designs in
the literature that ignored the secondary RS reflections while
optimizing the phase-shifts and beamformers, we still evaluate
their performance under the same secondary reflections as for
the proposed scheme.

In Fig. 3.a, we plot the relative gain of the achievable sum-
rate with and without considering the secondary reflections for
a system with 2, 4, or 6 RSs (while the total number of users
is the same, i.e., 12 users). The locations of the RSs in these
scenarios are assumed to be equally spaced and the distance
between two adjacent RSs is 15, 10 and 6.18 meters for the
system with 2, 4, or 6, respectively. At lower transmit power
(i.e., low SNR), we observe some marginal gain, because
the performance is limited by AWGN and the interference
amongst RSs can be tolerated without compromising the rate.
At mid to high transmit power, we can observe significant
performance gain when considering the secondary reflections.
For example, at a transmit power (Ptx) of 35 dBm, we see
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Fig. 3: Achievable sum-rate gain over the primary reflection only (percentage).
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Fig. 5: Achievable sum-rate and gain comparison between MMSE and MMSE-SIC receivers.

about 6.4%, 15.6%, or 29.9% gains for the system with 2, 4,
or 6 RSs, respectively. The higher gain observe with more RSs
is partially due to the stronger and more secondary reflections,
which is due to the smaller distance between two adjacent RSs.

In Fig. 3.b, we study how the number of elements per RS
affects system performance with and without managing the
secondary reflections. We observe that the more the number
of RS elements, the higher the gain from managing and
leveraging the secondary reflections. For example, at Ptx of
35 dBm, we see about 7.2%, 15.6%, and 27.9% gains for
32, 64 and 128 elements per RS, respectively. The increase in
gain is due to the fact that with more RS elements, more signal
reflection energy is resulted amongst RSs, thus increasing the
interference from secondary reflections.

In Fig. 4.a, we plot the achievable rate gain as a result of
managing secondary reflections for a system with four RSs and
three users while varying the distance between two adjacent
RSs (i.e., d,s2,5) and the number of RSs elements. When the
distance between adjacent RSs is larger, the secondary reflec-
tion effects are smaller as expected, but with increased number
of RS elements, the gain can be significantly improved. For
example, at Ptx of 35 dBm, the gains for the (5m, 32el.)
configuration, i.e., 5 meter (m) distance and 32 RS elements
per RS and (10m, 64el.) are 20.6% and 15.6%, respectively,

and the gains for (15m, 96el.) and (20m, 128el.) are 11.6%
and 8.7%, respectively.

In Fig. 4.b, we plot the sum-rate based on Algorithm 1 for
the system with four RSs each with 3 users versus the number
of iterations without early termination (i.e., we set £ = (). We
observe that the algorithm reasonably converges after about 50
iterations for Ptx=10 dBm. It requires a slightly higher number
of iterations for higher Ptx. A similar trend can be observed
for the max-min achievable rate based on Algorithm 2; the
plot is thus omitted for brevity.

B. Sum-Rate Maximization with the MMSE-SIC Receiver

In this subsection, we present the numerical results for
the sum-rate maximization when the MMSE-SIC receiver
presented in Section III-D is utilized. Fig. 5.a depicts the
achievable sum-rate of the MMSE-SIC receiver with and with-
out secondary reflections. It can be seen that the achievable
sum-rate of six RSs (with two users per RS) is worse than that
of four RSs (with three users per RS) when the transmit power
is 18.2 dBm or higher and when the secondary reflections are
not considered.

Fig. 5.b shows the achievable sum-rate for four RSs (with
three users per RS) when the MMSE and the MMSE-SIC
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receivers are utilized. We observe that the achievable sum-rate
of the MMSE-SIC receiver is about 0.3 bps/Hz higher than
that of the MMSE receiver when the secondary reflections
are considered. In the considered case study, we do not
see a significant gain provided by the MMSE-SIC receiver.
This is because by optimizing the phase-shifts of the RSs
elements, the multi-user interference is already optimized
when the MMSE receiver is utilized. If we do not consider the
secondary reflections, i.e., the corresponding channels are not
estimated and the signals from the secondary reflections are
not cancelled, the rate provided by the MMSE-SIC receiver
is even worse than that of the MMSE receiver. We observe
about 0.8 bps/Hz degradation at transmit power of 30 dBm.
This is because without considering the secondary reflections,
the interference contribution from the secondary reflections is
not cancelled and is accumulated from the decoded users when
the in the MMSE-SIC received is utilized. This degrades the
performance of the subsequently decoded users.

Fig. 5.c plots the achievable sum-rate gain (percentage) for
both the MMSE and MMSE-SIC receivers versus the transmit
power. We observe a much higher gain for the MMSE-SIC
receiver as compared to the MMSE receiver. For example, at

the transmit power of 30 dBm, the MMSE-SIC gains 34.7%
and the MMSE receiver gains 19.1% if six RSs are deployed.
The corresponding gains are 17.7% and 8.4% when four RSs
are deployed.

C. Min-Rate Maximization

In Fig. 6.a, we consider the minimum achievable rate among
users under various configurations: (i) four RSs each with 3
users, (ii) two RSs each with 6 users and (iii) one RS with
12 users; that is, there are 12 users in total. The locations of
the four-RS scenario are shown in Fig. 2. When there are two
RSs, their locations are (z,s,¥yrs) = (50,£10) meters, and
for the single-RS scenario, the RS is at (50, 10) meters. In all
these configurations, each RS has 64 elements and the BS has
16 antennas. We can see that with the same number of users
and receive antennas, the more RSs, the higher the minimum
achievable rate. With transmit power of 30 dBm, for instance,
we observe a 1.2 bits-per-second (bps)/Hz or 2.4 bps/Hz gain
for a two- or four-RS scenario as compared to the single-RS
system, respectively. This is because of the higher received
signal power on average at the receiver antennas due to the
reflections from more RSs. Note that the performance of the



Achievable rate (bps/Hz)

——Tx Pwr = 10dBm

2d —8—Tx Pwr = 20dBm| |
—6—Tx Pwr = 30dBm

\
8 12 16 24 32 40 48 56 64
Number of Rx Antennas at BS

Fig. 8: The achievable min-rate among users versus number
of receiver (Rx) antennas.

scenario without any RS is not shown as there is no feasible
direct link between the users and the BS under our considered
setup. In this figure, we also plot the average achievable rate
among all users and observe that the average achievable rate
has a similar trend which is not much different from the
minimum achievable rate.

Fig. 6.b compares the minimum achievable rate when both
primary and secondary reflections are considered (as in this
paper) and when only the primary reflections are considered
(as in other aforementioned works [14]-[17]). We assume
that the RSs are equally spaced, i.e., the distance between
two adjacent RSs for the scenarios with four and six RSs
are 10 and 6.18 meters, respectively. It can be seen that,
by properly managing the interference and leveraging the
secondary reflections amongst RSs, the minimum achievable
rate is significantly improved. For example, at transmit power
of 30 dBm, we observe about 1.2 or 2.3 bps/Hz gain when
exploiting the secondary reflections for a system with four
or six RSs, respectively. The improvement becomes more
pronounced with higher transmit power/SNR. This is because
at high SNR, the secondary reflections amongst RSs become
more significant while the stronger interference amongst them
can be mitigated/managed under our design framework.

The management of the inter-RS interference becomes more
critical for dense networks. Specifically, we observe that
for a given area, without properly managing the secondary
reflections, adding more RSs may actually degrade the overall
system performance. This is due to the stronger interference
caused by the secondary reflections from more RSs. For
example, when the secondary reflections are not managed
using our proposed method, we observe that the achievable
rate under the six-RS scenario is even worse than that with four
RSs at the transmit power of 25.5 dBm or higher. In contrast,
by properly managing the interference using our method, the
performance under the six-RS scenario always outperforms
that of the four-RS scenario.

In Fig. 7.a, we plot the achievable rate versus different
number of elements per RS for a system with four RSs, three
users per RS, and a BS with 16 antennas. It is seen that the

more the number of RS elements, the higher the achievable
rate due to the power gain at the BS. We can see the higher
the number of elements per RS, the higher the achievable rate.
For example, at transmit power of 30 dBm, we can see a 1.5
bps/Hz gain for a 64-element RS system as compared to that
of the 32-element RS one, and a 1.4 bps/Hz gain is observed
for 128 elements versus 64 elements.

In Fig. 7.b, we plot the achievable rate versus the number
of users per RS for four RSs each with 64 elements and a BS
with 16 antennas. It can be seen that when more users access
the same bandwidth, the lower is the minimum achievable rate,
whereas the sum-rate for all users is actually increased (before
reaching its peak at 4 users per RS). However, when the total
number of users is 5 x4 = 20 (or higher) which is greater than
the number of antennas at the BS, which is 16, the achievable
rate is significantly lower due to the lack of sufficient spatial
channel diversity.

In Fig. 8, we plot the achievable rate versus the number of
receive antennas at the BS for four RSs of 64 elements each
and 3 users per RS. It shows that with more receive antennas
at the BS, the higher is the minimum achievable rate. For
example, at transmit power of 30 dBm, we observe about 1.7
bps/Hz or 0.9 bps/Hz gain when there are 64 or 32 antennas
as compared to 16 antennas, respectively. We can also observe
that the rate for 8 antennas is significantly lower than that for
12 or 16 antennas due to the lack of sufficient spatial diversity
since there are totally 12 users in this case.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered an uplink multi-IRS/RIS aided
multi-user MIMO communication system, where the phase-
shifts of all elements at all the RSs and the received beam-
forming at the BS were jointly optimized. We formulated and
solved two optimization problems using AO algorithms. The
numerical results show that by managing the interference and
leveraging the secondary reflections amongst closely-deployed
RSs, the system throughput can be significantly improved
in terms of the sum-rate or the minimum rate among the
users, especially when more RSs or more elements per RS
are employed.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

First, we revyrite the hju) as shown in (2) as a function of
0;. When [ = [, we have
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Now by substituting (31) and (34) into (5), we can obtain (10)
with q; , ) and p; .., given in (12) and (13), respectively. [J

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2
First, we prove that the sequence I'¥) is non-decreasing, or
r® > =1 for all t > 0. In step 5 of Algorithm 1, we
obtain w'"), from {01(7571)} by solving (8), which is the opti-

k() S
mal MMSE solution. Thus, we have ’Yl(dz)( l(:()l),@(tfl)) >
7D (w5 D, @-D), for all Ik It follows that the

weighted sum-rate satisfies

IO (WO @-D) > D=1 (-0 §u-1)  35)

Next, in step 6 and 7, for each | € L, we obtain él@ by

solving (19) using CVXPY/DCCP solvers with 81" as the
initial value (while the other variables are fixed). It is evident
that

rOw® 60, . e 6, élﬁ_fl”, 5,6 (36)
>rO(w®, 6", 0 6V ol Y elY),
for all [ € L. Combining the above, we have
DWO,00 .. 60) > 10 (W 60T iy,
(37)
and further combining (35) and (37), we have
T® (W(t), @(t)) > -1 (W(tfl)’ (.:)(lﬁfl))7 (38)

for all ¢t > 0. That is, I'®’s is a non-decreasing sequence. It
is obvious that due to the limited transmit power, the SINR
71(;2) is bounded from the above by its SNR (by ignoring the
interference terms); hence, I'® is bounded from the above as
well. Therefore, Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to converge.
Next, we show that the algorithm converges to a local
optimum. The following proof is similar to those in [50],
[51]. When Algorithm 1 converges, denote the solution as
x* {ww,e;‘}. For each sub-problem (P3.2) shown in

(19), if it is feasible, the local optimum is guaranteed to be
achieved by the CVXPY/DCCP solver. Let {é;,u*,v*,s*}
denote the locally optimal solution; then 6% = é; [1:M/2]+
jBNlik [M;/2 41 : M;] is a locally optimal solution of the prob-
lem (P3.1) in (14). The Karush—Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) con-
dition for the problem (P3.1) is satisfied at 9* for each [.
Let I‘(H ) be the objective function of (P3.1), and R(x*) =
[R1(X*, R2(X™)), ..., Rr(X*) is the set of the constraints of
the problem (P3.1). Then, we can write

Vo:T(X*) + Y Vo: R(X*) =0 (39)
y; >0, y;R(X*) =0,V i.
where Y = [y1, Y2, . .., yr] is the optimal Lagrangian variable

set, and V, is partially derivative with respect to . We
also note that {w;,} is a globally optimal solution for (8),
hence its KKT condition is also satisfied with respect to
W = {w},}, that is

Vwl(®") + Y 'VwR(X*) =0 (40)
Combining all conditions in (39) and (40), we have
Ve-D(X*) + YTV R(X*) =0
yi > 0, le( )_OVZ
which is the KKT condition for (P3.1) in (6), i.e., x* is a
locally optimal solution for (6). O
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM 3
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mml) for all ¢ > 0. In step 5 of Algorithm 2, we
obtain wli(l) from {Ol(t 1)} by solving (8), which is the op-

timal MMSE solution. Thus, we have 7\, (w) , @1 >
%(:(l)l)( ]Eil)l) ol- 1)) for all [, k. It follows that the mini-

mum achievable rate among the users satisfies

First, we prove that the sequence ~

Yok (W, @17D) > [V (WD, 001). a1
Next in step 6 and 7, for each [ € L, we obtain \I/lgt) by solving

(27) using the CVX solver with the bisection search, which
is guaranteed to find the optimal value for this sub-problem.
The heuristic check in step 8-14 ensures that

0.09) >4 (),

erll’l
for all [ € £. Based on the above, we have
Yo (WH,00) >0 (Wh, et=D),

Combine (41) and (42), we further have
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(42)

for all ¢ > 0. That is, vr(m)n’s is a non-decreasing sequence. Due
to the limited transmit power, the SINR ’y](ct(z) is bounded from
the above by its SNR (by ignoring the interference terms);
hence, %(rfi)n is bounded from the above as well. Therefore,

Algorithm 2 is guaranteed to converge. O
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