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Abstract—This paper considers a reconfigurable intelligent
surface (RIS)-aided millimeter wave (mmWave) downlink com-
munication system where hybrid analog-digital beamforming
is employed at the base station (BS). We formulate a power
minimization problem by jointly optimizing hybrid beamforming
at the BS and the response matrix at the RIS, under signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints. The problem is
highly challenging due to the non-convex SINR constraints as
well as the non-convex unit-modulus constraints for both the
phase shifts at the RIS and the analog beamforming at the
BS. A penalty-based algorithm in conjunction with the manifold
optimization technique is proposed to handle the problem,
followed by an individual optimization method with much lower
complexity. Simulation results show that the proposed algorithm
outperforms the state-of-art algorithm. Results also show that
the joint optimization of RIS response matrix and BS hybrid
beamforming is much superior to individual optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RISs) have emerged
as a new technique to enhance wireless communications by
manipulating the radio propagation environment. An RIS is an
artificial meta-surface consisting of a large number of passive
reflection elements that can be programmed to control the
phase of the incident electromagnetic waves []. It is appealing
for communications as it can create passive beamforming
(BF) towards desired receivers without radio frequency (RF)
components. Compared to traditional active multi-input multi-
output (MIMO) relaying, RISs are more cost-effective and do
not cause any noticeable processing delay.

RISs bring a new degree of freedom to the optimization
of BF design. The work [2] studies the joint optimization
of active and passive BF in an RIS-aided multi-user system
for transmit power minimization under signal-to-interference-
plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints. In [3]], the joint optimiza-
tion of active and passive BF is investigated for weighted-sum-
rate (WSR) maximization under transmit power constraints.
The work [4] considers the sum-rate maximization problem
when only a limited number of discrete phase shifts can be
realized by the RIS. Note that in all these works on joint
active-passive BF design, the active BF part is fully digital
as in most of the MIMO BF literature, which requires each
antenna to be connected to one RF chain.
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Fig. 1: RIS-aided downlink mmWave colrJ;f;r]lunication system.

The millimeter wave (mmWave) communication over 30-
300 GHz spectrum is a key technology in 5G networks to
provide high data-rate transmission. A fundamental issue of
mmWave communications is its sensitivity to signal blockages
due to the high frequency band. Thus, an important use case of
RISs is to overcome the blockage effect in mmWave systems.
Compared with the sub-6 GHz systems, mmWave systems
suffer much higher hardware cost and power consumption
on the RF circuits. Hybrid analog and digital (A/D) BF is
more favorable than fully digital BF since it allows multiple
antennas to share one RF chain [3]]. It is therefore desirable
to consider hybrid BF for the active BF design in RIS-aided
mmWave communications. Recently, the work [[6]] focuses on
WSR maximization in a nonorthogonal multiple access system
by jointly designing the RIS phase shifts and hybrid BF
The work [7] proposes an individual design algorithm for the
hybrid beamformer, and the RIS response matrix to achieve
low error rate in a wideband system.

This paper considers the joint optimization of the hybrid BF
at the BS and the phase shifts at the RIS in an RIS-aided multi-
user mmWave system. We formulate an optimization problem
for minimizing the total transmit power at the BS subject
to individual SINR constraints for each user. This problem
is highly non-convex and very challenging due to two main
obstacles. One is that all variables are tightly coupled in the
constraints. To tackle this issue, we reformulate the problem
using the penalty function method. More specifically, we intro-
duce auxiliary variables to decouple these variables and then
add the associated equality constraints to the objective function
as penalty terms. Another obstacle is that both the phase shifts
at the RIS and the analog beamformers at the BS have unit-
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modulus constraints. Unlike the conventional semidefinite re-
laxation (SDR) method [2]], we adopt a manifold optimization
technique to handle these unit-modulus constraints. Overall,
we propose a two-layer penalty-based algorithm in conjunction
with the Riemannian manifold optimization to find a stationary
solution to the original problem. Simulation results show
that the proposed penalty-based algorithm outperforms the
traditional SDR-based optimization algorithm. Results also
show that the proposed hybrid beamforming at the BS can
perform closely to the fully digital beamforming.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As shown in Fig. [[l we consider an RIS-aided downlink
mmWave system where one BS, equipped with M antennas,
communicates with K single-antenna users via the help of one
RIS with F' unit cells. The BS employs the sub-connected
hybrid A/D beamforming structure with N RF chains, each
connected to D = M/N antennas. Let s; denote the infor-
mation signal intended to user j, for j € K £ {1,..., K}.
It is assumed to be independent to each other and satisfies
E[|s;j]?] = 1. Each of these signals is first weighted by a digital
beamforming vector, denoted as w; € CV*!. These weighted
signal vectors are summed together and each entry is sent to an
RF chain, then multiplied by an analog beamforming vector,
denoted as v,, € CPX!, forn € N' £ {1,2,---,N}. Each
entry of v,,, denoted as v,, 4,¥d € D = {1,..., D} is a phase
shifter, i.e., vy, 4| = 1. The overall analog beamforming matrix
can be represented as V = diag{vy,---, vy} € CM*N At
the RIS, let 7 £ {1,2,---, F'} denote the set of total RIS unit
cells, and define a diagonal matrix ® = diag(by, b2, ...,br) as
the response-coefficient matrix, where by = €% 0, € [0,27)
being the phase shift of the fth unit cell. The total transmit
power of the BS is given by

K K
Pow = Y_ [Vwl|> = D> [|wi|*. (1
k=1 k=1

We assume the BS-user link is blocked, and thus the direct
path can be ignored. The channel state information (CSI) of

all links is assumed to be perfectly known at the BS and all
the channels experience quasi-static flat-fading.
The received signal of user £ can be represented as

K
vk = OGV > " w;s; +ng, vk € K, (2)

Jj=1

where G € CF*M g the channel matrix from the BS to the
RIS, th € C™F is the channel vector from the RIS to user
k, and nj, ~ CN(0,0%) is the additive white Gaussian noise
at the receiver of user k.

The received SINR of user k£ can be expressed as

H 2
[y OGVwy| _VEEK. (3

SINRy =
F Y, hOGVw, [+ oF

B. mmWave Channel Model

We adopt the widely used Saleh-Valenzuela channel model
[8] for mmWave communications. Specifically, the channel
matrix between BS and RIS can be written as

NC]l NraYl
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G = Na N, E ailllaR(¢i1l175i1l1)aB(¢i1l175i1l1) .
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Here, N, denotes the number of scattering clusters, thlyl

denotes the number of rays in each cluster, ;,;, denotes the

channel coefficient of the [;th ray in the ¢;th propagation

Rr SR B 5B

cluster. Moreover, ar(¢;77,,0;7,) and ap(¢;,; ,0; ;) repre-

sent the receive array response vectors of the RIS and the

transmit array response vectors of the BS respectively, where

7 (¢8,,) and 0f7 (65, ) represent azimuth and elevation
angles of arriving at the RIS (or departing from the BS).

The channel vector between the RIS and the k-th user can

be represented as

Nclz Nra)/2
" F

by =\ Moo, YD Bunar(0fl,,0f,) . )

2 jy=11y=1

Here, Neig, Niayy» Bigty» @11y, and 6/ are defined in the same
way as above.

We consider the uniform planar array (UPA) structure at
both BS and RIS. The array response vector can be denoted
as

a, (¢7 5) _ 1 1 €j27”d1(osin¢sin d+pcosd)

\/m Y (6)

) ,ejo"dl((A1—l) sin ¢ sin §)+(A2—1) cos ) T ,
where z € {R,B}, A is the signal wavelength, d; is the
antenna or unit cell spacing which is assumed to be half
wavelength distance, 0 < 0 < A; and 0 < p < As, A; and
Ajs represent the number of rows and columns of the UPA in
the 2D plane, respectively.

C. Problem Formulation

We aim to minimize the transmit power by jointly optimiz-
ing the digital beamforming matrix W = [wy,--- ,Wg| €
CN*K and the analog beamforming matrix V at the BS, as
well as the overall response-coefficient matrix ® at the RIS,
subject to a minimum SINR constraint for each user. Thus,
the optimization problem can be formulated as

K
Po - {v%?e} D; [wi||? (7a)
st SINRy > v, Vk € K, (7b)
|Un.a| =1,Yn € N,Vd € D, (7c)
lb;l=1,Vf e F, (7d)

where 7, > 0 is the minimum SINR requirement of user k.
The problem is non-convex due to the non-convex SINR
constraints (7b) and the unit-modulus constraints (7d), ({Zd).



A commonly used approach to solve this type of optimiza-
tion problems approximately is to apply the block coordi-
nate descent (BCD) techniques in conjunction with the SDR
method. More specifically, the digital beamforming matrix W,
the analog beamforming matrix V, and the RIS response-
coefficient matrix ® are updated in an alternating manner in
each iteration. The sub-problem of finding W can be solved by
second-order cone program (SOCP) method, and both the sub-
problems of finding V and finding ® can be solved by SDR.
However, the solution obtained by SDR is not guaranteed to
be rank-one and additional randomization approach is needed.
In addition, when the number of users is close to the number
of RF chains at the BS, the randomization procedure may fail
to find a feasible solution.

III. PENALTY-BASED JOINT OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHM

In this section, we propose a two-layer penalty-based al-
gorithm for the considered problem Py. The BCD method is
adopted in the inner layer to solve a penalized problem and
the penalty factor is updated in the outer layer until converge.
Specifically, we firstly introduce auxiliary variables {¢x ;} to
represent h? @ GVw; such that variables W,V and © can
be decoupled. Then, the non-convex constraints (Zb) can be
equivalently written as

2
t
i ~ >y, ¥k € K, (8a)
Zﬁek [t j|” + 0
tr; = h®@GVw;,Vk,j € K. (8b)

Then, the equality constraints (8B) is relaxed and added to
the objective function as a penalty term. Thereby, the original
problem Py can be converted to

K
Pi: min D wi||® +
L kzlll Kll” +

s.t. R4, [7d), [dD,
)

where p > 0 is the penalty factor. The choice of p is crucial
to balance the original objective function and the equality
constraints. It is seen that the objective function in P; is
dominated by the penalty term when p is large enough and
consequently, the equality constraints (8B) can be well met by
the solution. Thus, we can start with a small value of p to
get a good start point, and then by gradually increasing p, a
high precision solution can be obtained. Similar approach is
adopted in [9].

A. Inner Layer: BCD Algorithm for Solving Problem Py

For any given p, the problem P; is non-convex but all the
optimization variables {V, W, ©, {t;, ;}} are decoupled in the
constraints. We therefore adopt BCD method to optimize each
of them alternately while keeping the others fixed.

1) Optimize W: When V,© and {t;} are fixed, problem
‘P1 becomes a non-constraint convex optimization problem.

K K 2
653 |hffOGVw; — |
j=1k=1

Thus, the optimal W can be obtained by the first-order
optimality condition, i.e.,

K
wi = pA~? Zﬁftj,k,w ekx,

(10)
Jj=1
~ K .
where h; = h’@GV and A = 2DIy +p 21 hih;.
2) Optimize ©: Let b = [bl,bg,...,b;]H. When other

variables are fixed, problem P; is reduced to (with constant
terms ignored)

K K )
=D [bpfer; — il

j=1k=1
st. |bf| =1,Vf e F, (11b)

where ¢, ; = diag(h)GVw,; € C"*1. Although the objec-
tive function is convex for b, the problem (II) is still non-
convex due to the unit-modulus constraints (I1B). To handle
this problem, one way is to alternately optimize the F' units
one by one as in [3], [9]. Although closed-form expression
is available for each unit, this method is still inefficient since
the unit number F' is usually very large. Another way is to
adopt the SDR technique as in [2]. But its complexity is
high and additional randomization procedure is needed. Note
that the unit-modulus constraints (I1B) form a complex circle
manifold M = {b € C¥ : |by| = --- = |bp|} [10]. Therefore,
different from the above approaches, we adopt the manifold
optimization technique to solve this problem efficiently and
optimally. In specific, we adopt the Riemannian conjugate gra-
dient (RCG) algorithm. The RCG algorithm is widely applied
in hybrid beamforming design and recently applied in
RIS-aided systems as well [12], [13]. Each iteration of the
RCG algorithm involves three key steps, namely, to compute
Riemannian gradient, to find search direction and retraction.

The Riemannian gradient grady, f(b) of the function f(b)
is defined as the orthogonal projection of the Euclidean
gradient V f(b) onto the tangent space Ty M of the manifold
M, which can be expressed as

ToM={zeC” : R{zob*} =0y},

(11a)

mm f(b

12)

where © denotes the Hadamard product. The Euclidean gra-
dient of f(b) over b is given by

K K
b) =2 "> cr (el ;b—tf)). (13)
j=1k=1
Then, the Riemannian gradient is given by
grad,, f(b) = Vf(b) —Re{Vf(b)®b}Ob. (14)

With the Riemannian gradient, we can update the search
direction d by conjugate gradient method, i.e.,

d=—grad fp, + AlT(a),

where A; is the update parameter, d is the previous search
direction and 7(d) =d —Re{d ®b*} ®b.

5)



Since the updated point may leave the previous manifold
space, a retraction operation Retry is needed to project the
point to the manifold itself:

(b+ Xod),

’(b+A2d)f(’

where \g is the Armijo backtracking line search step size.

3) Optimize V: Define x £ [v{ vl ... ,V%]T € CMx1,
and Z; £ diag{w;1Ip,...,wjnIp} € CM*M  where
|Zm| =1,Ym € M £ {1,2,--- M} and w;,,, denotes the n-
th entry of w;. Then, we have Vw; = Z;x € CM*!. When
other variables are fixed, problem P; is given by

K K
min  f(x) = DO Ik yx — t )

j=1k=1
s.t.  |z(m)] =1,Ym e M, (17b)

where dj, ; = bfdiag(hf’)GZ; € C**M_ Similar to Section
it can be effectively solved by the RCG algorithm and
the details are skipped.

4) Optimize {ty ;}: With other variables fixed, problem P
can be reduced to

Retry : by (16)

(17a)

K K
min > > [hfOGVw; —ty,|’ (18a)
(L e ‘
(799
s.t. ~ >, Vk € K. (18b)

K 2
2oz tegl” + o

The objective function is convex over {ty ;}. Although
constraints (I8B) are still non-convex, they can be translated
to the form of second-order cone, which can be effectively
and optimally solved by SOCP method [14].

B. Outer Layer: Update Penalty factor

The penalty factor p is initialized to be a small number to
find a good start point, then gradually increased to tighten the
penalty. Specifically,

p;=£,0<c<1, (19)

where c is a scaling parameter. A larger ¢ may lead to a more
precise solution with higher running time.

C. Algorithm

The overall penalty-based algorithm is summarized in Al-
gorithm 1l Define the stopping indicator ¢ as following

¢ 2 max {|hyOGVw; —t;;|°.Vk,j € K} . (20)

When ¢ is below a pre-defined threshold ez > 0, the equality
constraints (8b) are considered to be satisfied and the pro-
posed algorithm is terminated. Since we start with a small
penalty and gradually increase its value, the objective value
of problem P; is finally determined by the penalty part and
the equality constraints are guaranteed to be satisfied. Note
that, for any given p, problem P; is solved through the
BCD method and each subproblem can obtain an optimal
solution. Thus, Algorithm [I] is guaranteed to converge to

Algorithm 1 Penalty-based Algorithm with Manifold Opti-
mization

1: Initialize V, ©, p and {t3 ;},Vk,j € K.

2: repeat

3: repeat

4 Update W by (10);

5: Update © by solving problem (I1));
6: Update V by solving problem (I7);
7
8

Update {tx ;} by solving problem (I8);
until The decrease of the objective value of problem
P1 is below threshold €; > 0.
9: Update p by (19).
10: until The stopping indicator £ is below threshold ez > 0.

a stationary point. The total complexity of Algorithm [ is
O(IoI;(KN? + IoK?F + IvK?M + K7)), where Io, 1;,
Ig, and Iy denote the iteration times of the outer loop, the
inner loop, the inner RCG algorithm to update ®, and the
inner RCG algorithm to update V, respectively.

IV. INDIVIDUAL OPTIMIZATION

To reduce the complexity of solving problem Py, we
develop an individual optimization approach in this section,
where the RIS response matrix ®, the analog beamformer
V, and the digital beamformer W are obtained sequentially
without alternating optimization.

A. RIS design

The equivalent channel between the BS and the £th user via
the RIS can be represented as hi @G. To ensure the receive
signal quality of each user, we aim to find the optimal RIS
response matrix for maximizing the equivalent channel gain
of the user who has the worst channel state, i.e.,

: H 2
max min I, OG| (21a)
st. |bf|=1,Vf e F. (21b)
This problem can be effectively solved by SDR.
B. Analog BF design
Orthogonal match pursuit (OMP) method is widely

adopted to design the analog beamformer [8]. If the
BS adopts the fully digital BF structure, the opti-
mal digital BF under the zero-forcing (ZF) scheme
is given by Fo = Hidiag(yv/7107,...,Vx0o%),
where H = [(h#©G)7,...,(h20G)7]" and 1 de-
notes the pseudo-inverse. Define the overlapping coef-
ficient as p, and denote the codebook as A =
[ap (Y1, ¢1), .- ap(1, dun. ), - -, ap(Yun,, dun. )|, where
N, and N, denote the horizontal and vertical length,
v = 2’;5;1),@' = 1,2,...,uN, and ¢; = —Qﬂ,fiv:”,j =
1,2,..., ;L]\ﬂ, respectively. Then, we can use a selection ma-




trix T € RWNoN=xN 5 select proper columns. Specifically,
the analog BF problem can be formulated as

T* =argmin  ||Fop — A, TF 5|, (22a)
T

st [|diag (TT")|[, =N,  (22b)

A, =L, OAteN, (22¢)

where I; is a M x 1 zero-vector with the entry from (t—1)D+1
to tD being one; ® denotes the Hadamard product. Since the
structure of analog BF is sub-connected, we use I, to modify
the codebook. Then, the OMP method can be applied to obtain
the optimal T*. The analog BF can be recovered, i.e., V =
AtT*.

C. Digital BF design

After obtaining the RIS phase shifts and the analog beam-
former, we need to obtain the optimal digital BF vector by
solving following problem,

K 2
i D
H\I)‘l]n kgl Hwk ” (23)

s.t.  (70).

Note that it is the conventional power minimization problem
in the multi-input single-output (MISO) downlink system,
which can be effectively solved by SOCP method.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

We consider a 6 x 6 UPA structure at the BS with a
total of M = 36 antennas and N = 6 RF chains located
at (0 m, 0 m). The RIS is located at (drrs m, 10 m)
and equipped with F; x F5 unit cells where F; = 6 and
F5 can vary. Users are uniformly and randomly distributed
in a circle centered at (100 m, O m) with radius 5 m.

As for the channel, we set Ny, = Ngo = 2 clusters,
thlyl = Nray2 = 5 rays; the complex gain «;; and 3;; follow

the complex Gaussian distribution CA/(0, 10~ 1P2(4))  where
PL(d) = pa + 10¢y log,o(d) + £(dB) with & ~ N (0,02),
0o = 72.0,0p = 2.92,0 = 8.7dB [13]. The auxiliary vari-
ables {t; ;} are initialized following CN(0,1). The penalty
factor is initialized by p = 1073. Other system parameters are
set as follows unless specified otherwise later: K = 3, Fy =
6,drrs = 50,¢ = 0.9,¢; = 1074 e = 10779, = 10dB,
a,% = —85dBm, Vk € K. All simulation curves are averaged
over 100 independent channel realizations.

A. Convergence Performance

We show the stopping indicator (20) of the penalty-based
algorithm in Fig.[2land the average convergence of the penalty-
based algorithm in Fig. [3] . These curves are plotted with
the average plus and minus the standard deviation. It is
observed that the stopping indicator can always meet the
predefined accuracy 10~ after about 110 outer layer iterations
in Fig. @l Thus, solutions obtained by the Algorithm [ satisfy
all SINR constraints. Fig. [3|shows that the proposed algorithm
converges after about 300 total iteration numbers, which means
that the inner layer runs averagely 3 times.
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Fig. 3: Convergence of Penalty-based Algorithm

B. Performance Comparison with other schemes

To demonstrate the efficiency of the proposed algorithms
and to reveal some design insights, we compare the perfor-
mance of the following algorithms:

o Penalty-Manifold joint design with hybrid BF structure
(Penalty-Manifold HB): This is the proposed Algorithm
[Tl for joint design of hybrid BF and RIS phase shifts.

o Penalty-Manifold joint design with fully digital BF struc-
ture (Penalty-Manifold FD): This is the proposed Algo-
rithm [Ml but changing the hybrid BF to fully digital BF at
the BS. This is done by letting D = 1.

o Penalty-Manifold joint design with random ® (Random
®): The phase shifts at the RIS are randomly selected to
be feasible values. Then the hybrid beamforming matrices
{W,V} at the BS are obtained by using the penalty-
manifold joint algorithm as in Algorithm [I where the
update of O is skipped. This is to find out the significance
of optimizing the phase shifts at the RIS.

o Penalty-Manifold joint design with SDR ® (SDR ©):
The phase shifts at the RIS are designed for maximizing
the effective channel of the worse-cast user by using the
SDR approach based on (21)). Then the hybrid beamform-
ing matrices {W, V} at the BS are obtained by using the
penalty-manifold joint algorithm as in Algorithm[Il where
the udpate of © is skipped. This is again to find out the
significance of optimizing the phase shifts at the RIS.

o BCD-SDR joint design (BCD-SDR): The conventional
BCD method in conjunction with the SDR method, as
mentioned in the end of Section [IECI

« Individual design: the proposed individual design where
RIS phase shifts, analog BF, and digital BF are optimized
sequentially in Section [V]
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Fig. M illustrates the transmit power versus SINR targets.
We first observe that the Penalty-Manifold joint design out-
performs the start-of-the-art BCD-SDR joint design. Second,
the Penalty-Manifold joint design with random ® performs the
worst among all the considered schemes. By simply changing
the random ® to the SDR ® (while keeping the joint design
of {W,V} unchanged), the transmit power consumption can
be reduced by 5 dB. If ® is involved in the Penalty-Manifold
joint design, another 10dB power reduction can be obtained.
These observations indicate that the design of RIS phase shifts
plays the crucial role for performance optimization. Third, the
individual design is about 2dB worse than the joint design with
SDR ®. This suggests that, when the RIS response matrix
is designed individually for maximizing the effective channel
gain of the worse-case user, further optimizing the hybrid BF
at the BS can only bring marginal improvement. Last but not
least, the power consumed by Penalty-Manifold HB is about
2.5dB higher than the power consumed by Penalty-Manifold
FD. Note that the hybrid BF has much lower hardware cost
since it only employs N = 6 RF chains, while the fully digital
BF has M = 36 RF chains.

The influence of the RIS element number, F', is considered
in Fig.[3l When F' increases from 12 to 60, the transmit power
drops about 15dB. Thus, we conclude that the RIS can greatly
reduce the transmit power by installing a large number of
elements.

Fig. 16| illustrates the influence of the RIS location. It is
seen that as the RIS horizontal distance drrg increases, the
transmit power increases firstly, and reaches the peak at 50 m,
then decreases. This can be explained that the received power
through the reflection of the RIS in the far field is proportional
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Fig. 6: Transmit power versus horizontal distance of RIS

to ?1(13, where d; and d> denote the distance between the BS-
RIS and RIS-user, respectively. It is found that the RIS can
be located near the BS or users to save energy.
VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a two layer penalty-based algorithm to
solve the RIS-aided hybrid beamforming optimization prob-
lem in mmWave systems. In the inner layer, we alternately
optimize the digital beamforming and analog beamforming at
the BS and the response coefficient at the RIS. The outer
layer updates the penalty factor to obtain a high precision
solution. A low-complexity individual optimization method is
also proposed. Extensive simulation results demonstrate that
the proposed algorithm has a good performance and the RIS
can significantly improve the energy efficiency.
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