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Abstract

As communication systems that employ millimeter wave (mmWave) frequency bands must use large
antenna arrays to overcome the severe propagation loss of mmWave signals, hybrid beamforming has
been considered as an integral component of mmWave communications. Recently, intelligent reflecting
surface (IRS) has been proposed as an innovative technology that can significantly improve the perfor-
mance of mmWave communication systems through the use of low-cost passive reflecting elements.
In this paper, we study IRS-aided mmWave multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems with
hybrid beamforming architectures. We first exploit the sparse-scattering structure and large dimension
of mmWave channels to develop the joint design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer
for narrowband MIMO systems. Then, we generalize the proposed joint design to broadband MIMO
systems with orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) modulation by leveraging the angular
sparsity of frequency-selective mmWave channels. Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed joint
designs can significantly enhance the spectral efficiency of the systems of interest and achieve superior

performance over the existing designs.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The explosive growth in wireless data traffic and resultant issue of bandwidth shortage have
increased the necessity of resorting to higher frequency bands that are relatively uncongested
[1]. Since large bandwidth can be utilized at millimeter wave (mmWave) frequency bands to
attain possibly up to gigabit-per-second data rates, mmWave communications have been viewed
as one of the key technologies that can realize many new applications and services that the
fifth generation (5G) wireless networks aim to support [2]. However, the propagation properties
of mmWave signals, such as severe path loss and atmospheric attenuation, must be carefully
examined in order to fully reap the expected benefits of mmWave communications [3], [4].

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), the concept of utilizing a large number of
antennas at the transceivers, has been proposed as a promising solution to combat the high path
loss of mmWave signals and achieve significant capacity gain through simultaneous transmission
of multiple data streams [4], [S]]. Despite its numerous advantages, massive MIMO makes the
traditional fully-digital beamforming at baseband prohibitively expensive since such processing
requires dedicated radio frequency (RF) chain for each antenna [6]. To address such issue,
hybrid beamforming architectures that use the combination of a low-dimensional digital baseband
beamformer and a high-dimensional analog beamformer have been proposed to increase the
energy efficiency of massive MIMO systems, significantly reducing the number of RF chains at
the cost of only slight performance degradation [7].

Many works have investigated mmWave MIMO communication systems with hybrid beam-
forming architectures [8]—[15]. In [8], the problem of designing hybrid precoders and combiners
that maximize spectral efficiency was recast as a sparsity-constrained matrix reconstruction
problem, which was subsequently solved using an algorithm based on orthogonal matching
pursuit. Manifold optimization (MO)-based algorithms were proposed in [9] to tackle the hybrid
precoder design problem in both narrowband and broadband mmWave MIMO systems. The
authors in [10] presented a unified heuristic algorithm to design beamformers for frequency-
selective mmWave channels under fully-connected and partially-connected hybrid architectures.
Hybrid beamformer designs that aim to minimize mean square error (MSE) of data streams were
proposed in [11]-[13]], while some works considered the use of finite-resolution phase shifters
in implementing analog beamformers [14], [13]].

Recently, intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) has been proposed as a cost-effective and inno-



vative technology to smartly reconfigure the wireless propagation environments in a real-time
manner, thereby significantly improving the performance of future communication systems [16].
Labeled as one of the key components of sixth generation (6G) wireless networks, IRS is a
metasurface consisting of a large number of passive reflecting elements, each of which induces
an adjustable phase and/or amplitude shift to the incident electromagnetic waves [17], [18]. Since
mmWave signals are highly vulnerable to blockages due to the narrow beamwidth, IRS is, along
with massive MIMO and hybrid beamforming, expected to play a pivotal role in enhancing the
coverage and spectral/energy efficiency of mmWave communication systems [18], [19].

As 6G wireless networks aim to provide even higher data rates and energy efficiency than 5G
networks in which mmWave frequency bands are heavily employed, upcoming communication
systems must integrate IRS into mmWave MIMO systems with large antenna arrays and hybrid
beamforming architectures to successfully attain such performance targets [20], [21]. However,
to reap the full benefits of such integration, it is necessary to overcome the challenge of jointly
designing the IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer, both of which are subject to the
hardware constraints that must be carefully considered [[16]. Among the limited number of studies
on the IRS reflection matrix design for point-to-point MIMO communications [22]—[27], only
[26]] and [27] considered mmWave MIMO systems with hybrid beamforming architectures. In
[26]], a two-stage algorithm based on MO was developed to design the IRS reflection matrix
and hybrid beamformer for mmWave systems in which the direct channel from the TX to RX
is not present. In [27], the authors constructed the IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer
for broadband MIMO systems under frequency-selective channels. However, the hybrid beam-
former design proposed in [27] focused on minimizing bit error rate (BER) and thus entails
an inevitable loss in spectral efficiency. Furthermore, the designs in [26] and [27] construct
the hybrid beamformer without considering the effect of the IRS reflection matrix on mmWave
channels, although doing so can lead to significant performance improvement and complexity
reduction.

Motivated by these facts, we propose in this paper the joint designs of IRS reflection matrix
and hybrid beamformer for narrowband and broadband mmWave MIMO systems. The proposed
designs aim to maximize the spectral efficiency of IRS-aided mmWave MIMO systems in which
the reflected channel from the transmitter (TX) to IRS to receiver (RX) and the direct channel
from the TX to RX coexist. To the best of our knowledge, no prior work on IRS-aided mmWave

MIMO systems with hybrid beamforming architectures has considered the presence of the direct



channel. Furthermore, by exploiting how the IRS reflection matrix influences the structure
of mmWave channels when constructing the hybrid beamformer, the proposed joint designs
achieve significant performance gains over the existing benchmarks. Our main contributions are

summarized as follows:

« We develop an IRS reflection matrix design that successfully establishes the favorable com-
munication environments for narrowband mmWave MIMO systems. Then, to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the design, we provide an asymptotic analysis of the effect of the
proposed IRS reflection matrix on the structure of mmWave channels.

o We propose a hybrid beamformer design that takes into account the inherent structure of
mmWave channels so as to attain the performance close to that of fully-digital beamforming.
By carefully examining how the channels are adjusted according to the proposed IRS
reflection matrix design, we construct hybrid precoders and combiners that fully reap
considerable spectral efficiency gains offered by IRS.

o We generalize the proposed joint design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer
for narrowband MIMO systems to broadband MIMO systems with orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM) modulation. Smartly leveraging the sparsity of frequency-
selective mmWave channels in the angular domain, the generalized design can significantly

enhance the spectral and energy efficiency of IRS-aided MIMO-OFDM systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The system model and problem formulation
are described in Section [[Il The joint design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer
for narrowband MIMO systems is proposed in Section In Section [V] the proposed joint
design is extended to broadband MIMO-OFDM systems. The complexity analysis of the joint
designs and simulation results are presented in Section [V] and Section [VI respectively. Finally,
conclusions are drawn in Section

Notation: Vectors and matrices are represented by lower and upper boldface letters. The m xn
matrix whose elements are all zero is represented by 0™*", while C"™*" denotes the set of all
m X n complex matrices. The transpose, conjugate transpose, inverse, determinant, and rank of
the matrix A are represented by AT, A", A=1 det(A), and rank(A), respectively. The Frobenius
norm of A is denoted by ||Al|r, while row(A) and col(A) indicate the number of rows and
columns of A, respectively. The element in the ¢-th row and j-th column of A is denoted by

[A];j, whereas [A]. ; represents the j-th column vector of A. Similarly, [A]. ;.; € C*V(A)*J and



Fig. 1. Ilustration of an IRS-aided mmWave MIMO system.

(A1 € C7*J each denote the matrix whose columns are given by the first j columns of A
and that consisting of the first j rows and columns of A. The j-th element of the vector x is
denoted by [x];, while diag(x) represents the diagonal matrix that contains the elements of x
on its main diagonal. The N x N identity matrix and the expectation operator are represented
by Iy and E[-], respectively. The function max(a,0) defined for a real number a is denoted by
(a)*, whereas |-| and ||| each indicate the absolute value of a scalar and the ¢y-norm of a
vector. The complex and real normal distributions with mean m and variance o2 are denoted by

CN(m,o?) and N'(m,c?), respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we consider an IRS-aided mmWave MIMO system with a hybrid beamforming
architecture. For the sake of simplicity, we first describe a narrowband system in this section,
and introduce a broadband system later in Section [Vl As shown in Fig. [Tl an IRS consisting
of M passive reflecting elements assists the communication between the TX with N, antennas
and the RX with IV, antennas. Let Hrg € CN*M denote the direct channel from the TX to RX.
Similarly, let Hy € CM**M and Hig € CM*M represent the channel from the TX to IRS and that
from the IRS to RX, respectively. With each reflecting element of the IRS serving as a single
point source that scatters the received signal after applying to it a controllable phase shift, the
effect of IRS can be modeled by the diagonal matrix ® = diag([e’?", ..., e/%v]) € CM*M  where
0., € [0,27) denotes the phase shift of m-th IRS element, m € {1,..., M} [16], [17]. The total
combined channel from the TX to RX can then be expressed as H,, = Htr + Hr®Hry.



The TX sends Ny data streams to the RX using the digital baseband precoder Fgg € CNVE XN
and analog precoder Fgp € CN*M" | where the number of RF chains at the TX is denoted by NXF
and is subject to the constraint Ny < NtRF < N,. We impose the total power constraint Prx on the

RF
CN>N™ and

transmit power, i.e., || FreFpg||2 < Prx. The RX uses the analog combiner Wy €
digital baseband combiner Wgg € CNXMNs o process the received signal, where the number of
RF chains at the RX NRF is subject to the constraint Ny < NRF < N,. As the analog combiner
Wrr and precoder Frr are implemented with phase shifters, the constant modulus constraint is
imposed on each of their elements, i.e., |[Wrg|mn| = 1/V Ny, [[FreJmn| = 1/V/ Ny, Vm, n. The

processed received signal is expressed as
= Wiy Wi Ho FreFrps + Wi, Wien, (1)

where s € C*! is the symbol vector satisfying E[ss"] = Iy, and n € C*! is an additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector whose entries are independently and identically distributed (i.i.d)
with CN(0,02). To accurately evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed IRS reflection matrix
and hybrid beamformer design, we assume in this paper that perfect channel state information
(CSI) is available at the TX and RX [8[]-[10], [24]-[27]. CSI acquisition at IRS-aided mmWave
systems is currently a topic of active research. Recently, several algorithms have been proposed in
[28]]-[30] to efficiently estimate mmWave channels in IRS-aided MIMO systems. The achievable

spectral efficiency when the transmitted symbols follow a Gaussian distribution is given by
R = log, det(Ly, + Ry "W, Wi Hio FreFps Fip FRrHy Wrp W), (2)

where Ry = 02 WE, WE- Wi Wyp represents the covariance matrix of the noise n = WE, Wikn
after combining.

Throughout this paper, we adopt the widely used Saleh-Valenzuela model [8], [9], [11]-
[14]], [26], [27] to represent mmWave channels. Each of the narrowband mmWave channels is
expressed as

Hi - ai,qar( 0; ) ( et ) ; (3)

%,q7 7 1,q 2,q7 7 1,q
q=0

where i € {TR, TI, IR} is the subscript for the channel matrices, N’

path 18 the number of physical

propagation paths in H;, and «; , is the complex gain of the ¢-th path in H;. We assume that

a; 4 are independently distributed with CA/(0,~210701PL@) Vg € {0,..., Nj,, — 1}, where

v = \/ row(H;)col(H;) /N,y is the normalization factor, and PL(d;) represents the path loss



that depends on the distance d; between the two entities associated with H; [31]]. For example, drg
denotes the distance between the TX and RX. Lastly, the normalized receive and transmit array
response vectors corresponding to the g-th path in H; are respectively denoted by a(¢} ,, 0} ,) €
CrovH)x1 and a (¢}, 6! ) € CHIXL where ¢f (6} ) and ¢} (6! ) each stand for the azimuth
(elevation) angles of arrival and departure (AoAs and AoDs) of the path.

We assume in this paper that uniform planar arrays (UPAs) are employed at the TX, RX, and
IRS. For the sake of clarity, set i = TR and define s € {0,..., N — 1}. The transmit array
response vector ai(¢g ,, Org ) € CN<1 corresponding to the s-th path in Hyyg is then given by

1
at( EI‘R,s? QEI‘R,S) = \/N
t

1 €j¥ (in sin(@g ) sin(Org ) +iv cos(Org ,))
Y )

BN D sinoty ) sin(Bhy )+ D eos )] T (g
where )\ is the signal wavelength, and d is the spacing between the antennas or IRS elements. The
horizontal and vertical indices for the transmit antennas are respectively denoted by 0 < i), < N}
and 0 < i, < N?, where N, = N/"N?. Other receive and transmit array response vectors can be
similarly defined.

In this paper, we aim to maximize the spectral efficiency in (@) by jointly designing the IRS
reflection matrix ®, hybrid precoder FrrFgg, and hybrid combiner WrgWgg. The problem of

maximizing the spectral efficiency is formulated as

1 WBvarlf]}%}fFBBvFRF h (5a)
subject to @ = diag([e’", ... M), (5b)
|FreFgs % < Prx, (5¢)

[WrElmn| = 1/v/N;, ¥m,n, (5d)

|[Frelmnl = 1/V/ Ny, ¥, . ()

It is challenging to obtain the solution of the optimization problem (P1) since the constant
modulus constraints (3b), (3d), (3e)) on ®, Wgg, and Fgg are non-convex. Additionally, the
objective function R, which is coupled with the five matrix variables {Wggp, Wgg, ®, Fgp, Fre},
is neither convex nor concave and thus makes the problem (P1) intractable to solve. To tackle

these challenges, we reformulate the problem (P1) by exploiting its structure in the next section.



III. JOINT DESIGN OF IRS REFLECTION MATRIX AND HYBRID BEAMFORMER

In this section, we propose the joint design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer for
narrowband mmWave MIMO systems described in Section [[Il Effectively exploiting the angular
sparsity and large dimension of mmWave MIMO channels, the proposed design provides the

systems of interest with significant increases in spectral efficiency.

A. Formulation of Effective Channel Design Problem

In this subsection, we transform (P1) into the effective channel design problem, whose purpose
is to properly construct the analog combiner Wygg, IRS reflection matrix ®, and analog precoder
Frr so that the effective channel H.; = WEFHMFRF is capable of supporting high spectral

efficiency. We first re-express the objective function R of (P1) as
R =log, det (In, + Ry ' Wi HetFpp Fp Hi Wi ) (6)

where Ho = WEFHMFRF represents the effective channel after analog precoding and combining
are applied. The expression in (6) shows that, when Hg is given, i.e., when ®, Wyg, and Fgr

are chosen to satisfy the constraints in (3b)), (3d), and (5¢)), the problem (P1) can be simplified

as
(P2) whax log, det(Iy, + Ry ' Wiz HiFppFp HiyWas) (7a)
subject to |FreFael|% < Prx. (7b)

Note that the problem (P2) cannot be solved in general because the power constraint (7b)) is
coupled with Frg and the noise W}I{IFn after analog combining is not necessarily white. However,
under the condition that W Wgp = Iypr and FpFgrp = Iy hold, the optimal solution of the

problem (P2) is given by {Wpgp = WBB, Fgg = FBB}, where [32]]
Wes = [Ueilin, Fop = [Verl 1 PLE ®)

In ®), Ueyy € CNXN and Vo € CN XN each denote the unitary matrices whose columns are
the left and right singular vectors of Hg, i.€., the singular value decomposition (SVD) of Hg is
expressed as Heyp = UepXer VEy, where | [Zegt)imm| > |[Zett)nnl, Vm,n € {1,. .., min( NRF, NRF)}
such that m < n. From now on, unless otherwise stated, we will express the SVD of a matrix
such that its singular values are in descending order of their absolute values, just as in X.¢. The

waterfilling power allocation matrix Pié? for Heg is given by Pié? = diag ([\/Pl, ey A/ P, D,



2

+
where P, = (% — I[E(:W> ,VI € {1,..., N}, and 7 is chosen such that 21111 P, = Prx. The
result in () indicates that, when the additional constraint is imposed on (P1) so that each of Wgg
and Fyrr has orthonormal columns, the baseband combiner WBB and precoder FBB maximize
the spectral efficiency R in for given Wgg, @, and Fgg. In fact, Wip and Fgp achieve the

maximum spectral efficiencyl] Ry.x(Hesr) that can be attained under He, i.c.,

N,
S P
Bl = 2108 (14 2Bl ) = R (), ©)

Fpg=Fgp =1
We therefore aim to maximize Ry (Heg) in (9) by properly designing Wgg, @, and Fgr accord-

ing to the given channels Hrg, Hyy, and Hg. That is, we focus on solving the effective channel

design problem, which is formulated as

(P3) W2 P (Her) (10a)
subject to ® = diag([e/™, ..., i), (10b)
[Wrelmn| = 1/v/ Ny, Vi, n, (10c)

[Frelmn| = 1/V/N,, Vi, n, (10d)

WEEWrp = Lyee, FRpFre = Lyee. (10e)

Note that, given the transmit power constraint Prx and noise power o2, the value of the objective
function Rp.x(Heg) of the problem (P3) is solely determined by {|[Eeff]l7l|2}i\il, which are

necessarily the N largest eigenvalues of HeffH?ff.

B. IRS Reflection Matrix Design

Although the effective channel design problem (P3) developed in Section [II-Al involves less
variables than the original problem (P1) of interest, it is still challenging to find the optimal
solution of (P3) since the IRS reflection matrix @ directly influences the total combined channel
H,, which in turn determines the appropriate analog combiner Wgr and precoder Fgg. In
order to address this difficulty, we propose in this subsection the IRS reflection matrix design
that smartly leverages the structure of mmWave MIMO channels to significantly increase the

spectral efficiency that H, can support. After adjusting ® according to the proposed IRS design,

"From now on, we use Rma(H) to denote the maximum spectral efficiency that can be achieved under the transmit power

constraint Prx and channel H of appropriate dimension.



10

we will construct Wgg and Fgg that successfully translate the spectral efficiency gain in Hy,, =
Hrg + Hr®Hyy to that in Her = WEH,Fgr, details of which are explained in Section

Let the SVD of Hy, be expressed as Hyy = U X VL. Then, similar to Rpa (Heg) in (), the

tot*

maximum achievable spectral efficiency Ra(Hi) under Hy, depends only on {|[X]i]? }z iy
or equivalently the NV, largest eigenvalues of H,HL,, for given Prx and o2. To mathematically

characterize the eigenvalues of HH!., we first define the receive array response matrix Aﬁ,

tot?

complex gain matrix G;, and transmit array response matrix A! for the mmWave channel H; in

@) as

AL = [adofon ) o aldhy B, )]
Gi = diag([ai,(]a ] O‘i,Néath—l])’
Al = [at(ﬁbg,o»e;,o) Ay ;N;fath vl N1 )} . "

The channel matrix H; can then be decomposed as
H, = A/G;(A)", (12)

where we assume, without loss of generality, that |[Gi]mm| > [[Gilnnl, Vm,n € {1,..., Niy}

such that m < n. We now pay particular attention to HgHY,, which can be written as
HipHy = A" Grr (A7) A Gy (A (13)

Since the AoDs of different propagation paths can be considered as continuous random variables
that are independent from one another, it follows that the event £ = {(bEFR,s # O Orrs 7

b, Vs € {0, N, — 13,V € {0,..., NI}y — 1}} occurs with probability one [26]], [33].

Then, by the asymptotic orthogonality of UPA array response vectors [34], we have
(ATRYHAT s oMo N ag N, — o0, (14)

which implies that each element of Hr HY, converges to 0 in the limit of large ;. Using similar

arguments, we can show that

H,H! = HHY + HpyHLO"HE + HR@H HY, + HrdHHI®"H]
N[;E)]t{h 1 Npalh 1
- Z g s *ar (¢ TR,s: OTR 5) 8 (PR 5 O7R ) Z || qug ’ (15)

as N, — oo, where q; = Hr®a (Y, ;, 05y ;), 7 € {0, ..., Njgy — 1}
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We now present the following lemma to establish the connection between the magnitude of

q; and IRS reflection matrix ®.

Lemma 1: For any j € {0,..., Ny, — 1}, |lq;13 satisfies

a5 < Ao(HigH), (16)

where the equality holds if ®a,(¢F; ;, 0% ;) is the eigenvector corresponding to the maximum

eigenvalue \o(HitHr) of HtHig, i.e., HE(HIRq)ar(gﬁrTLj, 011 ;) = )\O(HEQHIR)@ar(érTLj, Z )

Proof: See Appendix [Al O
With the aid of Lemma 1, we now show in the following proposition that the IRS reflection

matrix ® that asymptotically maximizes ||q;||3 can be obtained in closed-form.

Proposition 1: Let j € {07"'7NI};11th

® = diag(v). Then, when v = Mdiag(a(d%y ;, 051 ;)™ )a(dlg o, Ol 0)» it holds that

— 1} and define the vector v € CM*! that satisfies

la;ll3 = No(HgHir), as N, M — co. (17)

Proof: Set j € {0,..., Ny, — 1} and v = Mdiag(a,(¢fy ;, 03 ;)" )ai(dig o, Oir o). We can

then write

(I)ar(CbrTI,jv 9%1,3') = diag(ar(¢rTI,jv H”rl“l,j))v = at(gsiR,Ov HfR,o)- (18)

By a similar argument used to derive (14), we have for each m € {0, ..., N[I,la‘th

— 1} that
H?IIQHIRat(Qb;RJm HER,m> = A{RG?II{(A£R>HA£RGIR(A{R)Hat((b;R,m’ HER,m>
- A{RG&GIR[INéih]:,m-l-l = [ m|* @ (iR s iR ) (19)

as N;, M — oc. Since Lemma 1 states that ||q;[|5 = Ao(HjzHr) when ®a(¢f, ;, 05 ;) is the
eigenvector of HILHir associated with \o(HI;Hir), we can prove Proposition 1 by showing
that |ag |* asymptotically becomes the maximum eigenvalue of HJ} Hiy in the limit of large N,
and M. We first note that, by the inequality rank(HixHg) < min(M, NJ; ), HigHig can have
at most N;l,jth nonzero eigenvalues, counting multiplicities, for sufficiently large M such that
M > NR

pat
NIR

pat

o In fact, (I9) implies that the number of nonzero eigenvalues of HixHz approaches

w as Ny, M — oo. Since |aro]? > |ar | for each m, we have

Ao(HgHIR) — ‘OqR,O|2, as Nr, M — oc. (20)
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This completes the proof of Proposition 1. U
To examine how setting ® as described in Proposition 1 modifies the value of ||q,|j3,p €

{0,..., Ny, — 1} \ {7}, we first express q, as

qp = HIR@ar( EFI,p7 e”r[‘l,p) = AiRGIR(A{R)Hdiag(ar(gﬁfl,;m e”r[‘l,p))v‘ (21)

By direct computation, we can express the (m + 1)-th element of (A{R)"diag(a(¢fy,, 05,))vV

as
[(A{R)Hdiag(ar(gbfﬂ,p» e”rFLp))V]M-i-l = a(fm,pv gmm)Ha(fO,ja gO,j)a (22)
where m € {07 .- -7N;I>l;th - 1}7 fm,p = Sin((b}R,m) Sin(eiR,ﬂ”) - Siﬂ(gﬁ%’p) Sin(e"rl"l,p>’ and Imp =
cos(g,n) — cos(6f; ). The vector a(f, g) € CM*! is expressed as
1 - 27d - 27d h v T
a(f,g) = 1,..., eJT(mthrmug)’ — el x (M=) f+(M —1)9)] ) 23
(9= 7=| 23)

Here, 0 < my, < M" and 0 < m, < M" each denote the horizontal and vertical indices for the
IRS elements, where M = M"M®. Since the vector a(f, g) has the same structure as an M x 1
UPA array response vector, it follows that each element of (A{*)"diag(a;(¢fy,,, 0%;,))Vv tends to

zero as M — oo. We can thus conclude from that

a3 — 0, as M — oo, (24)

for any p € {0,..., Ny — 1} \ {j}.
We now explain in the following proposition how the eigenvalues of H,HL, asymptotically

behave when @ is set as described in Proposition 1.

Proposition 2: Let j* € {0,..., NpT;th

v = Mdiag(a:(¢hy -, Oy j+)")a(Pig 0, Oir o) it holds that

— 1} and s € {0,..., N§ — 1}. When & = diag(v),
HthS@r@?R,Oa 9fR,0) — ‘O‘Tl,j* ‘2 ‘O‘IR,0|2ar(¢§R,07 HfR,o)a (25)
HtOtHgtaf(QSfFR,s’ e"rFR,s) - |aTR,5|2ar(¢£[‘R,s7 Q{I‘R,s)’ (26)

as N, N;, M — oo.

Proof: Set v = Mdiag(a;(¢ry ;+, erTI,j*)H)at(éﬁ}R,Ov Oir0)s 7 € {0, ..., Ny

path

— 1}. According
to (12), (18), and the asymptotic orthogonality of UPA array response vectors, we can express

qj* as

Q- = AERGIR(A{R)Hat@;R,Oa Oir0) = aroar(lr o, Oir o), as M — oo. 27
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Combining and with (13)), we have

TR _
Npalh 1

HoHy, — Z |QTR78|2ar(¢rTR,s>Q%R,s)arerR,s»e%R,s)H
s=0

+ |ovry - ‘2 |O‘IR,0|2ar(¢§R,07 efR,O)ar(¢§R,07 GfR,o)Ha (28)

as N, M — oo. Also, it holds for each s € {0,..., N — 1} that

ar(CbrTR,s» e”r[‘R@)Har(QSiR,O’ HfR,o) — 0, as N, — o0, (29)

since the event T, = {gﬁrTRﬁ # Oro R s 7 GfR,o} occurs with probability one. It then follows

from (28)) and (29) that
HHy 2 (0l 0, Oir.0) = lomnj[*lamol*an(@g o, Oir o), as Ny, Ny, M — o0, (30)

which finishes the proof of (23). The proof of (26) can be done in a similar manner. O
TR _

According to Proposition 2, |ary j+|*|amr o|* and {\aTR,S\Z }ivz"%“ " are the asymptotic eigenvalues

of HoH{), when v = Mdiag(a:(¢¥ ;». 05 ;+)")a(@ro: Oir o). AS Rmax(Hi) monotonically

increases with the eigenvalues of HH{, for given Prx and o2, we set the IRS reflection

matrix as ®* = diag(v*), where

v = Mdiag(ar(ﬁbrn,o’ HFFI,O)H)at(QS;R,O’ 9}11,0)7 (31)

so that |aryo)?|amr 0|? becomes the eigenvalue of Hy, HE, in the limit of large N, N; and M.

To investigate how the structure of mmWave MIMO channels is adjusted by the proposed IRS

reflection matrix design, we first express the reflected channel Hir®* Hryy as

HIRQ*HTI == AiRGIR(A%R)HQ*A;HGTI(A;H)H. (32)
Using the expression in (23), we can write the element in the (m + 1)-th row and (j + 1)-th
column of C = (AR)HG*AT! a5

at(¢ik,ma HiR,m>Hat(¢}R,07 G}R,o) if j =0,
[Climt1j11 = (33)

a(fm,j7 gm,j)Ha(fO,Ou 90,0) if j #0,

for each m € {0,...,N3§, — 1} and j € {0,..., Ny, — 1}. It is evident from (33) that the

asymptotic behavior of [CJ,,,+1 11 can be characterized as

[Clint1,j41 = dmodjo, as M — oo, (34)
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where ¢,, is the Kronecker delta function that takes the value of 1 if and only if z = y. As a

result, the adjusted total channel H} = Hrr + Hr® Hryy satisfies

NR —1
path
&1 o
HE, — Z O‘TR,sar(¢rTR,saerTR,s)at(¢tTR,sa‘9tTR,s) +aTI,OO‘IR,Oar(Qﬁ;R,OvHfR,0>at(¢EFL07‘9}FI,O) )
s=0

(35)
as M — oo. It can thus be concluded that, by asymptotically maximizing the eigenvalue
associated with the dominant transmit and receive path pair at the IRS, the proposed IRS design
successfully establishes a strong communication link between the TX and RX. Also, since aryg

and o are independent, we have
E [|amol?aurol?] > Me, (36)

where ¢ = NN,10~0-1(PLdm)+PL{dwR)) /NTL NIR

path Vpatn- The inequality in (36) shows that, for a fixed

value of ¢, the average magnitude of the asymptotic eigenvalue |ayo|?|amro|* of Hy, (Hy, )
scales at least quadratically with ). This suggests that the proposed design will offer significant
increases in spectral efficiency for IRS-aided mmWave MIMO systems, where the IRS passive
elements are expected to be deployed in large numbers thanks to their low costs and hardware

simplicity [17], [19].

C. Analog Beamformer Design

In this subsection, we propose the analog beamformer design that leverages the structure of the

favorably adjusted total channel H}, = Hrg + Hr® Hry. Specifically, we construct the analog

*

precoder Frr and combiner Wrg so that the effective channel WE-H,

Frr can asymptotically
support the maximum spectral efficiency R, (H},) achievable with fully-digital beamforming.
With the IRS reflection matrix designed according to Section [I[-Bl i.e., ® = ®*, the effective

channel design problem (P3) reduces to

(P4) max Ry (WapHS Frr) (37a)
Wrg, Frr

subject to I [WRE|m.n| = 1/v/ Ny, YV, n, (37b)

HFRF]m,n‘ = 1/ V Nt7 vm7 n7 (37C)

WisWre = Iyre, FipFre = Iywr. (37d)
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Removing the constant modulus constraints (37bl), (37d) of the problem (P4), we can formulate

the relaxed problem (P4') as

(P4) max Ruyax (WhpHS Frr) (38a)
‘WRrE,FRrr
subject to W Wrgp = Ly, FRpFrr = Lyer. (38b)

With the SVD of H,, expressed as Hy, = U X5 (V% )Y, it is possible to explicitly obtain the

O

optimal solution of (P4'), as described in the following proposition.

Proposition 3: Let {Wgg, Frr} be a feasible solution to the problem (P4’). Then, it holds that

Rmax (WEFHE)tFRF) < RmaX(H:ot)? (39)

where the equality holds if Wgr = [Uf].1nre and Fre = [V5]. e, That is, {Wip =
(Ui 1.z, Fip = [Vio.1:nxe} is optimal for the problem (P4').

Proof: Suppose there exists a feasible solution {Wgg, Frr} of (P4') such that
Ronax (WEH? Frp) > R (HZ,). Also, let {W), Fiy} denote the optimal solution of (P2),
with Heg set as Hey = WELH?, Frg. Then, the spectral efficiency equal to Ry (Wh:H?, Frr)
can be attained under H, by using the hybrid combiner WgrWjy and precoder FrpFlp. This
contradicts the definition of Ry, (H},) and the proof of the inequality in (39) is complete.
We now verify the optimality of { Wz, F4:} for the problem (P4') by showing that Rya (H*;) =
Ruax (HZ,), where HY; = (W) "H? F5;.. Direct computation reveals that H?,(H?;)™ is the

diagonal matrix that satisfies

I[Zrnnl? if 1 <n< NRE

min»’

[I:I;ff(I:I;ff)H]nm = (40)
0 otherwise,

where NRE — min(NRF, NRF). Since N, < NRE the N, largest eigenvalues of H(FHZ;)"

min min>
coincide with those of H, (H?,)", which finishes the proof of Proposition 3. O

To develop the analog beamformer design that provides an asymptotically optimal solution of
(P4), we will now examine the asymptotic property of Wﬁp and ]?‘f{F. Let us first focus on VAVI*{F =
(U] 1.vre, whose column vectors are necessarily the eigenvectors of Hy, (Hy,)". The result in

(28)) indicates that the number of nonzero eigenvalues of Hy (H?,)", counting multiplicities,

R_1

. .. NTa —
approaches N + 1 as N;, N;, M — oo. Since Proposition 2 states that {a,(¢fy ., 05g) } 20"

and a,(¢rg o, Oir o) asymptotically become the NpTalfh + 1 eigenvectors associated with the nonzero
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eigenvalues of HY (H?,)", we can conclude that, as N;, N;, M — oo, each of the eigenvectors

that correspond to the nonzero eigenvalues of H (H?, )" and are in the columns of WEF can be
expressed as a scalar multiple of one of the column vectors of IAJt*Ot = [ArTR a(dlg 0, Oir 0)} €

TR L. . . . .
CN> Wpant 1) By similar argument, we can also show that each eigenvector that is associated with

*

a nonzero eigenvalue of (Hy,)"Hy;, and is in one of the columns of Fgg = [V]. ;. yre approaches

a scalar multiple of one of the column vectors of V3, = [ AT a(dh, QEFLO)} € CN*(Npait)
in the limit of large N, NV;, and M.

Motivated by the above formulation, we now construct the analog precoder F, and combiner
Wik that are highly effective in IRS-aided mmWave MIMO systems with a large number of
antennas and IRS elements. First, we construct the set {[Hﬁ,tAt];,Cu}iV: that consists of the NXF
column vectors of Hy A, with the NX¥ largest {,-norm, where ¢, € {1,..., NJ& + Ny} We
then set the analog precoder Fgp as

FEF = |:[At]17017 t [At]HCNtRF] : (41)
Similarly, we construct the analog combiner Wgy as
Wi = [[Adupro s (A | (“2)

where {[(Hy,)"A,].,, }ffj is the set of NRF column vectors of (H}, )" A, with the NRF largest
ly-norm, and p, € {1,..., NJ§ + Npx}. According to Proposition 3 and the asymptotic property
of WﬁF and FEF discussed in the preceding paragraph, we see that the effective channel H}; =

(Wip)BH; Frp satisfies
RmaX( fo) - RmaX( : fo) = RmaX(H::)t)7 43)

as Ny, N;, M — oo. Therefore, even with limited number of RF chains, the proposed analog
beamformer design successfully constructs the effective channel H; whose maximum support-
able spectral efficiency Ry (HZy) is very close to Ru. (Hj,) in the systems of interest, thereby

harvesting the substantial spectral efficiency gain provided by the IRS reflection matrix design

in Section MII=Bl

D. Baseband Beamformer Design

In the previous two subsections, we described how to design the IRS reflection matrix and

analog beamformer for the channel matrices Hrg, Ht; and Hig. In this subsection, we propose
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the design of the baseband combiner and precoder that are nearly optimal for the effective
channel HY; = (W§p)"H}, Fig. As explained in Section [II=A] when (Wjp)"Wip = Iyes and
(Frp) ' Fpp = Iyre hold, the baseband combiner WgB and precoder ]?‘*BB that maximize the

spectral efficiency in (@) for given Hey = HY; are

WEB = [Ue*ff]:,lstv F*BB = [V:ff]i711Ns(P;ff)l/2> (44)

where the SVD of HY; is expressed as HY = UXX5:(VZ)H. The power allocation matrix

(Py;)"/? is given by (Py;)'/? = diag ([\/Pf, ... /Px.]). where P = <ni* - %)Jr VI €
{1,..., N}, and n* is chosen such that vazsl Pr = Prx. As both Wi and Fjp have UPA
array response vectors in their respective columns, (W) W and (Fj)"Fgp each approach
Inze and Iyee as N, N; — oo. Therefore, using WgB and FgB as the baseband combiner and
precoder is nearly optimal in mmWave systems, where large antenna arrays are employed at
the TX and RX. Note that, while WEFWEB can be directly used as the hybrid combiner, there
is no guarantee that the hybrid precoder FﬁFf‘gB satisfies the transmit power constraint (3cl) of
the problem (P1), i.e., ||FiF5g|/% might be greater than Prx. With this difference in mind, we
adopt Wiy = WgB and Fjz = y*FgB as the baseband combiner and precoder, where
_ Prx

- IFkeF e

is the normalization factor that ensures the transmit power constraint is met with equality,

*

gl (45)

ie., ||FaeFigl2 = Prx. Since the asymptotic orthogonality of UPA array response vectors
guarantees that Fg; converges to FgB as Ny — 0o, we can conclude from (43)) that the proposed
hybrid precoder FgpFgp and combiner Wi Wi achieve spectral efficiency that asymptotically
approaches Ry (HY;), or equivalently Ruy.(Hp,), as N, N;, M — oo. Therefore, in typical
IRS-aided mmWave MIMO systems with a large number of antennas and IRS elements, the
proposed hybrid beamformer design can perform close to the optimal fully-digital beamformer

design, providing the systems with considerable benefits in terms of cost and energy efficiency.

IV. EXTENSION OF JOINT DESIGN TO MIMO-OFDM SYSTEMS

As one of the key features of mmWave communications is the usage of large bandwidth,
it is important to investigate the design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer for
frequency-selective mmWave channels. In this section, we extend the proposed joint design of

IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer in Section [IlIl to broadband MIMO-OFDM systems.
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A. System Model and Problem Formulation

Consider an IRS-aided MIMO-OFDM system where the TX performs digital precoding to the
symbol vector s[k] € CN*! in the frequency domain by using the baseband precoder Fgg|k] €
CNXNs at each subcarrier k € {0,..., K —1}. The precoded symbol vector is then transformed
into the time domain through the K -point inverse fast Fourier transform (FFT) followed by cyclic
prefix (CP) addition at each of the N RF chains. Subsequently, the TX applies the analog
precoder Fgg to the transformed vector to produce the final transmitted signal. We assume that
s[k] satisfies E[s[k]s[k]"] = I, and that the TX is subject to the per-subcarrier power constraint,

ie., |FreFpa[k]||% < Prx|k]. The received signal at the subcarrier k can be expressed as
y[k’] = (HTR[k] + HIR[k]q)HTI[k])FRFFBB [k‘]S[k‘] + n[k] = Htot[k]FRFFBB [k‘]S[k‘] + n[k] (46)

where Hrg[k] € CV*M Hyy[k] € CM*N and Hg[k] € CYM*M denote the frequency-domain
channel matrices at the subcarrier k& from the TX to RX, from the TX to IRS, and from the IRS
to RX, respectively. The total combined channel matrix at the subcarrier k£ from the TX to RX
is denoted by Hy[k] = Hrr[k] + Hr[k]®PHr[k], and the AWGN vector n[k| has entries that
are i.i.d with CN(0,02). The RX first applies the analog combiner Wk to the received signal
in the time domain, and then transforms it into the frequency domain by removing the CP and
performing the K-point FFT at each of its NX¥ RF chains. Finally, the RX uses the baseband
combiner Wgg[k] € CN*"*™s to obtain the processed received signal ¥[k] = Wgg[k]"WhLy k]
at each subcarrier k. For each i € {TR, TL IR}, the channel matrix H;[k| at the subcarrier % is
expressed as [9]]

Ngalh_ 1

H,[k] = i gar(@5 4, 05 )ad L, 0 e 72k K (47)

q=0

The achievable spectral efficiency over the subcarrier k is given by
R[k] = log, det(In, + Ry Wi k" WipHio k] FreFeg (k] Fip [k]" FrpHio k] Wrr Wig [ ]),
(48)
where Ry = 02 Wip [k] "W WrrWpg k] is the covariance matrix of n[k] = Wgg [k]"WEin[k].
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The problem of designing the IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer that maximize

the spectral efficiency of MIMO-OFDM systems can be formulated as

K—1
(P5) max RIK] (49a)
{Wes[k].Fas[k] 120 125
Wgg,®,Frr
subject to & = diag([ejel, e ejeM]), (49b)
| FreFag[k]||7 < Prx[k], (49¢)
|[WRF]m,n| = 1/ V Nr7 vm7 n, (49d)
|[FRF]m,n| = 1/ \% Nt> Vm,n. (496)

Following the similar steps used to derive the problem (P3) in Section we can formulate
the effective channel design problem for MIMO-OFDM systems as

K-1
(P6) W kzzo R (Fler[]) (50a)
subject to & = diag([e?”, ..., eM]), (50b)
Wkl = 1/v/Np, ¥m,n, (50¢)
[Fre)mn| = 1/V/ N, ¥, n, (50d)
Wi Wre = Lyee, FRpFre = Iywr, (50e)

where Ry (Heg[k]) denotes the maximum achievable spectral efficiency under the effective
channel Hg[k] = WELH,[k]Fgr at the subcarrier k. Note that, due to the lack of baseband
processing capabilities at the IRS [25]], [27], the design of ® must take the channel matrices of all
the subcarriers into account. Likewise, Frr and Wyg are set to be identical for all the subcarriers
since both of them are applied after the inverse FFT operation. These two characteristics of
MIMO-OFDM systems make it impossible to directly apply the joint design proposed in Section

MIl to frequency-selective mmWave channels.

B. IRS Reflection Matrix Design for MIMO-OFDM Systems

To tackle the effective channel design problem (P6) for MIMO-OFDM systems, we adopt the

strategy similar to the one described in Section [II, where we first designed the IRS reflection
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matrix ®, and then constructed the analog precoder Fgr and combiner Wgg accordingly. We

first define the complex gain matrix G;[k] for the mmWave channel H;[k] in @7) as

G;[k] = diag <[ai,0, OGN e‘jz’r(Nrfath_l)k/K]) , (51)

path
where, without loss of generality, we assume that |[G;[k]]nm| > |[[GilE]lnnl, Vi, n € {1,..., N}
such that m < n. We can then express the decomposition of H;[k] as H,[k] = A'G,[k](A])H,
which has the identical structure as that of H; in (I2). Therefore, by following the similar steps
used to derive (28), we can show that HY [k] = Hygr[k] + Hr[k]® Hr[k] satisfies

TR _
Npalh 1

HY (K] (B [RD™ = ) Jarrsl ac(@r o0 O )2 (Dr s Or,s) "

s=0
+ |O‘TLO‘2|O‘IR,0|2ar(¢iR,07 efR,o)ar( iR,O? GfR’O)H, (52)

as N;, M — oo, where ®" = diag(v*) is the IRS reflection matrix proposed in Section [[II-B], and
v* is given in (BI). Since (28) and (52) indicate that H, [k](H}, [k])! and Hf, (H}, )Y converge
to the same matrix for each k& € {0,..., K — 1}, the IRS reflection matrix ®* has the same
asymptotic effect on the eigenvalues of H [k](H, [k])™ as it does on those of H}, (H;, )2, As
the inequality in (36) guarantees that the asymptotic eigenvalue |ayo|?|cur ol of HE (HE)H
and H [k](H, [k])" increases at least quadratically with the number of IRS elements M, it can
be concluded that the proposed IRS reflection matrix design in Section [II-Bl will provide both

narrowband and broadband MIMO systems with considerable gains in spectral efficiency.

C. Analog Beamformer Design for MIMO-OFDM Systems

In the previous subsection, we showed that every frequency-domain channel matrix H;[k| at
the subcarrier k shares the same receive array response matrix A’ and transmit array response
matrix A’. In this subsection, we exploit this particular property of frequency-selective mmWave
channels to extend the proposed analog beamformer design in Section to MIMO-OFDM
systems. With & = @, the effective channel design problem (P6) is simplified as

K—1

P7 Roax(WEH* [E]F 53
P7) WHRlFE’l}Z(RF kz:; ( RF tot[ ] RF) (53a)
subject to  |[Wgg|mn| = 1/v/ N;, Vi, n, (53b)
HFRF]m,n| = 1/ V Nt7 vm7 n7 (53C)

WEEWrp = Lyer, FRpFre = Lyee. (53d)
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Now consider Fjp ;. € CMN and Wip . € CYM' which denote the analog precoder
and combiner obtained by applying the proposed analog beamformer design in Section
to Hy [k*] for some k* € {0,...,K — 1}. Then, it holds for each ¥ € {0,...,K — 1}
that Rie ((Wig 4 ) Hi [k]Fgg - ) asymptotically approaches the maximum achievable spectral
efficiency R (Hj,[k]) under H} [k]. To see this, note that, as discussed in Section
H;, [k (HE, [k])Y and HE (H?, )™ converge to the same matrix as N,, M — oc. Likewise, it can be
shown that (H [k])"H, [k] and (H,)"H}, converge to the same N, x N, matrix as N;, M — oo.
Furthermore, since Proposition 3 implies that Rua (WReHE [K]Frr) < Rumax(Hf [K]) for each
feasible solution { Wgg, Fgg} of the problem (P7), we have that {Wgr = Wgp ., Fre = Fip o}
approaches the optimal solution of (P7) as NV, N;, M — oo.

With these formulations in mind, we now explain the analog beamformer design for frequency-
selective mmWave channels. First, we use the analog beamformer design proposed in Section

< . RF RF
to create the block matrices FYgk € CNXENT and Wheck ¢ CNX KN where
Fblock = |Fx F* F* Wblock = |W* W* W* (54)
RF R0 FrRE1 - Freg-1] 0 YVRF RE0 VVRF1 -+ VVRFK-1]°

Then, the proposed analog precoder and combiner are given by

Fie = |[Adicr, o [A] (55)

o]
Wi = |[Aduss o [Ad e | (56)

RF
where {[A].., }2¢, is the set of NRF vectors that appear most frequently in the columns of Fbiock,

ew € {1,..., Npatn + Npain}» {[A]. s, P is the set of NXF vectors that appear most frequently

path
in the columns of Wip™, and f, € {1,..., Ny, + Npi,}. Analogous to (43), we have
K-1 K-1
> B (HE[K]) = > R (i [R]), (57)
k=0 k=0

as Ny, N;, M — oo, where H[k] = (W) PHY, [k]Fp. The result in (57) demonstrates that the
proposed analog precoder Fgy and combiner W, are asymptotically optimal for the problem

(P7), and thus are highly effective in practical mmWave MIMO-OFDM systems.

D. Baseband Beamformer Design for MIMO-OFDM Systems

In contrast to the IRS reflection matrix and analog precoder/combiner, the baseband precoder
and combiner can be designed differently for each subcarrier. This flexibility greatly simplifies

the generalization of the proposed baseband beamformer design from narrowband to broadband
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MIMO systems. That is, at each subcarrier k£ € {0,..., K — 1}, we can directly utilize the base-
band beamformer design in Section [[II-Di to construct the baseband combiner W [k] € CNE N
and precoder Fjg[k] € CN"*N that asymptotically attain the maximum achievable spectral
efficiency Ry (HZ;[k]) under Hi;[k] = (Wip)"HY, [k]Fgg. Denoting the SVD of HX;[k] as

H*.[k] = Uk [k X5 k] (V2[k])H, we can express Wi [k] and Fg[k] as

Wislk] = [Ulglk]]: 1,
Figlk] = v7[K] [V;ff[k“:,1:Ns(P;ff[k])l/2> (58)
where (Pg[k])"/2 = diag ( | /PFTH, .o/ P [K] | ), BrIK) = (1 K] = o2/ [Eelkl)ual®) " ¥ €

{1,...,N,}, and 7*[k] is chosen such that > 1 Pl*[k] = Prx[k]. Similar to v* in @3), the
normalization factor v*[k] is defined as

Prx[K]
||F§F[V;ff[k:]]l711Ns(P:ff[ ])1/2||F
so that the transmit power constraint is met with equality at each subcarrier, i.e., ||FgFgg[k]||2 =
Prx[k],Vk € {0,..., K—1}. Since (Fgp)"Fgp — Iyer and (Wip)"Wie — Tyre as N, Ny — o0,
it follows directly from the discussions in Section and (57) that the proposed hybrid beam-

v*[k] = (59)

former {WI*{FWf,,B k], FreFaplk]} i, achieves spectral efficiency that approaches arbitrarily
close to k 0 Rmax(Ht*Ot[k]) as N, N;, M — oco. Given that IRS-aided mmWave MIMO-OFDM
systems typically employ a large number of antennas and IRS elements, it can be concluded that,
even with a significantly reduced number of RF chains, the proposed hybrid beamformer can

attain performance close to that of fully-digital beamformer, as will be demonstrated in Section

VI

V. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED JOINT DESIGNS

In this section, we analyze the computational complexities of the proposed joint designs of
IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer for narrowband and broadband mmWave MIMO
systems. A summary of the proposed designs are provided in Algorithm [Il and Algorithm [l
Since the systems of interest typically employ a large number of antennas and IRS elements, we
assume throughout the analysis that N;, N;, and M are much greater than N**, N} and N/, 7 €
{TR, TI, IR}. Under this assumption, the complexities of the proposed IRS design and hybrid
beamformer design for narrowband MIMO systems are given by O(NN;M) and O(N,N; +

NRENRENRE) “respectively. Therefore, the proposed joint design for narrowband systems has
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Algorithm 1 Design of IRS Reflection Matrix and Hybrid Beamformer for Narrowband MIMO

Systems

1. Compute the IRS reflection matrix &~ = diag(v*), where v* =

Mdiag(ar(¢rTI,o> erTLo)H)at( }R,Oa eiR,O)'
2. Construct the analog precoder F and combiner Wiy according to (41) and #@2)).
3: Obtain the baseband combiner Wg, = WﬁB and precoder Fgp = v*f‘gB from (@4) and

“5).

Algorithm 2 Design of IRS Reflection Matrix and Hybrid Beamformer for Broadband MIMO-

OFDM Systems
1: Set the IRS reflection matrix as & = diag(v*), where v* =

Mdiag<ar(¢rTI,07 Q%I,O)H)at(gbiR,O? eiR,O)'
2. Construct the analog precoder F and combiner Wiy according to (33) and (56)).

3: Obtain the baseband combiner Wg[k| and precoder Fjg[k] for each subcarrier k €

{0,..., K — 1} from (538) and (59).

the complexity of O(N, NV, M ). Similarly, the complexity of the proposed joint design for MIMO-
OFDM systems is calculated to be O(K NN, M).

Table I shows the comparison of the computational complexities of the proposed joint de-
signs, MO-based design [26], and geometric mean decomposition (GMD)-based design [27]. By
smartly leveraging the structures of frequency-flat and frequency-selective mmWave channels,
the proposed designs achieve the lowest complexity for both narrowband and broadband MIMO-
OFDM systems.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
joint designs of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer for narrowband and broadband
MIMO systems. We assume that the TX equipped with a UPA of N, = 8 x 8 = 64 antennas
communicates to the RX with a UPA of N, = 4 x 4 = 16 antennas. The number of RF chains at
the TX and RX is set to be N} = NRF = 4. Unless otherwise specified, we assume that the IRS
is equipped with a UPA of M = 16 x 16 = 256 passive elements and that H; contains N’ = 8

p
propagation paths, Vi € {TR, TI, IR}. The distance drg € [dy1+ dir — 10 m, dty + digr m) between
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TABLE 1

COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITIES OF DIFFERENT DESIGNS

Systems Design Computational Complexity
Proposed O(NN: M)
Narrowband
MO-based [26] O(NN:M + N N;min(N, Ny))
MIMO
GMD-based [27]] O(N:N:M + Ny N:min(N, Ny))
Proposed O(KN.N:M)
MIMO-OFDM
MO-based [26] | O(KN.N:M + KN Nmin(N, N;))
GMD-based [27] | O(KNN:M + K N N;min(Ny, N;))

the TX and RX follows a uniform distribution over its range given dry and dir, each of which
are uniformly distributed over [50 m, 60 m] and [10 m, 20 m]. The distance-dependent path loss
PL(d;) is modeled as

PL(d;) [dB] = a + 1081log,(d;) + &, (60)

where ¢ ~ N(0,0?). According to the experimental data for 28 GHz channels in [31], the
parameters in (60) are set to be « = 61.4, 8 = 2,0 = 5.8 dB for a line-of-sight (LOS) path of
H;, and o = 72.0, 8 = 2.92, 0 = 8.7 dB for its non-line-of-sight (NLOS) paths. To evaluate the
effectiveness of different IRS reflection matrix designs more accurately, we assume that each
path of Hrg is a NLOS path that passes through tinted-glass walls to experience an additional
penetration loss of 40.1dB [35]. The element spacing, noise power, and number of data streams
are each set to be d = \/2, ag = —91 dBm, and N = 4. Lastly, all the simulation results are

averaged over 10,000 channel realizations.

A. Narrowband MIMO Systems

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the proposed joint design of IRS reflection
matrix and hybrid beamformer for narrowband MIMO systems. Fig. 2| shows the spectral effi-
ciency achieved by the proposed design as a function of the transmit power constraint Pryx. We
also plotted in Fig. [2| the performances of when the phase shift of each IRS element is randomly
selected from [0 rad, 27 rad) and when there is no IRS, each of which are labeled as “Random

IRS” and “No IRS”. The results show that, with hybrid beamforming, the proposed design
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Fig. 2. Spectral efficiency achieved by different designs as a function of the transmit power constraint Prx.
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Fig. 3. Spectral efficiency achieved by different designs as a function of the number of IRS elements M.

outperforms MO-based and GMD-based designs that require higher complexities. In addition,
the spectral efficiency of the proposed design with hybrid beamforming is almost the same as
that with fully-digital beamforming, demonstrating the effectiveness of the hybrid beamformer
design presented in Section [[TIl In contrast, there is a significant performance gap between GMD-
based design with hybrid beamforming and that with fully-digital beamforming. This is primarily
because the design aims to construct hybrid beamformers that achieve low BERs instead of high
achievable rates. It can also be observed that there are negligible differences among the spectral
efficiency achieved by MO-based design, Random IRS, and No IRS. This indicates that, in order
to obtain performance gains from IRS, it is important to take into account the presence of the

direct channel and design the IRS reflection matrix carefully.
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To investigate the impact that the number of IRS elements M has on the proposed design
and other benchmarks, the spectral efficiency of different designs is plotted as a function of M
in Fig. Bl where Prx = 40 dBm and M" = M" = vV/M. The figure shows that, as discussed
in Section [[II-Bl the spectral efficiency achieved by the proposed design significantly increases
with M. In contrast, the performances of Random IRS and MO-based design do not improve
monotonically with M. This indicates that, regardless of how many IRS elements are utilized,
the judicious design of IRS reflection matrix is necessary to achieve spectral efficiency gains
from IRS. Furthermore, the proposed design with hybrid beamforming performs just as well as
that with fully-digital beamforming at all values of M, while GMD-based design requires fully-
digital beamformers to perform comparably to the proposed design. This result demonstrates that
the proposed joint design is highly suitable for mmWave MIMO systems, where fully-digital
beamforming necessitates a large number of RF chains and thus is prohibitively expensive.

Fig. @l plots the spectral efficiency of different designs against the number of paths Ny =

Sath,i € {TR, TI, IR}, when Prx = 40 dBm. As shown in the figure, the spectral efficiency of
the proposed design and GMD-based design increases as Ny, decreases, while that of Random
IRS and MO-based design does not change significantly according to Ny,n. This implies that
the proposed design is well suited to mmWave systems in which communications are generally
performed in environments with low scattering and small number of paths.

Since the effectiveness of the proposed joint design depends on how uncorrelated the array
response vectors corresponding to different paths are to each other, we evaluate in Fig. |3 the

absolute value of an element of the matrix (AT®)®AT as a function of N,. The figure shows
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Fig. 6. Spectral efficiency achieved by different designs as a function of the angular range parameter v.

that each element of the matrix rapidly approaches 0 as NNV, increases, demonstrating that the
result in (I4) is highly relevant to mmWave systems where large antenna arrays are typically
deployed. In addition, Fig. |6/ shows the spectral efficiency of different designs when the azimuth
and elevation AoAs/AoDs are each uniformly distributed over [Orad, 2vmrad) and [Orad, vmrad),
where v € [0, 1] and the transmit power constraint is set as Pry = 40 dBm. The result shows
that the spectral efficiency achieved by the proposed joint design does not change significantly
according to v. Such consistency can be attributed to the fact that the array response vectors
corresponding to different paths are weakly correlated in the systems of interest, as implied
by Fig. 3l Also, when hybrid beamforming is used, the proposed design outperforms all the

other benchmarks at each value of ». This demonstrates that the design can be effectively
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employed in practical IRS-aided mmWave systems where a large number of antennas makes
hybrid beamforming an economical and efficient alternative to fully-digital beamforming.

In order to examine how the channel estimation error affects the performance of the proposed
design, we plot in Fig. [7] the spectral efficiency achieved by different designs when the estimated
channel H; is used to construct the IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer. For each
i € {TR, TI, IR}, the estimated channel H; is given by

N];iath -1

H; = Z Giqar(95 . 08 )ad el . 0 ), (61)
q=0

where the estimated complex gain and azimuth AoA of the ¢-th path are respectively denoted
by & = (1 4+ 6)a;, and ggﬁ,q = ¢;, + 0 [deg]. The estimation noise ¢ is assumed to be
uniformly distributed over [—p, p| [29], and other estimated AoAs/AoDs are defined in a similar
manner. The transmit power constraint is fixed at Prx = 40 dBm. The result in Fig. [7] shows
that the proposed design with imperfect CSI outperforms the benchmarks with perfect CSI at
each value of p. In addition, the presence of the channel estimation error does not lead to
significant degradation in the performance of the proposed design. It can thus be concluded that
the proposed design is highly robust against the channel estimation error that inevitably occurs

in practical communication systems.

B. Broadband MIMO-OFDM Systems

In this subsection, we investigate the performance of the proposed joint design of IRS reflection

matrix and hybrid beamformer for broadband MIMO-OFDM systems. We assume that equal
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Fig. 8. Spectral efficiency of different designs in MIMO-OFDM systems with K subcarriers as a function of the transmit power

constraint Prx.

power is allocated to each subcarrier, i.e., Prx[k] = Prx/K, Vk € {0,..., K — 1}. In Figs.
8] (a) and (b), the spectral efficiency that different designs achieve in MIMO-OFDM systems
with K = 16 and K = 64 subcarriers is plotted as a function of Prx. The figures show that the
proposed design outperforms all the other benchmarks at both values of K, regardless of whether
fully-digital or hybrid beamforming architectures are utilized. Also, the proposed design with
hybrid beamforming achieves spectral efficiency very close to that of the design with fully-digital
beamforming. In contrast, a significant performance gap exists between GMD-based design with
fully-digital and hybrid beamforming, indicating that the proposed hybrid beamformer design is
superior in terms of maximizing spectral efficiency. As demonstrated by the results in Fig. [8]

the proposed joint design, which carefully exploits the angular sparsity of frequency-selective
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mmWave channels, is capable of providing substantial improvements in the spectral and energy

efficiency of MIMO-OFDM systems.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied narrowband and broadband IRS-aided mmWave MIMO systems
with hybrid beamforming architectures. We first formulated the problem of designing the IRS
reflection matrix and analog beamformer for narrowband MIMO systems into the effective
channel design problem. By leveraging the sparse-scattering structure and large dimension of
mmWave channels, we developed the joint design of IRS reflection matrix and hybrid beamformer
for narrowband MIMO systems. We generalized the proposed joint design for narrowband MIMO
systems to broadband MIMO-OFDM systems by carefully exploiting the sparsity of frequency-
selective mmWave channels in the angular domain. Simulation results demonstrated that the
proposed designs can provide the systems of interest with significant spectral efficiency gains and
outperform the existing state-of-the-art designs while requiring lower computational complexity.
Interesting future research directions include the investigation of the IRS reflection matrix and
beamformer design that minimizes the inter-user interference in IRS-aided multi-user systems

with hybrid beamforming architectures.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Let j € {0,..., Ny
HiHr = UAU"Y, where [A],,,, is necessarily an eigenvalue of HiEHk, Ym € {1,..., M}.

Since it holds for each m that [A],,,, < \(HzHi), ||q,||? can be bounded as

— 1}. Define a unitary matrix U and a diagonal matrix A such that

M

||QJ||§ = ar(¢rTI,ja erTI,j)HQHngHIR(I)ar(CbrTLj» Q%I,j) = Z[A]m,mHUH(I)ar(CbrTI,ja 9rTI,j)]m|2
m=1
H H T r 2 H
< Ao(HirHi) [[U"®@a,( TLj 9T1,j)||2 = Ao(HrHir), (62)

where the last equality follows from H<I>ar(¢rTLj, 8%173.) 12 = 1. We now prove the equality condition
of the inequality (1€ in Lemma 1. If HypHr®ar(¢y;, 0hr;) = do(HipHir)@ar( i, 0 ;).
|q;|/3 can be written as

la;ll3 = Ao(HgHIR)H‘I’ar(CbrTLj» O )3 = Ao(HIgHig). (63)

This completes the proof of Lemma 1. 0
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