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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) is a cost-efficient
technique to improve power efficiency and spectral efficiency.
However, IRS-aided multi-antenna transmission needs to jointly
optimize the passive and active beamforming, imposing a high
computational burden and high latency due to its iterative opti-
mization process. Making use of hybrid analog-digital beamform-
ing in high-frequency transmission systems, a novel technique,
coined dual-beam IRS, is proposed in this paper. The key idea is
to form a pair of beams towards the IRS and user, respectively.
Then, the optimization of passive and active beamforming can
be decoupled, resulting in a simplified system design. Simulation
results corroborate that it achieves a good balance between
the cell-edge and cell-center performance. Compared with the
performance bound, the gap is moderate, but it remarkably
outperforms other sub-optimal schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the commercial deployment of the fifth-generation

(5G) technology, academia and industry worldwide have initi-

ated many research programs on the sixth generation (6G)

technology [1]. The ITU-T focus group Technologies for

Network 2030 envisioned that 6G will support disruptive appli-

cations - holographic-type communications, extended reality,

digital twin, to name a few - imposing extreme performance

requirements, such as a peak data rate of 1 terabits-per-

second (Tbps) and missive connection with a density of 107

devices per km2 [2]. As of today, the total bandwidth assigned

for 5G millimeter-wave (mmWave) communications by the

ITU-R at the World Radiocommunication Conference 2019

amounts to 13.5GHz. Using such bandwidth, a data rate

of 1Tbps can only be achieved under a spectral efficiency

approaching 100bps/Hz, which requires symbol fidelity that

is infeasible using currently known transmission techniques or

transceiver components. Consequently, 6G needs to exploit the

massively abundant spectrum at higher frequencies, including

the mmWave band from 30GHz to 300GHz, and the terahertz

(THz) band from 0.1THz to 3THz [3]. At the WRC-19, the

ITU-R has already identified the spectrum between 275GHz
and 450GHz for the use of land mobile and fixed services,

paving the way of deploying THz commutations in 6G [4].

Despite its high potential, mmWave and THz communi-

cations suffer from severe propagation losses raised from

high free-space path loss, atmospheric gaseous absorption,

and weather attenuation [5], leading to short transmission
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distances. In addition, high-frequency transmission is more

susceptible to blockage. Hence, antenna arrays, typically using

hybrid analog-digital beamforming [6], are required at the

base station (BS) and/or the mobile terminal to achieve suf-

ficient beamforming gains for coverage extension. Recently,

a disruptive technique called intelligent reflecting surface

(IRS) a.k.a reconfigurable intelligent surface has received

much attention. It can significantly boost the spectral and

power efficiency of wireless communications by smartly re-

configuring propagation environment. Specifically, IRS is a

planar surface comprising a large number of small, passive,

cheap reflecting elements, each being able to independently

induce a phase shift and/or amplitude attenuation (collectively

termed as reflection coefficient) to the incident signal, thereby

collaboratively achieving high passive beamforming gain on

the order of N2, where N is the number of reflecting elements.

Therefore, it is worth exploiting the synergy of hybrid

beamforming and IRS to further improve the coverage of

mmWave and THz communications in the upcoming 6G net-

works, e.g., [7], [8]. In this context, this paper proposes a novel

scheme, coined dual-beam IRS (DB-IRS), for IRS-enhanced

systems operating in high-frequency bands. Making use of

hybrid beamforming, the BS generates a pair of beams towards

the IRS and user equipment (UE), respectively. As a result,

the optimal reflecting phases are directly calculated from the

estimated channel state information (CSI), independently with

the active beamforming. Hence, the optimization of passive

and active beamforming is decoupled, resulting in a simplified

system design. In contrast to [9], where the passive and active

beamforming is jointly optimized, the high computational

burden and high latency due to iterative optimization can be

avoided. This paper provides numerical results to corroborate

the optimized coverage in terms of the cell-edge and cell-

center performance, and compare it with several optimal and

sub-optimal schemes.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: the next

section introduces the system model and optimization formu-

lation. Section III explains the principle of dual-beam IRS and

its optimization design. Numerical results are demonstrated in

Section IV, followed by the conclusions.
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II. MULTI-ANTENNA IRS TRANSMISSION

A. System Model

As [9], we consider a single-cell multi-input single-output

(MISO) communications system comprising an Nb-antenna

BS, a single-antenna UE, and an IRS with N reflecting

elements. The IRS is equipped with a smart controller, which

can dynamically adjust the phase shift of each reflecting

element in terms of the instantaneous CSI acquired through

periodic estimation. In particular, several channel estimation

methods for IRS-aided systems have been proposed to obtain

accurate CSI, such as [10]–[12], which is beyond the scope

of this paper. To characterize the theoretical performance, we

assume the CSI of all involved channels is perfectly known and

follows quasi-static frequency-flat fading. A wideband channel

suffers from frequency selectivity, but it can be transformed

into a set of narrowband channels through OFDM [13], making

the assumption of flat fading reasonable. Due to the high path

loss, the signals that are reflected by the IRS twice or more

are negligible. Since the IRS is passive, we adopt time-division

duplexing (TDD) operation and assume perfect channel reci-

procity. Although we focus on the downlink transmission from

the BS to the UE, the technique is also applicable to the uplink.

The BS applies linear beamforming denoted by a transmit

vector w ∈ CNb×1, with ‖w‖2 6 1, where ‖ · ‖ represents the

Euclidean norm of a complex vector. Then, the discrete-time

baseband signal received by the user is expressed as

r =
√

Pt

(

N
∑

n=1

gncnh
T
n + hTd

)

ws+ n, (1)

where s denotes a normalized transmitted symbol satis-

fying E
[

|s|2
]

= 1, Pt expresses the transmitted power

of the BS, n is additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)

with zero mean and variance σ2
n, i.e., z ∼ CN (0, σ2

n),
hd = [hd,1, hd,2, . . . , hd,Nb

]T ∈ CNb×1 is the channel

vector from Nb base-station antennas to the user, hn =
[hn,1, hn,2, . . . , hn,Nb

]T ∈ CNb×1 is the channel vector from

Nb base-station antennas to the nth reflecting element, gn
denotes the channel coefficient from the nth reflecting element

to the user.

We write cn = βne
jφn to denote the reflection coefficient of

the nth IRS element, with the induced phase shift φn ∈ [0, 2π)
and the amplitude attenuation βn ∈ [0, 1]. As revealed by [9],

the optimal value of reflecting attenuation is βn = 1, ∀n =
1, 2, . . . , N to maximize the received power and simplify the

hardware implementation. Let g = [g1, g2, . . . , gN ]
T , Θ =

diag{ejφ1 , . . . , ejφN }, and H ∈ CN×Nb to denote the channel

matrix from the BS to the IRS, where the nth row of H equals

to hTn , (1) can be rewritten in matrix form as

r =
√

Pt

(

gTΘH+ hTd

)

ws+ n. (2)

B. Problem Formulation

By jointly designing the active beamforming w and passive

beamforming Θ, the achievable spectral efficiency of IRS

R = log






1 +
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∣

∣

∣

(

gTΘH+ hTd
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2

σ2
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(3)

can be maximized, resulting in the following optimization

problem

max
Θ,w

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

gTΘH+ hTd

)

w

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

s.t. ‖w‖2 6 1

φn ∈ [0, 2π), ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , N.

(4)

Unfortunately, it is a non-convex optimization problem be-

cause its objective function is not jointly concave with respect

to Θ and w. The coupling between the active and passive

beamforming variables is the major challenge in their joint

optimization. Although two solutions, i.e., semi-definite re-

laxation (SDR) and alternating optimization (AO), have been

proposed in [9], their iterative optimization process raises a

high computational burden and high latency, which are not

favorable in a practical system. Hence, it’s worth exploring a

simple scheme for an IRS-aided MISO system.

III. DUAL-BEAM INTELLIGENT REFLECTING SURFACE

In this context, we propose a dual-beam transmission

scheme, where a pair of beams are formed over a hybrid

analog-digital beamformer. Steering one beam towards the

user, while pointing the other beam to the IRS, the joint

passive and active optimization can be decoupled and the

system design is therefore simplified.

A. Dual Beams over Hybrid Beamforming

The propagation of mmWave and THz signals relies heavily

on high beamforming gain to extend coverage. There are

three major implementation structures: digital, analog, and

hybrid digital-analog. Implementing digital beamforming in a

mmWave or THz transceiver equipped with a large-scale array

needs a large number of radio frequency (RF) components,

leading to high hardware cost and power consumption. This

constraint has driven the application of analog beamforming,

using only a single RF chain. It has been adopted as the de-

facto approach for indoor mmWave systems. However, it only

supports single-stream transmission and suffers from analog

hardware impairments, e.g., phase noise [14].

As a consequence, hybrid beamforming [15] becomes at-

tractive as an efficient approach to support multi-stream trans-

mission with only a few RF chains. It achieves spectral

efficiency comparable to digital beamforming but the hardware

complexity and cost is much lower. Hence, it is promising for

mmWave and THz communications in 6G systems. Hybrid

beamforming can be implemented with different forms of

circuit networks, resulting in two basic structures: Fully-

Connected Hybrid Beamforming, where each RF chain is



connected to all antennas via an analog network, and Partially-

Connected Hybrid Beamforming, where each RF chain is only

connected to a sub-array consisting of a subset of antenna

elements. Without losing generality, we use the partially-

connected structure with two branches hereinafter to present

and analyze the proposed scheme but the results are applicable

to the fully-connected structure.
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Fig. 1. Block diagrams of the partially-connected hybrid beamforming.

Mathematically, the baseband input signals are denoted by

sm[t], m = 1, 2, as shown in Fig.1. After the digital-to-analog

conversion and up-conversion, the mth RF chain feeds

ℜ
[

sm[t]ej2πf0t
]

(5)

into the analog network, where ℜ[·] denotes the real part of

a complex number, and f0 stands for the carrier frequency.

In this two-branch partially-connected structure, the antenna

array is divided into two sub-arrays, and each antenna is

connected to one RF chain. Thus, each sub-array contains

Ns = Nb/2 elements (suppose Ns is an integer). We write

ψnm, n = 1, . . . , Ns to denote the weighted phase on the nth

antenna of the mth sub-array, and thus the vector of transmit

signals on the mth sub-array is given by

sm(t) = (6)
[

ℜ
[

sm[t]ej2πf0tejψ1m

]

, . . . ,ℜ
[

sm[t]ej2πf0tejψNsm

]

]T

.

Radiating a plane wave into a homogeneous media in the

direction indicated by the angle of departure θ, the time

difference between a typical element n and the reference point

of the mth sub-array is denoted by τnm(θ). As derived in [6],

the received passband signal is

r(t) = ℜ
[(

M
∑

m=1

hm(t)sm[t]aTm(θ)wm

)

ej2πf0t

]

+ n(t),

where hm(t) expresses the channel response between the mth

sub-array and UE, n(t) is additive noise, wm denotes the

steering vector of sub-array m, i.e.,

am(θ) =
[

e−j2πf0τ1m(θ), . . . , e−j2πf0τNsm(θ)
]T

, (7)

and its weighting vector (corresponding to analog phase shifts)

wm =
[

ejψ1m , ejψ2m , . . . , ejψNsm

]T
. (8)

Therefore, the beam pattern generated by the mth sub-array

can be expressed as

Bm(θ) = aTm(θ)wm =

Ns
∑

n=1

e−j2πf0τnm(θ)ejψnm . (9)

Then, a pair of beams with patterns B1(θ) and B2(θ) over the

hybrid beamformer are obtained. After the down-conversion

and sampling at the receiver, the baseband received signal can

be simplified into (neglecting the time index for simplicity)

r = h1B1(θ1)s1 + h2B2(θ2)s2 + n, (10)

where h1 and h1 denote the channel coefficients from the

reference antenna of the first and second sub-arrays to the

UE, and θ1 and θ2 stand for the departure-of-angles (DOA) of

the transmitted signals over sub-arrays 1 and 2, respectively.
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the dual-beam IRS using hybrid beamforming.

B. Dual-Beam IRS

The fundamental of DB-IRS is to steer one beam towards

the user, like a conventional beamforming system, while the

other beam is used to focus energy on the IRS, as demonstrated

in Fig.2. Since both the locations of the IRS and BS are

deliberately selected and fixed, there is usually no blockage

in-between and the DOA information θI is deterministic. The

beam towards the IRS is fixed, which substantially simpli-

fies the system implementation. The inter-antenna spacing

in hybrid beamforming is small, typically half wavelength

d = λ/2. As a result, the antennas are highly correlated.

Without losing generality, we assume the first sub-array serves

the IRS, and the second sub-array towards the UE. The

channel vector from the first sub-array to the nth reflecting

element can be expressed as hn = hna1(θI) ∈ CNs×1, as

derived in [16], where hn denotes the channel response from

the reference antenna of this sub-array to the nth reflecting



element. Likewise, the channel vector from the second sub-

array to the UE is given by hd = hda2(θd), where hd denotes

the channel response from the reference antenna of the second

sub-array to the UE, and θd is the DOA of the user. We write

w1 and w2 to denote the weighting vectors of two sub-arrays,

respectively. Meanwhile, we assume two sub-arrays have a

common transmitted symbol s with E
[

|s|2
]

= 1. Referring to

(1), the observation at the user in a DB-IRS system can be

given by

r =
√

Pt

(

N
∑

n=1

gncnh
T
nw1 + hTdw2

)

s+ n

=
√

Pt

(

N
∑

n=1

gncnhnaT1 (θI)w1 + hdaT2 (θd)w2

)

s+ n

=
√

Pt

(

N
∑

n=1

gncnhnBr(θI) + hdBd(θd)

)

s+ n, (11)

with the beam patterns corresponding to the IRS and UE

Br(θ) = aT1 (θ)w1 and Bd(θ) = aT2 (θ)w2, respectively.

C. Optimization Design

Accordingly, the received SNR at the user is given by

γ =
Pt

∣

∣

∣

∑N

n=1 gncnhnBr(θI) + hdBd(θd)
∣

∣

∣

2

σ2
n

. (12)

The aim of the optimization design is to maximize the spectral

efficiency R = log (1 + γ) through selecting the optimal

weighting vectors and reflecting coefficients, resulting in the

following optimization problem

max
Θ,wm

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

gncnhnBr(θI) + hdBd(θd)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

s.t. ‖wm‖2 6 1, m = 1, 2,

φn ∈ [0, 2π), ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , N.

(13)

Mostly importantly, Θ and wm, m = 1, 2 in this optimization

problem is decoupled thanks to the dual-beam approach. Thus,

Θ and wm, m = 1, 2 can be optimized independently, in

contrast to the joint optimization in (4). In addition, the

determination of w1 and w2 is also independent.

To get the optimal beam towards the IRS, we need to solve

max
w1

∣

∣

∣a
T
1 (θI)w1

∣

∣

∣

2

s.t. ‖w1‖2 6 1.
(14)

What we need to know is the DOA information, which can

be estimated through classical algorithms efficiently, such as

MUSIC and ESPRIT [17]. Given the estimated θI , the optimal

weighting vector is w1 =
√

1/Nsa
∗
1(θI), resulting in

Br(θI) =

√

1

Ns
aT1 (θI)a

∗
1(θI) =

√

Ns. (15)

Since the BS and IRS are fixed, θd is easier to obtain and

keeps constant in a long-term basis. Similarly, the direct beam

gain Bd(θd) =
√
Ns if the weighting vector is set to

w2 =

√

1

Ns
a∗
2(θd). (16)

For simplicity, we assume that the sidelobes of two beam pat-

terns in the other’s direction are negligible, i.e., |Bd(θI)| = 0
and |Br(θd)| = 0.

Afterwards, the optimization problem in (13) is reduced to

max
Θ

Ns

∣

∣

∣

∣

N
∑

n=1

gncnhn + hd

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

s.t. φn ∈ [0, 2π), ∀n = 1, 2, . . . , N,

(17)

which is equivalent to an IRS system with a single-antenna

BS, as given in Eq. (18) of [18]. Therefore, the optimal phase

shift for reflecting element n equals to

φ⋆n = mod
[

φd − (φh,n + φg,n), 2π
]

, (18)

where φh,n, φg,n, and φd stand for the phases of hn, gn, and

hd, respectively, and mod [·] is the modulo operation. Given

the optimal beams in (15) and (16) and the optimal phase

shifts in (18), the received SNR of the dual-beam IRS system,

as given by (12), is maximized, equaling to

γmax =
NsPt

∣

∣

∣

∑N

n=1 |gn||hn|+ |hd|
∣

∣

∣

2

σ2
n

, (19)

implying an active beamforming gain of Ns = Nb/2 and a

passive beamforming gain of N2.

Compared to the joint active and passive beamforming opti-

mization in [9], which needs an iterative optimization process,

the calculation of dual-beam IRS parameters is substantially

simple. In a nutshell, a DB-IRS system only needs to estimate

the DOA of the user, and then steers a beam towards it. The

beam towards the IRS is fixed, which needs an operation in

a long-term basis since the locations of the IRS and BS are

fixed and known. Meanwhile, the optimal phase shifts for the

IRS are obtained in terms of the acquired CSI directly, as (18).

The proposed DB-IRS algorithm is depicted in Algorithm1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This part provides some typical numerical examples to cor-

roborate the effectiveness of the proposed DB-IRS technique

and compare its performance with the related schemes. For

the sake of comparison, we use the same simulation setup

of a three-dimensional coordinate system given by [9], as

depicted by Fig.2 of that article. Hybrid beamforming with two

RF branches and two uniform linear sub-arrays is employed

at the base station, given the inter-antenna spacing of half

wavelength. The distance-dependent path loss is computed by

L(d) =
L0

d−α0

, (20)

where L0 is the path loss at the reference distance of 1m, d0
stands for the propagation distance, and α means the path loss



Algorithm 1: Dual-Beam IRS

input : θI
Initialization: w1 =

√

1/Nsa
∗
1(θI)

foreach Channel coherence time do

Estimate hn,gn,∀n, hd [10]–[12];

Compute φ⋆n = mod
[

φd − (φh,n + φg,n), 2π
]

;

Adjust the IRS using φ⋆n;

Estimate θd [17];

Compute w2 =
√

1/Nsa
∗
2(θd);

for t=1:T do

Transmit w1st over sub-array 1;

Transmit w2st over sub-array 2;

end

end

exponent. In addition, taking into account the shadowing, and

the special condition in mmWave and THz communications,

i.e., atmospheric gaseous absorption and weather attenuation

[5], we assume an extra loss of 10 dB for both the B − U

and I− U links, while the B− I link should be light-of-sight

without any blockage due to the favourable locations of the BS

and IRS. In this regard, the Rician channel model can provide

small-scale fading for all involved channels, i.e.,

h =

√

K

K + 1
hLOS +

√

1

K + 1
hNLOS , (21)

with the Rician factor K , the LOS component hLOS , and the

multipath (Rayleigh) component hNLOS .

To align with [9] at most, we follow the setup where the

BS and IRS are apart from dBI = 51m and the UE lies on

a horizontal line with the vertical distance of dv = 2m. We

write the horizontal distance between the base station and user

by d. Accordingly, the B−U and I−U distances are computed

by dBU =
√

d2 + d2v and dIU =
√

(dBI − d)2 + d2v , respec-

tively. Then, we can investigate the received SNR of the user

in terms of the value of d. Other simulation parameters are

provided as follows: N = 200, Nb = 16, L0 = −30 dB,

Pt = 5dBm, σ2
n = −80dBm, the Rician factor and path

loss component for the B − U, B − I, and I − U links are

{K = 0, α = 3}, {K = +∞, α = 2}, and {K = 0, α = 3},

respectively.

Fig.3 compares the receive SNR of the following schemes:

1) Alternating optimization for the joint active and passive

beamforming proposed in [9]. In our simulations, the number

of iterations is set to three, which is enough for well conver-

gence. Since AO achieves the optimal results as the same as the

SDR scheme or the upper performance bound, the other two

are not shown in the figure for simplicity. 2) BS-UE maximum-

ratio transmission (MRT), which sets w⋆ = h∗
d/‖hd‖ to

achieve matched filtering in terms of the B − U direct link;

3) BS-IRS MRT that sets w⋆ = h∗
n/‖hn‖ to achieve matched

filtering based on the B− I link, while the optimal reflecting

phases are computed according to (28) in [9]. Since this link

is LOS, or a rank-one channel, hn can be any row of H.
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Fig. 3. Results of the received SNR versus the horizontal distance.

4) Random phase shifts: we set θn, ∀n randomly and then

perform MRT at the BS based on the combined channel, i.e.,

w⋆ =
(gTΘH+hT

d
)∗

‖gTΘH+hT

d
‖

. 5) In addition, we observe a benchmark

scheme in a MISO system without the aid of IRS by setting

w⋆ = h∗
d/‖hd‖.

In a conventional system without IRS, the cell-edge user

suffers from low SNR due to severe propagation loss. The

cell-edge problem is alleviated by deploying an IRS, as

shown in Fig.3, where the IRS-aided wireless networks exhibit

comparable cell-edge performance as the cell center. This is

because the user farther away from the BS is closer to the IRS

and thus it is able to get strong reflected signals. It implies that

the system coverage can be effectively extended by deploying

passive IRS in addition to a BS or active relay. Specially, the

BS-UE MRT scheme performs near-optimally when the UE is

at the cell center, whereas suffering from a considerable SNR

loss at the cell edge. That is because the received signal is

dominated by the direct link at the cell center whereas the

reflected link is dominant at the cell edge. Moreover, it can

be observed that BS-IRS MRT behaves oppositely as the UE

moves away from the BS towards the IRS. It also reveals

the significance of accurate phase shifts since random phase

shifts overwhelm the potential of IRS. The proposed DB-IRS

scheme can achieve a good balance at the cell center and cell

edge. Specifically, its cell-edge performance approaches to the

optimal result but the implementation complexity is reduced.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This paper proposed a novel transmission scheme for intel-

ligent reflecting surface-enhanced mmWave and THz systems.

Making use of hybrid beamforming, the BS generates a pair

of beams towards the IRS and UE, respectively. The major

benefit of dual-beam IRS is that the optimization of passive

and active beamforming can be decoupled, resulting in a

simplified system design. To be specific, the optimal reflecting

phases can be calculated from the CSI independently, without

iterative optimization. Meanwhile, the active beamforming is

only based on the DOA information, which is simple to



acquire. Its performance is well balanced between the cell

edge and cell center, with a moderate loss compared with the

performance bound, but it still remarkably outperforms the

other sub-optimal schemes.
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