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Abstract

In this paper a novel joint sensing, communication, and artificial intelligence (AI) framework is

proposed so as to optimize jextended reality (XR)| experiences over |terahertz (THz)| wireless systems.

The proposed framework consists of three main components. First, a tensor decomposition framework

is proposed to extract unique sensing parameters for XR users and their environment by exploiting
then channel sparsity. Essentially, band’s quasi-opticality is exploited and the sensing pa-
rameters are extracted from the uplink communication signal, thereby allowing for the use of the
same waveform, spectrum, and hardware for both communication and sensing functionalities. Then,

the Cramer-Rao lower bound is derived to assess the accuracy of the estimated sensing parameters.

Second, a non-autoregressive multi-resolution generative [artificial intelligence (Al)|framework integrated

with an adversarial transformer is proposed to predict missing and future sensing information. The
proposed framework offers robust and comprehensive historical sensing information and anticipatory
forecasts of future environmental changes, which are generalizable to fluctuations in both known and

unforeseen user behaviors and environmental conditions. Third, a multi-agent deep recurrent hysteretic

Q-neural network is developed to control the handover policy of [reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS)|

subarrays, leveraging the informative nature of sensing information to minimize handover cost, maximize

the individual |quality of personal experiences (QoPEs), and improve the robustness and resilience of

links. Simulation results show a high generalizability of the proposed unsupervised generative [Al]
framework to fluctuations in user behavior and velocity, leading to a 61 % improvement in instantaneous

reliability compared to schemes with known channel state information.
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I. INTRODUCTION
The sixth generation (6G) wireless system needs to support advanced services such as

autonomous driving, and digital twins [1]]. Catering to the demands of such appli-
cations requires wireless systems to not only provide communication services, but to also include
sensing, localization, and control capabilities. In particular, designing a versatile wireless XR
system that delivers a multi-sensory immersive experience poses numerous challenges, including

the need to maximize data rates, ensure instant reliability, minimize latency, accurately track the

[six degrees of freedom (6DoF)| of each user, and maintain situational awareness of the

surrounding environment. One approach to overcoming these challenges involves the utilization

of higher frequency bands, specifically the subdterahertz| (THz) and [THZ] bands (0.1 — 10 THz),

as they can provide significantly elevated data rates and high-resolution environmental sensing
capabilities [2], which can culminate in a personalized and interactive experience. However, these
bands, on their own, cannot fully resolve all the design challenges needed for a multi-sensory
XR system experience, such as achieving instantaneous reliability, near-zero latency, and precise
tracking of the of each users’ head and body.

'THz| networks could exploit the sensing information for two distinct key purposes: instilling
sensing-driven service intelligence and sensing-driven operational intelligence. First, service
intelligence refers to the ability of the system to accurately adapt and respond to the
user’s needs and preferences in real-time, based on the information gathered from each user’s
environment and interaction. For example, in VR, precise tracking of the user’s movements
and interactions is necessary to avoid motion sickness and other discomfort. In contrast, @]
requires accurate tracking to maintain alignment between the real-world and the augmented
environment. On the other hand, operational intelligence refers to the network’s ability to
sense the dynamic environment and incorporate its behavioral stochasticity in real-time. For
instance, the narrow beams are particularly susceptible to minute changes induced by the
user behavior and/or environment, necessitating frequent beam training and channel estimation.

However, this approach results in significant overhead and delays, which are not acceptable

1 encompasses

augmented reality (AR)| [mixed reality (MR)} and |virtual reality (VR)




in wireless [XR] whose applications require instantaneously continual high-rate beams that
guarantee seamless alignment between virtual and real environments. By leveraging sensing-
driven operational intelligence, a [IHz| network can effectively mitigate its intermittent link
behavior and achieve a tight alignment between virtual and real environments, resulting in a
seamless user experience. Additionally, by sharing the same waveform, hardware, and spectrum
for communication and sensing functionalities, the system can form more robust beams in a
time-critical manner, boosting spectral efficiency, and enhancing the user experience.
Fundamentally, the main goal of effective joint sensing and communication systems is to
mitigate every communication challenge and leverage it as a sensing opportunity. Achieving this
goal requires overcoming key challenges. Firstly, sensing and communication are functionally
differen Thus, there is a need for a holistic approach that can extract sensing parameters and
analyze situational awareness from a wireless system designed to leverage the same waveform,
spectrum, and hardware for both sensing and communication functions. Secondly, optimizing
applications served by a [['Hz| network presents distinct challenges compared to traditional
network optimization frameworks. Essentially, the inherently unpredictable nature of the [THz
channel requires continual and complete sensing input to ensure a resilient and seamless
experience for users. Thus, it is necessary to leverage the sensing input for prediction and
forecasting purposes so as to enable a proactive decision-making and adaptation to environmental

dynamics, and ensure a resilient THz experience for XR users. Thirdly, putting the user and

their |quality of personal experience| (QOoPE) at the center is crucial to delivering personalized

and immersive experiences in This requires designing optimization frameworks that not
only account for the diverse needs and preferences of different users but also adapt to the
stochastic nature of the THz environment. Overall, these challenges require innovative solutions
that can effectively address the resilience of links while exploiting the trifecta of sensing,
communication, and faculties, and ultimately ensuring near-optimal immersive wireless

experience.

A. Prior Works

The concept of joint communication and sensing has recently seen a surge of interest in

the literature [4]—[8]. The work in [4] proposed a beamforming design dedicated for dual-

ZFor instance, sensing typically relies on unmodulated signals or short pulses and chirps. Communication signals, on the other

hand, are a mix of unmodulated (pilots) and modulated signals [J3]].



functional radar and communication base stations. In [5], the authors exploited the potential of

freconfigurable intelligent surfaces| (RISs]) to improve radar sensing in a non-orthogonal multiple

access empowered integrated sensing and communication network. However, the works in [4]] and
[S]] do not leverage the band’s quasi-opticality nor attempt to effectively mitigate the highly
uncertain nature of the [’Hz channel by capitalizing on the sensing input. Moreover, this prior art
does not exploit the sensing functionality to improve the unique network performance indicators
of wireless services. When it comes to [[Hz sensing, the work in [6] considered the joint
detection, mapping, and navigation problem by a drone with real-time learning capabilities. In [[7],
model-based and model-free hybrid beamforming techniques are proposed for a joint radar and
communication system. The authors in [8]] developed a joint reference signal and synchronization
signal block-based sensing scheme to predict the need for beam switches. Nonetheless, these
works [4]-[8]] do not opportunistically use the same spectrum, waveform, and hardware at
bands for joint sensing and communications. Consequently, these existing deployment strategies
lead to higher costs in terms of hardware and resources, which is not suitable for commercial
services. In [9]], we proposed a novel joint sensing and communication system that utilizes
the same waveform, hardware, and spectrum. However, our work in [9] does not have the
capabilities needed to predict missing and future sensing information. In fact, our prior
work mainly relies on the sensing input in its raw unoptimal structure. In particular, and more
importantly, the works in [4]-[9] do not design robust and resilient [Alloriented frameworks that
can optimize the instantaneous user experience of future user-centric and intelligence-centric 6G
applications. Clearly, the current body of literature on joint sensing and communication systems
at THz frequencies lacks a comprehensive and foundational approach to adequately address the

challenge of managing uncertainty in [I'Hz| channels through the integration of Al and sensing.

B. Contributions

The main contribution of this paper is, thus, a novel design, analysis, and optimization
framework that integrates communication, sensing, and to address the fundamental question
of whether or not such integrated systems can provide highly reliable links instantaneously.
If this is not the case, can such systems still deliver robust and resilient experiences to
users? Fig. [I] illustrates the roadmap of our approach, with our key contributions being:

« To extract the environmental sensing parameters that characterize the DoF and associated

blockages of wireless users, we leverage the [ Hz| uplink communication waveform via
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Fig. 1: Tllustrative figure showcasing the key steps to optimize the |Q0PE| of @ users served with [THz| links.

tensor theory. In particular, we improve the spectral and energy efficiency of our design
by opportunistically utilizing the same waveform, hardware, and spectrum for sensing and
communication. We also leverage the inherent sparsity in the bands to perform a tensor
decomposition of the received uplink signal, and we prove the uniqueness of our extracted
sensing parameters.

« To assess the accuracy of our estimated sensing parameters, we derive their [Cramér—Rao

[lower bound (CRLB)| and analyze the parameters that may affect the variability of the

estimation. Our derived results show that the estimation error varies non-monotonically with
the carrier frequencies, i.e., frequencies above 1 THz exhibit higher molecular absorption
lines. This underscores the significance of operating within the sub-THz spectrum, as it
achieves a favorable equilibrium between the inherent tradeoffs of sensing and communi-
cation functionalities.

o To address the issue of missing tracking and blockage sensing information caused by the
intermittent nature of links, we propose a novel [Allbased imputation design that exploits
a novel non-autoregressive multi-resolution generative framework to predict the missing
values in a sequence of sensing values. We then propose a novel adversarial transformer
framework that processes comprehensive sensing information and then, predicts, future user
behavior and dynamic changes to the environment (e.g. potential blockages). These designs
enable the recovery of missing tracking and blockage sensing information thus allowing the

network to anticipate user behavior, ensuring seamless, continual, and uninterrupted



experiences.

« We then introduce a novel [QoPE}centric-aware optimization problem that leverages the
designed sensing and communication capabilities to optimize handover— a challenging task
in a highly uncertain, dynamic network that relies narrow beamwidths. This approach
accounts for both current and anticipated user behavior, and allows minimization of the
frequency of unnecessary handovers thereby ensuring the robustness and resilience of
links. To address this problem, we introduce a semi-distributed multi-agent
framework that substantially improves the resilience of individualized user
experiences across the entire spectrum through its tailored reward system.

» Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed integrated imputation-forecasting system
has higher generalizability and maintains accuracy despite fluctuations in user speed and
number of users entering/leaving the room, while vanilla deep learning frameworks quickly
lose accuracy. The QoPE-centric optimization framework significantly improves user relia-

bility and resilience, with gains of up to 78 % compared to baseline schemes with known

ichannel state information (CSI)[ and beam tracking.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider the downlink and uplink of an RIS}based single cell{THZ| system operating as a joint
sensing and communication system in a confined indoor area. A set I3 of B are used as [TH7|

[base stations (BSs)| that transmit [XR] content and provide situational awareness for a set I/ of U

mobile wireless [XR| users. Each subarray n of [RIS| b in B is located at 1"" = (1o, lg’"]T € R2%

The users are mobile and may change their locations and orientations at any point in time. As
such, % = [lg, l;ﬂ r € IR? denotes the position of user w. Here, situational awareness refers to the
process of mapping the physical world, including the location, orientation, and state of physical
objects, to the digital realm with a certain level of accuracy. We consider the entire reality-
virtuality continuum, as will be evident in our later analysis. are used to provide nearly
continuous [line-of-sight] (LoS) data links to the users. This RIS}enhanced architecture also

creates multiple independent paths capable of gathering rich information about the environment

[3]]. Each consists of a two-dimensional large antenna array that has an jarray of subarray|

(AoSA)| structure [10]. Antenna elements of the same subarray are connected to the same phase

shifter and [radio frequency (RF)| chain, thus reducing the number of phase shifters needed

compared to a fully-connected array structure. Each subarray has a large number of antennas M
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Fig. 2: Tllustrative example of our THz-based wireless XR system for joint communication, sensing, and Al

and the spacing between antenna elements within each subarray is d,,. The total number of
subarrays is /N with the spacing between them being A y. These subarrays collectively employ a
hybrid beamforming architecture. Without loss of generality, we assume N > U, thus providing
[XR] users with sufficient DoF in terms of association. This subarray structure allows us to have

N independent channels each [RIS|

A. Joint Communication and Sensing Model

Consider an arbitrary in B that captures the situational awareness and mapping infor-
mation, and receives high data rate content as in Fig. 2] We assume that the has
performed synchronization and initial beam alignment according to existing techniques (e.g.
[11]). To maintain high-resolution real-time user tracking and a situational awareness of the

indoor area, each will continuously collect a sequence of 7" snapshots of the received uplink

communication signal that are then used to estimate and track the [angle of arrival (AoA)| fangle]

lof departure (AoD)| and [time of arrival (ToA)|of users as well as the location of obstacles leading

to [non-Tine-of-sight (NLoS)| communications. Since we use indoor [RISs blockages mostly occur

due to bodies of the users.

Each user has a [uniform Iinear array (ULA)| of () antennas and R chains. Hence,

if all [XR| users are active, U data signaling beams are sent simultaneously to the To

mitigate the high jpeak to average power ratio (PAPR)| effect of jorthogonal frequency-division|




multiplexing (OFDM)| schemes, a |single carrier frequency-division multiplexing (SC-FDM)| is

used to maintain high energy efficiency at the user equipment. The far-field |electromagnetic|

@ wave condition is assumed to be met. After beamforming, the transmitted user signal at
subcarrier k is s;(t) = Fr(t)Fi(t)x1(t),Vk = 1,..., K, where x;(t) € C*! is the transmitted
uplink communication signal, F;, € C®*! is the digital precoding matrix for subcarrier k,
and Fg(t) € CPE is the precoder for all subcarriers. After processing the communi-
cation waveform of subcarrier k, the uplink received signal at each subarray n will be
Yngo(t) = wk HY (t)sk(t) + vag(t), where w,; € CM*! is the combining vector of [RIS
subarray n at subcarrier k, H: € CM*@ is the uplink channel matrix for subcarrier k, and
Ung ~ CN (0, I)xq) is the additive Gaussian noise vector at subarray n and subcarrier k. To
construct a single realization for sensing the wireless environment, 7" snapshots are recorded by

the [RTS] each of which captures .J uplink measurements:
Yoo(t) = Wi H L (O FF () Fy(t)sk(t) + v (1), (D

where Y, .(t) 2 [Ynso1(t) - Yoes (O] V() 2 Wnpen () - vk s (O] s Wi 2 [Wopr - - Wk ] -
The M x ( multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)| channel matrix between user u and [RIS] sub-

array 7 in the time domain is: H,,(t) = >0 of a, (¢£,) a™ (6%.,) (t—T,..), where (1) is

the conjugate transpose, af, , € C is the complex channel gain, P is the number of distinct spatial

paths, 951 ., 1s the of path p of antenna u, 7, ,, is the and ¢%, , is the of path p at sub-

array n. The array steering vector of the antenna array of the [XR|user and the RIS| subarray, have

a [ULA] structur and are given by: a; (eg,u) = \/L@ [1, ejr%sm(ez»u), oo @1 sin(0 QU)]T,
a, (gb{’zu) = ﬁ [1, ej(%sm(‘pﬁ’“), e ,ej(M_l);ZSin(‘ﬂ*“)r. Consequently, the channel matrix in
the frequency domain associatid with subcarrier £ will be:
= Z ab ,ay ( ﬁu) a:!! (eg,u) exp <—%) : 2)
p=1
The snapshots in (1)) can be collected over [line-of-sight (LoS)| or [NLoS| communication signal
waveforms. For the [LoS} the uplink channel gain will be [12]: o, = e — R —jom fr,

Here, c is the speed of light, k(f) is the overall molecular absorption coefficients of the medium
at band, f is the operating frequency, and r,,, is the distance between user u and

subarray n. From this channel gain, we can see that, for @ conditions, the parameters to be

3While uniform planar arrays can be used fo our 2D subarrays, we adopt [ULA|for analytical tractability.




estimated are {QYLW, qbﬁ’u, Tfu} This process allows tracking users in real-time. Here, we do
not consider [NLoS|links for communications purposes due to the poor propagation characteristics
of signals (e.g., limited reflection) and their high susceptibility to blockage. In other words,
the link cannot meet the high-rate needs. Nonetheless, from a sensing standpoint,
instead of discarding the signal completely, we use it to track the user and gather a

situational awareness of the blockage incidence. In conditions, the channel gain is given
ROt
2

)
by [13]: o, = e >R( f)e=327Imu where i) is the distance between

C
anf(ri+r2)

the @ user v and the reflecting point, and rff% is the distance between the reflecting point and
subarray n. For reflections, we consider the transverse electric part of the wave, i.e.,

the signal is assumed to be perpendicular to the plane of incidence. This assumption is valid

given the placement of our per Fig. 2| Thus, R,.(f) = Ynu(f)pnu(f), is the reflection

coefficient, where v(f) ~ —exp _2%(;2“{) is the Fresnel reflection coefficient and p,, ,(f) =
()=

8n2 f2o? COSQ(QZ"n,u)

exp (— > ) is the Rayleigh factor that characterizes the roughness effect. v, , is the

angle of the incident signal to the reflector, 7( f) is the refractive index, and ¢ is the surface height
standard deviation. Thus, for the parameters to be estimated are: {6, ¢, 7o, Ynu}-
Next, we formulate the problem of estimating the sensing parameters from the 7' collected
snapshots in (I). To do so, we leverage the sparsity of the channel matrix and reformulate

the received uplink signal expression as a tensor.

III. SITUATIONAL AWARENESS ESTIMATION VIA TENSOR DECOMPOSITION
A. Problem Formulation

Estimating the sensing parameters from 7' communication snapshots recorded at the
subarray faces multiple challenges. First, existing estimation techniques [14]-[16] rely on the
collection of pilot signals and their goal is to estimate the channel. In contrast, our goal here is to
collect uplink communication signals used by users during an [XR] session so as to continuously

track the sensing parametersﬂ Second, existing parameter estimation methods [17]-[19]] have

their own limitations: Off-grid methods like [multiple signal classification (MUSIC)|cannot jointly

estimate multiple sensing parameters, leading to a difficult pairing problem [18]. Also, the
MUSIC, algorithm cannot be readily applied to the peculiar structure of hybrid

beamforming as its complexity of the method becomes impractical with large antenna arrays

*Communication was initiated after a successful initial access and beam alignment prior to the session.



[17]. Moreover, on-grid methods like compressive sensing [[19]] are constrained by their grid
spacing, which increases complexity if a high-resolution is desired.
To successfully estimate the [I'Hz| sensing parameters, we concatenate 7' snapshots of the

received uplink signal: Y,k = Wzkﬂfw(f)ﬂ + Ny i, 3)

Vor2 [y el | N2 [ wnn) o van(@

Q2 [ FROF(si(l) ... FRDF(D)si(T) |-

From (3), we observe that the received signal has three modes that represent the number of
measurements, the number of snapshots, and the number of subcarriers, respectively. Thus, we

can model it as a three-order tensor, namely, x € C/*T*K Tn fact, substituting (2)) in (3) yields:

P
p=1

In @, A, 2 ab, exp( -~ ), Gu(o,) & Whia, (65,), and &(07,) = Q%a, (87,,).
Clearly, each slice Y, corresponding with tensor x is a weighted sum of a common set of

rank-one outer products. Hence, we can factorize the tensor as follows:

X = ch (07,) 0 AD , +W =[[A,B,C]| + W,

AL ¢l Celol) | B2 gon,) . eon,) |C2[ A, AL ] O

Here, o is the outer product symbol, An wk = {ap exp(—ﬂﬂ#) }tTl and W is N, in the
tensor domain. A, B, and C are the three factor matrices associated {0 the tensor x. We note
that, the sparsity of the channel and the limited number of propagation paths, leveraging
tensor theory is particularly efficient and can guarantee the uniqueness of the estimated sensing
parameters. Moreover, our approach can characterize the sensing parameters from the collected
snapshots without imposing additional constraints or assumptions. For instance, alternatively
adopting matrix factorization almost never leads to a unique solution unless the rank of the

matrix is one or further conditions are imposed on the factor matrices.

B. Proposed Sensing Parameters Estimation Method

After factorizing the tensor 7y, extracting the sensing parameters and estimating them requires
solving the following optimization problem:

P
- g a,ob,oc,
p=1

2

; (6)

F

mln
A,B.C




where A = [ai---ap],B = [El - 'gpi| , C = [Cy - - - €p]| are the three estimated factor matrices.
To solve this problem, the three factor matrices need to be estimated. To do so, we leverage the
sparsity of the [I'Hz| channel that guarantees the uniqueness condition for tensor decomposition.
This allows us to establish a relationship between the true factor matrices and their estimates.

Thus, given these relationships, we next derive the environmental sensing parameters.
Theorem 1: The [AoA| [AoD] and [ToA| corresponding to path p between subarray n and

user u are: e
. a; Ck ((255#)
(bmu = arg mPiaX ~ - ’ i
S Nanls Sk (08
~H -~
— ‘bk ‘Sk: (671;“>
7 = argmax , (8)
oL, ‘kaQ Hgk (0F4)],
~H7P
~P _ . ‘ck An’u,k (65’7) 9
Tpu = aIg E_r}}n ~ <P P v
n,u Ck”z An,,u,k (T"vu) 2
Proof: See Appendix A :

()-©)) can be solved with a one-dimensional search. Thus, the estimated [AoA] [AoD| and [ToAl

allow us to track the [XR|user in near real-time. After obtaining ¢Z, .67,  and 77, , the attenuation

n,au Y n,u) n,u°

factor ai . can be obtained by substitution. To determine the tracking information of the user
and the blockers, we use our approach in Algorithm 1 in [9], which enables the [RIS|characterize

the spatial availability of communications.

C. Uniqueness and Accuracy of Estimated Sensing Parameters

We now further analyze our tensor decomposition technique and our estimated sensing param-
eters. The accuracy and precision of our estimations play a fundamental role for the service needs
of the application and the system performance. For example, in [VR] a precise tracking
of the user’s head and body movements is essential for creating a fully immersive experience.
Meanwhile, in an accurate registration of virtual objects onto the real-world scene is crucial
for providing an uninterrupted and continuous experience. Next, we prove that our obtained
sensing parameters are unique. Then, we capture the accuracy of the sensing parameters via the
which is a fundamental theoretical limit on the precision of any unbiased estimator [20]
that also provides a measure of the minimum acheivable variance in the estimation of a sensing
parameter. Thus, knowing the enables us to determine the accuracy and the sensitivity of

our tensor decomposition mechanism in identifying the sensing parameters.



1) Uniqueness of Sensing Parameters: Achieving uniqueness in sensing parameters is es-
sential in the Candecomp/Parafac (CP) decomposition-based method, which relies on Kruskal’s
condition [21]. Next, we prove the uniqueness of our solution.

Lemma 1: The @I user’s estimated tracking parameters, obtained at {o", 6% 7L}, and
the blocker’s estimated sensing parameters, obtained at {oV, 6~ 7N} are guaranteed to
be unique because of the sparsity of the [['Hz| channel.

Proof: See Appendix B [ ]

2) of Sensing Parameters: We now derive the as follows:

Proposition 1: The of the [XR] users sensing parameters at [LoS| and [NLoS]is given by:

T

where S* is the vector of sensing parameters, and L(S*) = —JTK log (WJW)—$ ||Y(T1) —(Co B)ATHF

CRLB(S") =

is the log-likelihood of S”. Here, Y(1) is the mode-1 unfolding of x and oyy is the total noise
standard deviation in the tensor domain.

Proof: The proof builds on [20], [22]-[24]], and is omitted due to space constraints. [ |
From Proposition [I] one can see that our estimation is mainly driven by the noise of the channel.
Interestingly, given that we are operating at bands, the total noise power is the sum of the
molecular absorption noise and the Johnson-Nyquist noise generated by the thermal agitation of
electrons in conductors. Thus, while sensing at higher carrier frequencies and larger bandwidths
may achieve higher resolutions, the molecular absorption noise at higher carrier frequencies will
affect the accuracy of the estimated sensing parameters. With higher resolutions, it is necessary
to control the variance of the estimates to considerably lower boundﬂ Hence, there exists a
duality between communication and sensing as we go to higher carrier frequencies. Thus, the
operation at sub{THz|bands is increasingly appealing as it could provide high data rates and high-
resolution sensing while circumventing the inherent unreliability of higher frequencies, which

are further compromised by molecular absorption losses.

IV. PREDICTING CONTINUAL AND FUTURE USER BEHAVIOR VIA GENERATIVE Al

Thus far, we have used tensor theory to analyze the received signal strength and extract the

tracking parameters for [LoS|links, and the mapping information for [NLoS]links. Nonetheless, our

>For instance, when the sensing parameters have a resolution in the centimeter range, the variance should be in the millimeter

or micrometer range.



sensing information from Section |lII| is not comprehensive and is dependent on the user’s align-
ment with the subarray. For instance, when all users are in perfect with their corresponding
subarray, our Section [[I]j measurements cannot characterize the possibility of blockage that may or
may not occur. Similarly, if a particular user is in NLoS| our tensor-driven approach alone cannot
enable tracking the user’s DoF during these time slots. As a result, we would not be able to assess
the comprehensive and continual user behavior and environment dynamics. One could argue that
such gaps in user behavior and environment dynamics can be found via averaging, nonetheless,
the stringent requirements of [XR] services impose a degree of immersion which requires sensing
information to be available instantaneously and continuously. Here, we will first propose a novel

non-autoregressive approach to predict the missing values of [LoS| and [NLoS| sensing matrices,

namely our imputation systemﬂ Then, we use these comprehensive time-variant vectors to predict
future time slots via an encoder-decoder transformed based generative |Al| framework. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first work that combines both imputation and forecasting systems in
a single framework. This novel integration offers a significant advantage over existing methods by
providing a more accurate and generalizable prediction of future time slots based on continuous
and comprehensive sensing data. As will be evident later, such future user behavior predictions
will enable us to control the uncertainty of the [THz channel, improve the overall performance
instantaneously, and will enable the user experience to be resilient. Note that these predictions are

not predicting the proper |[LoS| and [NLoS| values for the time-slots with missing or future values.

Instead, they provide RIS}operated instantaneous and continual information about the users’

behavior and their corresponding varying environments. Thus, this lend-to-end (E2E)| imputation-

forecasting learning framework enables us to obtain a comprehensive sensing cognizance in

terms of tracking and situational awareness.

A. Continual Prediction of User Behavior and Environmental Dynamics via Non-Autoregressive

Multi-Resolution Generation

Consider the link between user u and subarray n. To simplify the notation, we omit
subscripts « and n. Let 8* = (8%, 8% ... SL) be the sequence of T' snapshots of

sensing information, whereby S* = [¢~, 6% 7L]7. We also define SV = (SY,8Y ... SN)

®Imputation refers to the ability to intelligently recover and predict missing sequential sensing values to obtain a continuous

and instantaneous sensing vector versus time.
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predicting missing sensing information. For illustrative purposes the figure, we show a sequence of five sensing

values, that include three missing values. B) The forecasting approach via an adversarial sparse transformer model.

as the sequence of snapshots of whereby SN = [¢V, 6", 7N]7. These values represent
captured sensing information that characterizes the behavior of users and their corresponding
dynamic time-varying enviornment. However, such vectors contain missing values due to beam
misalignments and the intermittent nature of links. Our goal is to characterize the continual
and fine-grained behavior of users and the time varying environment in these gaps, produced
by beam misalignments, by predicting the missing values of S* and S”. The missing values
in S are captured by a masking sequence Z* = (EX 2L ... EL), while the missing values
in SV are found by its complement masking sequence =V. Thus, when the user is in
=F = [1,1,1]7 and ¥ = [0,0,0]7. In contrast, in [NLoS, we have =F = [0,0,0]" and
=N = [1,1,1]7. We also define p(ST,...,S%) = [[,p(ST|S%,). To factorize this probability,
one can use the chain rule and train a deep autoregressive model for imputation as in [25].
Nonetheless, autoregressive models perform this task using sub-optimal values when attempting
to search the missing values and are susceptible to error compounding for sequences with a
long range. Such autoregressive models assume that the current value of a time series is a
function of its past values. As the length of the sequence increases, the number of required past

values also increases, resulting in a very large number of parameters to estimate. Since we want

to capture fine-grained sensing information, our measurements can consist of long sequences



which can lead to overfitting and poor performance in capturing long-term dependencies. This
creates a mismatch between the imputed sensing information that we must predict and the
actual, observed indoor dynamics. To address these challenges, we propose a novel joint non-
autoregressive generative and adversarial approach, whereby a deep non-autoregressive multi-
resolution generative model [25] is used to recover missing observational sensing information.
Meanwhile, an encoder-decoder based transformer [26] uses the new continual predicted sensing
information to predict future information.

The architecture of this deep non-autoregressive, multi-resolution, generative model [25]] con-
sists of two components: a) a forward-backward encoder that maps the incomplete sequences of

LoS|and [NLoS| sensing sequences into hidden representations, and b) a multi-resolution decoder

that imputes the missing values of [LoS| given the hidden representations constructed in a).

1) Forward-backward encoder to represent missing sensing information: Every S*, SV and
its corresponding mask =" and Z" are concatenated as @ = [S¥ =*], and ON = [§V EN].
The and sensing information will undergo an encoder, which models a condi-

tional distribution of two sets of hidden states given the sensing and masked input. We define

THEE = (ui" okt and TEN = (0PN, 0l as the forward hidden states as well as
TEL = (Uf L U§ L) as the backward hidden states. Subsequently, the conditional probability

distribution functions will be:

p(XF7(OF) = Hp Tsrek).  p(rrIen) = [pe 1S’ ek).  an

t=1

where P = {L, N} indicates the or path. In (TT)), we can see that the product of

distributions can be parametrized via a forward and backward [recurrent neural network (RNN)|

2) Multi-resolution decoder: After representing the missing sensing information via forward
and backward hidden state, namely T* := [T%F TFF], the multi-resolution decoder must learn
the distribution of the complete sensing sequence given such hidden states, i.e., p(S¥|YF). This
a multi-resolution decoder can handle different time scales thereby improving the generalizability
of our prediction model with respect to the rate of change of the environment. That is, modeling
different time scales, we can capture both short-term and long-term dependencies in the data,
which can be important for accurate imputation. As in [25]], our multi-resolution decoder performs
its decoding strategy from the most coarse to the finest-grained resolutions. A decoder consisting
of Z resolutions is made up of decoding functions f!,..., f#, each of which predicts every

A, = 2777 steps. To select the missing step ¢, which is close to the midpoint [(”’ )] the decoder



first finds two known steps ¢ and j as pivots and, then, it determines the smallest resolution z
that satisfies A, < % Using the forward states Uf and the backward states UjB , the decoder
updates the hidden states at time tx. Subsequently, a decoding function f* is applied to map the
hidden states to the distribution over the outputs, denoted as p(S*|TT). Once an imputation
round is complete, the mask =" is updated to [1,1,1]7 and the process proceeds to the next
resolution.

3) Imputation Approach Learning Objective: Let S = S* be the collection of the comprehen-
sive sensing information (containing continual and uninterrupted sensing information). Z,,(S, =)
represents our generative imputation model parametrized by w, and p(=) is the prior over masking
computed by averaging the blockage score over previous time slots. Thus, the system can be

trained as follows:

T
HBHES*NS,ENP(E),S‘NI(S,E) Z[’I <St’ St) , where L= Hst — 5
t=1

2

Minimizing this objective function enables us to go from coarse grained sensing vectors
with missing information in regards to user behavior towards fine-grained situational awareness
which yields continual context in regards to the user behavior and the environmental time-varying

dynamics until present time. Next, we discuss our forecasting system.

B. Adversarial Transformer for Future User Behavior and Environment Forecasting

1) Forecasting Model Architecture: So far, we obtained a comprehensive, complete, and
continual sensing information (until present time) that empowers both the network and
application to instantaneously respond to user and environmental behaviors. To enable proactive
anticipatory intelligence, i.e., the ability to proactively anticipate and respond to user and envi-
ronmental behaviors, we propose an encoder-decoder based transformer structure and an auxiliary
discriminator, as in Fig.[3| as a forecasting system for our continual sensing information. Encoder-
decoder based transformers are known to be good for time series forecasting by virtue of their
attention mechanisms in multi-head attention layers that allows the transformer to capture long-
term dependencies within the continual sensing data outputed by our imputations. Similarly to
the neural network layer structure of [26], the encoder and the decoder both contain an identical
number of layers. Each layer consists of a multi-head self attention layer and a feed-forward

network. For the transformer, given a novel architecture family of transformations, namely, a-



entmax (see [27]], [28]]) was adoptecﬂ

To improve the generalizability of our [All framework and properly characterize the stochasticity
of the data, we adopt an adversarial training process. Rather than relying on minimizing likelihood
or quantile loss functions, we use the adversarial training process to regularize the sensing data
generated from the encoder-decoder network. By doing so, we are able to improve the robustness
of our framework and better handle variations in the data. Adversarial learning here enables the
framework to learn from both the observed and unobserved data, thus improving its ability
to generalize to new, unseen data. Thus, per Fig. [3] a discriminator network is added to our
forecasting system to improve the time-variant accuracy. Similarly to [26]], the discriminator
network consists of three fully connected linear layers with LeakReLu [29].

2) Forecasting Learning Objective: First, the goal of the discriminator is to distinguish
whether the input sensing data are predicted or ground-truth values by computing the cross-
entropy loss function. Here, the encoder-decoder transformer network acts as the generator §
whose goal is to minimize the quantile loss and adversarial loss. Henceforth, the goal of the

overall forecasting system is to optimize the following objective:

arg ming maxp A4 Lady (wg, wD) +L, (wg)
Laaw (w9, wP) =E [log (D(S)|+E [log <1 -D (S’))]

L, (wg;) = 22?:0 Zfozt(;l B, (Si,tv SH) . (St,iv SM) = ASy, <p]1$*t’i>si7t —(1- P)ﬂﬁi,tési,) )
where w® and wP” are the parameters of the generator and discriminator respectively, 7 is the
overall time span, P, is the normalized quantile loss (p-risk), AS;; = (S” — Sit), and A4 is
the trade-off hyperparameter between L4, and £,. The network is able to learn how to generate
more accurate and reliable predictions by minimizing the quantile loss and adversarial loss, as
well as regularizing the sensing data through the discriminator. This improves the generalizability
of the overall framework by allowing it to properly account for the stochasticity of the data.
Essentially, this adversarial generative approach encourages the network to learn the underlying
distribution of the data, rather than simply memorizing the training data. As a result, the network
can better generalize to new, unseen data, which is crucial for accurate future prediction and
subsequent robust optimization.

Given the aforementioned imputation and forecasting systems, our logical next step is to feed

"In essence, sparse attention models exhibit a form inductive bias that increases focus on relevant sensing information and

makes the continual sensing sequence more interpretable as a result of the causality in the user’s mobility.



this information to the communication system so as to minimize the handover costs and improve

the link resilience, as explained next.

V. [QOPEL}CENTRIC AND SENSING-AWARE HANDOVER OPTIMIZATION

In this section, our goal is to leverage the comprehensive and predictive sensing information
that we extracted so as to optimize the wireless system performance instantaneously. To do

so, we must first define the for users over the reality-virtuality spectrum.

A. of IXR| users

In a[THZz network, handover optimization, whether in indoor or outdoor settings, is paramount
due to the dynamic and unpredicatable nature of the environment. Essentially, links have
a limited range, narrow beamwidth, and are sensitive to blockages (including self-blockage).
Thus, while reseources such as bandwidth, resource blocks, or power are important, handover
has an immediate impact on the user as it directly affects the ability to maintain a LoS

link [12]. Traditionally, handover schemes rely on a combination of parameters, which usually

include [signal-to-interference-plus-noise-ratio (SINR)| thresholding, signal strength, distance, and

lquality-of-service (QoS)| indicators. While these parameters are effective in ensuring reliable

connectivity in conventional services, they fail to capture the user’s perspective or their (QoPE
Therefore, adopting existing handover schemes in personalized highly immersive experiences,
such as XR applications, can disrupt the seamless user experience. Moreover, as narrow
beams are susceptible to micro-mobility and micro-orientation, such handover techniques are
likely to result in frequent beam interruptions and a lack of continual connectivity, negatively
impacting the overall network performance. Thus, we need more sophisticated handover schemes
that consider user-centric metrics and the unique characteristics. Consequently, to design
an user-centric handover scheme, we must first tractably define the of users over
the reality-virtuality continuum from [AR] all the way to [VR]
Definition 1: The [QoPE of an [XR| user is given by:
B = (MRg+ XaRy,) P(Y < Asvy). (12)

Here, A\i, Ay, and A3 € [0, 1], while R, and R,, are the downlink and uplink data rates respectively.
¥ is the delay that encompasses the transmission delay, the computing, queuing, and

handover delays. To characterize this continuum, we define a parameter N as the reality-virtuality



scaling factor. For fully virtual services (VR), ® = 1, meanwhile for services that overlay
reality with augmented content (AR}, X = 0. Essentially, the must depend on the level of
immersion in the virtual world and thus on the defined scaling factor N. Hence, A\; — Ay o< ¢N and
A3 x (1 — eR), where ¢ depends on the generation and device requirements. For instance,
for N = 0, \;= )y, as N increases, the gap between \; and )\, increases. This relationship is a
byproduct of the fact that, in [AR] a bidirectional high data rate is needed to sustain a high
meanwhile, in the focus is only on the downlink data rate. Furthermore, as N increases from
0 to 1, A3 decreases. This is because requires a higher level of immersiveness and haptic
feedback, and thus require more stringent reliability measures. Meanwhile, [AR] does not require
full immersion. Hence, as shown in (13)), we propose a handover triggering criteria that integrates
the of the user and its situational awareness. Essentially, if there exists a dynamic blocker

that is getting closer to the associated user in the current/future time slot, a handover must occur.

Spu(t) = St (t) ACRLB < CRLB"™ initiate sensing-aware handover,

b,n,u

Sy (t4+1)— SE, (t+1)AL; < LY initiate sensing-aware proactive handover,

b,n,u b,n,u
Buns(t) < Bun initiate [QoPE}-centric handover,
Bunp(t) > Bin maintain the current link.
\

Essentially, as shown in (13]), our handover triggering scheme leverages our predicted continual
and future user behavior as well as the environment dynamics so as to anticipate future beam
misalignment. Furthermore, when a behavior is not anticipated our handover scheme instanta-
neously gets triggered when the [QoPE| of the user drops. This enables a resilient [30] decision
making mechanism that can flexibly interact with the environment regardless of its dynamics
and the accuracy of our estimated and predicted sensing parameters.

Although our handover process is sophisticated, the user experience can still be slightly
degraded during this time, especially when a handover occurs due to drops. To ensure
optimal performance, our network optimization framework must discourage frequent handovers
that increase delay and impact Therefore, we propose a user-centric handover cost

and the total number of handovers per meter for a user u as follows:

Ou = mln(h v ﬁh 1) h — Zne/\/ ZbEB {P [xb’n,u(t)l’b’n’u(t - ]') = 0]} (14)

. . . U . .
where z,,,, = 1, if user u is associated to subarray n of b, and 2y, = 0 otherwise, v, is

the velocity of user u, D, is the total distance traveled by user u, and 9" is the handover

time delay.
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B. Handover Optimization and User Association Problem Formulation

To guarantee a seamless experience to each and every user simultaneously, our goal is to
minimize the handover cost defined in (14)), while guaranteeing a high for every single user
instantaneously. This optimization must also be cognizant of the estimated sensing parameters
and their corresponding errors. In essence, performing handover based on erroneous sensing
information will jeopardize the network performance. Hence, we first define the collective utility
of all the active subarrays as fOllOWS'

;%ZZZZ%M )Buns(t) x (1= o(t)). (15)

t ueld neN beB
The goal of the |RISs|is to find optimal handover strategies that maximize the collective team

utility. Let 7o (@b, (8)|pun(t — 1), Spu(t, t+1), Sbn .(t,t+ 1)) be the strategy of subarray
n in b that is defined as the probability that the considered subarray serves user u at time ¢,
after successfully serving user u at ¢t — 1. This probability is further conditioned on the available
Bunp(t) and the situational awareness of the current and future time slots Sin(t, t+1)
and Sgn(t, t +1). As such, the expected collective utility is given by:

= Z G(:E) H H H 7Tb,n(wb,u,n(t)|xb,u,n(t - 1)7 Bu,mb(t)a SL(tv t+ 1)7 SN(ta t+ 1))7

xreX beB neN ueld

where X is the set of all possible associations that subarray n of b can perform at time
t. We seek to find a handover policy that optimizes the data rate, continuity, and robustness
over all the active links of the s subarrays. We thus, formulate the handover and user
association problem of an [RIS}assisted indoor network serving users:

max G(m), (16a)

T={71,....,TBx N}

st M Rau(t) + ARy u(t) < M RT(t) + MR (),Vt € (0,00),Yu €U,  (16b)

P(ﬁ(t) S /\319th) Z %h,N,VU S u7 (16C)
ST T 7o om0 260 (t = 1), Buma(t), S (£t 4+ 1), 8% (¢, t + 1)) =1, (16d)
xzeX beB neN ueld

0 S 7Tb,n<xb,u,n(t)|$b,u,n<t - 1)7 ﬁu,n,b(t>a SL(tat + 1)7 SN(tat + 1)) S 1. (166)

maximizes the time average of of active users associated to subarrays, while taking
into account the handover cost. (16b) and take into account each user’s downlink/uplink
data rate and reliability explicitly. (16b)) is the downlink/uplink condition that guarantees the

satisfaction of the rate requirement based on the type of service on the virtuality-reality
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spectrum. Similarly, is the reliability condition that guarantees that the delay is
less than a desired threshold. This delay considers the computing, queuing, transmission,
and handover latency. (16d) and are feasibility conditions. From (16), one observes that
the objective function is non-convex. Furthermore, exhibits multiple inter-dependent and

correlated parameters such as the [QoPE] the [E2E] delay, and the handover cost. Additionally, the

binary association decision variable xy, ., makes this problem difficult to solve via vanilla non-
convex optimization frameworks. Optimally solving this problem, i.e., guaranteeing bidirectional
rate, reliability, and low latency for all simultaneously and instantaneously requires imposing
restrictions or assumption on mobility, blockage, or the sensed environment. However, making
such assumptions would not provide an accurate representation of the dynamic behavior of the
THZ| network and the way in which [XR] users interact with it. Consequently, to address the
highly varying, dynamic, and non-stationary nature of the [’Hz channel and user behavior,
we propose a novel semi-distributed multi-agent framework that can fulfill the personal
requirements of individual users while shrinking the gap between the best-case and worst-case
performance. This framework enables agents to learn from their experiences, from the predicted
and forecasted sensing information in Section [I'V] and adapt their decision-making process based
on the current/future network conditions and user requirements, resulting in a more efficient,

resilient, and personalized performance.

C. Semi-Distributed Multi-Agent RL for Robust Handover Optimization

Given that the goal of (I6)) is to deliver a user-centric it cannot be solved through a
fully centralized approach where a central server makes handover decisions without considering
the specific needs of individual users. Due to the highly dynamic and non-stationary nature of
the ['Hz| channel and the diverse needs of individual users, achieving instantaneous reliability for
all users at all times is challenging. We adopt a resilient and robust approach in our optimization
solution to address the inherent uncertainties and variations in the system. Instead of solely
focusing on maximizing the or reliability, we aim to find mechanisms that enable a
quick rebound from occasional dips in performance. By adopting such an approach, we ensure
that the system remains adaptable and can function optimally under varying conditions and
scenarios. Consequently, we propose a novel semi-distributed multi-agent framework that
brainstorms collaboratively yet executes individually. That is to address individual user’s complex

time varying requirements, every subarray will have its own neural network to prioritize decision-
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making for its tagged user. To account for the welfare of the overall network, a centralized

feedback characterizing the of all other users, will be communicated from the central

[mobile edge computing (MEC)| server to the reward of each subarray and its tagged user. Thus,

guaranteeing the maximization of the collective utility in (16al).

In fact, the main goal when solving (I6) is to find a policy for each subarray that can
maximize the individual requirements of its associated [XR| user given the available sensing
information, while maximizing the collective utility, i.e., focusing on individual while
not overshadowing the collective performance. Furthermore, the obtained continual and future
sensing information may be erroneous and do not always reflect the ground truth of each subarray.
That is, in (13)), we can see that the handover process is a function of the accuracy of estimations
and predictions, thus our environment is partially observable. We next introduce the components

of our semi-distributed multi-agent framework:
o Agents: The agents are the subarrays in A of all the [RIS}operated in B.

o Observations: To ensure fair collaboration among subarrays, each agent observes its sensing
information, the of its user, and the sum of of all active user Thus, 04 ,,(t) =
ot = 1), S5 (1,4 1), SV (4 1), B0, Sy Soen Seuctr Boaun (DB (), -
The set of observations of all the subarrays of all the is O = {0y,0y,...,0},
where O, = [0} |, ..., 05 y] are the states of the subarrays at time step ¢. This enables each
subarray to make a decision based on its locally available measurements as well as the
previous association performed.

« Action: The action of each agent is to perform a handover decision or to maintain the cur-
rently active link. This decision requires modifying xy,, ,(t)’s binary value and adjusting the
beam of the considered subarray to the new or currently associated user, based on their track-
ing information in S*(t), S™(t). These actions are given by a; = [a1(t),...,apn(t)] € A.

o Strategies: The strategy of each subarray is the handover and user association strategy
in (T6).

« History: The history of each agent is defined as the set of all measurements, observations,
and actions collected up to time ¢ so as to enable each learning agent opportunistically

learn the time-varying nature of the policy. Hyn(t) = {apn(t), Tonu(t — 1), 8% (t,t +

8Such observations can be made available by measuring the uplink/downlink sum rates at the @operated and by
performing a ping that enables measuring the @ delay and reliability.
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1), 8Nt t+1), Bump(t), Z#ueu Bunp(t), pu}. Here, it is important to note that while each

subarray takes actions following its own user-centric strategy, from an perspective,

one might think they are unaware of the actions being made from other juser equipments|

That said, S*(¢,¢ + 1) provides a local situational awareness of the surrounding
blockers as well as a future prediction of this local area. In other words, each agent is only
cognizant of the actions of other agents that may affect them. The centralized feedback
D beB 2meN Daizuc Thun(t)Bunp(t) enables weighing each agent’s contribution to the
total welfare of the network.

e Reward: The reward of our system is designed in a semi-distributed fashion. That is,
the reward of each subarrary must measure the benefit of a selected action on: a) its
current, established link, and b) the effect of the action on the overall network’s ro-
bustness and resilience. Thus, we have: 7, (t) = Tpnwu(t)Buns(t) X (1 — 0pnu(t)) +
Con Z#ueu Y onen 2ven Tomu(t) Bunp(t), where (b, € (0,1) that can be tuned based on
factors such as the a) the density of users in the network, b) the carrier frequency and the
corresponding beamwidth, c) the level of cooperation needed to achieve desirable results.
The accumulated discounted reward can be given by R, ,(t) = ZZ:t 7Yty o (1) where 7 is
the discount factor. This accumulated reward exemplifies maximizing the collective utility
in in an individualistic and instantaneous way that can still improve the collective
performance. Here, v = 0 amplifies the current instantaneous performance only, while
ignoring any lessons that can be leveraged from previous handover policy. Meanwhile, v = 1
would average out the return. Note that, the optimal objective of maximizing the user’s
instantaneous [QoPE]| requires incorporating past handover policies and user associations,

which is why setting v = 0 would result in a suboptimal learning process.

To address the time-varying and non-stationarity nature of the [[Hz| network as well as the
complexity of the multi-agent partially observable process, every agent or subarray adopts a
hysteretic deep recurrent Q-network [31]], [32]]. In essence, each subarray n as acts as quasi-
independent learner (not fully independent as the centralized feedback depends on other agents)
and maintains its own hysteretic deep recurrent Q-network. In contrast to overly-optimistic multi-
agent RL] frameworks like vanilla distributed deep Q-learning, which tend to overlook low returns
caused by teammates’ exploratory actions and subsequently result in significant overestimation of

Q-values in stochastic environments, hysteretic deep recurrent Q-networks can discern that low
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returns may stem from environmental stochasticity and should not be disregarded. This approach
is particularly crucial for optimizing networks, which are susceptible to extreme events like
sudden blockages and molecular absorption, as well as micro-mobility and micro-orientation
changes. By taking the dynamic and unpredictable nature of the environment into account, this
approach allows for improved adaptation and optimization, ensuring that the reliability of the
system is maintained and quickly restored following intermittent links. This is particularly
crucial in providing uninterrupted and dependable service for users, whose needs may
change over time, and guarantees a resilient user experience that can promptly recover from any
disruptions. Moreover, the semi-distributed learning framework used in this approach ensures
guaranteed convergence due to the adoption of asynchronous updates, where agents update their
policy and value function independently and asynchronously. Although the optimality of the
solution may not be guaranteed in highly dynamic and non-stationary environments like [[HZ
networks, the quick adaptation of deep hysteretic networks enables the system to maintain robust
and resilient performance in response to unpredictable user behavior. Hysteretic deep recurrent
Q-networks leverage two distinct learning rates to handle the complex dynamics of the learning
process. The first learning rate, 7y, is used when the temporal difference (TD)-error is non-
negative. In contrast, the second learning rate, 75, is much smaller and is utilized to slow down the
degradation of Q-values associated with previously positive experiences resulting from successful
operations [31]. By implementing this approach, hysteresis is introduced, allowing subarrays to
be more resilient against negative learning, exploration, and concurrent actions. This approach
significantly improves the stability and robustness of the learning process, leading to better
overall performance and expedited convergence.

Similarly to [32], the deep hysteretic Q-network adopted is with one input layer, two fully
connected hidden layers, one hidden layer, a dueling layer, and an output layer. The
subarray’s local observations and the estimated state-action value @)y ,, respectively define the
input and output layer of the hysteretic deep recurrent Q-network. Multi-agent frameworks
are known to face the challenge of shadowed equilibria, a phenomenon where local observations
and non-stationarity cause locally optimal actions to become suboptimal at the global level [33].
Addressing this challenge effectively and stabilizing the learning process is crucial. To ensure
a resilient policy for each subarray and enable a smooth recovery from sudden disruptions of
THz links, we stabilize the learning process using a synchronized sampling strategy known as

concurrent experience replay trajectories [31].
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CRLB vs. Carrier Frequency and Bandwidth
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Fig. 6: Generalizability of our integrated imputation and forcesating system with respect to (a) Fluctuations in

the number of users in/out of the indoor area, and (b) Fluctuations in user’s speed (m/s).

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

For our simulations, we consider an indoor area modeled as a square of size 24m x 24m
whereby the are deployed over its three walls. The molecular absorption was obtained
from the sub model in with 1% of water vapor molecules. We set: N = 64 antennas,
() = 32 antennas, f = 0.275THz, W = 10 GHz (unless stated otherwise), and p = 30 dBm.
All statistical results are averaged over a large number of independent runs. For [AR] we set
A =1,A =1, and A3 = 1. For we set Ay = 1, Ay = 0.6, and A3 = 0.8, and, finally for
we let Ay = 0.9,y = 0.9, and A3 = 0.95. The reliability threshold set v; = 24 ms.
services ensure the immersion in a virtual world by guaranteeing the a [QOPE| below the 20 ms
as A\3 = 0.8 for The network was simulated with data generated from [XR| users moving
according to a random walk scheme as well as a WiFi positioning dataset so as to have a
general scheme for user mobility.

In Fig. [ the total spectral efficiency defined as in is shown. Fig. [ clearly shows the

benefits of deploying a joint sensing and communication system that shares hardware, waveform,
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l;{eliability versus Time for Different XR Scenarios

QOPE versus Time for Different XR Scenarios
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Fig. 7: (a) QoPE of XR users versus XR session time, (b) Reliability of XR users versus XR session time.
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and spectrum. In fact, our proposed joint sensing and communication approach achieves a 42 %
and 75 % improvement respectively compared to a communication system with beam training
and a standalone sensing and communication system. Fig. [5] showcases the effect of varying the
bandwidth and the carrier frequency on the CRLB. We can see that as intuitively expected, higher
bandwidths minimize the CRLB, nonetheless, the CRLB’s behavior versus carrier frequencies is
not monotonic. In fact, we can see that the CRLB decreases for carrier frequencies in the range
of 0.1 THz — 1 THz. Nonetheless, for higher carrier frequency ranges, Fig. [5] shows that the
CRLB starts to increase again due to the effect of more significant molecular absorption lines.
From Fig. [5] we also observe that increasing the bandwidth at such high carrier frequencies
(1 THz — 5THz) can also enable decreasing the CRLB.

In Fig.[6] the generalizability of our joint imputation and forecasting system is evaluated versus
fluctuations and new unseen user behavior (which are new mobility patterns tuned in this testing
period). We compare our approach to [RNN}based and transformer-based approaches which are

well known models for predicting temporal dynamics [37]. From Fig. [f] we observe that, when
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increasing the fluctuations in the number of users as well as the users speed, the accuracy of our
proposed scheme remains high. Meanwhile, deep learning learning schemes relying on datasets
and having a bias cannot adapt to fluctuations properly. Their accuracy decreases rapidly as such
fluctuations and unseen behavior pattern increases.

In Fig. the of an [XR] user (over different scenarios on the continuum) is
evaluated. We compare our proposed approach with communication-only schemes that use known
CS]| and beam tracking so as to study the potential benefits of joint sensing and Al-driven
situational awareness in enhancing communication system. First, we observe that maintaining
a high [AR|[QoPE] is much easier than and [VR| The difference in increases because
of extreme events such as blockages around time 200 ms and 600 ms. Fig. shows that our
proposed approach is able to recover easily from blockages and thereby demonstrating a high
resilience. This is by virtue of the network optimization design as well as the knowledge of future
time slots. Meanwhile, for communication only schemes with known |[CSI| and beam tracking,
the time needed to recover from such extreme events is much longer (by 270 ms). In fact, by
virtue of our semi-distributed, sensing-aware, and [QoPE}centric approach, our proposed approach
achieves gains of 60.27 % and 110 % when compared to known and beam tracking schemes
respectively. We observe a similar behavior for the reliability in Fig. Indeed, the reliability of
(compared to [AR] and [MR)) is more difficult to maintain, as it requires a more stringent
delay bound. Furthermore, similar to the we can see that the reliability of the system takes
time to recover from disruption in links in the known CSI and beam tracking schemes. Fig.
shows that, our proposed approach achieves 61 % and 78 % gains in the reliability compared to
known |CS]| and beam tracking schemes.

In Fig. [8| the average reward and the worst-case user reward of our proposed approach are
evaluated and compared to fully centralized deep schemes. From Fig. [§] we observe that, for
the average and the worst-case user, our semi-distributed deep Q hysteretic scheme achieves
higher rewards than fully a centralized deep schemes. In fact, we can see that the worst-
case reward of our proposed approach is higher than the average-reward of centralized deep
schemes. When comparing with centralized vanilla deep frameworks, we observe a 1.5-fold
improvement in the average reward and a two-fold improvement in the worst-case reward.

VII. CONCLUSION
In this paper, we have proposed a novel joint sensing, communication, and Al approach for

achieving optimized and resilient wireless XR experiences at THz bands. We leverage THz-
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operated RISs as base stations to extract sensing parameters by opportunistically utilizing uplink
communication waveforms. Our framework comprises a tensor decomposition framework, a
non-autoregressive multi-resolution generative Al framework with an adversarial transformer,
and a QoPE-centric and sensing-driven optimization that uses a semi-distributed multi-agent
deep recurrent hysteretic Q-neural network. Our goal is to maximize individual QoPEs and
improve the robustness and resilience of THz links. Through our analysis and simulations, we

have concluded the following observations:

« Deploying THz base stations at carrier frequencies higher than 1 THz is challenging in the
sensing and communication realm. Although such bands may offer high bandwidths for
high-resolution sensing and data rates, our results show that the possibility of performing
erroneous sensing estimates increases due to molecular absorption lines. Hence, there is a
need for open problems that enable higher rates at the sub-THz spectrum [3].

« Ensuring an instantaneous reliability of five nines with frequencies alone remains
challenging even with sensing. However, by combining sensing and [Al} we can better control
future networks and make them more robust and resilient. Further research is needed to

explore the impact of joint sensing, communication, and Al in a multi-band scheme that

integrates sub-6 GHz, millimeter wave (mmWave), and [T Hz| frequencies to achieve resilient

five nines reliabilities and high quality of personalized experience.

« Novel intelligence-centric metrics similar to the should be proposed to ensure the
requirements of future 6G and beyond applications are met. The resilience of certain
application metrics must be evaluated with respect to time, specifically how quickly they
rebound to their acceptable range. This is especially important for future 6G applications

that require instantaneous performance.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Theorem 1

Problem (6) can be solved efficiently by the alternating least squares matrix factorization
procedure [38]. Since we deal with a third order tensor, this factorization has three iterative
steps. Then, it fixes two factor matrices and minimizes the error with respect to the considered

factor matrix as:
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where, © is the Khatri-Rao product symbol. The exact factor matrices are related to their
estimates according to: A = AJ.T' + E,, B = BJI' + E,, C = CJsI' + E;5, where
{J1,J2,J3} are unknown nonsingular diagonal matrices that satisfy J;JsJ3 = I, T is an
unknown permutation matrix, and {E;, Es, E3} are estimation error matrices. By applying a

maximum likelihood estimator on each one of the equations and assuming that the estimation

error matrices { Ey, E5, Es} follow an [independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.)| circularly

symmetric Gaussian distribution [23]], we obtain (7)), (8), and (9).

B. Proof of Lemma 1

Proving the uniqueness of our sensing parameters requires proving that the CP decomposition
of x is unique under mild conditions with scaling and permutation ambiguities. In essence, the
Kruskal’s condition [21]], [39] guarantee the CP decomposition if the following condition is met:
ka+kp+kc > 2P+2, where ky, kg, and k¢ are the Kruskal ranks of matrices A, B, C and P
1s the number of links. In fact, the Kruskal-rank of a matrix is defined the maximum number
of any linearly independent columns that can be identified in a matrix. Based on [21]], k4 and kg
also denote the upper bound on the maximum number of links that can be distinguished. Hence,
when this upper bound condition is satisfied, one can write the Kruskal-rank of the matrices A,
B, C: ky = min(J,P), kp = min(7,P), kc = min(K,P). As we are operating in the
frequencies, the number of links available is quite limited, primarily restricted to either [LoS
or NLoS| However, the number of antennas and subcarriers at our disposal is significantly large.

Consequently, the Kruskal condition is fulfilled, which ensures the uniqueness of our solution.
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