arXiv:2403.01956v1 [cs.IT] 4 Mar 2024

Hybrid Active-Passive RIS Transmitter Enabled Energy-Efficient Multi-User Communications

Ao Huang, Graduate Student Member, IEEE, Xidong Mu, Member, IEEE, Li Guo, Member, IEEE, and Guangyu Zhu, Graduate Student Member, IEEE

Abstract—A novel hybrid active-passive reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) transmitter enabled downlink multi-user communication system is investigated. Specifically, RISs are exploited to serve as transmitter antennas, where each element can flexibly switch between active and passive modes to deliver information to multiple users. The system energy efficiency (EE) maximization problem is formulated by jointly optimizing the RIS element scheduling and beamforming coefficients, as well as the power allocation coefficients, subject to the user’s individual rate requirement and the maximum RIS amplification power constraint. Using the Dinkelbach relaxation, the original mixedinteger nonlinear programming problem is transformed into a nonfractional optimization problem with a two-layer structure, which is solved by the alternating optimization approach. In particular, an exhaustive search method is proposed to determine the optimal operating mode for each RIS element. Then, the RIS beamforming and power allocation coefficients are properly designed in an alternating manner. To overcome the potentially high complexity caused by exhaustive searching, we further develop a joint RIS element mode and beamforming optimization scheme by exploiting the Big-M formulation technique. Numerical results validate that: 1) The proposed hybrid RIS scheme yields higher EE than the baseline multi-antenna schemes employing fully active/passive RIS or conventional radio frequency chains; 2) Both proposed algorithms are effective in improving the system performance, especially the latter can achieve precise design of RIS elements with low complexity; and 3) For a fixed-size hybrid RIS, maximum EE can be reaped by setting only a minority of elements to operate in the active mode.

Index Terms—Multi-user communication, energy-efficient design, hybrid reconfigurable intelligent surface, RIS element scheduling, mixed-integer nonlinear programming.

I. INTRODUCTION Reviewing the evolution of the fifth-generation (5G) networks and catering to the new challenges in future networks, the sixth-generation (6G) wireless applications will be further upgraded to achieve wider and deeper coverage with higher data rates and lower latency [2, 3]. In order to alleviate the current communication band resource constraints,

Part of this work will be presented at the IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC), Dubai, United Arab Emirates, April 21-24, 2024 [1].

Ao Huang, Li Guo and Guangyu Zhu are with the Key Laboratory of Universal Wireless Communications, Ministry of Education, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China, also with the School of Artificial Intelligence, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China, and also with the National Engineering Research Center for Mobile Internet Security Technology, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China (email: huangao@bupt.edu.cn; guoli@bupt.edu.cn; zhugy@bupt.edu.cn).

Xidong Mu is with the School of Electronic Engineering and Computer Science, Queen Mary University of London, London E1 4NS, U.K. (email:xidong.mu@qmul.ac.uk).

the next generation of mobile communications is expected to evolve to higher frequency bands, e.g., millimeter wave (mmWave) [4] and terahertz (THz) [5]. This will result in more severe attenuation of radio waves, posing greater challenges in terms of signal coverage as well as interference immunity for base stations (BSs). To circumvent this problem, highband communications require that in addition to increasing the deployment density of BSs in the network, each BS has also to be equipped with more antennas [6]. Massive multipleinput-multiple-output (MIMO) is a key technology in 5G [7], however, the large-scale deployment of BSs with massive antenna arrays may not be advisable for 6G networks. On the one hand, vast amounts of high-performance radio frequency (RF) chains are required for Massive MIMO, leading to a surge in hardware complexity, energy consumption, and cost. On the other hand, although the increased data rate of the system can be achieved by using spatial multiplexing techniques, the network performance could be severely damaged when the radio propagation environment exhibits poor scattering due to the lack of active modulation of the channels. Therefore, it is a priority to develop more advanced transceiver architectures with lower comprehensive costs for the future beyond 5G and 6G networks.

Recently, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have been envisaged as an advanced technology to realize system spectrum efficiency (SE) and energy efficiency (EE) improvement [8]. Typically, an RIS comprises numerous tunable elements. By dynamically modulating the electromagnetic properties of these elements, RISs are able to customize favorable wireless propagation environments in a programmable manner, thereby facilitating the construction of “Smart Radio Environments (SREs)” [9]. Compared to conventional Massive MIMO array antennas, RIS-based large-scale antennas do not require power-hungry RF chains, which significantly reduces the energy consumption and cost. In line with the above advantages, in addition to deploying RISs in networks to assist transmissions, RISs can also be designed as promising enablers of the transceivers for the upcoming 6G wireless communications [10, 11].

A. Prior Works

During the past years, a plethora of works in the literature were devoted to investigating RIS aided wireless systems, in which RISs usually act as full-duplex relays to assist signal transmission. For instance, the authors of [12] studied the application of RISs in a downlink multiple-input single-output

(MISO) system and maximized the system EE by the proper power allocation design. The authors of [13] characterized the fundamental capacity and rate regions of a RIS-assisted system, where different multiple access schemes were employed. The authors of [14] performed the joint optimization of power control and phase shift in a RIS-assisted MISO network using statistical channel state information (CSI). Analytical formulations for the ergodic sum capacity are provided for both uplink and downlink scenarios. The authors of [15] pointed out that RISs can serve not only as pure reflectors but also for transmitting additional information through phase modulation. The authors of [16] discussed the potential application of RISs in edge learning and showed that deploying RISs in networks is particularly useful for distributed signal processing. The authors of [17] introduced a unified framework for joint timing and channel estimation in a communication network assisted by multiple RISs, where cooperative RIS reflection and synchronization design were taken into account. The authors of [18] proposed a multi-hop RIS-aided transmission design to combat the propagation loss at TeraHertz-band frequencies. Specifically, deep reinforcement learning (DRL) is leveraged for hybrid beamforming design at the BS and multiple RISs. However, due to the near-passive nature, conventional RISs can only modify the phase of the incident signal, which significantly limits the achievable performance gains. To overcome the “multiplicative fading” effect of the signal, the concept of active RISs has emerged [19]. With the support of extra power supplies, an active RIS is able to amplify the signal amplitude simultaneously while adapting the phase. Diverging from conventional practices of activating all elements, the authors of [20] presented a novel on-off mechanism for realizing flexible activation and deactivation of RIS elements. Based on this, system EE in both passive and active RIS configurations was optimized. Moreover, a few studies have been conducted to unveil the benefits of utilizing hybrid activepassive RIS in network systems. Each element on the hybrid RIS operates in either an active mode or a passive mode. The authors of [21] considered deploying a hybrid RIS in a MISO system to guarantee user fairness, the minimum rate among all users was maximized by jointly optimizing the transmit and RIS beamforming vectors. The authors of [22] investigated a worst-case user’s ergodic capacity maximization problem for an active-passive RIS aided wireless network. The proposed RIS architecture comprises two co-located sub-surfaces, with one having all active reflecting elements and the other having all passive ones.

As a step forward, there is a growing research effort to study the design of RIS-based transceivers. Generally, with the ability to isolate the feed antenna and users on either side, thereby avoiding the collision of different electromagnetic (EM) waves, transmissive RISs are more suitable for use as transmitter enablers [11]. Moreover, compared to reflective RISs, transmissive RISs can support higher aperture efficiency and operating bandwidth [23]. Here, dynamic metasurface antenna (DMA) is a concept similar to RIS and has been proposed for aperture antenna design using configurable metamaterials [24]. A DMA-based array consists of parallel microstrips, each consisting of subwavelength and frequencyselective resonant metamaterial elements. Notably, DMA requires the same number of RF chains as microstrips, distinguishing it from RISs, which lack RF chains. In particular, the authors of [25] reported a new transmissive RIS enabled multitier computing framework, in which the joint beamforming design was explored with the aim of minimizing the overall system energy consumption. In another work [26], the authors further studied the architecture of a downlink communication transceiver for simultaneous wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT) networks. Based on the imperfect CSI assumption, a robust system sum-rate maximization strategy was proposed. Very recently, the authors of [27] proposed a transmissive RIS transmitter empowered cognitive radio network scheme to realize low-power, high-rate multi-stream transmissions.

B. Motivations and Contributions

As summarized above, prior research contributions have revealed that RIS is an extremely appealing technique for the future networks. Despite the burgeoning research, the pursuit of RIS-based transmitter design is still in its infancy. Since the incident signal can only be transmitted via conventional passive RIS without signal amplification, the achievable beamforming gain is greatly limited, even leading to the fact that the coverage capability of the BS may not be compatible with practical user communication requirements. This has led to our immense interest in multi-antenna transmitter design utilizing a hybrid active-passive RIS. Each element on the RIS is supposed to be able to adaptively switch between active and passive modes to cater for variable propagation environments. In this way, by imposing extra control circuits to RIS elements, not only can the signal processing capability of the transmitter be enhanced, but also higher beamforming gains can be achieved by fully reaping the degree-of-freedom (DoF) of signal amplitude modulation. To the best of our knowledge, the application of hybrid active-passive RIS has only been studied in a few relaying RIS assisted communications [21, 22]. However, the RIS optimization solutions proposed in both efforts are not applicable in this paper, where the RIS is used to construst a transmitter and the operating mode (i.e., active or passive) of each element has to be optimized. This provides the main motivation of this work to pursue a more precise design for each individual RIS element.

Bearing all these observations in mind, this paper makes a pioneering work to propose a novel transmitter architecture based on hybrid active-passive RIS. Recall that the thermal noise induced by active elements cannot be ignored [19], it is of paramount importance to strike a compromise between system performance and energy consumption. To address this issue, we aim to provide feasible and effective optimization algorithms to achieve energy-efficient communications in hybrid RIS transmitter enabled multi-user networks. The primary contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose a hybrid RIS transmitter enabled downlink multi-user communication framework, where a hybrid active-passive RIS transmitter is exploited for information transmission. Based on the proposed transmitter architecture, we formulate an EE maximization problem by jointly optimizing the RIS element mode scheduling and beamforming vectors, as well as the power allocation coefficients, subject to the target rate requirement of individual users and the maximum amplification power limit of active RIS elements.

• We first invoke the Dinkelbach method to transform the original mixed-integer nonlinear programming (MINLP) problem into a more tractable form with a two-layer structure. Given the intractability of the problem, efficient algorithms are proposed based on alternating optimization (AO). Specifically, after deriving the maximum number of active elements a fixed-size RIS can accommodate, we apply an exhaustive search-based approach to determine the operating mode for each element. Then, the RIS beamforming and power allocation coefficients are alternately designed under a given RIS mode scheduling scheme. To further compress the computational complexity, we consider jointly optimizing the RIS element scheduling and beamforming coefficients by resorting to the Big-M formulation technique.

• Our numerical results reveal that the proposed hybrid RIS transmitter achieves better performance compared to the baseline schemes relying on fully active/passive RIS or conventional RF chains. More DoFs introduced by mode switching can be properly exploited for higher beamforming gains at a slight cost of power consumption, thereby facilitating the improvements in EE performance. On top of that, for a fixed-size hybrid RIS, system EE is maximized with only a few elements operating in the active mode, which is a preferred setting in practical implementation.

C. Organization and Notation

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the transmission framework of the proposed hybrid active-passive RIS transmitter enabled downlink multi-user communication system and formulates an EE maximization problem. In Section III, an AO-based two-layer algorithm is proposed to solve the resulting non-convex optimization problem. Section IV develops a low-complexity joint hybrid RIS optimization scheme. Simulation results are provided in Section V, which is followed by conclusions in Section VI.

Notations: Scalars, vectors, and matrices are denoted by lower-case, bold-face lower-case, and bold-face upper-case letters, respectively. B^{N×M} and C^{N×M} denote the space of N ×M matrices with binary and complex entries, respectively. a^H and ‖a‖ denote the conjugate transpose and the Euclidean norm of vector a, respectively. diag (a) denotes a diagonal matrix with the elements of vector a on the main diagonal. The distribution of a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random variable with mean μ and variance σ^2 is denoted by CN ( μ, σ^2_k ) . 1_{m×n} and 0_{m×n} denote the allone and an all-zero matrices of size m × n, respectively. Rank (X) and Tr (X) denote the rank and the trace of matrix X, respectively. diag (X) denotes a vector whose elements are extracted from the main diagonal elements of matrix X. X ⪰ 0 indicates that X is a positive semidefinite matrix. ‖X‖_∗ and

Fig. 1: Illustration of the hybrid active-passive RIS transmitter enabled multi-user communication network.

‖X‖_2 denote the nuclear norm and spectral norm of matrix X, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we consider a downlink multi-user communication framework, where the hybrid active-passive RIS transmitter equipped with a feed antenna serves K singleantenna users simultaneously. The set of users is denoted by K = {1, 2, · · · , K}. The hardware material of the RIS supports full transmission of incident electromagnetic waves, i.e. no incident signal is reflected. Suppose that the RIS is a uniform planar array (UPA)^1 consisting of M = M_x × M_y electromagnetic elements with element spacing Δ_t. In this paper, all channels are assumed to follow a quasi-static flatfading channel model [13]. For ease of exposition, h ∈ C^{M ×1} and g_k ∈ C^{M×1} are defined as the channels from the feed antenna to the hybrid RIS and the hybrid RIS to user k ∈ K, respectively. To characterize the theoretical upper bound of the system performance, we assume that perfect CSI is available at the transmitter with advanced channel estimation techniques [28, 29].

In practical implementations, the communication between the feed antenna and the RIS occurs over a short distance, typically less than the Rayleigh distance [30]. To properly account for the unique characteristics arising from wave propagation in the near-field regime, a statistical model known as the non-uniform spherical wave-based channel model is adopted herein^2 [27]. Then, the near-field channel from the feed antenna to the RIS can be directly modeled as a line-of-sight (LoS) channel: h = 1 √ 4π(r_{mx,my} )^2 [ e^{−j2π r1,1λ}c , . . . , e^{−j2π} rMx,My λc ]_H , (1)

1Remarkably, the algorithms proposed in this paper are also applicable to the case where the RIS is a uniform linear array (ULA), which can be regarded as a particular instantiation of UPA.

2Since near-field communication leads to strong interactions and phase differences among different RIS elements, it is essential to treat each element as an independent entity [31].

where λ_c denotes the carrier wavelength. r_{mx,my} denotes the distance between the feed antenna and the (m_x, m_y)-th RIS element. r_{mx,my} = √ r̄^2 + r̃^2_{mx ,my} , where r̄ denotes the the distance between the feed antenna and the center of the RIS, r̃_{mx,my} = √ ∂^2_{mx} Δ^2_t + ∂^2_{my} Δ^2_t denotes the distance between the (m_x, m_y)-th RIS element and the center of the RIS, ∂_{mx} = 2m_x−M_x−1 2 , ∂_{my} =^{2my −My −1}_2 .

On the other hand, users are usually located outside the Rayleigh distance of the transmitter. Due to the presence of both LoS components and non-line-of-sight (NLoS) components in far-field planar wave propagation, the channel from the RIS to user k can be modeled as a Rician fading channel^3:

g_k = √ β_0 (d_k)^α (√ κ 1 + κ g^{LoS}_k + √ 1 1 + κ g^{NLoS}_k ) , ∀k ∈ K, (2) where β_0 denotes the path loss at a reference distance of 1 meter. α denotes the corresponding path loss exponent. d_k denotes the distance between the RIS and user k. κ denotes the Rician factor of the RIS-user link. g^{LoS}_k = a (ϕ_k, φ_k ) is the deterministic LoS component and g^{NLoS}_k ∼ CN (0, I_M ) is the NLoS component modeled as Rayleigh fading. a (ϕ, φ) is the array response vector (ARV), and given by [32]

a (ϕ, φ) = [ 1, e^{−j2π Δt sin ϕ cos φλc} , . . . , e^{−j2π(Mx−1) Δt sin ϕ cos φλc} ]_T

⊗ [ 1, e^{−j2π Δt sin ϕ sin φλ}c , . . . , e^{−j2π(My −1) Δt sin ϕ sin φλ}c ]_T , (3) where ϕ ∈ [ −^π_2 ,^π_2 ] and φ ∈ [0, 2π] denote the elevation angle-of-arrival (AoA)/angle-of-departure (AoD) and the azimuth AoA/AoD, respectively.

B. Hybrid Active-Passive RIS Transmitter Architecture

Fig. 1 shows the the hardware architecture of the proposed hybrid RIS transmitter design. Each passive component can transmit the incident signal with a desired phase shift, while the active components are implemented by both power amplifier (PA) and phase shift control (PSC), thereby achieving simultaneous tuning over the phase and amplitude of the signal. By toggling the switches ON or OFF, the hybrid RIS elements can flexibly transition between active and passive modes to align with the practical needs of specific applications.

To mathematically characterize the operating mode of each element on the hybrid RIS, we define the transmission coefficient matrices as Θ = diag { |β_1|e^{jθ1} , |β_2|e^{jθ2} , · · · , |β_M |e^{jθM} } . |β_m| and θ_m ∈ [0, 2π), m ∈ M respectively denote the transmission amplitude and phase-shift coefficients of the m-th element. It is assumed that there are total M_{act} (M_{act} ≤ M) elements operating in the active mode. The positions of active elements are predefined in A ⊂ {1, 2, · · · , M} with |A| = M_{act}.

3Both LoS and Rician fading channels are rigorous approximations for characterizing the behavior of actual channels. Besides, it should be noted that the presented algorithms exhibit high feasibility across various channel models, i.e., the Gaussian and Rayleigh fading channels.

α_m ∈ {0, 1} , ∀m ∈ M is a RIS mode scheduling variable which is defined as: α_m ≜ { 1, Active mode at element m, m ∈ A, 0, Passive mode at element m, m /∈ A. (4) Based on the above definition, matrix A = diag {α_1, α_2, · · · , α_M } ∈ B^{M ×M} is the hybrid RIS mode scheduling matrix. Furthermore, Φ = A ∘ Θ and Ψ = (I_M − A) ∘ Θ are the diagonal active and passive coefficient matrices, respectively, where ∘ represents a Hadamard product. For the passive RIS element m /∈ A, we have |β_m| = 1 due to the law of energy conservation. For the active RIS element m ∈ A, we have |β_m| ≤ ρ_{max}, where ρ_{max} > 1 is the maximum power amplification gain supplied by the active load.

C. Signal Model and Problem Formulation

Let x_k denote the information-bearing symbol for user k sent by the transmitter, the signal received by user k is expressed as

y_k = ( g^H_k Θh ) ∑ k∈K √ p_kx_k + g^H_k Φn_r + n_k, (5)

where E [ |x_k|^2 ] = 1. n_k ∼ CN (0, σ^2) denotes the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at user k with noise power σ^2_k. n_r ∼ CN (0, σ^2_r I_M ) denotes the thermal noise generated by active RIS elements. p_k denotes the transmit power allocated to user k by the RF feed antenna. The received signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at user k is given by

SINR_k = | |√p_k (g^H_k Θh) | |^2 ∑ j∈K\{k} |√ p_j ( g^H_k Θh )|_2 + ‖ g^H_k Φ ‖_2 σ^2_r + σ^2 , (6) R_k = log_2 (1 + SINR_k) is the achievable data rate of user k ∈ K. Regarding the energy consumption model, the allocated power at the feed antenna should satisfy the following conditions, p_k > 0, ∑ k∈K p_k ≤ P^{max}_f , (7)

where P^{max}_f denotes the maximum allowable power of the feed antenna for signal transmission. Let P_{act} represent the amplification power of the active RIS elements, which can be expressed as [21]

P_{act} = ∑ k∈K p_k ‖Φh‖^2 + ‖Φ‖^2 σ^2_r ≤ P^{max}_r , (8)

where P^{max}_r is the maximum allowable power at the hybrid active-passive RIS. The total power consumption of the communication system is calculated by

P_{tot} = 1 ζ ( ∑ k∈K p_k + P_{act} ) + P_{RF} + MP_r + P_c, (9)

where ζ is the efficiency of the power amplifier, P_{RF} is the constant RF chain power consumption of the feed antenna, P_r is the hardware consumption induced by each RIS element, P_c is other circuit power consumption in the system.

In the proposed communication framework, an energyefficient design is desired for striking a good balance between system performance and power consumption. By jointly optimizing the RIS element scheduling and beamforming coefficients, as well as the power allocation coefficients at the feed antenna, our objective is to maxmize the EE of the considered system, subject to the user’s individual rate requirement and the maximum RIS amplification power constraint. Consequently, the optimization problem can be formulated as

max α_m,Θ,p_k η_{EE} ≜ R P_{tot}

(10a) s.t. p_k > 0, ∑ k∈K p_k ≤ P^{max}_f , (10b) ∑ k∈K p_k ‖Φh‖^2 + ‖Φ‖^2 σ^2_r ≤ P^{max}_r , (10c)

R_k ≥ R^{min}_k , (10d) θ_m ∈ [0, 2π), ∀m ∈ M, (10e) |β_m| ≤ ρ_{max}, ∀m ∈ A, (10f) |β_m| = 1, ∀m /∈ A, (10g) α_m ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M, (10h) where R = ∑ k∈K R_k. Constraints (10b) and (10c) restrict the power allowance at the feed antenna and the hybrid RIS, respectively. Constraint (10d) is imposed to guarantee that the achievable rate of user k must not be lower than a rate threshold R^{min}_k . Constraint (10e) denotes the phase-shift constraint for each element on the RIS. Constraints (10f) and (10g) represent the amplitude coefficient constraints for the active and the passive elements, respectively. Constraint (10h) indicates that each RIS element can only operate in either passive mode or active mode.

Note that problem (10) is a MINLP problem, which presents great difficulty in solving it directly. Next, we will first restate problem (10) in a nonfractional form, and then analyze the approaches to solve it.

D. Solution Analysis

By exploiting the Dinkelbach method [33], problem (10) is reformulated as max α_m,Θ,p_k η^′_{EE} ≜ R − ξP_{tot} (11a)

s.t. (10b) – (10h), (11b)

where ξ ≥ 0 is the Dinkelbach variable, which can be interpreted as a scalar weight of power consumption P_{tot}. Define Q ≜ {α_m, Θ, p_k}. For a given ξ, the optimal solution of (11) is denoted by Q̃. Assume that Q̃^∗ is the optimal solution of (10) and ξ^∗ is the maximum system EE, i.e., ξ^∗ =^R(^{Q̃∗})

P_{tot} (Q̃^∗) = maxQ R(Q) P_{tot} (Q) . It is readily observed that

solving (10) is equivalent to finding the optimal solution ξ^∗ in problem (11). Define a function F (ξ) as

F (ξ) ≜ max_Q { R(Q) − ξP_{tot} (Q) } , (12)

Fig. 2: Algorithm flowchart.

ξ^∗ can be achieved if and only if the following condition holds:

F (ξ^∗) = max_Q { R(Q) − ξ^∗P_{tot} (Q) } = R ( Q̃^∗ ) − ξ^∗P_{tot} ( Q̃^∗ ) = 0.

(13)

A two-layer algorithm framework is adopted to find ξ^∗. ξ is initialized with a small value. In each iteration, ξ remains constant in the inner layer and is increased in the outer layer until convergence is reached. Specifically, we can update the Dinkelbach variable ξ according to ξ^{(n+1)} =^R(^{Q̃(n)} )_{Ptot} (_{Q̃(n)} ) , where n is the iteration index.

However, due to the fact that optimization variables are highly coupled in problem (11), it is challenging to obtain a globally optimal solution to this problem. Therefore, we aim to seek its locally optimal solution via iterative algorithms based on AO method. To make progress in solving binary variables, an exhaustive search-based method is developed to determine the RIS element operating mode first. Subsequently, the RIS beamforming vector and power allocation coefficients are alternately designed for a given RIS mode scheduling. On the one hand, to facilitate RIS beamforming design, semidefinite relaxation (SDR) technique is applied. Furthermore, we exploit the penalty-based method to recover the optimal rank-one solution in the SDR. On the other hand, the solution to the power allocation subproblem is achieved by successive convex approximation (SCA). Nevertheless, since the optimal {α_m} is obtained by traversing all possible index sets A, this leads to a potentially high algorithmic complexity. In pursuit of a good complexity-optimality trade-off, a joint hybrid RIS design scheme is convinced to jointly optimize the variables {α_m} and {Θ} by leveraging the Big-M formulation. The overall algorithm flowchart is shown in Fig. 2 at the top of this page.

III. ALTERNATING OPTIMIZATION BASED ALGORITHM

In this section, we first decompose problem (11) into three subproblems, i.e., RIS element mode scheduling optimization, RIS transmission beamforming optimization and power allocation optimization. Then, an AO-based algorithm is developed to alternately design the optimization variables.

A. Element Mode Scheduling Optimization for the Hybrid RIS

Before designing the RIS amplitude and phase-shift coefficients {Θ} and the feed antenna power allocation coefficients {p_k}, we need to determine the operating mode of the RIS elements, i.e., {α_m}. Unfortunately, it is non-trivial to derive a closed-form solution for the optimal element mode scheduling. To circumvent this difficulty, we are going to exploit the interplay between the number of active and passive elements to shed light on the solution to problem (11).

Particularly, the RIS amplification power function in constraint (10c) can be rewritten as:

P_{act}^{(a)}= ∑ m∈A |β_m|^2 ( |h_m|^2 ∑ k∈K p_k + σ^2_r ) , (14)

where h_m is the m-th entry of vector h. Denote ~P ≜ ∑ i∈A,i≠m |βi| 2 ( |h_m|^2 ∑ k∈K p_k + σ^2_r ) , {|β_m|}_{m∈A} can be calculated by the following equation: |β_m| = √ P_{act} − ~P |h_m|^2 ∑ k∈K p_k + σ^2_r , ∀m ∈ A. (15) Remark 1. From the perspective of maximizing the system EE, m ∈ A is available if and only if |β_m| > 1 holds. According to Eq. (15), {|β_m|}_{m∈A} is strictly limited by the amlification power budget P_{act}. Specifically, by fixing P_{act} with P_{act} ≤ P^{max}_r , for given power allocation coefficients {p_k}, a larger number of active RIS elements (i.e., M_{act}) will lead to a smaller |β_m|. Therefore, increasing M_{act} may compress the amplification of the transmitted signal amplitude, and even result in |β_m| ≤ 1, which attenuates the signals and degrades the system performance. This conclusion will be further demonstrated numerically.

On the other hand, we note that thermal noise caused by active elements cannot be ignored and should be taken into account when calculating the system data rate. An RIS with a higher quantity of active elements also requires an increased power consumption [34]. Hence, some of the elements on the hybrid RIS need to be switched to the passive mode to guarantee optimal EE performance at a limited amplification power threshold. Based on the above observations, a special case is considered to help us find the maximum M_{act}. For any active element m ∈ A, by setting |β_m| = 1, problem (11) is feasible when the following condition holds: ∑ m∈A |h_m|^2 ≤ P^{max}_r − σ^2_r ∑ k∈K p_k ≜ ψ (h) . (16)

For the near-field channel h ∈ C^{M ×1} , we first rank |h_m|, ∀m ∈ A in an increasing order as

|[h_m]_{j1} | ≤ |[h_m]_{j2} | ≤ · · · ≤ |[h_m]_{jM} |, (17)

where j_i is the index corresponding to the rank ordering. It is assumed that there exists L∑ i=1 |[h_m]_{ji} |^2 ≤ ψ (h) , (18)

L+1∑ i=1 |[h_m]_{ji} |^2 > ψ (h) , (19)

based on (18) and (19), we are able to obtain the upper bound of M_{act}, which is given by

[M_{act}]^{ub} = min {L, M} . (20)

For an M element hybrid RIS with M_{act} active elements, given the upper bound of M_{act}, i.e., M_{act} ≤ [M_{act}]^{ub}, there are P_A =

∑_{[Mact ]}ub i=1 (_M i ) different candidate sets A. We exhaustively search through all possible index sets A to find the optimal RIS mode scheduling scheme. For given {α_m}, we could alternately solve the following two subproblems by applying the AO method. Ultimately, the scheme can obtain the highest objective value will be selected as the optimal solution.

B. Transmission Beamforming Optimization at the Hybrid RIS

Given {α_m} and {p_k}, the problem for optimizing RIS transmission beamforing coefficients {Θ} becomes

max_Θ η^′_{EE} (21a)

s.t. SINR_k ≥ γ^{min}_k , (21b) (10c), (10e) – (10g), (21c)

where constraint (21b) is a variant of constraint (10d), γ^{min}_k = 2^{Rmink} − 1 is the required minimum SINR for user k. The nonconvexity of problem (21) lies in the non-concave objective function and the non-convex constraints (10c) and (21b).

Since matrices A and Θ are two diagonal matrices, we can rewrite their Hadamard product in a normal product form, i.e., Φ = AΘ. Therefore, constraint (10c) can be rewritten as ∑ k∈K p_k ‖AΘh‖^2 + ‖AΘ‖^2 σ^2_r ≤ P^{max}_r . (22)

To tackle the non-convexity of the quadratic term in constraint (22), define the transmission coefficient vector at the hybrid RIS as u ≜ [|β_1|e^{jθ1} , |β_2|e^{jθ2} , · · · , |β_M |e^{jθM} ]^H ∈ C^{M×1} , the left-hand side term of constraint (22) can be further expressed as P_{act} = ∑ k∈K p_k ‖ u^H HA ‖_2 + σ^2_t ‖u^H A‖^2, where H ≜ diag ( h^H ) ∈ C^{M ×M} . By lifting A into matrix ~A = AA^H ∈ C^{M×M} , then the hybrid RIS amplification power constraint is approximated by the convex constraint as follows: ∑ k∈K p_kTr ( UH ~AH^H ) + Tr ( ~AU ) σ^2_r ≤ P^{max}_r , (23)

where U = uu^H ∈ C^{M×M} , satisfying U ⪰ 0 and Rank(U) = 1. Denote G_k ≜ diag ( g^H_k ) ∈ C^{M ×M} , the SINR term in (6) is given by

SINR_k = p_k | |uH G_kh | |^2 ∑ j∈K\{k} pj |u H G_kh|^2 + ‖u^H G_kA‖^2 σ^2_r + σ^2 = p_kTr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) ∑ j∈K\{k} pjTr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) +Tr ( UG_k ~AG^H_k ) σ^2_r +σ^2 , (24) where ~H = hh^H ∈ C^{M×M} . The SINR term is now converted into a fractional function with a linear numerator over a linear denominator. Therefore, constraint (21b) can be rewritten as

γ^{min}_k ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j Tr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) +Tr ( UG_k ~AG^H_k ) σ^2_r +σ^2

≤ p_kTr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) , ∀k ∈ K. (25) Introduce the following slack variables {X_k} and {Y_k}: 1 X_k ≤ p_kTr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) , (26) Y_k ≥ ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j Tr ( UG_k ~HG^H_k ) +Tr ( UG_k ~AG^H_k ) σ^2_r +σ^2,

(27)

for any given points {X^{(n)}_k , Y^{(n)}_k }, based on the first-order Taylor expansion [35], the concave lower bound of the achievable rate at user k can be obtained as

R_k ≥ log_2 ( 1 + 1 X^{(n)}_k Y^{(n)}_k ) − (log_2 e) ( X_k − X^{(n)}_k )

X^{(n)}_k + X^{(n)}_k^2Y^{(n)}_k − (log_2 e) ( Y_k − Y^{(n)}_k )

Y^{(n)}_k + Y^{(n)}_k^2X^{(n)}_k ≜ [Π_k]^{lb} , ∀k ∈ K. (28) Then, the RIS beamforming optimization problem can be approximated as max U,X_k ,Y_k ∑ k∈K [Π_k]^{lb} − ξP_{tot} (29a)

s.t. U ⪰ 0, (29b) Rank (U) = 1, (29c) |U|_{mm} ≤ ρ_{max}, ∀m ∈ A, (29d) |U|_{mm} = 1, ∀m /∈ A, (29e) (23), (25) – (27). (29f)

Observed that the main challenge in solving problem (29) stems from coping with the non-convex rank-one constraint (29c). Using the SDR technique, we can always obtain an optimal solution to the relaxed version of the above problem, i.e., by dropping constraint (29c).

In the following, penalty method is employed to ensure the rank-one property of U. To elaborate it, we first provide an equivalent representation for constraint (29c) as ‖U‖_∗ − ‖U‖_2 = 0 [36], which can be appended to (29a) as a penalty function term. Here, ‖U‖_∗ ≜ ∑ i σ_i (U) and ‖U‖_2 ≜ σ_1 (U) denote the nuclear norm and spectral norm, respectively, and σ_i (U) is the i-th largest singular value of matrix U. Now, the objective function of the optimization problem is transformed into

η^′_{EE} (U, X_k, Y_k) ≜ ( ∑ k∈K [Π_k ]^{lb} − ξP_{tot} ) −τ (‖U‖_∗ − ‖U‖_2) , (30) where τ is the penalty factor. In order to guarantee the concavity of the objective function, SCA technique is applied to construct an upper bound on the penalty function term as follows:

‖U‖_∗ − ‖U‖_2 ≤ ‖U‖_∗ − U^{(n)} ≜ χ ( U, U^{(n)} ) , (31)

where U^{(n)} ≜ ‖ U^{(n)} ‖ 2 + Tr ( δ_{max} ( U^{(n)} ) δ_{max} ( U^{(n)} )_H ( U − U^{(n)} )) . U^{(n)} denotes the given local point in the l-th iteration, δ_{max} ( U^{(n)} ) denotes the eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of U^{(n)}.

As a result, by replacing the non-convex penalty function term with its convex upper bound, we obtain a standard convex optimization problem as follows: max U,X_k ,Y_k ( ∑ k∈K [Π_k]^{lb} − ξP_{tot} ) − τχ ( U, U^{(n)} ) (32a)

s.t. (23), (25) – (27), (29b), (29d), (29e). (32b)

This problem can be efficiently solved by adopting existing convex problem solvers such as CVX. Denote U^∗ as the optimal solution to problem (32), the transmit beamforming vector can be obtained via Cholesky decomposition, i.e., U^∗ = uu^H . Then, we can recover Θ^∗ = diag (u).

C. Power Allocation Optimization at the Feed Antenna

Lastly, given {α_m} and {Θ}, problem (11) is reduced to finding the optimal power allocation coefficients {p_k} at the feed antenna, which yields the following problem:

max_{pk} η^′_{EE} (33a)

s.t. (10b), (10c), (21b). (33b)

The objective function in problem (33) is non-concave and the constraint (21b) is non-convex, which makes the power allocation very challenging. To tackle this obstacle, let us denote Υ_k ≜ ‖ ‖gH_k Φ ‖ ‖^2 σ2_r + σ2, we first transform constraint (21b) as

γ^{min}_k ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j | g^H_k Θh |_2 + Υ_k ≤ p_k | g^H_k Θh |_2 . (34)

The achievable rate for signal decoding at user k can be equivalently rewritten as

R_k = log_2 1 + p^k | |gH_k Θh | |^2 ∑ j∈K\{k} pj | |gH_k Θh | |^2 + Υ_k , = f_1 (p_k) − f_2 (p_k) ,

(35)

where

f_1 (p_k) = log_2 ( ∑ k∈K p_k | |g^H_k Θh | |^2 + Υ_k ) , (36)

f_2 (p_k) = log_2 ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j | |g^H_k Θh | |^2 + Υ_k . (37)

Therefore, the objective function of the optimization problem is given by

η^′_{EE} (p_k) ≜ ∑ k∈K ( f_1 (p_k) − f_2 (p_k) ) − ξP_{tot}, (38)

where P_{tot} in (38) is a linear function with respect to {p_k}. It should be noted that the data rate of the system is reconstructed in terms of the difference of two logarithmic functions, its global concave underestimator can be obtained by resorting to the SCA method. Define Q_k ≜ ∑ j∈K\{k} pj , for any feasible

point Q^{(n)}_k , we have

R_k ≥f_1 (p_k) − log_2 ( Q^{(n)}_k | |g^H_k Θh | |^2 + Υ_k )

− ( Q_k − Q^{(n)}_k ) | |gH_k Θh|^2 log_2 e Q^{(n)}_k | |gH_k Θh | |^2 + Υ_k ≜ [Γ_k]^{lb}, ∀k ∈ K. (39) Till now, problem (33) for transmit power allocation can be reformulated as

max_{pk} ∑ k∈K [Γ_k]^{lb} − ξP_{tot} (40a)

s.t. (10b), (10c), (34). (40b)

The above problem a standard convex optimization problem which can be solved directly with convex optimization software, such as CVX.

D. Proposed Algorithm and Computational Complexity To start with, we propose an exhaustive search-based method to determine the RIS element selection mode. Next, two subproblems are solved for a given element mode scheduling scheme by adopting the AO method. More particularly, the RIS beamforming coefficients {Θ} and the feed antenna power allocation coefficients {p_k} are alternately optimized by solving problem (32) and (40). The details of the proposed algorithm are summarized in Algorithm 1. As shown, in the n_2-th iteration, if the increment of ξ falls below a predefined threshold ϵ_2, the iteration process terminates and returns the optimal resource allocation scheme and system EE. Otherwise,

we update ξ^{(n2 +1)} =^R ( Θ^{(n1)} ,p^{(n1)}_k ) P_{tot} ( Θ^{(n}1^) ,p^{(n1)}_k

) and continue the itera-

tion process. As a result, the proposed algorithm is ensured to reach convergence. However, the assertion of attaining global optimality lacks empirical support for the following reasons: 1) Problem (11) is not jointly convex with respect to Θ and {p_k}; and 2) The optimization results obtained are based on both Dinkelbach and AO methods, which are generally not guaranteed to yield globally optimal solutions.

In the following, the computational complexity of Algorithm 1 for soving problem (11) is analyzed. The complexity of exhaustively searching all possible index sets A is O (P_A). To optimize the RIS beamforming coefficients, the complexity for solving problem (32) is O ( max (M, 3K + 1)^4 √ M log_2^1_ϵ ) , where ϵ > 0 is the solution accuracy. According to [35], the complexity of the power allocation design is O ( K^{3.5} ) , supposing that the interior-point method is applied. In

Algorithm 1 Proposed Algorithm for Solving Problem (11) 1: Calculate the upper bound of M_{act} based on Eq. (20). 2: Exhaustive searching: 3: Initialize A, feasible points { Θ^{(0)}, p^{(0)}_k } , energy efficiency ξ^{(0)} = 0, and the maximum error tolerance ϵ_1 and ϵ_2.

Set iteration index number n_1 = n_2 = 0. 4: repeat: outer loop 5: repeat: inner loop 6: Obtain Θ^{(n1+1)} by solving problem (32) with given {α_m}, ξ^{(n2 )} and { p^{(n1)}_k } . 7: Obtain { p^{(n1+1)} k } by solving problem (40) with given {α_m}, ξ^{(n2 )} and Θ^{(n1+1)}.

8: n_1 ← n_1 + 1.

9: until the fractional increase of the objective value is below ϵ_1 or the maximum number of inner iterations is reached.

10: Update ξ^{(n2+1)} =^R ( Θ^{(n1 )} ,p^{(n1)}_k ) P_{tot} ( Θ^{(n1 )},p^{(n1 )}_k ) . 11: n_2 ← n_2 + 1, and n_1 ← 0. 12: until | |ξ(n2) − ξ(n2−1) | | ≤ ϵ_2 or the maximum number of outer iterations is reached.

13: Output the optimal solutions and maximum energy efficiency ξ.

consequence, the total complexity of Algorithm 1 is O ( P_A ( I_{out}I_{inn} ( max (M, 3K + 1)^4 √ M log_2^1_ϵ + K^{3.5} ))) , where I_{inn} and I_{out} respectively denote the number of iterations in the inner layer and outer layer required by Algorithm 1.

IV. LOW-COMPLEXITY ALGORITHM In Section III, we propose to leverage the AO method for optimizing different variables (i.e., {α_m}, {Θ} and {p_k}). To find the optimal index set A, an exhaustive searchbased scheme is developed. It requires O (P_A) computational complexity for searching, which is unacceptable even for moderate values of M. In this section, we present a forwardlooking vision outlining the optimization for joint hybrid RIS design. Particularly, given the power allocation coefficients {p_k}, the element mode scheduling {α_m} and the transmission beamforming coefficients {Θ} of the hybrid RIS can be jointly optimized with low-complexity.

A. Joint RIS Element Mode and Beamforming Optimization Specifically, to achieve low-complexity design for the hybrid RIS, problem (11) is simplified as max α_m,Θ η^′_{EE} (41a)

s.t. (10c), (10e) – (10h), (21b). (41b)

The non-convexity of problem (41) lies in the non-concave objective function and the non-convex constraints (10c), (10h) and (21b).

As can be seen, the optimization variables A and Θ are highly coupled together. Let us define u ≜

[u_1, u_2, · · · , u_M ]^H ∈ C^{M ×1} . To tackle the coupling between A and Θ, a slack optimization variable z ≜ [z_1, z_2, · · · , z_M ]^H ∈ C^{M ×1} is introduced, which satisfies diag ( z^H ) = AΘ. According to the Big-M formulation [37], we present a set of equivalent constraints for diag ( z^H ) = AΘ as follows:

− α_mC̃ ≤ z_m, (42) z_m ≤ α_mC̃, (43) u_m − (1 − α_m) C̃ ≤ z_m, (44) z_m ≤ u_m + (1 − α_m) C̃, (45)

where u_m and z_m denote the m-th entry of vector u and z, respectively. z_m is forced to zero by constraints (42) and (43) when α_m = 0; z_m reaches the same value as u_m by (44) and (45) when α_m = 1. C̃ is an arbitrarily large constant. For all elements on the hybrid RIS, we have the following constraint as 1 ≤ |u_m| ≤ ρ_{max}, ∀m. (46) Moreover, the unit-modulus constraint should be imposed to strictly limit the amplitude of the passive elements (i.e., when α_m = 1). Accordingly, the constraint is expressed as

|[(I − A) Θ]_{mm}| = [I − A]_{mm}. (47)

To support efficient algorithm design, the same method mentioned in [38] is adopted to relax constraint (47) as

|[diag ( u^H ) − diag ( z^H ) ]_{mm}| ≤ [I − A]_{mm}. (48)

After straightforward algebraic multiplications, the SINR term in (6) can be calculated by

SINR_k = p_k | |g^H_k diag (u^H ) h | |^2 ∑ j∈K\{k} pj | |gH_k diag (uH ) h | |^2 + ‖ ‖gH_k diag (zH ) ‖ ‖ σ2_r + σ2 ,

= p_k | u^H G_kh |_2 ∑ j∈K\{k} pj |u H G_kh|^2 + ‖z^H G_k‖^2 σ^2_r + σ^2 . (49) Now, constraint (21b) is equivalent to

γ^{min}_k ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j | |u^H G_kh | |^2 + ‖ ‖z^H G_k ‖ ‖^2 σ^2_r + σ^2 ≤ p_k | |u^H G_kh | |^2, ∀k ∈ K. (50)

For the non-convex constraint (50), the right-hand side (RHS) is a convex function with respect to u, its concave lower bound with the first-order Taylor expansion is obtained as | |u^H G_kh | |^2 ≥ | | |u^{(n)H} Gkh | | |^2

+ 2Re (( u^{(n)H} G_khh^H G^H_k ) ( u − u^{(n)} )) ≜ I_k, ∀k ∈ K, (51)

where u^{(n)} denotes the local point generated in the l-th iteration of the SCA method.

Note that the optimization variables α_m for mode scheduling are binary and thus problem (41) involves integer constraints, which makes the RIS configuration more challenging. To circumvent this difficulty, we first relax the binary variables in (10h) into continuous variables, which yieds 0 ≤ α_m ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M. (52) More explicitly, the binary constraint (10h) can be further rewritten as the following equality constraint:

α_m (1 − α_m) = 0, ∀m ∈ M. (53)

We can readily deduce that the value of α_m satisfying constraint (53) must be either 1 or 0, otherwise α_m (1 − α_m) > 0 always holds, which confirms the equivalence of the two constraints (10h) and (53). Based on this observation, the penalty method is leveraged to solve the non-convex binary constraint. In particular, we transform constraint (53) into a penalty term appended to (41a), and recast problem (41) as max α_m,u,z ( R − ξP_{tot} ) − μ ∑ m∈M [α_m (1 − α_m)] (54a)

s.t. γ^{min}_k ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j | u^H G_kh |_2 + ‖ z^H G_k ‖_2 σ^2_r + σ^2 ≤ p_kI_k, ∀k ∈ K. (54b) ∑ k∈K p_k ‖ z^H H ‖_2 + ‖z‖^2 σ^2_r ≤ P^{max}_r , (54c)

(42) – (46), (48), (52), (54d)

where μ > 0 is the penalty factor. We note tht the nonconvexity of problem (54) lies in the non-concave objective function (54a).

In the previous section, we have already demonstrated how to deal with the non-convex rate function. For the penalty term in the objective function, with given point α^{(n)}_m , we can construct its upper bound as

α_m (1 − α_m) ≤ α_m − α^{(n)}_m^2 − 2α^{(n)}_m ( α_m − α^{(n)}_m )

≜ Ω ( α_m, α^{(n)}_m ) , ∀m ∈ M. (55)

Now, problem (54) can be conservatively reformulated as max α_m,u,z,X_k ,Y_k ( ∑ k∈K R_k − ξP_{tot} ) − μ ∑ m∈M Ω ( α_m, α^{(n)}_m )

(56a)

s.t. R_k ≤ [Π_k]^{lb} , (56b) 1 X_k ≤ p_kI_k, (56c) Y_k ≥ ∑ j∈K\{k} p_j | |u^H G_kh | |^2 + ‖ ‖z^H G_k ‖ ‖^2 σ^2_r + σ^2,

(56d) (42) – (46), (48), (52), (54b), (54c), (56e)

Problem (56) is a convex optimization problem and can be efficiently solved by standard convex solvers, such as CVX.

B. Proposed Algorithm and Computational Complexity

Algorithm 2 Proposed Low-Complexity Algorithm for Solving Problem (11)

1: Initialize feasible points { α^{(0)}_m , Θ^{(0)}, p^{(0)}_k } , energy efficiency ξ^{(0)} = 0, and the maximum error tolerance ϵ_1 and ϵ_2.

Set iteration index number n_1 = n_2 = 0. 2: repeat: outer loop 3: repeat: inner loop 4: Obtain { α^{(n1 +1)} m , Θ^{(n1 +1)} } by solving problem (56)

with given ξ^{(n2 )} and {p^{(n1)}_k }.

5: Obtain {p^{(n1+1)}_k } by solving problem (40) with given ξ^{(n2 )} and { α^{(n1 +1)} m , Θ^{(n1 +1)} } . 6: n_1 ← n_1 + 1.

7: until the fractional increase of the objective value is below ϵ_1 or the maximum number of inner iterations is reached.

8: Update ξ^{(n2 +1)} =^R ( α^{(n1)}_m ,Θ^{(n1)} ,p^{(n1)}_k ) P_{tot} ( α^{(n1 )}_m ,Θ^{(n}1^) ,p^{(n1)}_k ) . 9: n_2 ← n_2 + 1, and n_1 ← 0. 10: until | ξ^{(n2)} − ξ^{(n2−1)} | ≤ ϵ_2 or the maximum number of outer iterations is reached.

11: Output the optimal solutions and maximum energy efficiency ξ.

Based on the two subproblems, i.e., problem (56) and (40), the procedure for solving problem (11) is summarized in Algorithm 2. The convergence analysis of Algorithm 2 is similar to that of Algorithm 1. The details are omit here for brevity. Additionally, we claim that the obtained solution by the proposed algorithm may not necessarily be globally optimal. Then, the complexity of the proposed algorithm is analyzed as follows. Assuming the application of the interior-point method, the computational complexity for joint hybrid RIS optimization is O ( 2 ( KM^{3.5} )) . Therefore, the overall computational complexity of Algorithm 2 is O ( I_{out}I_{inn} ( 2 ( KM^{3.5} ) + K^{3.5} )) , which is much lower than the proposed Algorithm 1. The effectiveness of the proposed low-complexity scheme will be further validated numerically in the next section.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are provided to elaborate the effectiveness of the proposed hybrid RIS transmitter enabled energy-efficient multi-user communication system.

A. Simulation Setup

As Fig. 3 illustrated, the hybrid RIS is located at (0m, 0m, 15m). The users are randomly and uniformly distributed in a 120-degree sector region centered at (0m, 0m, 0m) with the radius of r = 40m. For the number of RIS antennas, we set M_x = 4 and increase M_y linearly with M. The antenna spacing is set to be half of the carrier wavelength, i.e., Δ_t =^{λc}_2 . The carrier frequency is f_c = 3GHz. Without loss of generality, we set M = 20, P^{max}_f = 20dBm, P^{max}_r = 20dBm, and K = 3. All users have identical

Fig. 3: The simulated setup. TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Parameter Value Power amplifier efficiency 0.8 [33] Power consumption of each RF chain 48mW [39] Power consumption of each RIS element 6dBm Other circuit power consumption in the system 30dBm [40] Distance between the feed antenna and the hybrid RIS 20cm Path-loss exponent of channels 2.2 Path loss at the reference distance of 1 meter −30dB Rician factor of the hybrid RIS-user channels 3dB The noise power at the receivers and the hybrid RIS −60dBm Convergence accuracy 10^{−3}

minimum rate requirement, i.e., R^{min}_k = 0.1bit/s/Hz. The other simulation parameters are listed in Table I.

In the following, three baseline schemes are considered to compare with our proposed scheme:

• Full-active RIS scheme: In this case, the proposed algorithm is performed for energy-efficient design in a full-active RIS enabled multi-user network, in which all the transmitting elements operate in the active mode. The RIS mode scheduling matrix is set to be A ≜ diag(1_{1×M} ) ∈ B^{M ×M} .

• Full-passive RIS scheme: In this case, the proposed algorithm is performed for energy-efficient design in a full-passive RIS enabled multi-user network, in which all the transmitting elements operate in the passive mode. The RIS mode scheduling matrix is set to be A ≜ diag(0_{1×M} ) ∈ B^{M ×M} .

• Coventional RF chain-based multi-antenna scheme: In this case, the conventional RF chain-based antenna design is adopted at the transmitter with a M-antenna ULA. We apply full-digital zero-forcing (ZF) precoding to suppress the interference caused by multi-user communication. The algorithms presented in this paper can be properly modified to achieve optimal power allocation design in the considered setup.

B. Convergence and CPU Running Time Comparison of the Proposed Algorithms

In Fig. 4, we first provide the convergence of both proposed algorithms over the same channel conditions with different numbers of users. It should be noted that Algorithm 1 relies on an exhaustive search method. A fairer comparison is to study the convergence for Algorithm 1 with a given RIS mode scheduling scheme, in which case the system EE is maximized. As depicted in Fig. 4, the system EE of the proposed algorithms increases rapidly as the number of outer

Fig. 4: Convergence of the proposed two algorithms. TABLE II: CPU Running Time Required by the Proposed Algorithms

Adopted Algorithm User Number CPU Running Time (Seconds)

Algorithm 1 3 12657 6 19824

Algorithm 2 3 34 6 51 loop iterations progresses. Both algorithms converge within a few iterations^4. The solution obtained by Algorithm 1 serves as an upper bound performance for Algorithm 2. Additionally, the figure shows that an increasing number of users leads to lower system EE performance. With the growth in user count, the potential for interference among users rises, making interference management more complex.

Furthermore, Table II compares the average CPU running time used by each algorithm for execution. As shown in Table II, Algorithm 1 requires much more average CPU running time compared to Algorithm 2. This is determined by the nature of exhaustive searching. Since an RIS usually consist of a large number of elements, there are numerous possibilities for index sets A. In addition, the CPU running time of the algorithms is sensitive to the number of users. This is because the computational complexity of both algorithms is related to the value of K, which is consistent with our discussion in the previous sections.

C. Impact of the Number of Transmitter Antennas Fig. 5 presents the system EE versus the number of RIS elements. As can be seen from the figure the system EE of all schemes increases with M. This is because a large number of RIS elements leads to a higher beamforming gain at a small power cost. Due to the flexibility in switching the element operating mode, i.e., passive or active, our proposed scheme is capable of achieving higher performance than other baseline schemes. We also observe that the performance gap between the solutions resulting from the two different algorithms is negligible, however, the computational complexity required by Algorithm 1 is much higher than Algorithm 2. One

4Employing more advanced initialization schemes can substantially expedite convergence and improve the achievable performance of the developed algorithms.

Fig. 5: System EE versus the number of transmitter antennas M.

Fig. 6: System EE versus different RIS mode scheduling schemes.

more interesting finding is that as the antenna scale increases, the full-passive RIS scheme will gradually reap approximate performance to the proposed scheme. Benefiting from the high passive array gain in the large-size RIS case, it is possible to satisfy the minimum rate requirements of all users with fewer elements operating in an active mode. By activating only the necessary elements, the system can achieve better EE, which is essential for sustainable and cost-effective wireless communications. This figure demonstrates that our proposed scheme always outperforms the conventional RF chain-based transmitter scheme. RISs are free of energy-consuming RF chains and can significantly improve the system capacity with a reduced power budget. In addition, ZF precoding is effective in minimizing user interference, but at the expense of data rates, resulting in poorer performance gains. Furthermore, the figure confirms that there is an optimal number of transmitter antennas for maximizing EE. Due to the substantial power demand of each RF chain, there is a trade-off between the rate benefit of deploying larger array antennas and the associated energy consumption costs they incur.

D. Impact of the RIS Mode Scheduling Scheme

Fig. 6 plots the system EE versus the different RIS mode scheduling schemes. The effectiveness of the two proposed

Fig. 7: System EE versus the minimum rate requirement R^{min}_k .

algorithms for RIS element mode scheduling optimization is verified by comparing with the following baseline scheme:

• Random initialization scheme: In this case, the RIS element modes are randomly initialized with a defined number of active elements, i.e., the RIS mode scheduling matrix A is predefined without the need for optimization.

We consider four cases: (1) P^{max}_r = 100mW, R^{min}_k = 0.1bit/s/Hz; (2) P^{max}_r = 400mW, R^{min}_k = 0.1bit/s/Hz; (3) P^{max}_r = 100mW, R^{min}_k = 0.3bit/s/Hz; and (4) P^{max}_r = 400mW, R^{min}_k = 0.3bit/s/Hz. Additionally, in the baseline scheme, the hybrid RIS is assumed to comprise 3 or 8 active elements, respectively. The random initialization scheme results in a worse performance compared to the proposed schemes, which emphasizes the importance of optimizing RIS element mode scheduling. We can see that by increasing M_{act}, the EE performance of the system may be reduced instead. When more active RIS elements exist to share a limited power budget, the amplitude of each active element becomes smaller, causing signal attenuation and system performance degradation. In the considered setup, the proposed Algorithm 2 is able to achieve a similar performance as Algorithm 1 with relatively low-complexity, which is consistent with the conclusion obtained for Fig. 5. As a result, we can conclude that Algorithm 2 is the preferred solution to optimize the RIS element mode scheduling in practice, and therefore we only evaluate the performance of this algorithm in the following subsections.

E. Impact of the Minimum Rate Requirement of Users Fig. 7 shows the system EE versus the minimum rate requirement of users. With a carefully designed operating mode of each element, there is always a noticeable performance gap between our proposed scheme and the baseline schemes using single-mode RISs. Additionally, leveraging the energysaving feature of RISs, our proposed scheme notably surpasses conventional multi-antenna transmitter designs based on RF chains. As R^{min}_k increases, the performance gaps become more pronounced. This is due to the fact that our proposed scheme enables the system to well accommodate the high rate requirement, thereby ensuring only a marginal degradation in

(a) System EE versus the maximum RIS amplification power.

(b) The number of RIS passive/active elements versus the maximum RIS amplification power.

Fig. 8: Impact of the maximum RIS amplification power P^{max}_r .

system performance. These findings demonstrate the potential of employing hybrid RISs for future transmitter antenna design, especially when there is an increasing demand for higher communication data rates.

F. Impact of the Maximum RIS Amplification Power In this subsection, we investigate the impact of the maximum RIS amplification power on system performance. Fig. 8(a) characterizes the system EE versus P^{max}_r . The proposed scheme is significantly superior to the other two baseline schemes. Typically, the performance of schemes comprising active elements is greatly affected by the change of P^{max}_r , whereas the full-passive scheme is not. Specifically, system EE of the proposed scheme first grow monotonically with the increase of P^{max}_r and then reach the maximum value. Due to the proper algorithm design, the hybrid RIS hardware design can effectively amplify the transmitted signal at a fraction of the power consumption. Nevertheless, there is an urgent need to pursue high amplification power to obtain maximum EE performance gain in full-active RIS enabled multi-user networks. Fig. 8(b) characterizes the number of passive/active elements versus P^{max}_r . From this figure, we can observe that

M_{act} is increased with the maximum power consumption allowed by the hybrid RIS, more elements are activated into the active mode to amplify the signal amplitude. This indicates that higher RIS amplification power makes an essential contribution to the enhancement of system performance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS In this work, a novel downlink hybrid RIS transmitter enabled multi-user communication framework has been investigated, in which a hybrid RIS architecture is exploited to strike a trade-off between the performance benefits of signal amplitude modulation and power consumption. Based on the transmission design, a joint EE maximization problem was formulated. Efficient algorithms are developed to address the resulting MINLP problem by invoking Dinkelbach and AO techniques. Specifically, the optimal operating mode of each RIS element can be obtained by either the exhaustive search method or the proposed joint hybrid RIS optimization scheme. The latter permits the RIS element scheduling coefficients to be jointly optimized with different configurations of RIS amplitude and phase shifts. Our numerical results verified that the proposed scheme is superior to the baseline multi-antenna schemes employing fully active/passive RIS or conventional RF chains. The comparable performance can be achieved by the two proposed algorithms. Another interesting finding is that for a hybrid RIS, maximum EE can be achieved by setting only a few elements to operate in active mode, while increasing the number of active elements cannot further enhance communication performance. In the future, we will focus on investigating the fundamental trade-off between system SE and EE in hybrid RIS transmitter enabled networks, which is a promising direction that deserves in-depth research.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Huang, X. Mu, L. Guo, and G. Zhu, “Energy-efficient design for hybrid RIS transmitter enabled multi-user communications,” in 2024 IEEE 25th Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC). IEEE, 2024, to be published.

[2] A. Al-Fuqaha, M. Guizani, M. Mohammadi, M. Aledhari, and M. Ayyash, “Internet of Things: A survey on enabling technologies, protocols, and applications,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tut., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2347–2376, Fourthquarter 2015.

[3] W. Saad, M. Bennis, and M. Chen, “A vision of 6G wireless systems:

Applications, trends, technologies, and open research problems,” IEEE network, vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 134–142, May/June 2020.

[4] S. Rangan, T. S. Rappaport, and E. Erkip, “Millimeter-wave cellular wireless networks: Potentials and challenges,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 102, no. 3, pp. 366–385, Mar. 2014.

[5] H. Sarieddeen, M.-S. Alouini, and T. Y. Al-Naffouri, “An overview of signal processing techniques for terahertz communications,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 109, no. 10, pp. 1628–1665, Oct. 2021.

[6] C. Chaccour, M. N. Soorki, W. Saad, M. Bennis, P. Popovski, and M. Debbah, “Seven defining features of terahertz (THz) wireless systems: A fellowship of communication and sensing,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tut., vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 967–993, Secondquarter 2022.

[7] J. Zhang, E. Björnson, M. Matthaiou, D. W. K. Ng, H. Yang, and D. J.

Love, “Prospective multiple antenna technologies for beyond 5G,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1637–1660, Aug. 2020.

[8] Q. Wu, S. Zhang, B. Zheng, C. You, and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface-aided wireless communications: A tutorial,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 5, pp. 3313–3351, May 2021.

[9] M. Di Renzo, A. Zappone, M. Debbah, M.-S. Alouini, C. Yuen, J. De Rosny, and S. Tretyakov, “Smart radio environments empowered by reconfigurable intelligent surfaces: How it works, state of research, and the road ahead,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 11, pp. 2450–2525, Nov. 2020.

[10] W. Tang, J. Y. Dai, M. Z. Chen, K.-K. Wong, X. Li, X. Zhao, S. Jin, Q. Cheng, and T. J. Cui, “MIMO transmission through reconfigurable intelligent surface: System design, analysis, and implementation,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 11, pp. 2683–2699, Nov. 2020.

[11] Z. Li, W. Chen, and H. Cao, “Beamforming design and power allocation for transmissive RMS-based transmitter architectures,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 53–57, Jan. 2022.

[12] C. Huang, A. Zappone, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. Debbah, and C. Yuen, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for energy efficiency in wireless communication,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 8, pp. 4157–4170, Aug. 2019.

[13] X. Mu, Y. Liu, L. Guo, J. Lin, and N. Al-Dhahir, “Capacity and optimal resource allocation for IRS-assisted multi-user communication systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 3771–3786, Jun. 2021.

[14] X. Gan, C. Zhong, C. Huang, and Z. Zhang, “RIS-assisted multiuser MISO communications exploiting statistical CSI,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 6781–6792, Oct. 2021.

[15] J. Xu, C. Yuen, C. Huang, N. Ul Hassan, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. Di Renzo, and M. Debbah, “Reconfiguring wireless environments via intelligent surfaces for 6G: Reflection, modulation, and security,” Sci. China Inf. Sci., vol. 66, no. 3, 2023.

[16] W. Xu, Z. Yang, D. W. K. Ng, M. Levorato, Y. C. Eldar, and M. Debbah, “Edge learning for B5G networks with distributed signal processing: Semantic communication, edge computing, and wireless sensing,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 9–39, Jan. 2023.

[17] Y. Zhao, W. Xu, X. You, N. Wang, and H. Sun, “Cooperative reflection and synchronization design for distributed multiple-RIS communications,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 980–994, Aug. 2022.

[18] C. Huang, Z. Yang, G. C. Alexandropoulos, K. Xiong, L. Wei, C. Yuen, Z. Zhang, and M. Debbah, “Multi-hop RIS-empowered terahertz communications: A DRL-based hybrid beamforming design,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 6, pp. 1663–1677, Jun. 2021.

[19] Z. Zhang, L. Dai, X. Chen, C. Liu, F. Yang, R. Schober, and H. V. Poor, “Active RIS vs. passive RIS: Which will prevail in 6G?” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 3, pp. 1707–1725, Mar. 2023.

[20] H. Xie and D. Li, “To reflect or not to reflect: On-off control and number configuration for reflecting elements in RIS-aided wireless systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 12, pp. 7409–7424, Dec. 2023.

[21] N. T. Nguyen, V.-D. Nguyen, Q. Wu, A. Tölli, S. Chatzinotas, and M. Juntti, “Hybrid active-passive reconfigurable intelligent surfaceassisted multi-user MISO systems,” in 2022 IEEE 23rd International Workshop on Signal Processing Advances in Wireless Communication (SPAWC). IEEE, 2022, pp. 1–5.

[22] Z. Kang, C. You, and R. Zhang, “Active-passive IRS aided wireless communication: New hybrid architecture and elements allocation optimization,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., 2023.

[23] X. Bai, F. Kong, Y. Sun, G. Wang, J. Qian, X. Li, A. Cao, C. He, X. Liang, R. Jin et al., “High-efficiency transmissive programmable metasurface for multimode OAM generation,” Advanced Optical Materials, vol. 8, no. 17, Jun. 2020.

[24] N. Shlezinger, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. F. Imani, Y. C. Eldar, and D. R. Smith, “Dynamic metasurface antennas for 6G extreme massive MIMO communications,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 106–113, Apr. 2021.

[25] Z. Li, W. Chen, Z. Liu, H. Tang, and J. Lu, “Joint communication and computation design in transmissive RMS transceiver enabled multi-tier computing networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 41, no. 2, pp. 334–348, Feb. 2023.

[26] Z. Li, W. Chen, Z. Zhang, Q. Wu, H. Cao, and J. Li, “Robust sumrate maximization in transmissive RMS transceiver-enabled SWIPT networks,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 10, no. 8, pp. 7259–7271, Apr. 2023.

[27] Z. Liu, W. Chen, Z. Li, J. Yuan, Q. Wu, and K. Wang, “Transmissive reconfigurable intelligent surface transmitter empowered cognitive RSMA networks,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 27, no. 7, pp. 1829–1833, Jul. 2023.

[28] Z. Wang, L. Liu, and S. Cui, “Channel estimation for intelligent reflecting surface assisted multiuser communications: Framework, algorithms, and analysis,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 10, pp. 6607– 6620, Oct. 2020.

[29] L. Wei, C. Huang, G. C. Alexandropoulos, C. Yuen, Z. Zhang, and M. Debbah, “Channel estimation for RIS-empowered multi-user MISO wireless communications,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 4144–4157, Jun. 2021.

[30] Y. Liu, Z. Wang, J. Xu, C. Ouyang, X. Mu, and R. Schober, “Nearfield communications: A tutorial review,” IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc., vol. 4, pp. 1999–2049, Aug. 2023.

[31] A. Pizzo, L. Sanguinetti, and T. L. Marzetta, “Fourier plane-wave series expansion for holographic MIMO communications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 9, pp. 6890–6905, Sept. 2022.

[32] X. Mu, Y. Liu, L. Guo, J. Lin, and R. Schober, “Joint deployment and multiple access design for intelligent reflecting surface assisted networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 10, pp. 6648– 6664, Oct. 2021.

[33] F. Fang, B. Wu, S. Fu, Z. Ding, and X. Wang, “Energy-efficient design of STAR-RIS aided MIMO-NOMA networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 1, pp. 498–511, Jan. 2023.

[34] R. Long, Y.-C. Liang, Y. Pei, and E. G. Larsson, “Active reconfigurable intelligent surface-aided wireless communications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 8, pp. 4962–4975, Aug. 2021.

[35] S. Boyd, S. P. Boyd, and L. Vandenberghe, Convex optimization.

Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004.

[36] X. Mu, Y. Liu, L. Guo, J. Lin, and R. Schober, “Simultaneously transmitting and reflecting (STAR) RIS aided wireless communications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 5, pp. 3083–3098, May 2022.

[37] Y. Cai, Z. Wei, R. Li, D. W. K. Ng, and J. Yuan, “Joint trajectory and resource allocation design for energy-efficient secure UAV communication systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 4536–4553, Jul. 2020.

[38] Q. Wu, X. Zhou, W. Chen, J. Li, and X. Zhang, “IRS-aided WPCNs:

A new optimization framework for dynamic IRS beamforming,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 7, pp. 4725–4739, Jul. 2022.

[39] R. Zi, X. Ge, J. Thompson, C.-X. Wang, H. Wang, and T. Han, “Energy efficiency optimization of 5G radio frequency chain systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 34, no. 4, pp. 758–771, Apr. 2016.

[40] J. Liu, K. Xiong, Y. Lu, D. W. K. Ng, Z. Zhong, and Z. Han, “Energy efficiency in secure IRS-aided SWIPT,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 9, no. 11, pp. 1884–1888, Nov. 2020.