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Joint Downlink and Uplink Optimization for
RIS-Aided FDD MIMO Communication Systems

Gyoseung Lee, Hyeongtaek Lee, Donghwan Kim, Jaechoon Chung, A. Lee. Swindlehurst, and Junil Choi

Abstract—This paper investigates reconfigurable intelligent
surface (RIS)-aided frequency division duplexing (FDD) com-
munication systems. Since the downlink and uplink signals are
simultaneously transmitted in FDD, the phase shifts at the RIS
should be designed to support both transmissions. Considering a
single-user multiple-input multiple-output system, we formulate
a weighted sum-rate maximization problem to jointly maximize
the downlink and uplink system performance. To tackle the
non-convex optimization problem, we adopt an alternating opti-
mization (AQ) algorithm, in which two phase shift optimization
techniques are developed to handle the unit-modulus constraints
induced by the reflection coefficients at the RIS. The first tech-
nique exploits the manifold optimization-based algorithm, while
the second uses a lower-complexity AO approach. Numerical
results verify that the proposed techniques rapidly converge
to local optima and significantly improve the overall system
performance compared to existing benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), fre-
quency division duplexing (FDD), multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO).

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs), which consist
of a planar metamaterial structure, have recently emerged
as a promising candidate for future wireless communication
systems [1]-[6]. With its ability to dynamically control the am-
plitude and/or phase of incoming signals, an RIS can modify
the signal propagation and lead to enhanced spectral efficiency
and reduced power consumption [1]-[4]. For instance, when
the direct link channel between the base station (BS) and user
equipment (UE) is obstructed, the RIS can establish a virtual
BS-RIS-UE link, thereby improving the coverage of wireless
communication systems [1]], [3].
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When it comes to designing RIS-aided communication
systems, existing works have mainly focused on time division
duplexing (TDD) to leverage the channel reciprocity between
the downlink and uplink channels [7]. In [8], transmit power
minimization strategies were developed for the joint design of
active and passive beamforming. In [9], a weighted sum-rate
maximization problem was formulated for multi-user multiple-
input single-output (MU-MISO) systems. A low-complexity
algorithm with a two-timescale transmission protocol was
developed in [[10] to maximize the achievable weighted sum-
rate for RIS-aided cell-free systems. In [L1], ergodic sum
capacity maximization strategies for the downlink and uplink
were developed. Furthermore, several works have considered
single-user multiple-input multiple-output (SU-MIMO) TDD
systems [12]-[17]. In [12], downlink capacity maximization
strategies were investigated, and the reflection coefficients at
the RIS were optimized in an alternating manner. Lower-
complexity optimization techniques were developed in [13]]
by approximating the singular values of millimeter-wave
(mmWave) channels in terms of the reflection coefficients.
In [14], hybrid beamformers and reflection coefficients were
designed by exploiting the structure of mmWave systems in
the asymptotic regime where the number of antennas at the
BS and UE and the number of RIS elements go to infinity.
A reflection coefficient design using only linear operations
was developed in [15], and array selection algorithms were
developed in [16] to maximize the capacity of each RIS-related
link. In [17]], strategies that maximize the ergodic achievable
rate were investigated.

Despite the advantages of TDD in designing RIS-aided
communication systems, sub-6 GHz bands in future wireless
communication systems will still remain significant due to
their broad coverage and reliability [18]. This suggests that
various future applications may still rely on frequency division
duplexing (FDD), and RISs would inevitably be deployed
in FDD systems as well. Consequently, there is a need to
study RIS-aided FDD systems, and some recent RIS-related
studies have attempted to exploit the structure of FDD [19]-
[23]. Focusing on the downlink design, joint spatial division
and multiplexing approaches based on statistical channel state
information (CSI) were investigated in [19], and a Bayesian
optimization-based beamforming strategy without CSI feed-
back was proposed in [20]. While existing phase shift op-
timization algorithms that focus on TDD-based SU-MIMO
systems can be directly applied to optimize the reflection
coefficients for either the downlink or uplink, we will see that
designing for only one direction will generally lead to highly
suboptimal performance for the other.
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One important characteristic of RIS-aided FDD systems is
that the transmissions of downlink and uplink signals occur
simultaneously in different frequency bands. In conventional
FDD systems without RISs, it is difficult to satisfy the dif-
ferent demands on the downlink and uplink rates due to the
use of fixed system bandwidths. However, deploying RISs
enable one to strike a balance the between the downlink
and uplink transmissions to satisfy such demands, implying
that beyond the individual downlink or uplink design, the
reflection coefficients at the RIS should be optimized to
enhance the overall downlink and uplink system performance.
A few recent works have addressed this challenge [21]—[23].
In [21], a joint optimization framework was developed for
single-user multiple-input single-output (SU-MISO) systems.
An equivalent circuit model was introduced in [22] to address
practical RIS design in SU-MISO systems. In [23]], joint
resource allocation strategies for MU-MISO systems were
proposed. However, there is no prior work that considers
the case of a multi-antenna UE joint downlink and uplink
optimization in FDD systems.

In this paper, we focus on the FDD SU-MIMO scenario and
propose a framework to maximize the weighted sum-rate for
the downlink and uplink using a weight to control the relative
priority of the downlink and uplink transmissions. By properly
setting the weight coefficient, various system requirements on
the relative downlink and uplink rates can be achieved. To
tackle the resulting non-convex optimization problem, we first
decouple the design of the RIS reflection coefficients from that
of the transmit precoders at the BS and UE. Subsequently,
we concentrate on the optimization problem for the RIS
reflection coefficients and propose two techniques to handle
the unit-modulus constraints, which are the main challenge for
obtaining a practical solution for RIS-aided systems. The first
proposed technique employs a manifold optimization-based
algorithm that exploits the fact that the reflection coefficients
at the RIS lie on a complex circle manifold. In the second,
we propose a lower-complexity alternating optimization (AO)
algorithm in which the sub-problem corresponding to one
reflection coefficient is formulated while keeping all other
variables fixed, and the reflection coefficients are optimized
by iteratively solving these sub-problems. Closed-form solu-
tions are derived for each sub-problem, making the proposed
algorithm computationally efficient compared to the manifold
optimization-based approach.

Our numerical results verify the convergence of the pro-
posed algorithms, and we demonstrate that the proposed joint
downlink and uplink designs significantly improve the overall
system performance compared to existing benchmarks. The
downlink and uplink rate regions with respect to the weight
coefficients are also investigated to verify the effectiveness of
the proposed joint optimization framework.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [l
the system model for the assumed RIS-aided FDD SU-MIMO
system is presented. In Section the problem formulation
and algorithm design are investigated, and the two phase shift
optimization techniques are proposed in Section[[Vl Numerical
results for the proposed algorithms are provided in Section [V]
and we conclude the paper in Section VI

Fig. 1: An example of an RIS-aided FDD SU-MIMO commu-
nication system with N BS antennas, K UE antennas, and L
RIS elements.

Notation: Lower and upper boldface letters represent
column vectors and matrices. The element-wise conjugate,
transpose, and conjugate transpose of a matrix A are denoted
by A*, AT, and A", respectively. For a square matrix A,
det(A), tr(A), and A~! are respectively the determinant,
trace, and inverse of A. The quantities A(i,:) and [A]; ;
denote the i-th row and the (4,7)-th entry of the matrix A,
respectively. The notation diag(a) represents a diagonal matrix
whose diagonal elements correspond to the entries of the
vector a. The ¢5-norm of a vector a and the Frobenius-norm
of a matrix A are respectively denoted by ||a||2 and ||A||r.
A circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with
mean vector g and covariance matrix K is represented using
CN(u,K). The quantities 0,,, 0,,,n, and I, represent the
m x 1 all-zero vector, the m x n all-zero matrix, and the m xm
identity matrix, respectively. The expressions |a|, a*, arg(a),
and Re(a) represent the magnitude, conjugate, angle, and real
part of a complex number a, respectively. The Kronecker
product is defined as ®, and o denotes the Hadamard product.
Standard “big-O” notation is indicated by O(-).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the RIS-aided FDD SU-MIMO scenario de-
picted in Fig. [1 where the BS deploys [V antennas and serves
the UE with K antennas. The RIS consists of L purely passive
elements. The RIS is connected to the BS via a controller
that allows the BS to control the RIS elements to achieve the
desired signal reflection.

As in [[13]], [21], the direct link channels between the BS and
UE are assumed to be completely blocked by an obstacle. In
the downlink transmission, the BS transmits NSD data streams
to the UE where NP < min(V, K). Let the signal vector
transmitted from the BS be sp € CN: *1, which satisfies
E [spsh] = Iyp. The received signal at the UE is then
given by

yp = H3®GpFpsp + np, (D
where Fp € CV XN represents the precoding matrix em-

ployed at the BS satisfying || Fp||% < Pp,max With maximum
downlink transmit power Pp max, Hg € CK*L is the channel



from the RIS to the UE, Gp € CL*¥N s the channel from
the BS to the RIS, and np ~ CN'(0k,03Ik) is an additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector at the UE with noise
variance o3. The L x L reflection coefficient matrix of the
RIS is defined as © = diag ([01,---,0.]") with |6, = 1,
¢=1,---,L.

Similarly, in the uplink transmission, the UE transmits
NV data streams to the BS where NV < min(N,K).
Let sy € CN<*1 be the signal vector sent from the UE
satisfying E [sysy;| = Iyu. Note that, due to its design, the
reflection response of the RIS varies with frequency [24]-[27].
Nevertheless, if the RIS elements are properly designed and
the gap between the two frequencies is not too large, it is
possible to achieve a constant phase offset in the RIS response
at the two frequencies [27]. Taking the frequency spectrum
of LTE band 1 as an example, the frequency ranges for the
downlink and uplink are respectively 2.11-2.17 GHz and 1.92-
1.98 GHz, which are not too far apart [19], [28]. Hence, we
assume the reflection coefficient matrix in the uplink channel
is © = ¢7%@, where 64 € [0,27) denotes the bulk phase
difference in the reflection response between the downlink and
uplink. Then, the received signal at the BS is represented by

yu = G%éHUFUSU + ny
= ¢ifa GEGHUFUSU + ny, 2)

where Fy € CE*N < denotes the precoding matrix employed
at the UE satisfying ||Fy||3 < Py max With maximum uplink
transmit power Py max, G} € CV*L is the channel from the
RIS to the BS, Hy € CE*K is the channel from the UE to
the RIS, and ny ~ CA (O, O'%I ~ ) is an AWGN vector at the
BS with noise variance 0. Since our proposed techniques do
not rely on any specific channel model, we do not specify the
BS-RIS and RIS-UE channels in this section. Specific choices
for these channels based on the popular geometric channel
model will be given to describe the simulation scenarios in
Section [V=AL

By defining the effective downlink and uplink channels
as Hcﬁ‘yD = Hg(‘)GD and Hcﬁ‘yU = ¢ifa G%OHU e
edfa H.t u, the downlink achievable rate Rp and uplink
achievable rate Ry are given by

1
Rp = log, det (IK + U—QHCH,DFDFEH?H,D) )
D
_ 15 gy
Ry =logydet | In + > Heg uFuFuHeg u
U

1
= log, det (IN + O_—QHCH,UFUFEHEH',U) )
U

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ALGORITHM DESIGN
A. Problem formulation

In FDD, due to the simultaneously transmitted downlink and
uplink signals, the precoders at the BS and UE and reflection
coefficients at the RIS should be designed to jointly maximize
the downlink and uplink rates. In (3)) we observe that the same
reflection coefficient matrix © appears in both Rp and Ry
irrespective of the value of 6. Therefore, we formulate the

following weighted sum-rate maximization problem for the
downlink and uplink as [21], [23]

P1): R =nR 1—-n)R 4
( )Frl)flgie wsr = NRp + (1 —n)Ry 4

st. [|Fpllf < Pbmax, 5)
IFullE < Pumaxs (6)
© = diag ([01, -+ ,0L]"), 7
0 =1, £=1,---,L, (®)

where n € [0,1] is the weight coefficient that controls the
relative priority between the downlink and uplink.

The objective function is the weighted sum of non-
concave functions Rp and Ry with respect to the reflection
coefficient matrix ©, and the unit-modulus constraints in (8)
are non-convex. Furthermore, the precoding matrices Fp and
Fy are coupled with ©, making the optimization problem
(P1) difficult to solve. To address these issues, we adopt
the AO algorithm. For a fixed ©, problem (P1) can be
decomposed into downlink and uplink sub-problems, and the
optimal transmit precoders can be obtained using eigenmode
transmissions [29]. For fixed Fp and Fy, (P1) must be solved
with respect to © alone, and we propose two optimization
techniques to tackle the unit-modulus constraints.

B. Optimization of Fp and ¥y with given ©
When O is fixed, (P1) can be decoupled into separate

downlink and uplink sub-problems. The downlink sub-problem
for (P1) is given by

max Rp
Fp
S.t. HFDH% < PD,max- (9)

In this problem, the optimal Fp can be obtained by the
singular value decomposition (SVD) of the effective downlink
channel and the water-filling power allocation. Denoting the
truncated SVD of the effective downlink channel as Heg p =
fJDZN]D\N/'g with Vp € (CNXNSD, the optimal Fp is given by

5 = VpP3, (10)

T
where Pp = diag ([p*Djl, SRR ND} ) denotes the down-

link power allocation matrix with pf, ; representing the optimal
amount of power allocated to the i-th data stream obtained by
the water-filling power allocation. Specifically, pr, ; is given

by pf).,i = max(l/pno _DUIQ)/[EN:D]Z',MO) for ¢ = 1, s ,ND,

where pp o satisfies vazsl PH.i = Pb max-
Similarly, the uplink sub-problem for (P1) is given by

HI}%X Ry
s.t. ||FUH% < PU,max- (11)
The optimal Fy can be computed as in (I0), i.e.,
Fi = VuP2, (12)

where Vy e CK xN s the right singular matrix of
the truncated SVD Heguy = UUEUVE, and Py =



T
diag <[p*U,l7 Ly NU} ) is the uplink power allocation

matrix obtained by the water-filling power allocation. The

uplink power allocated for the i-th data stream is given by

Py = max(1/puo — 0¢/[Bulis,0) for i = 1,--- NY,
18]

. N,
where py o satisfies Y, p; ; = PUmax-

C. Optimization of © with given Fp and Fy

For fixed Fp and Fy, (P1) must be optimized with respect
to the reflection coefficients at the RIS:

P2): IneaX Rwsr (13)
s.t. © = diag ([01, - ,HL]T) , (14)
0 =1, £=1,---,L. (15)

The non-convex constraints (I3) still make it challenging to
find the optimal solution for this problem. We tackle this issue
in the following section.

IV. PROPOSED PHASE SHIFT OPTIMIZATION TECHNIQUES

In this section, we propose two techniques to optimize the
reflection coefficients at the RIS in (P2) to simultaneously
improve the downlink and uplink system performance. In
the first technique, we adopt a manifold optimization-based
algorithm by leveraging the fact that the reflection coefficients
at the RIS lie on the complex circle manifold. For the second,
we develop a lower-complexity AO technique in which an
effective closed-form solution for each reflection coefficient
is derived. The relative computational complexity of the two
methods will be compared.

A. Manifold optimization

As discussed in the previous section, the main obstacle
to solving (P2) is the presence of unit-modulus constraints
in (13), making the optimization problem highly non-convex.
Fortunately, these unit-modulus constraints form the complex
circle manifold ML = {6 € CL : |0;] = --- = |0L| = 1}
[30], which is a Riemannian manifold. The key advantage
of dealing with the Riemannian manifold is that optimization
methods applicable in the Euclidean space, such as gradient
descent, can also be employed on Riemannian manifolds.
Therefore, we adopt the Riemannian conjugate gradient (RCG)
algorithm to obtain a stationary point for (P2). The RCG algo-
rithm is the generalization of the conjugate gradient method to
the Riemannian manifold space, and it can efficiently tackle
optimization problems with non-convex constraints such as
the unit-modulus constraints [[13], [17], [21]. To implement
the RCG-based algorithm, the following three steps must be
implemented.

1) Compute Riemannian gradient: The Riemannian gradi-
ent corresponds to the direction of maximum ascent of the
objective function at the point 8 = [01,--- ,GL]T e ML,
while being restricted within its tangent space. It can be com-
puted by the orthogonal projection of the Euclidean gradient

onto the tangent space. On the complex circle manifold, the
Riemannian gradient of objective function (13)) is expressed as

grady Rwsr

= VQRWSR — Re (ngWSR o 0*) o 0, (16)

where Vg Rwsr represents the Euclidean gradient of Rwsgr
with respect to 8. To compute the Riemannian gradient (16),
VeRwsr = nVeRp+(1— n)ngF%U must be found. Note that
once VgRp = [%%, ce ,%%J is obtained, the computa-
tion of Vg Ry is straightforward. By applying the chain rule
in [31], the partial derivative of Rp with respect to the ¢-th
reflection coefficient 6, can be represented by

ORp aHEﬁ"D
— =t . 2
aez r <VHeff,DRD 69;
+ tr (VH‘HDRD)H-aHﬂ . an
e 00;

In the complex differentials, §, and 6; can be treated as
independent variables [32], from which it is obvious that
ag;ff’D = 0, and only computation of the first term in is
requelred. We first derive the Euclidean gradient of Rp with

respect to Heg p in the following proposition.

Proposition 1. The Euclidean gradient Vu,,, , Rp is

chff,DRD =
1 1 -1
HyrH H
MHCH’DFD (INP + %FDﬂcﬁ'_’DHCﬁ.,DFD> FD'
(18)
Proof. See Appendix A. O

The remaining part in (I7), i.e., the partial derivative of
HE, o with respect to 6}, can be computed by

OH; b
06;

= (hp, @ Gp (L), (19)
where hb,é denotes the /-th column of Hg. Based on (18)
and (19), the partial derivative of Ry with respect to 6y can be
similarly obtained by denoting the ¢-th column of G} as gU.v-

2) Transport: Let d®) be the search direction at the point of
the ¢-th iteration 8. In the manifold optimization, it is likely
that the search directions d®) and d*+1) will lie in different
tangent spaces, and the transport operation is introduced to
address this issue. The transport operation enables mapping
the tangent vector from one tangent space to another. In the

case of the complex circle manifold MZ, the vector transport
is given by
Tot) gt+1) (d(t)) 2d® —Re (d(t) o 0(t+1)*) 0Ty,

(20)

which maps the tangent vector d(*) at the point 0 to the
tangent space at the point of the next iteration oty

As the update rule for the search direction after obtaining
the Riemannian gradient (I6), the conjugate gradient method



Algorithm 1 RCG-based Algorithm for Problem (P2)

1: Initialization: 0(0), d® = — gradgo) Rwsr, and set
t =20

2: repeat

3: ( )Choose the Armijo backtracking line search step size
T t

Find the next point oty using the retraction in (22))

5: Compute the Euclidean gradient Vy+1) Rwsr accord-
ing to

6: Compute the Riemannian gradient gradge+y Rwsr

according to (16)
Compute the transport of d*) according to (20)
8: Calculate the conjugate direction dt+D according to
@D
9: t—1t+1
10: until H gradem RWSRH2 <e
11: Output: §* =%

is used in the RCG algorithm, and the search direction d(*+1)
is given by

4+ — — gradge+1) RWSR""}/(t)l]‘g(t)*)e(tJrl) (d(t)) , (21)

where v(*) can be chosen as the Polak-Ribiere parameter [30].

3) Retraction: Let 7 be the step size for the search
direction d(*) at the point 9. Note that the step size can
be found using the Armijo backtracking line search [30], and
the related parameters can be set adaptively. When the point
on the manifold moves by 7(Y)d®) along the tangent vector, it
may not be on the manifold itself. To tackle this problem, the
retraction operation is employed to map the updated point back
onto the manifold. Consequently, the updated point 6V can
be computed as

) — R (9<t> n T<t>d<t>) ,
where R(-) denotes the retraction operation, which is given by

6, 9Lr
RO) = | L, ... L
) [wu ]

The overall RCG-based algorithm is summarized in Algo-
rithm 1, which is guaranteed to converge to a stationary point
for (P2) [30].

Based on Algorithm 1, we summarize the overall algorithm
to find the effective solution of (P1) in Algorithm 2. The
RIS reflection coefficients are first initialized, and then the
precoders at the BS and UE are computed based on this
initial value. The estimate of the reflection coefficients is
then updated by Algorithm 1, and the precoders are obtained
accordingly. The algorithm terminates if the increment in
the objective function (4) is less than some predetermined
threshold e.

(22)

(23)

B. Low-complexity AO

In this subsection, we propose a low-complexity AO tech-
nique for solving (P2), where sub-problem (P2) with respect
to the ¢-th reflection coefficient 8, is formulated with all other

Algorithm 2 Proposed Manifold Optimization-based Algo-
rithm for Problem (P1)
1: Input: Gp,Hp, Gy,Hy, op, ov.
2: Initialization: Set s = 0, and randomly generate 6,
and obtain the optimal F](D0 ) and Fg) ) for the channel

realization

3: repeat

: Compute 6+ based on Algorithm 1 with fixed Fg )

and F(US )

5: Compute (s(+1)1 and F(S+ ) according to (IQ) and
(M) with fixed 8+

6: §4 S —l—ll

7. until || RS — R“SRHQ

s: Output: 6* = 0\ Ff = FS%F@ —F

reflection coefficients fixed. A closed-form solution for each
sub-problem is derived, from which the effective solution of
(P2) can be obtained by iteratively solving these sub-problems.

Denote Gj, = GpFp = [gp 1, ,8p 1" € CL*N2 and
H;, = HyFy = [h{ -, h{]" € C*N. Taking a
procedure similar to that in [12], the objective function
can be rewritten with respect to 6, given {6;,i # (}£ , i.e.,
fe(0e) = nfpe(be) + (1 —n)fuee), € =1,---, L, where

fp.e(0¢) and fu ¢(0;) are expressed as
f.e(00) = logy det (L + 6, A5 B, + 0; A5, BE )
+ log, det(Ap ¢)
2 fp,e(0e) +log, det(Anp, ),
fu.e(00) = logy det (Ln + 0 AT Bu,. + 0; Ay BY )
+ log, det(Au ¢)
2 f0.0(0e) + logy det(Au,e), (24)

with ADJ S (CKXK, AU,é S (CNXN, BDJ S (CKXK, and
By € CV*N given by at the top of the next page.
Since f1, ,(6¢) and f{; ,(6¢) only depend on 0, the equivalent
problem of (P2) with respect to 6, can be formulated as
max fy(6) = 1fp,0(0e) + (1= 1) fG,0(60)

S.t. |9g| =1.

(P3): (26)

27)

To proceed it is necessary to investigate properties related
to A EBD ¢and Ay ZBU ¢ since the objective function (26)
is largely affected by these matriced]. Note that the rank of
both A EBD ¢ and AU EBU ¢ is upper bounded by 1 since
rank (Bp ¢) = rank (By,¢) = 1, and if the rank of either of
these matrices is zero, the corresponding parts of (26) become
independent of 6,. For instance, if the rank of AD gBD Y
is zero, i.e., Ay ZBDg = Ok K, fDé(b‘g) is independent of
6, and the solution to (P3) can be obtained by maximizing

nyg(Gg) only.

!Although there exist additional matrices A7 B D,e and A7 B U in

(26D, only the properties of AD ZBD ¢ and AU ZBU ¢ are requ1red for the
reformulation of fD ¢(0¢) and fU ¢(0¢). For instance, this can be checked
by following the procedure in Appendix B.



H
L L
1 1
Ap, =1k + o2 Z 0; f),i(gl/a, )H Z 0; b,i(gl/a,i)H + 52 b,é(gb,é)Hg]/D,é( B,e)H,
D \i=1,i#¢ i=1,i£0 D
H
1 L L
Ave=1In+ -y Z eig/U.,i( {J’L)H Z eig/U.,i( v+ O__Qg{J,E( IUz)H {M(g{M)H,
U \i=1,i#¢ i=1,i£0 u
1 L
Bp, = Py /D.,e(gﬁ,e)H Z 0;gp.:(hp )" |
D i=1,i£¢C
1 L
By, = _Qg/LI,Z( IUZ)H Z 07 {Jz(g{J'L)H . (25)
u i=1,i#¢C
When both matrices are rank-one, two sub-cases are possi- for |[Ap | can be found as follows:
ble depending on whether or not the matrices are diagonaliz- .
able. According to [[12], it can be shown that diagonalizable |Ap,e| = |tr (AD,eBDl)’
AB}éBDI and Aa,leBny are equivalent to tr (AB}éBD_’g) #+ (2 K At 5
0 and tr (Ag;Bu.c) #0. < ;Pk (AY) or (Bo.o)
1) Diagonalizable A]SléBD_g and A[}léBU_g: In this case, (b) ( ,1)
, ) , ; = A B 30
both matrices can be decomposed by an eigenvalue decompo- PL{Ape) P1 (Bo.e), (30)

sition (EVD):

—1 —1
AD_VZBD,Z = UD,KAD,KUIIW

Ay By = Uy Ay Uy, (28)

where Ap g diag(Ap,¢,0,---,0) and Ay,
diag(Au,¢,0,---,0), each with only a single non-zero
eigenvalue Ap, and Ay, respectively. Before proceeding
further, let (cj, )" and (c{; )" denote the first rows of
CD_’g = U%,ZAD-,ZUDI and CUyg = U%)ZAUygUUyg, and let
cp¢ and cy ¢ denote the first columns of CB}Z and C(Llé,
respectively. Following [12] and using some mathematical

manipulations, ff, ,(0¢) and f{; ,(0¢) can be rewritten as

Jb.0(00) =10y (1 + |Ap e|* (1 = ¢p g1cp,i1) + 2Re(BeAp,0)),

J.0(00) =1ogy(1+ |Auel*(1 = ¢y prcu.en) + 2Re(BeAu e)),
(29)

where ¢f, ,; and ¢; ,, are the first elements of (cf, ,)T and
(c’U)g)T, and ¢p 1 and cy g are the first elements of cp g
and cy ¢, respectively. The detailed procedure to derive (29)
is provided in Appendix B.

Denote the singular values of an arbitrary n X n complex
matrix A by p1(A) > --- > p,(A). To exploit the structure
of 29), we provide the following lemma to identify an upper
bound for |Ap ¢|.

Lemma 1. The quantity |Apyg| is upper bounded by
p1 (AB}g) p1 (Bp,e).

Proof. Since A 1€BD7 ¢ 1s a rank-one matrix, an upper bound

where (a) follows from Von Neumann’s trace inequality [33]],
and (b) holds since Bp ¢ is rank-one. O

Note that p; (AB}Z) is equivalent to the smallest singular
value of Ap g, ie., px (Ap,), since Ap is symmetric. To
further investigate the upper bound of |Ap ¢|, we provide the
following lemma related to the smallest singular value of Ap ,.

Lemma 2. If NP < K — 1, the smallest singular value of
Ap g is given by pi (Apye) = 1.

Proof. Define X = Y1 ., 0 (gh ) and Y =
hy, ,(gp, )", which form Ap ¢ as in (23). The maximum ranks
of X’ = XX!" and Y’ = YY*! are given by rank (X’) = NP
and rank (Y’) = 1, and we consider these maximum values
to obtain the tightest bound for NP. Let the eigenvalues of an
arbitrary n x n Hermitian matrix A be A;(A) > --- > A\, (A).
According to Weyl’s inequality [34], an upper bound for
A (X' +Y) is given by

Ak (X +Y) <N (X)) + Ak 1-i (YY), i=1,-- K.
(€29
When i = NP +1, can be simplified to A\ (X' +Y’) <
0 when NP < K — 1, resulting in Ax (X’ +Y’) = 0 due to
the positive semi-definiteness of X’ +Y’, which implies that
Ak (Ap ) is only affected by Ik as clearly shown in 23).
Hence, Ax (Ape¢) = 1, and thereby px (Ap¢) = 1, which
completes the proof. O

From Lemma 2] the upper bound (30) can be simplified to
p1 (Bp,¢), which is equivalent to | Bp (|| because the other
singular values of Bp ¢ are zero. Similarly, it can be shown

that | Ay ¢| is upper bounded by p; (AGIZ) p1 (Bu,e), which
can be simplified to | By ¢||r when NV < N — 1.



| Ap ¢| sin(arg(Ap ) + (1 — )| Avu | sin(arg(Au ¢))

¢ = tan™! <

Based on the above discussion, |Ap ¢| and |A\y | are up-
per bounded by |[Bp |/ and ||Bu || under the respective
conditions NP < K — 1 and NV < N — 1. According to
@23, |Bp,el|r and ||Bu,¢l| are strongly affected by the gains
of the RIS-related channels. Note that the RIS will usually
be deployed to extend signal coverage and support weak or
distant users, implying that |\p ¢| and |Ay ¢| can be assumed
to be sufficiently small. For this reason, we apply the first-
order Taylor approximation log(1 4+ x) ~ « around z = 0 in
(29) which, after removing irrelevant terms involving 6, leads
to the following approximation of problem (P3):

(P4) : Ir%)ax é/(eg) = nRe(Hg)\Dj) + (1 — n)Re(eg)\U)g)
¢
s.t. 6y = 1. (32)

In the following proposition, we derive the closed-form solu-
tion to (P4).

Proposition 2. The optimal solution to (P4) is given by

07 = exp(—jarg(¢r)), (33)

where ¢y is given in (38) at the top of this page.

Proof. The objective function of (P4) can be rewritten by the
weighted sum of cosine functions

7 (00) = 1| Ap,¢| cos(arg(6e) + arg(Ap )
+ (1 = n)|Au.¢| cos(arg(fe) + arg(Au,¢))
= Acos(arg(0y) + ¢¢)-

(34)
(35)

Applying the trigonometric identity cos(a+3) = cos a.cos 3—
sinasin 8 to and (33) yields

Acos(¢r) =n|Ap,¢| cos(arg(Ap,e))

+ (1 = n)|Au,e| cos(arg(Au.e)), (36)
Asin(¢¢) =n|Ap,¢| sin(arg(Ap,e))
+ (1 =n)[Avl sin(arg(Aue)).  (37)

From (36) and (37), tan(¢¢) can be derived, and it can be
shown that ¢, is equivalent to (38). Hence, the maximum
value of (33) can be achieved when 6, is given as (33), which
completes the proof. Note that the amplitude A in (33) can be
directly computed based on (36) and (37), and this solution is
substituted into the original objective function for (P3). [

2) Non-diagonalizable Ay Bp ¢ or AG}EBU7g.' According
to [12], it can be verified that if A]S,leBD-,l or AG}éBU_’g
is non-diagonalizable, either ff, ,(0¢) or f; ,(0¢) becomes
independent of 6y, and the solution to (P3) can be obtained
by maximizing only the diagonalizable part, ie., 0] =
exp(—jarg(Au.¢)) or exp(—j arg(Ap.¢)). If both matrices are
non-diagonalizable, any choice of reflection coefficients is
optimal, e.g., 8] = 1 without loss of generality.

38
N|Ap,e| cos(arg(Ap ) + (1 — n)|Au.¢] cos(arg()\U,g))> ’ (38)

3) Summary: The proposed low-complexity AO technique
for solving (P2) is summarized in (39) at the top of the next
page, and the overall low-complexity AO-based algorithm for
(P1) is described in Algorithm 3. The difference compared
to the manifold optimization-based algorithm lies in the op-
timization of the reflection coefficients, which are updated
individually using the derived closed-form expressions.

Remark 1: In the manifold optimization-based algorithm,
monotonic convergence is guaranteed since in every sub-
problem the objective function @) is monotonically increas-
ing, and @) is upper bounded by finite channel capacities
corresponding to the downlink and uplink channels. Hence,
given that (@) is differentiable, the manifold optimization-
based algorithm is guaranteed to converge to a stationary
point [35]. In the low-complexity AO approach, the closed-
form solution (33) is derived from the approximated problem
(P4), which in theory eliminates the convergence guarantee.
However, the update procedures for the downlink and uplink
precoders always maximize their corresponding sub-problems,
implying that at least a point near local optima can be obtained.
The convergence behavior of the proposed algorithms will be
discussed in Section [V=Bl

C. Generalized scenarios

Throughout this paper, we have focused on a scenario in-
volving a single BS communicating with a single UE in FDD.
However, our proposed algorithms can be easily extended to
the following more general scenarios:

e Multiple FDD links where a single BS serves multiple
UEs: In this scenario, the BS communicates with several
UEs simultaneously on distinct downlink and uplink
frequencies, for example using orthogonal frequency di-
vision multiplexing (OFDM). In this case, the objective
function can be extended to incorporate a weighted
sum-rate for all UEs, and the proposed algorithms can be
directly applied since there is no interference among the
different links. The computation of the precoders at the
BS and all UEs using eigenmode transmissions would be
implemented as before. For the manifold optimization,
the Euclidean gradient of the new objective function can
be computed by aggregating the individual Euclidean
gradients corresponding to each UE, and thus it too
can be implemented using the same approach described
previously. Although the number of the closed-form ex-
pressions needed for the low-complexity AO approach
may increase, these additional terms can be derived in a
straightforward way.

o Multiple BSs where different service providers exploit
distinct frequency bands: This scenario is a further gen-
eralization of the prior one, and the optimization can
be performed similarly. However, in this case the op-
timization would require sharing global CSI among all



exp(—j arg(¢r)),
o* exp(—jarg(Ap,¢)),
¢
exp(—jarg(Au,e)),

if tr (ApYBpy
if tr ABIKBDyg
if tr A]SléBDyg

1, otherwise.

40,
207
0,

# 0 and tr AG}EBU,[
#0 and tr A[_LléBU_[

(39)
=0 and tr AG}éBU_’g

Algorithm 3 Proposed Low-complexity AO-based Algorithm
for Problem (P1)
1: Input: Gp,Hp, Gy,Hy,o0p,0u
2: Initialization: Set ¢ = 0, and randomly generate 6
and obtain the optimal F(O) and FEJ) for the channel
realization
3: repeat
for {=1— L do
5: Compute Ap ¢, Ay ¢, Bp e, and By ¢ according to
25)

Obtain 9§t+1) according to (39)
end for
: Compute F(Hl) and FSH) according to (I0) and (I2)
with fixed 0 (t+1)
9: t—t+1
10: until [|REED — RWp 2 < e
11: Output: 6* = 0V Ff = F“) F: =F{

entities involved in the optimization, and the RIS would
be operated for a common purpose rather than for a
specific service provider.

D. Complexity analysis

For simplicity, we assume (NP, NV) <« (N,K) < L to
compare the complexity between the proposed algorithms.

1) Manifold optimization-based algorithm: To optimize
Fp or Fy, the worst-case complexity is given by
O(NK min(N, K)). The complexity for implementing the
RCG-based algorithm is dominated by computing the Eu-
clidean gradient VgRywgsgr. For the downlink part the re-

(,ff D

quired complexities to compute Vy,, , Rp and 2 o0 are
given by O(BNKNP) and O(NK). The complex1ty for the

multiplication between Vg, , Rp and azfiD is O(N?K).
Therefore, the complexity to compute VgRD is O(N?KL).
Similarly, for the uplink part, the required complexity to
compute VoRy is O(NK?L). In the retraction operation,
the step size 7(!) should be searched for at each iteration,
and the complexity is O(L). Thus, the total complexity for
the manifold optimization-based algorithm can be shown to
be O(Iout,1lin(N?KL + NK?L)), where Iyt 1 denotes the
number of outer iterations for the entire algorithm until Rwsgr
converges after all variables are updated, and [;, denotes the
number of inner iterations for the RCG-based algorithm given
FD and FU.

Remark 2: In general, the number of outer iterations in-
creases with L accounting for the enlarged search dimension.

However, in the manifold optimization-based algorithm, the
effect of increasing L is mitigated by the inner iterations to
optimize the reflection coefficients.

2) Low-complexity AO-based algorithm: The complexity
required to compute Gf, and Hj, given Fp and Fy are
O(N?L) and O(K?2L), respectively. The worst-case com-
plexity for computing Ap ¢ and Ay, can be shown to be
O(3K?3 +2N?K) and O(3N3 + 2K2N), respectively. After
obtaining Ap ¢ and Ay ¢, 6 are computed by the closed-form
expressions which have a negligible complexity. Therefore,
the total cost for the low-complexity AO-based algorithm
is O(Lout,2(3(N3 + K3) + 2NK(N + K))L), where oy 2
denotes the number of outer iterations until Rwgsg converges.

3) Comparison: Assuming N = K, the complexities
for the manifold optimization-based and low-complexity
AO-based algorithms are given by O(Iou1linN°L) and
O(Iout 2N3L), respectively. Due to the additional I;,, term
required to implement the RCG-based algorithm, the com-
plexity of the manifold optimization is larger than that of the
low-complexity AO approach.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Simulation scenario

In this section, we investigate the performance of the
proposed algorithms for maximizing the weighted sum-rate for
the downlink and uplink transmissions. The BS and UE are
assumed to be equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA),
while the RIS is modeled as a uniform planar array (UPA)
with Ly horizontal rows and L, vertical columns. We assume
N = 16 BS antennas, K = 8 UE antennas. The locations of
the BS, RIS, and UE are set to be (0 m, 0 m), (750 m, 5 m), and
(800 m, 0 m), respectively. The downlink and uplink carrier
frequencies are fp = 2.135 GHz and fy = 1.945 GHz. With
the noise spectral density -174 dBm/Hz and the bandwidth 10
MHz, the noise variance is set as o = of = -104 dBm.
Unless otherwise specified, the weight coefficient is taken to
be n = 0.5, the number of RIS elements is L = 100 with
Ly = L, = 10, and the maximum downlink and uplink powers
are Pp max = 27 dBm and Py max = 23 dBm. We further
adopt the 3GPP distance and frequency dependent path-loss
model given by [23]], [36]

d
L(d, f) [dB] =28 + 22log;, (—) + 201log;q (i> ,
do Jfo
(40)
where d is the link distance, f is the carrier frequency, and
do = 1 m and fo = 1 GHz respectively denote the reference
distance and frequency.



We adopt the geometric channel model [22], [37], which
for the downlink BS-RIS channel Gp can be written a

Mg
Z aDymaR((sg,mv Fyg,m)(aB (wg,m))Hv

m=1
(4D

NL

Gp =/ g
D M(I;)

where M(I;) is the number of downlink paths, and ap ,, is
the downlink channel coefficient of the m-th path in Gp
which we assume to be independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) as ap,m, ~ CN(0,PL(dgg, fp)) for the BS-RIS link
distance dpgr. The array response vectors at the BS and
RIS are respectively denoted by aB(wam) € CN*! and
ar (68 ;> 1G.m) € CF*1, and ag(wg,,) is given by

D):l

T
b b
ap(wWa m 1,e/%Gm ... I N=DwG m

VN
where wg)m = 27w fpas sin((@)m)/c is the spatial frequency
of the angle of departure (AoD) assuming the speed of light is
¢, the antenna spacing at the BS is ap, and the AoD is Cgm.
The array response vector at the RIS ar (4@ ,,,,73.,,,) can be
written as '

(42)

ar(08.m>70.m) = aRv(10.m) ® ARL (68, ); (43)

where agr v (73,,) and ar (62 ,,) represent the RIS array
response vectors along the vertical and horizontal directions,
and ag v(74,,) and ar (08 ,,) are given by

1 . . T
aR-,V(’Yg,m) = /L |:1’ eJ'YGDmI, e 7€j(Lv*1)78,m:| )

1 , , T
arn(08,m) = L {17 PR aej(Lh_l)ég*m} (44)

where '78,m = 2mfpary sin(1/187m)/c and 58)7” =
27 fpar,n cos(wg)m) sin(gbg)m)/c are the spatial frequencies
for the angles of arrival (AoAs), the vertical and horizontal
spacing of the RIS elements are ar,, and aR p, respectively,
and the azimuth and elevation AoAs are ¢g ,, and ¢g,,.,
respectively.

Similarly, the uplink RIS-BS channel G% can be repre-
sented by

U
H NL i U U U H
Gy = MU Z aUamaB(wG,m)(aR((sG,m"YG,m)) ’
G m=1
(45)

where Mg is the number of uplink paths, oy, =~
CN(0,PL(dgg, fu)) is the iid. uplink channel coeffi-

cient of the m-th path, wg)m = 2wfyap sin((&m)/c
is the AoA spatial frequency at the BS for AoA
Cg_’m, and ”Yg,m = 2nfuary sin(q/)&m)/c and 587m =

27 fuar,n cos(V§ ) sin(¢g ,,,)/c are the spatial frequencies
of the AoDs at the RIS for the azimuth and elevation AoDs
¢& . and 1pg ., respectively. The RIS-UE channels Hpj and
Hy can be defined similarly to @) and (@3), with M and
MII{-I representing the number of downlink and uplink paths

2While we assume a geometric channel model for the simulations, the
proposed algorithms do not rely on this assumption.
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Fig. 2: The convergence behavior of proposed algorithms
according to the outer iterations.

for the RIS-UE link and ay representing the antenna spacing
at the UE. For the considered scenario we set MGD = Mg =
MR =MJ =5 and agp = ap,y = ar.n = ay = 37 For the
BS-RIS channels, the angles (g, and (g, are randomly
generated and uniformly distributed in [—#,w), and qﬁam,
V8.m» PG m» and g ,, in [—7/2,7/2]. The angles related
to the RIS-UE channels are generated in the same way. Based
on the number of paths, the number of data streams is set to
be NP = NV =5.

B. Algorithm convergence behavior

Fig. [2] illustrates the averaged weighted sum-rates of the
two proposed algorithms based on 100 independent channel
realizations versus the number of outer iterations I,,. Based
on the value of I, the specific number of iterations for both
algorithms Iut,1 and Ioyg,2 can be determined according to
the predefined threshold e. It is observed that both algorithms
converge to local optimal points. Furthermore, the weighted
sum-rates converge within 10 outer iterations, which demon-
strates the efficiency of the proposed algorithms in rapidly
finding the local optima. Note that the manifold optimization-
based algorithm jointly optimizes all of the RIS reflection
coefficients, resulting in a higher weighted sum-rate than the
lower-complexity AO algorithnﬁ

C. Performance comparison

Here we compare the performance of the proposed algo-
rithms against the following baseline approaches:

e One-way AO [12]: This scheme can be viewed as a
special case of the low-complexity AO approach, where

3In Fig. @l we only examine the convergence behavior for the outer
iterations. In the manifold-based optimization algorithm, the reflection co-
efficients are optimized numerically, and the convergence behavior for the
inner iterations is guaranteed [30]. In the low-complexity AO approach, each
reflection coefficient is updated using a closed-form expression, and thus the
inner iterations are not needed.
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Fig. 3: Weighted sum-rate versus the number of RIS elements.

the reflection coefficients at the RIS are optimized to only
maximize either the downlink or uplink rate. In one-
way AO (DL), the reflection coefficients are optimized
solely for maximizing the downlink system performance,
while ignoring the uplink. Conversely, for one-way AO
(UL), the reflection coefficients are optimized only for
the uplink. The remainder of the algorithm is the same
as for the low-complexity AO approach, i.e., the pre-
coding matrices Fp and Fy are computed based on
the corresponding updated reflection coefficients. Note
that we simultaneously consider the downlink and uplink
performance as long as the actual weight coefficient is in
the range n € (0,1).

o AO with separated elements: In this approach, the L RIS
elements are partitioned into two disjoint sets of size L /2.
The reflection coefficients in one set are optimized using
one-way AO (DL) to support only the downlink, while
the other set is optimized using one-way AO (UL) for
only the uplink.

o Truncated-SVD-based-beamforming (T-SVD-BF) [13]:
This scheme approximates the singular values of the
effective channels Heg p and Heg,y in terms of the re-
flection coefficients at the RIS. The manifold optimization
is applied to update the reflection coefficients, and the
precoding matrices are subsequently optimized without
any alternating process. Note that although this scheme
originally targets the downlink design, it is also applicable
for the joint downlink and uplink case since the compu-
tation of the Euclidean gradient for the objective function
with both the downlink and uplink can be extended in a
straightforward way for the manifold optimization.

o Random phase shifts: The phase shifts at the RIS are
randomly and uniformly generated in [0,27), and the
precoding matrices are optimized based on eigenmode
transmission.

Fig. B shows the weighted sum-rate versus the number
of RIS elements L with L, = L. It is observed that the
two proposed algorithms achieve the highest weighted sum-
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rates regardless of the value of L, which emphasizes the
significance of jointly maximizing the downlink and uplink
system performance. When L is small, the performance gap
between the proposed algorithms becomes relatively small
due to the resulting reduction in the channel gains, and
the approximation used in the low-complexity AO technique
works well in this case. Also for small L, although T-SVD-
BF jointly considers the downlink and uplink when optimizing
the RIS reflection coefficients, the performance degradation
incurred by the approximation of the singular values of the
effective channels leads to a smaller weighted sum-rate than
optimizing the downlink only. Nevertheless, as L increases, T-
SVD-BF outperforms the one-way AO-based algorithm since
the approximation becomes more accurate, making the joint
optimization more effective. While the AO with separated
elements approach shows a higher weighted sum-rate than the
one-way AO-based algorithms for large L, the set of reflection
coefficients optimized for only one direction may cause severe
interference in the opposite direction, leading to a performance
degradation compared to the proposed algorithms.

Fig. [ compares the weighted sum-rate versus Pp max for
fixed Py max = 23 dBm. The proposed algorithms again show
the highest weighted sum-rates regardless of the value of
Pp max, which illustrates their versatility. For small Pp max,
the performance gap between the proposed algorithms and
the one-way AO (UL)-based algorithm is small since it is
better to focus on the uplink only when the downlink power
is small. Similarly, it is observed that the performance of the
one-way AO (DL)-based algorithm, which only focuses on the
downlink, improves with increasing Pp max. Although the AO
with separated elements approach outperforms the one-way
AO-based algorithms under comparable Pp max and Py max,
the performance gap between the proposed algorithms remains
approximately constant, which emphasizes the importance of
simultaneously considering both the downlink and uplink in
optimizing the reflection coefficients.
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D. Rate region comparison

Lastly we investigate the rate regions for the proposed
algorithms obtained by varying n € [0,1]. The results are
shown in Fig.[3] where we see that the manifold optimization-
based algorithm achieves higher rates in all cases than the
lower-complexity AO algorithm, which is consistent with the
previous results. The maximum sum-rate Rp+ Ry is achieved
when 7 is around 0.5 due to the comparable channel gains
and transmit powers for the downlink and uplink. The figure
clearly shows that the proposed algorithms can efficiently
balance the downlink and uplink performance by adjusting 7.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated RIS-aided FDD SU-MIMO
systems, and formulated a joint optimization framework to
maximize a weighted sum-rate for the downlink and uplink
transmissions. By adopting an AO algorithm, the precoding
matrices at the BS and UE are updated through eigenmode
transmissions. To optimize the reflection coefficients at the
RIS, techniques based on manifold optimization and a lower-
complexity AO are developed. Numerical results demonstrated
that the proposed algorithms converge quickly and achieve
better performance than existing benchmark schemes. Pos-
sible future research directions include extending the joint
optimization framework to multi-user systems and developing
optimization techniques that consider imperfect CSI.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition 1
To derive (I8), we use the following theorem from [31].
Theorem 1. For an arbitrary deterministic matrix H, an
arbitrarily distributed input x, and Gaussian noise n that is

independent of x with a normalized noise covariance matrix
(e.g., an identity matrix), the following equation is satisfied:

Vul(x;Hx + n) = HE, (46)
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where 1(x;y) = logdet (I+HEHY) is the mutual infor-
mation between the transmit signal x and the received signal
y, and E = (2" + HYH) "' is the minimum mean squared
error (MMSE) matrix with input covariance matrix Y.

From (T)), the downlink received signal can be represented
by yp = HegpFpsp +np = I:Ieff)DSD + np. Following
Theorem [I the Euclidean gradient of Rp with respect to
ﬁeH)D is given by

1 -
Vi, o = W3-l Heg pE, 47)
N . ~1
where E = (Iyo + & HIL JHeg p is the MMSE ma-
s op s s

trix. To obtain V,, , Rp from @Z), we use the following
lemma from [31].

Lemma 3. Let f be a scalar real-valued function, which
depends on B through H = ABC, where A, C are arbitrary
fixed matrices. Then, the following equation holds:

Vef =AM . vyf.  CH (48)

Plugging in H = Hegp, A = I,B = Hegp, and C =
Fp to Lemma[3l Vi, , Rp is given by

Vi pBp = Vg, Bp- Fp (49)

1
= ——HgpEFE,

m2-o3 G0

which finishes the proof.

B. Derivation of (29)
From @24) and @8), f{, ,(0,) can be rewritten as

fD.,(00)
= log, det(Ix + 0,Ap,Bp ¢ + 0; Ap ' Bp ;)
= log, det(Ix + 9@UD75ADJU5}€

+0; Ap (Up)"AD /UD (Ap.)

(a) _ _
= IOgQ(det(UD}é) det(IK + ogUDygAD_’zUD}é

+ 9;AB}Z(UB}E)HAE,ZUE,EADJ) det(Up,r))
= log, det(Ixc + 6¢Ap ¢ + 0; CpLAD (Cp.0)
= log, det(Ix + 0/Ap ¢ + QZAB)ZCD_[(CB)Z)T)
() - -
= 1Og2 det(l + 94 AD,@(CB,Z)T(IK + egAD_’g) 1CD7g)
+ log, det(IK + 9@AD75)
(© ¢D,e1¢D.01AD ¢
=1 1+0;05,— ———— | (1 +6,\
089 << + 0, A E vy (1+6eAp,e)
=logy (1 + [Ap,e|*(1 — ¢h y1¢p.01) + 2Re(frAp ), (51)
where (a) holds since det(UB}Z) det(Up) = 1, (b) is derived
from the fact that det(AB) = det(A) det(B) and det(I,, +
CD) = det(I,, + DC) for C € C™*"™ and D € C"*"™,
and (c) holds since (cbyg)Tchg =1 and |,)?> = 1. Similarly,

fG.¢(0e) in can be derived by following the procedure
in (&1).
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