arXiv:2311.18418v1 [cs.IT] 30 Nov 2023

Beamforming Design for Active RIS-Aided Over-the-Air Computation

Deyou Zhang, Ming Xiao, Mikael Skoglund, and H. Vincent Poor

Abstract—Over-the-air computation (AirComp) is emerging as a promising technology for wireless data aggregation. However, its performance is hampered by users with poor channel conditions. To mitigate such a performance bottleneck, this paper introduces an active reconfigurable intelligence surface (RIS) into the AirComp system. Specifically, we begin by exploring the ideal RIS model and propose a joint optimization of the transceiver design and RIS configuration to minimize the mean squared error (MSE) between the target and estimated function values. To manage the resultant tri-convex optimization problem, we employ the alternating optimization (AO) technique to decompose it into three convex subproblems, each solvable optimally. Subsequently, we investigate two specific cases and analyze their respective asymptotic performance to reveal the superiority of the active RIS in mitigating the MSE relative to its passive counterpart. Lastly, we adapt our transceiver and RIS configuration design to account for the self-interference of the active RIS. To handle the resultant highly non-convex problem, we further devise a two-layer AO framework. Simulation results demonstrate the superiority of the active RIS in enhancing AirComp performance compared to its passive counterpart.

Index Terms—Over-the-air computation, active reconfigurable intelligent surface, wireless data aggregation.

I. INTRODUCTION Wireless data aggregation (WDA) is envisioned as a common operation in 5G-and-beyond communications to support the Internet of Things (IoT), and it lays the foundation for numerous applications, e.g., distributed sensing, learning, and control [1], [2]. However, current WDA systems are often designed in a “transmit-then-compute” manner, separating communication and computation, which might encounter difficulty in accommodating a large number of IoT users under limited radio resources and stringent latency constraints. To address this concern, a novel technique termed over-the-air computation (AirComp) has been developed for WDA. By enabling concurrent data transmission from all IoT users over the same radio resources and exploiting the waveform superposition property of multiple access channels, AirComp turns the air into a computer to compute a specific function of these IoT users’ data. Therefore, by integrating communication and computation, AirComp has the potential to achieve ultrafast WDA even over massive IoT networks.

Recent research has extensively explored AirComp, particularly from the perspective of transceiver design [2]. Specifically, [3]–[5] focused on the single-input single-output (SISO) configuration, investigating the optimal transceiver design for AirComp, which was later extended to multi-cluster scenarios

D. Zhang, M. Xiao, and M. Skoglund are with the Division of Information Science and Engineering, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm 10044, Sweden (email: {deyou, mingx, skoglund}@kth.se). H. V. Poor is with the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA (poor@princeton.edu).

in [6]. Moreover, [7] studied AirComp within the single-input multiple-output (SIMO) configuration, introducing a uniformforcing transceiver design to manage non-uniform channel fading among users and generalizing such a methodology to multi-cluster scenarios in [8]. To enable multi-function computation or multi-modal sensing, [9]–[11] investigated multipleinput multiple-output (MIMO) AirComp, with [11] presenting a closed-form suboptimal solution for transmit and receive beamformers design. In addition to the traditional fully digital beamforming architecture, [12] and [13] proposed a hybrid analog-digital beamforming architecture for massive MIMO AirComp. As elucidated in these works, users with poor channel conditions dominate AirComp performance. Though massive MIMO technologies can significantly reduce computation errors, they entail substantial energy consumption and hardware complexity. Consequently, developing an economical yet efficient strategy to enhance AirComp performance remains crucially pertinent.

Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have emerged as an innovative technology to mitigate unfavorable channel conditions by re-configuring the radio propagation environment [14]. Compared to massive MIMO, RISs entail modest fabrication costs and energy consumption due to their use of passive reflective elements [14]. Owing to these advantages, RISs have permeated diverse applications, including cell-free communications [15], [16] and wireless federated learning [17]. RISs have also been introduced into AirComp systems [18]–[23]. Specifically, [18] studied the advantages of deploying RISs for AirComp in a large-scale cloud radio access network. In [19], the authors integrated AirComp with energy harvesting and proposed leveraging RIS to enhance the efficacy of both operations. As the semi-definite relaxation algorithm was applied to optimize the beamforming matrix of the RIS in [18], [19], resulting in high computational complexity, [20] thereby developed a computationally efficient algorithm for RIS configuration design. To avoid excessive overhead caused by frequent channel state information estimation, [21] proposed a two-stage stochastic optimization strategy for RIS-aided AirComp systems. Moreover, to accommodate users distributed across the entire 360^∘ angular range, [22] advocated for the employment of a simultaneously transmitting and reflecting RIS (STAR-RIS). In this work, a joint optimization of the transceiver design, along with the reflective and refractive beamforming matrices of the STAR- RIS, was investigated to enhance AirComp performance.

Despite the growing popularity of RISs in AirComp-related research, the “multiplicative fading” effect substantially curtails its benefits. To mitigate such an inherent limitation, [23] proposed deploying double RISs to assist AirComp, with one positioned near users and the other near the access point (AP).

Alternatively, we can employ a novel RIS architecture, namely active RISs [24], [25], to enhance AirComp performance. Unlike its passive counterpart, the active RIS is capable of amplifying its reflected signals through reflection-type amplifiers integrated into its reflective elements, thereby overcoming the multiplicative fading effect. Given this advantage, active RISs have received remarkable attention [24]–[28]. Specifically, [24] explored the use of an active RIS to achieve substantial capacity gain for multi-user multiple-input singleoutput (MU-MISO) systems, while [26] proposed deploying an active RIS to help minimize the computational latency for mobile edge computing systems. However, the corresponding transceiver and RIS configuration design approaches in these works cannot be directly applied to AirComp systems due to fundamentally different objectives, and to the best of our knowledge, employing active RISs to support AirComp remains unexplored in the open literature.

In what follows, we seek to fill this research gap by exploring an active RIS-aided AirComp system, wherein a multi-antenna AP aggregates data from multiple users using AirComp with the aid of an active RIS. Aligning with existing literature, we evaluate the performance of AirComp in terms of the mean squared error (MSE) between the target and estimated function values, and our objective is to develop a low-complexity approach for transceiver design and RIS configuration that minimizes the MSE. The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

1) Firstly, we consider an ideal signal model for active RISs and formulate an MSE minimization problem, where each user’s transmit equalization coefficient, the AP combining vector, and the beamforming matrix of the active RIS are jointly optimized. Given the non-convex objective function and coupled optimization variables, the resultant optimization problem is non-convex. To manage this difficulty, we establish an alternating optimization (AO) framework with a convergence guarantee to decompose the original problem into three subproblems, corresponding to the transmit equalization coefficients of users, the AP combining vector, and the beamforming matrix of the active RIS, respectively, and each of them can be efficiently solved.

2) Subsequently, we investigate two specific active RISaided AirComp systems: single-user (SU) SISO, in which the number of RIS elements is sufficiently large, and MU- SIMO, in which the number of AP antennas is equal to the number of RIS elements, both being sufficiently large. We analyze and compare their respective performances with those of passive RIS-aided systems, aiming to reveal the advantages of integrating active RISs into AirComp systems.

3) Furthermore, since the active RIS works in full-duplex mode, it incurs self-interference in practical systems. Consequently, we also extend the studied transceiver and RIS configuration design to scenarios involving self-interference of the active RIS. To handle the resultant highly non-convex problem, we employ the alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) and devise a two-layer AO framework to alternately optimize the transmit equalization coefficients of users, the AP combining vector, and the beamforming matrix of the active RIS.

Fig. 1. Over-the-air computation via an active RIS.

4) Lastly, we carry out extensive simulations to demonstrate the superior performance of the active RIS-aided AirComp. Results show that the active RIS can yield a substantial performance improvement compared to its passive counterpart as long as its self-interference is not severe.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce the ideal system model and formulate an optimization problem for transceiver and RIS configuration design. In Section III, we employ the AO technique to solve the formulated optimization problem. In Section IV, we analyze the asymptotic performance of the considered active RIS-aided AirComp system and compare it to that of the passive RIS-aided one. In Section V, we extend the studied transceiver and RIS configuration design to account for the self-interference of the active RIS. Numerical results are provided in Section VI, and we conclude this paper in Section VII.

Throughout this paper, we use regular, bold lowercase, and bold uppercase letters to denote scalars, vectors, and matrices, respectively; R and C to denote real and complex number sets, respectively; (·)^∗, (·)^T , and (·)^H to denote conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose, respectively. We use ‖x‖ to denote the ℓ_2-norm of x; ‖X‖_F to denote the Frobenius norm of X; diag(X) to denote the main diagonal of X; diag(x) or diag(x^T ) to denote a diagonal matrix with its diagonal entries specified by x or x^T . We use I to denote the identity matrix; CN (μ, Σ) to denote the complex Gaussian distribution with mean μ and covariance matrix Σ; E to denote the expectation operator; and ⊙ to denote the Hadamard product.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

We consider an MU-SIMO communication system consisting of K single antenna users and an AP equipped with M antennas. Let s_k ∈ C denote the data generated by user k, ∀k ∈ K ≜ {1, · · · , K}. For the sake of simplicity, we assume s_k has zero mean and unit variance, i.e., E[s_k ] = 0, and E[|s_k |^2] = 1, ∀k ∈ K, and s_1, · · · , s_K are uncorrelated with each other, i.e., E[s_k s^∗_j ] = 0, ∀k ≠ j. In this paper, we aim to recover the arithmetic mean of all users’ data: s = 1 K K∑ k=1 s_k, (1) at AP by exploiting the superposition property of the wireless multiple-access channel.

To enhance the channel quality between users and AP, we propose deploying an N-element active RIS in the system, as shown in Fig. 1. As a result, the equivalent channel between users and AP encompasses three links, i.e., the user-AP link, the user-RIS link, and the RIS-AP link, denoted by h_{d,k} ∈ C^{M×1}, h_{r,k} ∈ C^{N×1}, and G ∈ C^{M×N} , respectively.

Referring to [24], the reflected signal from the active RIS can be expressed as follows:

x_r = Φ (_K ∑ k=1 h_{r,k}b_ks_k + z_r ) , (2)

where b_k is the transmit equalization coefficient of user k, ∀k ∈ K, Φ = diag(α_1e^{jω1} , · · · , α_N e^{jωN} ) is the beamforming matrix of the active RIS, and z_r ∼ CN (0, σ^2_r I) is the thermal noise introduced at the active RIS. Due to the use of active components, α_n, ∀n ∈ N ≜ {1, · · · , N}, can be larger than one. Given x_r, we can then express the received signal at AP as follows: y = K∑ k=1 h_{d,k}b_ks_k + Gx_r + z_a

= K∑ k=1 (h_{d,k} + GΦh_{r,k}) b_ks_k + GΦz_r + z_a, (3)

where z_a ∼ CN (0, σ^2_aI) is the thermal noise at AP. Note that each user, as well as the active RIS, has its own maximum power constraint, given by

E[|b_k s_k|^2] = |b_k|^2 ≤ P_k , ∀k ∈ K, (4)

E[‖x_r ‖^2] = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖Φh_{r,k}‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(ΦΦ^H ) ≤ P_r, (5)

where P_k and P_r denote the maximum transmission power of user k and the active RIS, respectively.

Let m ∈ C^{M×1} denote the combining vector at AP; the estimated target variable is then given by

ŝ = m^H y = K∑ k=1 m^H h_{e,k}b_ks_k + m^H (GΦz_r + z_a) , (6)

where h_{e,k} = h_{d,k} + GΦh_{r,k}, ∀k ∈ K, is termed the equivalent channel from user k to AP.

B. Problem Formulation

Our objective is to minimize the distortion between the target variable and the estimated one, measured by the MSE as defined below: M SE ≜ E[|ŝ − s|^2] (7)

= E | | | | K∑ k=1 ( m^H h_{e,k} b_k − 1 K ) s_k + m^H (GΦz_r + z_a) | | | | 2

= K∑ k=1 | | |m^H h^{e,k}b^k − 1 K | | | 2 + σ^2_r ‖m^H GΦ‖^2 + σ^2_a‖m‖^2.

To this end, we construct the following optimization problem: min m,b,Φ M SE (m, b, Φ) (8a) s.t. |b_k|^2 ≤ P_k, ∀k ∈ K, (8b) K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖Φh_{r,k}‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(ΦΦ^H ) ≤ P_r, (8c)

where b ≜ [b_1, · · · , b_K ]^T .

III. ALTERNATING OPTIMIZATION FOR TRANSCEIVER AND RIS CONFIGURATION DESIGN To address the coupling among m, b, and Φ in (8), we employ the AO technique, optimizing one variable at a time while holding the others fixed, as detailed below.

1) Optimization of m: The associated optimization problem with respect to m is given by

min_m M SE , (9)

which is a least squares problem. The optimal m to (9) can be found by setting ∂M SE /∂m^∗ to zero, i.e., ∂M SE ∂m^∗ = Rm − 1 K K∑ k=1 h_{e,k} b_k = 0, (10)

which yields

m^⋆ = R^{−1} ( 1 K K∑ k=1 h_{e,k} b_k ) , (11)

where R = ∑_K k=1 |b_k|^2h_{e,k} h^H_{e,k} + σ^2_r GΦΦ^H G^H + σ^2_aI. In addition, by substituting (11) into (7), we have M SE = 1 K − 1 K^2 (_K ∑ k=1 h^H_{e,k} b^∗_k ) R^{−1} (_K ∑ k=1 h_{e,k}b_k ) (12) (a) < 1 K , where (a) follows since R is a positive definite matrix.

2) Optimization of b: The associated optimization problem with respect to b is formulated as follows:

min_b K∑ k=1 | | | |m^H h^{e,k}b^k − 1 K | | | | 2 (13a)

s.t. |b_k|^2 ≤ P_k, ∀k ∈ K, (13b) K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖Φh_{r,k}‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(ΦΦ^H ) ≤ P_r. (13c)

It is observed that (13) is a quadratically constrained quadratic program (QCQP), and off-the-shelf solvers such as CVX can be used to efficiently solve this problem.

3) Optimization of Φ: The associated optimization problem with respect to Φ is formulated as follows:

min_Φ K∑ k=1 | | |m^H h^{e,k}b^k − 1 K | | | 2 + σ^2_r ‖m^H GΦ‖^2 (14a)

s.t. K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖Φh_{r,k}‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(ΦΦ^H ) ≤ P_r. (14b)

By introducing ϕ ≜ diag(Φ) and applying the property of Φx = diag(x)ϕ, we can equivalently transform (14) into (see Appendix A)

min_ϕ ϕ^H A_0ϕ − ϕ^H v_0 − v^H_0 ϕ (15a)

s.t. ϕ^H B_0ϕ ≤ P_r, (15b)

where A_0, B_0, and v_0 are respectively given by

A_0 = K∑ k=1 a_ka^H_k + σ^2_r diag(m^H G)diag(G^H m),

B_0 = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2diag(h^∗_{r,k})diag(h_{r,k}) + σ^2_r I,

v_0 = K∑ k=1 ( 1 K − m^H h_{d,k}b_k ) a_k,

a_k = diag(h^∗_{r,k} b^∗_k)G^H m, ∀k ∈ K. It is observed that (15) is a standard QCQP and can be solved optimally using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions, as detailed below.

First of all, the Lagrangian associated with (15) is defined as follows:

L_0 = ϕ^H A_0ϕ − ϕ^H v_0 − v^H_0 ϕ + λ_0(ϕ^H B_0ϕ − P_r), (16)

where λ_0 ≥ 0 is the Lagrange multiplier. The KKT conditions of (16) are given by ∂L_0 ∂ϕ^∗ = (A_0 + λ_0B_0) ϕ − v_0 = 0, (17a)

λ_0(ϕ^H B_0ϕ − P_r) = 0, (17b)

ϕ^H B_0ϕ = P_r. (17c)

From (17a), we can obtain the optimal ϕ as follows:

ϕ^⋆ = (A_0 + λ_0B_0)^{−1} v_0, (18)

where the nonnegative Lagrange multiplier λ_0 should be chosen to satisfy (17b) and (17c). With (18), we can verify that (ϕ^⋆)^H B_0ϕ^⋆ is a decreasing function of λ_0. Moreover, it can be shown that

0 ≤ λ_0 < √ v^H_0 B^{−1}_0 v_0 P_r . (19)

Therefore, we can search for λ_0 using the bisection search method within the bounds on λ_0 in (19).

The proposed transceiver and RIS configuration design approach for the MU-SIMO AirComp system is outlined in Algorithm 1. Additionally, the convergence of Algorithm 1 is elucidated in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 1: Algorithm 1 converges to a locally optimal point of problem (8) after several iterations.

Proof: To prove the convergence of Algorithm 1, we introduce superscript t as the iteration index, e.g., m^t denotes the combining vector at the end of the t-th iteration round. Then, Algorithm 1 converges as

M SE (m^t, b^t, Φ^t)^{(a)}≥ M SE (m^{t+1}, b^t, Φ^t) (b) ≥ M SE (m^{t+1}, b^{t+1}, Φ^t) (c) ≥ M SE (m^{t+1}, b^{t+1}, Φ^{t+1}),

where (a), (b), and (c) follow since the updates of m, b, and Φ are the optimal solutions to (9), (13), and (14), respectively. Since M SE (m^t, b^t, Φ^t) is monotonically non-increasing in each iteration and its value is lower bounded by zero, we prove that Algorithm 1 will converge to a local optimum of problem (8) after several iterations.

Algorithm 1 Pseudo-Code for the Proposed Transceiver and RIS Configuration Design 1: Initialize b and Φ to ensure that they satisfy the power constraints in (8b) and (8c);

2: while not converge do 3: Update m through (11); 4: Update b through solving (13); 5: Compute ϕ through (18); 6: Update Φ by Φ = diag(ϕ). 7: end while

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS In this section, our goal is to evaluate the asymptotic performance of the active RIS-aided AirComp system and compare it to its passive RIS-aided counterpart. To make the analysis tractable and yield insightful results, two special cases are examined^1: SU-SISO with N → ∞, and MU-SIMO with M = N → ∞. A. SU-SISO System

In alignment with [14] and [24], we temporarily adopt the following settings: 1) A SU-SISO system is considered, i.e., K = M = 1; 2) The direct link between user and AP is sufficiently weak to be ignored, i.e., h_d = 0; 3) Each RIS element maintains the same amplification factor, i.e., α_n = α, ∀n ∈ N ; and 4) Both the user-RIS channel h_r and the RIS-AP channel g^H follow a Rayleigh distribution, i.e., h_r ∼

1Analyzing the asymptotic performance of the active RIS-aided AirComp system under general settings can be extremely challenging, if not possible.

CN (0, ρ^2_rI), and g ∼ CN (0, ρ^2_gI). With these simplifications, we derive a closed-form asymptotic MSE, as detailed in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 2: Letting N → ∞, the asymptotic MSE for the active RIS-aided SU-SISO system is given by

M SE^{su−siso}

active ≈ 16 π^2N σ^2_r σ^2_a + P_0ρ^2_r σ^2_a + P_rρ^2_gσ^2_r P_rP_0ρ^2_rρ^2_g

, (20)

where P_0 is the maximum transmission power of the user.

Proof: Refer to Appendix B.

Remark 1: The asymptotic MSE in (20) is equal to the inverse of the asymptotic SNR in [24, Lemma 2].

For comparison, under the same settings, we also provide the asymptotic MSE for the passive RIS-aided SU-SISO system in the subsequent theorem.

Theorem 3: Letting N → ∞, the asymptotic MSE for the passive RIS-aided SU-SISO system is given by

M SE^{su−siso}

passive ≈ 16 π^2N^2 σ^2_a P̃_0ρ2_rρ2_g , (21)

where P̃_0 is the maximum transmission power of the user in the passive RIS-aided system.

Proof: Refer to Appendix C.

It can be observed from (20) that the asymptotic MSE for the active RIS-aided SU-SISO system is inversely proportional to N, whereas the asymptotic MSE for its passive RIS-aided counterpart is inversely proportional to N^2. Consequently, we can deduce that M SE^{su−siso}_{passive} will be lower than M SE^{su−siso}_{active} when N is sufficiently large. However, this may not hold in scenarios where N is not that large. The rationale behind this is that the nominator of (20) can be substantially smaller than that of (21), due to the multiplicative terms composed of path losses and noise power, namely, P_0ρ^2_rσ^2_a, σ^2_r σ^2_a, and P_rρ^2_g σ^2_r . The subsequent corollary delineates the condition under which the passive RIS outperforms its active counterpart.

Corollary 1: To ensure that M SE^{su−siso}_{passive} ≤ M SE^{su−siso}_{active} , the required number of RIS elements N has to satisfy N ≥ N_{th} = P_0 P̃_0

P_rσ^2_a σ^2_r σ^2_a + P_0ρ^2_rσ^2_a + P_r ρ^2_gσ^2_r

. (22)

Proof: By solving M SE^{su−siso}_{passive} ≤ M SE^{su−siso}_{active} , we can readily prove this corollary.

Remark 2: Given σ^2_a = σ^2_r = −100 dB, ρ^2_r = ρ^2_g = −70 dB, P_0 = P_r = 1 W, P̃_0 = 2 W, we calculate N_{th} to be 2.5 × 10^6, a value that poses significant challenges for realization with current technology.

B. MU-SIMO System

In order to make the analysis tractable, we temporarily adopt the following settings: 1) The number of AP antennas is equal to the number of RIS elements and sufficiently large, outnumbering the users, i.e., K ≤ M = N → ∞; 2) The direct links between users and AP are weak enough to be ignored, i.e., h_{d,k} = 0, ∀k ∈ K; 3) All the N RIS elements maintain the same amplification factor, i.e., α_n = α, ∀n ∈ N , with their phase shifts uniformly and randomly distributed between (0, 2π); and 4) Both the user-RIS channel h_{r,k}, ∀k ∈ K, and the RIS-AP channel G follow a Rayleigh distribution, i.e., the entries in h_{r,k}, ∀k ∈ K, and G are independent and identically distributed, following CN (0, ρ^2_r) and CN (0, ρ^2_g ), respectively. With these simplifications, we have the following useful properties. 1 N^2 ( h^H_{e,k}h_{e,k} ) = 1 N^2 ( h^H_{r,k}Φ^H G^H GΦh_{r,k} )

(a) ≈ ρ^2_g N ( h^H_{r,k}Φ^H Φh_{r,k} )

= α^2ρ^2_g N ( h^H_{r,k}h_{r,k} )

(b) ≈ α^2ρ^2_g ρ^2_r, ∀k ∈ K, (23a) 1 N^2 ( h^H_{e,k} h_{e,k}′ ) = 1 N^2 ( h^H_{r,k}Φ^H G^H GΦh_{r,k}′ )

≈ ρ^2_g N ( h^H_{r,k}Φ^H Φh_{r,k}′ )

= α^2ρ^2_g N ( h^H_{r,k}h_{r,k}′ )

(c) ≈ 0, ∀k, k^′ ∈ K, (23b) where (a), (b), and (c) follow due to the following properties: lim N→∞ 1 N ( h^H_{r,k}h_{r,k} ) = ρ^2_r, ∀k ∈ K, (24a)

lim N→∞ 1 N ( h^H_{r,k}h_{r,k}′ ) = 0, ∀k, k^′ ∈ K, (24b)

lim N→∞ 1 N ( G^H G ) = lim_{N→∞} 1 N ( GG^H ) = ρ^2_gI. (24c)

Subsequently, by leveraging (23a), (23b), and (24c), we derive a closed-form asymptotic MSE for the active RIS-aided MU- SIMO system, detailed in the theorem below.

Theorem 4: By letting K ≤ M = N → ∞, the asymptotic MSE for the active RIS-aided MU-SIMO system is given by

M SE^{mu−simo}

active ≈ 1 KN σ^2_r σ^2_a + KP_0ρ^2_rσ^2_a + P_rρ^2_gσ^2_r

P_r P_0ρ^2_rρ^2_g

, (25)

where P_0 is the maximum transmission power of each user, i.e., P_k = P_0, ∀k ∈ K.

Proof: Refer to Appendix D.

Similar to the SU-SISO case, we also provide the asymptotic MSE for the passive RIS-aided MU-SIMO system in the following theorem for comparison.

Theorem 5: By letting M = N → ∞, the asymptotic MSE for the passive RIS-aided MU-SIMO system is given by

M SE^{mu−simo}

passive ≈ 1 KN^2 σ^2_a P̃_0ρ2_rρ2_g , (26)

where P̃_0 is the maximum transmission power of each user in the passive RIS-aided system.

Proof: Refer to Appendix E.

Furthermore, the ensuing corollary delineates the condition under which the passive RIS-aided system outperforms its active counterpart.

Corollary 2: To ensure that M SE^{mu−simo}_{passive} ≤ M SE^{mu−simo}_{active} , the required number of RIS elements N has to satisfy N ≥ P_0 P̃_0

P_rσ^2_a σ^2_r σ^2_a + KP_0ρ^2_rσ^2_a + P_rρ^2_g σ^2_r

. (27)

Proof: By solving M SE^{mu−simo}_{passive} ≤ M SE^{mu−simo}_{active} , we can readily prove this corollary.

V. SELF-INTERFERENCE SUPPRESSION In this section, we extend the studied transceiver and RIS configuration design to scenarios involving self-interference of the active RIS.

A. Self-Interference Modeling

According to [24], the reflected signal from the active RIS in the presence of self-interference can be expressed as follows:

x_r = (I − ΦH)^{−1}Φ (_K ∑ k=1 h_{r,k}b_ks_k + z_r )

(a) ≈ (I + ΦH)Φ (_K ∑ k=1 h_{r,k}b_ks_k + z_r ) , (28)

where H ∈ C^{N×N} denotes the self-interference channel, and (a) is due to (I − ΦH)^{−1} ≈ I + ΦH when all elements in H are small. In particular, when all elements in H are zero, it is observed that both (I − ΦH)^{−1}Φ and (I + ΦH)Φ will reduce to Φ.

B. Problem Formulation

To incorporate the self-interference of the active RIS into the transceiver and RIS configuration design, an intuitive way is to replace Φ in (8) with (I + ΦH)Φ. Since this operation does not impact the optimizations of m and b, we only focus on optimizing Φ. The corresponding optimization problem is expressed as follows:

min_Φ f_1(Φ) (29a)

s.t. g_1(Φ) ≤ P_r, (29b)

where f_1(Φ) and g_1(Φ) are respectively given by

f_1(Φ) = K∑ k=1 | | |m^H (h_{d,k} + G(I + ΦH)Φh_{r,k})b_k − 1 K | | |^2

+ σ^2_r ‖m^H G(I + ΦH)Φ‖^2,

g_1(Φ) = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖(I + ΦH)Φh_{r,k}‖^2

+ σ^2_r Tr((I + ΦH)ΦΦ^H (I + ΦH)^H ).

C. RIS Configuration Design

To handle (29), we employ ADMM, introducing an auxiliary variable Φ̃ = Φ and reformulating problem (29) as follows:

min_{Φ,Φ̃} f_2(Φ, Φ̃) + τ‖Φ̃ − Φ‖^2_F (30a)

s.t. g_2(Φ, Φ̃) ≤ P_r, (30b)

where f_2(Φ, Φ̃) and g_2(Φ, Φ̃) are respectively given by

f_2(Φ, Φ̃) = K∑ k=1 | | |m^H (h^{d,k} + G(I + Φ̃H)Φh^{r,k})b^k − 1 K | | | 2

+ σ^2_r ‖m^H G(I + Φ̃H)Φ‖^2,

g_2(Φ, Φ̃) = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖(I + Φ̃H)Φh_{r,k}‖^2

+ σ^2_r Tr((I + Φ̃H)ΦΦ^H (I + Φ̃H)^H ).

Note that τ in (30a) is a tuning parameter, and it can be proven that (30) is equivalent to (29) when τ → ∞. In the sequel, we recall the AO technique and optimize ϕ ≜ diag(Φ) and ϕ̃ ≜ diag(Φ̃) alternately until ϕ = ϕ̃ is achieved.

1) Optimization of ϕ: Via some mathematical manipulations to (30), we formulate an optimization problem with respect to ϕ as follows (see Appendix F):

min_ϕ ϕ^H A_1ϕ − ϕ^H v_1 − v^H_1 ϕ (31a)

s.t. ϕ^H B_1ϕ ≤ P_r, (31b)

where A_1, B_1, and v_1 are respectively given by

A_1 = K∑ k=1 ā_kā^H_k + τI

+ σ^2_r diag(m^H GΩ)diag(Ω^H G^H m),

B_1 = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2diag(h^∗_{r,k})Ω^H Ωdiag(h_{r,k})

+ σ^2_r ((Ω^H Ω) ⊙ I),

Ω = I + Φ̃H,

v_1 = K∑ k=1 ( 1 K − m^H h_{d,k}b_k ) ā_k + τΦ̃, ā_k = diag(h^∗_{r,k}b^∗_k)Ω^H G^H m, ∀k ∈ K. Given that (31) exhibits the same form as (15), the optimal ϕ can be obtained using the same method as applied in (15). For brevity, we omit the details herein and only provide the optimal solution as follows:

ϕ^⋆ = (A_1 + λ_1B_1)^{−1} v_1, (32)

where λ_1 is the associated Lagrange multiplier, and it can be determined through the bisection search method within the following bounds:

0 ≤ λ_1 < √ v^H_1 B^{−1}_1 v_1 P_r . (33)

2) Optimization of ϕ̃: The associated optimization problem with respect to ϕ̃ is formulated as follows (see Appendix G):

min_{ϕ̃} ϕ̃^H A_2ϕ̃ − ϕ̃^H v_2 − v^H_2 ϕ̃ (34a)

s.t. ϕ̃^H B_2ϕ̃ + q^Hϕ̃ + ϕ̃^H q + Tr(D) ≤ P_r, (34b)

where A_2, B_2, D, v_2, and q are respectively given by

A_2 = K∑ k=1 ã_kã^H_k + τI

+ σ^2_r diag(G^H m)H^∗Φ^H ΦH^T diag(m^H G),

B_2 = (HDH^H ) ⊙ I,

D = Φ (_K ∑ k=1 |b_k|^2h_{r,k}h^H_{r,k} + σ^2_r I ) Φ^H ,

v_2 = K∑ k=1 [ 1 K − m^H (h_{d,k} + GΦh_{r,k})b_k ] ã_k + τΦ

− σ^2_r diag(m^H GΦΦ^H H^H )G^H m,

q = diag(DH^H ), ã_k = diag(H^∗Φ^∗h^∗_{r,k}b^∗_k)G^H m, ∀k ∈ K. It is observed that (34) is a QCQP, and we can also employ the KKT conditions to solve it, as detailed below.

First of all, the Lagrangian associated with (34) is expressed as follows:

L_2 = ϕ̃^H A_2ϕ̃ − ϕ̃^H v_2 − v^H_2 ϕ̃

+ λ_2(ϕ̃^H B_2ϕ̃ + q^Hϕ̃ + ϕ̃^H q + Tr(D) − P_r), (35)

where λ_2 ≥ 0 is the Lagrange multiplier. The KKT conditions of (35) are given by ∂L_2 ∂ϕ̃^∗ = (A_2 + λ_2B_2) ϕ̃ − v_2 + λ_2q = 0, (36a)

λ_2(ϕ̃^H B_2ϕ̃ + q^Hϕ̃ + ϕ̃^H q + Tr(D) − P_r) = 0, (36b) ϕ̃^H B_2ϕ̃ + q^Hϕ̃ + ϕ̃^H q + Tr(D) = P_r. (36c)

From (36a), we obtain the optimal ϕ̃ as follows: ϕ̃^⋆ = (A_2 + λ_2B_2)^{−1} (v_2 − λ_2q), (37)

where the nonnegative Lagrange multiplier λ_2 can be determined through the one-dimensional grid search to satisfy (36b) and (36c).

D. Overall Algorithm

The proposed RIS beamforming design in the presence of RIS self-interference is outlined in Algorithm 2. Additionally, the whole procedure for transceiver and RIS configuration design considering RIS self-interference is summarized in Algorithm 3. Furthermore, the convergence of Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3 can be proved analogously to Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 2 Pseudo-Code for the RIS Beamforming Design Considering RIS Self-Interference 1: Initialize ϕ̃, and τ; 2: while not converge do 3: Compute ϕ through (32); 4: Compute ϕ̃ through (37); 5: Update τ by τ ← 1.1 × τ; 6: end while 7: Update Φ by Φ = diag(ϕ).

Algorithm 3 Pseudo-Code for the Proposed Transceiver and RIS Configuration Design Considering RIS Self-Interference 1: Initialize b and Ψ ≜ (I +ΦH)Φ to ensure that the power constraints in (8b) and (8c) are satisfied (replacing Φ with Ψ); 2: while not converge do 3: Update m through (11) (replacing Φ with Ψ); 4: Update b through solving (13) (replacing Φ with Ψ); 5: Update Φ through Algorithm 2. 6: end while

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS In this section, we present numerical results to demonstrate the effectiveness of deploying an active RIS in minimizing the MSE for the considered AirComp system.

A. Simulation Settings

We adopt a three-dimensional coordinate configuration, where the locations of the AP and the active RIS are set to (−50, 0, 10) meters and (0, 0, 10) meters, respectively, and the K users are uniformly distributed in the region of ([0, 20], [−10, 10], 0) meters. Each link in {h_{r,k}}, {h_{d,k}}, and G is subjected to both path loss and small-scale fading. The path loss model is given by PL(δ) = T_0 (δ/δ_0)^{−β} , where T_0 = 30 dB denotes the path loss at the reference distance of δ_0 = 1 meter, δ represents the link distance, and β is the path loss component. Throughout the simulations, the path

Fig. 2. MSE versus the noise power σ^2_0 , where M = 10, K = 20, and N = 200.

loss components for {h_{r,k}}, {h_{d,k}}, and G are set to 2.8, 3.6, and 2.2, respectively. For small-scale fading, we employ the standard Rician channel model, assigning Rician factors of 0, 0, and 3 dB to {h_{r,k}}, {h_{d,k}}, and G, respectively. Furthermore, we set P_r = 0 dB, P_k = 0 dB, ∀k ∈ K, and σ^2_a = σ^2_r = σ^2_0 .

B. Results for Ideal RIS Model

Fig. 2 shows the effects of noise power σ^2_0 on the MSE of the active RIS-aided AirComp system. As a benchmark, the MSE of the passive RIS-aided system is also provided. An immediate observation from this figure is the notable superiority of the active RIS over its passive counterpart in reducing the MSE of the AirComp system when σ^2_0 remains low, demonstrating the advantages of incorporating active RISs into AirComp systems. Moreover, as σ^2_0 increases, the MSE of the active RIS-aided AirComp system consistently degrades until reaching its upper bound 1/K, as given in (12). We also observe the congruence between our derived MSE in (7) and the simulation outcomes.

C. Asymptotic Results

Fig. 3 shows the influence of varying RIS elements N on the MSE for the SU-SISO scenario. From this figure, we readily observe that our derived asymptotic MSEs for both the active RIS-aided and passive RIS-aided systems (referenced in (20) and (21), respectively) coincide well with their respective simulation outcomes. Moreover, as N increases, the MSEs for both systems decline. The reason is straightforward: an RIS with more elements, whether active or passive, offers more flexibility in the design of its beamforming matrix.

On the other hand, the impact of N on the MSE for the MU-SIMO scenario is presented in Fig. 4. Again, we observe that our derived asymptotic MSEs for both the active RIS-aided and passive RIS-aided systems (referenced in (25) and (26), respectively) coincide well with their corresponding simulation outcomes. Moreover, as N increases, the MSEs for both systems also decline.

Fig. 3. MSE versus the number of RIS elements N, where M = 1, K = 1, ρ^2_g = ρ^2_r = −70 dB, and σ^2_0 = −100 dB.

Fig. 4. MSE versus the number of RIS elements N, where M = N, K = 20, ρ^2_g = ρ^2_r = −70 dB, and σ^2_0 = −100 dB.

D. Results for Self-Interference Suppression

In this subsection, we present numerical results to verify the effectiveness of our proposed transceiver and RIS configuration design for scenarios involving self-interference of the active RIS.

As in [24], we assume each element of the self-interference channel H follows a Rayleigh distribution, i.e., CN (0, η^2), where η is termed the self-interference factor. Fig. 5 illustrates the impact of η on the MSE for the active RIS-aided AirComp system. From this figure, we observe that without self-interference suppression, the performance of the system degrades heavily as η increases from −40 dB to −30 dB. In contrast, by employing our proposed transceiver and RIS configuration design to counteract the self-interference, the active RIS-aided AirComp system maintains a commendable performance.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have introduced a novel RIS architecture, termed the active RIS, to mitigate AirComp errors, paving the way for fast and accurate WDA. Firstly, we considered

Fig. 5. MSE versus the self-interference factor η, where M = 10, K = 20, N = 200, and σ^2_0 = −80 dB.

the ideal RIS model and formulated an MSE minimization problem, aiming to jointly optimize the transceiver design and RIS configuration. We then developed an AO framework to solve this problem with a convergence guarantee. Subsequently, we investigated two specific system settings and analyzed their respective asymptotic MSE to reveal the advantage of incorporating active RISs into AirComp systems. Furthermore, we extended our transceiver and RIS configuration design to accommodate the self-interference of the active RIS. Simulation results showed that the active RIS significantly outperformed its passive counterpart in reducing AirComp errors.

APPENDIX A

First of all, we rewrite (14a) as a function of ϕ, given by

f_0(ϕ)^{(a)}= K∑ k=1 | | |m^H GΦh^{r,k}b^k + m^H h^{d,k}b^k − 1 K | | | 2

+ σ^2_r ‖ΦG^H m‖^2 (b) = K∑ k=1 | | | |m^H Gdiag(h^{r,k} )ϕb^k + m^H h^{d,k}b^k − 1 K | | | | 2

+ σ^2_r ‖diag(G^H m)ϕ‖^2

= ϕ^H (_K ∑ k=1 a_ka^H_k + σ^2_r diag(m^H G)diag(G^H m) ) ϕ

+ K∑ k=1 |c_k|^2 − ϕ^H (_K ∑ k=1 c_ka_k ) − (_K ∑ k=1 c^H_k a^H_k ) ϕ

= ϕ^H A_0ϕ − ϕ^H v_0 − v^H_0 ϕ + K∑ k=1 |c_k|^2, where (a) is due to the property of Φ^H Φ = ΦΦ^H , (b) is due to Φx = diag(x)ϕ, and c_k =^1_K − m^H h_{d,k}b_k. Then, we write (14b) as follows:

g_0(ϕ)^{(a)}= K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖diag(h_{r,k})ϕ‖^2 + σ^2_r ‖ϕ‖^2

= ϕ^H (_K ∑ k=1 |b_k|^2diag(h^∗_{r,k} )diag(h_{r,k} ) + σ^2_r I ) ϕ

= ϕ^H B_0ϕ,

where (a) is due to Tr(ΦΦ^H ) = ‖Φ‖^2_F = ‖ϕ‖^2.

APPENDIX B From (12), we can derive the MSE corresponding to the case of K = M = 1 as follows: M SE = σ^2_a + σ^2_r ‖Φg‖^2 σ^2_a + σ^2_r ‖Φg‖^2 + |b|^2|g^H Φh_r|^2 (a) = σ^2_a + α^2σ^2_r ‖g‖^2

σ^2_a + α^2σ^2_r ‖g‖^2 + α^2|b|^2 | | | ∑_N n=1 e^{jωn} g^∗_nh_{r,n} | | |^2

, (38)

where (a) is due to ‖Φg‖^2 = α^2‖g‖^2, and g_n, h_{r,n} represent the n-th entry in g and h_r, respectively. To minimize (38), we set b, ω_n, ∀n ∈ N , and α as follows:

b^⋆ = √ P_0, (39a) ω^⋆_n = ∠g_n − ∠h_{r,n}, (39b)

α^⋆ = √ P_r P_0‖h_r‖^2 + Nσ^2_r

, (39c)

where ∠g_n and ∠h_{r,n} denote the phases of g_n and h_{r,n}, respectively. By substituting (39) into (38), we obtain that M SE = (P_0‖h_r‖^2 + Nσ^2_r )σ^2_a + P_rσ^2_r ‖g‖^2 (P_0‖h_r‖^2 + Nσ^2_r )σ^2_a + P_rσ^2_r ‖g‖^2 + P_rP_0e^2 (a) ≈ 1 N (P_0ρ^2_r + σ^2_r )σ^2_a + P_rσ^2_r ρ^2_g

(P_0 ρ^2_r +σ^2_r )σ^2_a+P_r σ^2_r ρ^2_g

N + P_rP_0^{π2 ρ2r ρ2g}_{16}

≈ 16 N (P_0ρ^2_r + σ^2_r )σ^2_a + P_rσ^2_r ρ^2_g

P_rP_0π^2ρ^2_rρ^2_g

, (40)

where e = ∑_N n=1 |g_n||h_{r,n}|, and (a) is due to the following properties: lim_{N→∞}^1_N ‖h_r‖^2 = ρ^2_r, lim_{N→∞}^1_N ‖g‖^2 = ρ^2_g, and lim_{N→∞}^1_N ∑_N n=1 |g_n||h_{r,n}| =^{πρr ρg}_4 . Until now, we have proved Theorem 2.

APPENDIX C By letting σ^2_r = 0 in (38), we obtain the MSE for the passive RIS-aided SU-SISO system: M SE = σ^2_a σ^2_a + |b̃|^2|g^HΦ̆h_r|^2

= σ^2_a σ^2_a + |b̃|^2 | | | ∑_N n=1 e^{jωn} g^∗_nh_{r,n} | | |^2

, (41)

where Φ̆ = diag(e^{jω1} , · · · , e^{jωN} ) is the beamforming matrix of the passive RIS. To minimize (41), we set b̃ and ω_n, ∀n ∈ N , as follows:

b̃^⋆ = √ P̃_0, (42a) ω^⋆_n = ∠g_n − ∠h_{r,n}. (42b) Lastly, by substituting (42) into (41), we have M SE = σ^2_a σ^2_a + P̃_0 (∑_N n=1 |g_n||h_{r,n}| )_2

= 1 N^2 σ^2_a σ^2_a/N^2 + P̃_0 (∑_N n=1 |g_n||h_{r,n}|/N )_2

≈ 16 N^2 σ^2_a P̃_0π2ρ2_rρ2_g , (43)

which proves Theorem 3.

APPENDIX D It is observed from (12) that the main challenge in analyzing the computed MSE is R^{−1}, which, however, can be notably simplified using (23b), as detailed below.

First of all, we employ the property of ΦΦ^H = α^2I and GG^H /N → ρ^2_g I to simplify R̄ = R/N^2 as follows:

R̄ = 1 N^2 (_K ∑ k=1 |b_k|^2h_{e,k}h^H_{e,k} + σ^2_r GΦΦ^H G^H + σ^2_aI )

≈ K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2h̄_{e,k}h̄^H_{e,k} + ( α^2ρ^2_g σ^2_r N + σ^2_a N^2 ) I, (44)

where h̄_{e,k} = h_{e,k} /N, ∀k ∈ K. Next, we define the following matrix sequence:

D_k = k∑ j=1 |b_j |^2h̄_{e,j}h̄^H_{e,j} + σ^2I, ∀k = 1, · · · , K, (45) where σ^2 = α^2ρ^2_gσ^2_r /N + σ^2_a/N^2. It is not difficult to see that D_k = D_{k−1} + |b_k|^2h̄_{e,k}h̄^H_{e,k}, ∀k = 2, · · · , K, (46) and D_K = R̄. According to (46) and the Sherman-Morrison formula, we can compute D^{−1}_k , ∀k = 2, · · · , K, in a recursive manner:

D^{−1}_k = D^{−1}_{k−1} − |b_k|^2‖D^{−1}_{k−1}h̄_{e,k}‖^2 1 + |b_k|^2h̄^H_{e,k} D^{−1}_{k−1}h̄_{e,k} . (47)

Note that D^{−1}_1 can be computed as follows:

D^{−1}_1 = 1 σ^2 ( I − |b_1|^2h̄_{e,1}h̄^H_{e,1} σ^2 + |b_1|^2‖h̄_{e,1}‖^2 ) . (48)

Let k = 2, and by substituting (48) into (47), we have

D^{−1}_2 = D^{−1}_1 −

|b_2|^2‖D^{−1}_1 h̄_{e,2}‖^2 1 + |b_2|^2h̄^H_{e,2}D^{−1}_1 h̄_{e,2} ,

(a) ≈ 1 σ^2 ( I − |b_1|^2h̄_{e,1}h̄^H_{e,1} σ^2 + |b_1|^2‖h̄_{e,1}‖^2 − |b_2|^2h̄_{e,2}h̄^H_{e,2} σ^2 + |b_2|^2‖h̄_{e,2}‖^2 ) , where (a) follows due to h̄^H_{e,1}h̄_{e,2} = 0. By recursively computing D^{−1}_3 , · · · , D^{−1}_K , we obtain that

R̄^{−1} = D^{−1}_K ≈ 1 σ^2 ( I − K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2h̄_{e,k}h̄^H_{e,k} σ^2 + |b_k|^2‖h̄_{e,k}‖^2 ) . (49)

Lastly, by substituting (49) into (12), we have M SE = 1 K − 1 K^2 (_K ∑ k=1 h̄^H_{e,k} b^∗_k ) R̄^{−1} (_K ∑ k=1 h̄_{e,k}b_k )

≈ 1 K − 1 K^2σ^2 (_K ∑ k=1 h̄^H_{e,k}b^∗_k )

× I − K∑ j=1 |b_j |^2h̄_{e,j}h̄^H_{e,j} σ^2 + |b_j |^2‖h̄_{e,j} ‖^2 (_K ∑ l=1 h̄_{e,l}b_l )

(a) ≈ 1 K − 1 K^2 K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖h̄_{e,k}‖^2 σ^2 + |b_k|^2‖h̄_{e,k}‖^2 (b) ≈ 1 K − 1 K^2 K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2α^2ρ^2_gρ^2_r σ^2 + |b_k|^2α^2ρ^2_g ρ^2_r (c) ≈ 1 KN σ^2_r σ^2_a + KP_0ρ^2_r σ^2_a + P_rρ^2_gσ^2_r P_rP_0ρ^2_rρ^2_g

, (50)

where (a) follows due to h̄^H_{e,k}h̄_{e,k}′ = 0, ∀k, k^′ ∈ K, (b) follows due to ‖h̄_{e,k}‖^2 = α^2ρ^2_g ρ^2_r, ∀k ∈ K, and (c) follows since we set |b_k|^2 = P_0, ∀k ∈ K, and α^2 =^{Pr}_{N(σ2r +KP0ρ2r )} to meet the power constraints of each user and the active RIS. Until now, Theorem 4 is proved.

APPENDIX E By letting σ^2_r = 0 in R, we obtain the MSE for the passive RIS-aided MU-SIMO system: M SE = 1 K − 1 K^2 (_K ∑ k=1 h̃^H_{e,k}b̃^∗_k ) R̃^{−1} (_K ∑ k=1 h̃_{e,k}b̃_k ) , (51)

where h̃_{e,k} = GΦ̆h_{r,k}/N, ∀k ∈ K, and R̃ is given by

R̃ =^K ∑ k=1 |b̃_k|^2h̃_{e,k}h̃^H_{e,k} + σ^2_a N^2

I. (52)

Similar to R̄^{−1} in (49), we approximate R̃^{−1} as follows:

R̃^{−1} ≈ 1 σ̃^2 ( I − K∑ k=1 |b̃_k|^2h̃_{e,k}h̃^H_{e,k} σ̃^2 + |b̃_k|^2‖h̃_{e,k}‖^2 ) , (53) where σ̃^2 = σ^2_a/N^2. By substituting (53) into (51), we have M SE ≈ 1 K − 1 K^2σ̃^2 (_K ∑ k=1 h̃^H_{e,k}b̃^∗_k )

× I − K∑ j=1 |b̃_j |^2h̃_{e,j}h̃^H_{e,j} σ̃^2 + |b̃_j |^2‖h̃_{e,j} ‖^2 (_K ∑ l=1 h̃_{e,l}b̃_l )

(a) ≈ 1 K − 1 K^2 K∑ k=1 |b̃_k|^2‖h̃_{e,k}‖^2 σ̃^2 + |b̃_k|^2‖h̃_{e,k}‖^2 (b) ≈ 1 K − 1 K^2 K∑ k=1 |b̃_k|^2ρ^2_g ρ^2_r σ̃^2 + |b̃_k|^2ρ^2_g ρ^2_r (c) ≈ 1 KN^2 σ^2_a P̃_0ρ2_rρ2_g , (54)

where (a) follows due to h̃^H_{e,k}h̃_{e,k}′ = 0, ∀k, k^′ ∈ K, (b) follows due to ‖h̃_{e,k}‖^2 = ρ^2_g ρ^2_r, ∀k ∈ K, and (c) follows by setting |b̃_k|^2 = P̃_0, ∀k ∈ K. Thus far, we have proved Theorem 5.

APPENDIX F First of all, we rewrite (30a) as a function of ϕ, given by

f_3(ϕ) = K∑ k=1 | | | |m^H (h^{d,k} + GΩΦh^{r,k})b^k − 1 K | | | | 2

+ σ^2_r ‖ΦΩ^H G^H m‖^2 + τ‖Φ̃ − Φ‖^2_F

= K∑ k=1 | |m̄^H H_{r,k}b_kϕ − c_k | |^2 + σ^2_r ‖M̄ϕ‖^2 + τ‖ϕ̃ − ϕ‖^2

= ϕ^H (_K ∑ k=1 ā_kā^H_k + σ^2_rM̄^H M̄ + τI ) ϕ + C_1

− ϕ^H ( τϕ̃ + K∑ k=1 c_kā_k ) − ( τϕ̃^H + K∑ k=1 c^H_k ā^H_k ) ϕ

= ϕ^H A_1ϕ − ϕ^H v_1 − v^H_1 ϕ + C_1, where m̄ = Ω^H G^H m, M̄ = diag(m̄), H_{r,k} = diag(h_{r,k}), and C_1 = ∑_K k=1 |c_k|^2+τ‖ϕ̃‖^2. Subsequently, we rewrite (30b) as follows:

g_3(Φ) = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖ΩΦh_{r,k}‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(ΩΦΦ^H Ω^H )

(a) = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2‖ΩH_{r,k}ϕ‖^2 + σ^2_r Tr(Ω^H ΩΦΦ^H )

(b) = ϕ^H (_K ∑ k=1 |b_k|^2H^∗_{r,k}Ω^H ΩH_{r,k} + σ^2_r (Ω^H Ω ⊙ I) ) ϕ

= ϕ^H B_1ϕ,

where (a) is due to the property of Tr(XY ) = Tr(Y X), and (b) is due to the property of Tr(XΦΦ^H ) = ϕ^H (X ⊙ I)ϕ.

APPENDIX G First of all, we rewrite (30a) as a function of ϕ̃, given by

f_4(ϕ̃) = K∑ k=1 | | |m^H (h_{d,k} + G(I + Φ̃H)Φh_{r,k})b_k − 1 K | | |^2

+ σ^2_r ‖m^H G(I + Φ̃H)Φ‖^2 + τ‖Φ̃ − Φ‖^2_F

= K∑ k=1 | |ã_{Hk} ϕ̃ − c̃_k | |^2 + σ_{2r} (m_H GΦ̃HΦΦ_H G_H m

+ ‖m^H GΦ‖^2 + m^H GΦΦ^H H^HΦ̃^H G^H m

+ m^H GΦ̃HΦΦ^H H^HΦ̃^H G^H m ) + τ‖ϕ̃ − ϕ‖^2 (a) = K∑ k=1 | | |ã^H_k ϕ̃ − c̃k | | |^2 + τ‖ϕ̃ − ϕ‖^2

+ σ^2_r ( ‖m^H GΦ‖^2 + ϕ̃^H Σ^H_2 H^∗Φ^H ΦH^T Σ_2ϕ̃

+ ϕ̃^H Σ^H_1 G^H m + m^H GΣ_1ϕ̃ )

= ϕ̃^H (_K ∑ k=1 ã_kã^H_k + σ^2_r Σ^H_2 H^∗Φ^H ΦH^T Σ_2 + τI ) ϕ̃

− ϕ̃^H (_K ∑ k=1 c̃_kã_k + τϕ − σ^2_r Σ^H_1 G^H m )

− (_K ∑ k=1 c̃^H_k ã^H_k + τϕ^H − σ^2_r m^H GΣ_1 ) ϕ̃ + C_2

= ϕ̃^H A_2ϕ̃ − ϕ̃^H v_2 − v^H_2 ϕ̃ + C_2,

where Σ_1 = diag(HΦΦ^H G^H m), Σ_2 = diag(m^H G), c̃_k = K^{−1} − m^H (h_{d,k} + GΦh_{r,k})b_k, C_2 = ∑_K k=1 |c̃_k|^2 + τ‖ϕ‖^2 + σ^2_r ‖m^H GΦ‖^2, and (a) is due to the following manipulations:

m^H GΦ̃HΦΦ^H H^HΦ̃^H G^H m

= ϕ̃^T diag(m^H G)HΦΦ^H H^H diag(G^H m)ϕ̃^∗

= ϕ̃^H diag(G^H m)H^∗Φ^∗ΦH^T diag(m^H G)ϕ̃.

Subsequently, we rewrite (30b) as follows:

g_4(ϕ̃) = K∑ k=1 |b_k|^2Tr((I + Φ̃H)Φh_{r,k}h^H_{r,k}Φ^H (I + Φ̃H)^H )

+ σ^2_r Tr((I + Φ̃H)ΦΦ^H (I + Φ̃H)^H )

= Tr((I + Φ̃H)D(I + Φ̃H)^H ) (b) = Tr(D + Φ̃HD + DH^HΦ̃^H + Φ̃HDH^HΦ̃^H )

= ϕ̃^H B_2ϕ̃ + ϕ̃^H q + q^Hϕ̃ + Tr(D),

where (b) is due to the property of diag(XΦ̃^H ) = ϕ̃^H x, and the property of Tr(XΦ̃^HΦ̃) = ϕ̃^H (X ⊙ I)ϕ̃.

REFERENCES

[1] G. Zhu, J. Xu, K. Huang, and S. Cui, “Over-the-air computing for wireless data aggregation in massive IoT,” IEEE Wireless Communications, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 57-65, August 2021.

[2] Z. Wang, Y. Zhao, Y. Zhou, et al., “Over-the-air computation: Foundations, technologies, and applications,” 2022, arXiv: 2210.10524.

[3] X. Cao, G. Zhu, J. Xu, and K. Huang, “Optimized power control for over-the-air computation in fading channels,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 11, pp. 7498-7513, Nov. 2020.

[4] W. Liu, X. Zang, Y. Li, and B. Vucetic, “Over-the-air computation systems: optimization, analysis and scaling laws,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 8, pp. 5488-5502, Aug. 2020.

[5] X. Zang, W. Liu, Y. Li, and B. Vucetic, “Over-the-air computation systems: Optimal design with sum-power constraint,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 1524–1528, Sep. 2020.

[6] X. Cao, G. Zhu, J. Xu, and K. Huang, “Cooperative interference management for over-the-air computation networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 2634-2651, April 2021.

[7] L. Chen, X. Qin, and G. Wei, “A uniform-forcing transceiver design for over-the-air function computation,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 7, no. 6, pp. 942-945, Dec. 2018.

[8] H. Zhang, L. Chen, N. Zhao, et al., “Interference management of analog function computation in multi-cluster networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 70, no. 7, pp. 4607 – 4623, May. 2022.

[9] L. Chen, N. Zhao, Y. Chen, et al., “Over-the-air computation for IoT networks: Computing multiple functions with antenna arrays,” IEEE Internet Things Journal, vol. 5, no. 6, pp. 5296–5306, Dec. 2018.

[10] D. Wen, G. Zhu, and K. Huang, “Reduced-dimension design of MIMO over-the-air computing for data aggregation in clustered IoT networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5255-5268, Nov. 2019.

[11] G. Zhu, and K. Huang, “MIMO over-the-air computation for highmobility multimodal sensing,” IEEE Internet Things Journal, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 6089–6103, Aug. 2019.

[12] X. Zhai, X. Chen, J. Xu, and D. W. Kwan Ng, “Hybrid beamforming for massive MIMO over-the-air computation,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 4, pp. 2737-2751, April 2021.

[13] S. Jing, and C. Xiao, “Transceiver beamforming for over-the-air computation in massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 22, no. 10, pp. 6978-6992, Oct. 2023.

[14] Q. Wu, and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface enhanced wireless network via joint active and passive beamforming,” IEEE Transactions Wireless Communications, vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5394–5409, Nov. 2019.

[15] S. Huang, Y. Ye, M. Xiao, et al., “Decentralized beamforming design for intelligent reflecting surface-enhanced cell-free networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Letters, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 673-677, March 2021.

[16] X. Ma, D. Zhang, M. Xiao, et al., “Cooperative beamforming for RISaided cell-free massive MIMO networks,” IEEE Transactions Wireless Communications, 2023.

[17] D. Zhang, M. Xiao, Z. Pang, et al., “IRS assisted federated learning:

A broadband over-the-air aggregation approach,” IEEE Transactions Wireless Communications, 2023.

[18] D. Yu, S. H. Park, O. Simeone, and S. S. Shitz, “Optimizing over-the-air computation in IRS-aided C-RAN systems,” IEEE 21st International Workshop on Signal Processing Advances in Wireless Communications (SPAWC), Atlanta, GA, USA, 2020, pp. 1-5.

[19] Z. Wang, Y. Shi, Y. Zhou, et al., “Wireless-powered over-the-air computation in intelligent reflecting surface-aided IoT networks,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 1585-1598, Feb. 2021.

[20] W. Fang, Y. Jiang, Y. Shi. et al., “Over-the-air computation via reconfigurable intelligent surface,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 12, pp. 8612-8626, Dec. 2021.

[21] X. Zhai, G. Han, Y. Cai, and L. Hanzo, “Beamforming design based on two-stage stochastic optimization for RIS-assisted over-the-air computation systems,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 7, pp. 5474-5488, April 2022.

[22] X. Zhai, G. Han, Y. Cai, et al., “Simultaneously transmitting and reflecting (STAR) RIS assisted over-the-air computation systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 71, no. 3, pp. 1309-1322, March 2023.

[23] X. Zhai, G. Han, Y. Cai, and L. Hanzo, “Joint beamforming aided over-the-air computation systems relying on both BS-side and userside reconfigurable intelligent surfaces,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 12, pp. 10766-10779, Dec. 2022.

[24] Z. Zhang, L. Dai, X. Chen, et al., “Active RIS vs. passive RIS: Which will prevail in 6G?” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 71, no. 3, pp. 1707-1725, March 2023.

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

[26] Z. Peng, R. Weng, Z. Zhang, et al., “Active reconfigurable intelligent surface for mobile edge computing,” IEEE Wireless Communication Letters, vol. 11, no. 12, pp. 2482-2486, Dec. 2022.

[27] C. You, and R. Zhang, “Wireless communication aided by intelligent reflecting surface: Active or passive?,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 10, no. 12, pp. 2659-2663, Dec. 2021.

[28] K. Zhi, C. Pan, H. Ren, et al., “Active RIS versus passive RIS: Which is superior with the same power budget?,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 26, no. 5, pp. 1150-1154, May 2022.