arXiv:2312.05710v1 [eess.SP] 9 Dec 2023

A NOVEL DISCRETE PHASE SHIFT DESIGN FOR RIS-ASSISTED MULTI-USER MIMO

Parisa Ramezani, Yasaman Khorsandmanesh, and Emil Björnson

Department of Computer Science, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, SE-100 44 Stockholm, Sweden Email: {parram, yasamank, emilbjo}@kth.se

ABSTRACT

Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is a newly-emerged technology that might fundamentally change how wireless networks are operated. Though extensively studied in recent years, the practical limitations of RIS are often neglected when assessing the performance of RIS-assisted communication networks. One of these limitations is that each RIS element is restricted to incur a controllable phase shift to the reflected signal from a predefined discrete set. This paper studies an RIS-assisted multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) system, where an RIS with discrete phase shifts assists in simultaneous uplink data transmission from multiple user equipments (UEs) to a base station (BS). We aim to maximize the sum rate by optimizing the receive beamforming vectors and RIS phase shift configuration. To this end, we transform the original sum-rate maximization problem into a minimum mean square error (MMSE) minimization problem and employ the block coordinate descent (BCD) technique for iterative optimization of the variables until convergence. We formulate the discrete RIS phase shift optimization problem as a mixed-integer least squares problem and propose a novel method based on sphere decoding (SD) to solve it. Through numerical evaluation, we show that the proposed discrete phase shift design outperforms the conventional nearest point mapping method, which is prevalently used in previous works.

Index Terms— Reconfigurable intelligent surface, discrete phase shifts, sphere decoding, sum-rate maximization.

1. INTRODUCTION

The insatiable demand for higher accumulated data rates in wireless communication networks has driven the development of new technological solutions, most recently, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs). An RIS comprises numerous electrically small reflecting elements, each designed using low-power electronic circuitry such as metamaterials and diodes [1–3]. These elements have the ability to reflect incident signals with adjustable phase shifts, enabling the RIS to manipulate the propagation of incoming waves effectively. The basic use case is to beamforming an incident signal toward the designated receiver [4]. However, it can be used to improve the conditions of wireless channels in any given setup. As a result, RISs open a new design dimension in communication engineering and have the potential to revolutionize the operation of wireless networks.

While RIS can greatly improve network performance in ideal circumstances, it possesses some practical limitations that need to be accounted for when integrating the technology into communication networks. One vital limitation is that practical RIS hardware has a limited bit resolution, meaning that each element can only select

This work was supported by the FFL18-0277 grant from SSF.

phase-shift values from a small discrete set. RIS designs with 1-3 bits are described in [5–7]. Some recent works have taken this practical constraint into account in their algorithm design and attempted to find desirable discrete phase shifts by solving various optimization problems [8–12]. These problems are inherently hard since discrete phase-shift optimization is a combinatorial problem. Hence, the mentioned works present suboptimal solutions, either by first finding the optimal continuous phase shift configuration and then quantizing each phase to the closest value in the discrete set or by alternatively optimizing one of the phase shifts while keeping the others fixed. To the authors’ knowledge, the optimal discrete phase shift configuration is only known in single-user single-antenna systems [13]. This paper aims to fill this research gap.

In this paper, we consider an uplink RIS-assisted multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) system where the direct links between the single-antenna user equipments (UEs) and the multi-antenna base station (BS) are obstructed. Hence, the UEs can only communicate with the BS via the RIS. We formulate a sum-rate maximization problem where the objective is to find the optimal receive beamforming vectors and discrete phase shift configuration. Achieving the maximum sum rate has been recognized as a challenging problem with NP-hard complexity [14]. One widely adopted strategy for addressing this issue is to transform the intractable sum-rate maximization problem into a weighted minimum mean-squared error (MMSE) problem [15]. We leverage this technique and propose a novel iterative algorithm based on the block coordinate descent (BCD) method for finding a local optimum to the sum-rate maximization problem. Writing the RIS phase shift optimization sub-problem as a mixed integer least squares problem, we propose a novel algorithm based on the sphere decoding (SD) technique to find the optimal discrete RIS phase shifts. As each subproblem is optimally solved in each iteration of the BCD algorithm, convergence is guaranteed. We show by numerical simulations that the proposed SD-based phase shift optimization outperforms the conventional nearest point mapping method, which is widely adopted in the literature on discrete phase shift design.

2. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We study an RIS-assisted multi-user MIMO scenario where a BS equipped with M antennas communicates with K single-antenna UEs through an RIS with N reflecting elements. We consider uplink communication in this paper in which the UEs transmit their data signals to the BS. For brevity, it is also assumed that the direct links between the BS and the UEs are blocked or severely degraded; thus, the communication only takes place via the RIS. All the analysis and results of this paper are extendable to the downlink scenario and to cases where direct links are present.

We denote the transmitted signal of the kth UE (referred to as

U_k henceforth) as s_k and assume an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussian codebook: s_k ∼ CN(0, 1). The received signal y ∈ C^M at the BS can be expressed as [16] y = K∑ i=1 HΘgi √ pisi + n, (1) where H ∈ C^{M×N} represents the channel matrix between the BS and the RIS, gi ∈ C^N is the channel vector between the RIS and Ui, pi is the transmit power of Ui, and n ∼ N_C (0, σ^2IM ) is the receiver noise at the BS. Furthermore, Θ = diag(e^{jθ1} , e^{jθ2} , . . . , e^{jθN} ) is the RIS configuration matrix with θn being the phase shift applied to the impinging signal by the nth RIS element. The imaginary number is denoted by j. Due to hardware limitations, it is not possible for the RIS elements to take any phase values, but the phase shifts can only be picked from a discrete set. We assume that the phase-shift resolution of the RIS is q bits and denote by D = {θ̂1, θ̂2, . . . , θ̂K } the set of possible phase shifts for each RIS element with K = 2^q different phases.

To decode the signal from U_k, the BS applies the receive beamforming vector a_k ∈ C^M to (1), which results in

a^H_k y = a^H_k HΘg_k √ p_ks_k + ∑ i≠k a^H_k HΘgi √ pisi + a^H_k n. (2)

By treating interference as noise, the achievable rate for U_k can then be obtained as [17]

R_k = log_2(1 + γ_k), (3)

where the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) is

γ_k = p_k |a^H_k Hdiag(g_k )θ|^2 ∑ i≠k pi |a H k Hdiag(gi)θ|^2 + |a^H_k n|^2 (4) and θ = diag(Θ) is the RIS phase shift configuration vector.

2.1. Problem Formulation

The objective of this paper is to maximize the sum rate of the UEs by jointly optimizing the RIS phase-shift configuration θ and BS receive beamforming vectors A = [a1, a2, . . . , aK ]. The problem is formulated as

maximize A,θ K∑ k=1 R_k, subject to θn ∈ D, ∀n, (5)

Problem (5) is non-convex due to the multiplication of variables and the discrete phase shift constraint. In this paper, utilizing the wellknown equivalence between rate-maximization and MMSE problems, we propose a novel algorithm based on the BCD method that utilizes the SD algorithm to find the optimal discrete phase shifts.

3. PROPOSED SOLUTION

Problem (5) is non-convex and the global optimum solution is difficult to find. We thus target finding a local optimum by exploiting the well-known equivalence between sum-rate maximization and MSE minimization problems. To solve problem (5), we first introduce the notation G_k = Hdiag(g_k) for the cascaded channel from U_k to the BS and present the following lemma adapted from [15] to the problem at hand.

Lemma 1. Let ω_k be a weight associated with U_k. The sum-rate maximization problem in (5) is equivalent to the problem

minimize A,θ,ω 1 ln(2) (_K ∑ k=1 ω_kE_k − ln(ω_k) ) , s.t. θn ∈ D, ∀n, (6) where ω = [ω1, ω2, . . . , ωK ]^T and E_k is the mean-squared error (MSE) of U_k’s signal given by

E_k = E { |a^H_k y − s_k|^2 } = K∑ i=1 pi|a^H_k Giθ|^2 − √ p_k ( a^H_k G_k θ + θ^HG^H_k a_k ) + σ^2‖a_k‖^2 + 1, (7)

which is obtained by utilizing the mutual independence between s1, . . . , sK and between the noise vector n.

Based on this lemma, we can solve problem (6) instead of problem (5) to find the sum-rate maximizing receive beamforming vectors and RIS phase shift configuration. We solve problem (6) utilizing the BCD technique. Particularly, given the RIS phase-shift configuration, the problem of finding the optimal receive beamforming vectors reduces to K separate MSE minimization problems as

minimize ak E_k, k = 1, 2, . . . , K, (8) for which the solution is the classical MMSE receive beamforming vector [17]:

a^∗_k = √ p_k (_K ∑ i=1 piGiθθ^HG^H_i + σ^2IM )_{−1} G_kθ. (9)

Next, for given receive beamforming vectors and RIS phase-shift configuration, the optimal value for ω_k is obtained as

ω^∗_k = 1 E_k . (10)

Finally, when the receive beamforming vectors a_k and the weights ω_k are given for k = 1, . . . , K, the problem of optimizing the RIS phase-shift configuration is expressed as

minimize θ θ^HBθ − θ^Hb − b^Hθ, subject to θn ∈ D, ∀n, (11)

where B = K∑ k=1 ω_k K∑ i=1 piG^H_i a_ka^H_k Gi,

b = K∑ k=1 ω_k √ p_kG^H_k a_k.

(12)

Although the objective function has a quadratic form, problem (11) is not a convex optimization problem due to the discrete constraint on the RIS phase shifts. We will first present a heuristic solution to (11) and then our main proposed algorithm.

3.1. Heuristic Solution

If we drop the discrete constraint in (11), the solution to the relaxed optimization problem is

θ̂ = B^†b, (13) where B^† denotes the pseudo-inverse of B. We need the pseudoinverse since B might be rank-deficient, although b is in its span. One heuristic way to solve problem (11) is to drop the amplitude of the entries of θ̂^∗ and then map each of them to its nearest feasible point in the set e^{jD} , similar to [11]. This heuristic approach produces the sub-optimal discrete RIS phase configuration vector, obtained as

θ^∗_n = arg min θn∈D | |ej arg([θ̂]_n) − ejθ_n | |, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. (14)

This simple approach has resulted in promising results in previous works, but it is sub-optimal due to the quantization of a hypothetical continuous RIS configuration and because the discrete phases are selected independently so that the quantization errors are piling up.

3.2. Proposed SD-Based Solution

Herein, we propose a novel solution to (11) based on the SD algorithm from MIMO detection theory [18] to directly find the optimal discrete phase shift values instead of quantizing a continuous vector. To this end, we re-write the objective function of (11) as

‖c − Rθ‖^2 − c^Hc, (15)

where R ∈ C^N is an upper triangular matrix obtained from the Cholesky decomposition of B as B = R^HR and c = (b^HR^{−1})^H. Using this notation, the RIS phase shift optimization problem in (11) can be recast as

minimize θ ‖c − Rθ‖^2, subject to θn ∈ D, ∀n. (16)

The problem (16) is classified as an integer least-squares problem due to the discrete phase shifts. The search space is a finite subset of the set of infinite-resolution RIS phase shifts. To solve this problem efficiently, we utilize the SD technique which has been proposed as a technique for solving closest lattice point problems with lower computational complexity compared to a naive exhaustive search [18]. SD achieves this lower complexity by reducing the number of search points within the skewed lattice within a hypersphere of radius d, ensuring an optimal solution is still obtained. In (16), the triangular structure of R allows us to utilize SD.

In this paper, we propose to use the Schnorr-Euchner SD (SESD) algorithm [19], which employs a zig-zag enumeration approach to sort candidate points. SESD improves upon the basic SD algorithm by initially examining the smallest child node of each parent node in each layer. This strategy exploits the fact that the first feasible solution found is often highly suitable, enabling a rapid reduction in the search radius. Consequently, numerous branches can be pruned, resulting in a further reduction of computational complexity.

When the matrix B is rank-deficient, zero-valued elements appear on the diagonal of the upper-triangular matrix R and standard SD algorithms are not applicable for solving (16). Several generalized SD (GSD) algorithms have been proposed to deal with such under-determined problems. In this paper, we use the approach proposed in [20] and add a constant term αN to the objective function in (11) to obtain an equivalent problem with a full-rank uppertriangular matrix R̂. Specifically, the problem in (11) is equivalent to minimize θ θ^HBθ − θ^Hb − b^Hθ + α‖θ‖^2, subject to θn ∈ D, ∀n. (17)

α‖θ‖^2 is a constant since ‖θ‖^2 = N. Therefore, solving problem

Algorithm 1 BCD algorithm for solving (6).

1: Initialize RIS phase shift configuration θ^{(0)}. 2: Set the solution accuracy ϵ > 0. 3: Set Δ = ϵ + 1, l = 0. 4: while Δ > ϵ do 5: l = l + 1.

6: Obtain the receive beamforming vectors {a^{∗(l)}_k } from (9).

7: Update the MSE values based on {a^{∗(l)}_k } and obtain the optimal weights {ω^{∗(l)}_k } from (10).

8: Substitute {a^{∗(l)}_k } and {ω^{∗(l)}_k } into (12), find the upper triangular matrix R (or R̂) and the vector c (or ĉ), and obtain θ^{∗(l)} by solving problem (16) (or (18)) using the SESD technique.

9: Compute {E^{(l)}_k } by substituting a^{∗(l)}_k and θ^{∗(l)} into (7).

10: Compute f^{(l)} = ∑_K k=1 ω^{∗(l)}_k E^{(l)}_k − ln(ω^{∗(l)}_k ).

11: Δ = |f^{(l)} − f^{(l−1)}|. 12: end while 13: return a^{opt}_k = a^{∗(l)}_k ∀k, θ^{opt} = θ^{∗(l)}.

(17) is equivalent to solving (11) since they only differ in a constant term. Now, we can re-write problem (17) as an integer least-squares problem similar to the one in (16):

minimize θ ‖ĉ − R̂θ‖^2, subject to θn ∈ D, ∀n, (18)

where B + αIN = R̂^HR̂ and ĉ = (b^HR̂^{−1})^H. As the diagonal elements in R̂ are non-zero, standard SD algorithms can be applied to solve (18).

Remark 1. The choice of the parameter α influences the complexity and there exists an optimal α value that minimizes the complexity. However, it is not straightforward to derive a closed-form expression for the optimal α [20]. In our simulations, we have set α = 1.

Using the procedure described above, we alternately optimize the receive beamforming matrix A, the weights ω, and the RIS phase shift configuration vector θ until a satisfactory convergence is achieved. Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed procedure.

Remark 2. The BCD algorithm can guarantee convergence to a stationary point when the optimal solution to each sub-problem is obtained in each iteration [21]. This is the case with our proposed algorithm as the three sub-problems for finding the BS receive beamforming vectors, associated weights, and RIS phase shift configuration are all optimally solved.

4. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed BCD approach presented in Algorithm 1. The heuristic nearest point method is used as a benchmark, where RIS phase shifts in step 8 of Algorithm 1 are obtained from (14).

4.1. Simulation Setup

An RIS-assisted multi-user MIMO system is considered with K = 6 UEs. Unless otherwise stated, the following setup is used throughout the simulations. The BS has a uniform linear array configuration and is equipped with M = 10 antennas, while the RIS has N = 64 or N = 32 reflecting elements, with 8 elements in the horizontal orientation and either 8 or 4 elements in the vertical orientation. The channels are modeled by Rician fading. Specifically, the channel between the RIS and the BS is given by H = √ βH (√ κH κH + 1 HLOS + √ 1 κH + 1 HNLOS ) , (19)

where κH is the Rician factor set as κH = 5, and HLOS and HNLOS are the LOS and NLOS components of H. In particular, HLOS = rBS(ϑ)r^T_{RIS}(φAOD, ϕAoD) where rBS and rRIS respectively represent the array response vectors of the BS and the RIS, with ϑ being the angle of arrival (AoA) at the BS, φAoD and ϕAoD being the azimuth and elevation angle of departure (AoD) from the RIS [17, Chapter 7]. The angles are set as ϑ = π/6, φAoD = −π/3, and ϕAoD = π/6. The spacing between the RIS elements and the BS antennas are set as λ/4 and λ/2, respectively, where λ is the wavelength. For HNLOS, we consider correlated Rayleigh fading and use the local scattering spatial correlation model with Gaussian distribution [17, Chapter 2], where the scattering is assumed to be around the RIS and in the azimuth domain. Furthermore, βH denotes the path-loss and is modeled as [16]

βH = −37.5 − 22 log_{10} ( dH /1 m ) [dB], (20)

with the carrier frequency of 3 GHz. dH is the distance between the BS and the RIS, which is set as dH = 20 m. The channels between the UEs and the RIS are modeled in a similar way with κg , φ_{AoA,k}, ϕ_{AoA,k}, and d_{g,k} being the Rician factor, azimuth AoA from U_k to the RIS, elevation AoA from U_k to the RIS, and the distance between U_k and the RIS. We set κg = 5 and assume that the UEs are uniformly distributed around the RIS such that d_{g,k} ∼ U[20 m, 40 m], φ_{AoA,k} ∼ U[−π/3, π/3], and ϕ_{AoA,k} ∼ U[−π/6, 0]. The noise power is σ^2 = −160 dBm. Furthermore, the convergence threshold is set as ϵ = 10^{−3} and θ^{(0)} in Algorithm 1 is initialized in a random fashion such that the phase shift of each element is randomly picked from the set of discrete phase shifts. The discrete set of uniformly spaced RIS phase shifts is given by D = { mπ 2^{q−1} : m = 0, 1, . . . , 2^q − 1 } . (21)

We set the bit resolution of RIS elements as q = 1; thus, we have D = {0, π}.

4.2. Results and Discussion

Fig. 1 presents the convergence behavior of Algorithm 1 for two different number of RIS elements: N = 64 and N = 32. The UEs’ transmit power is given by pi = 20 dBm, , ∀i. The proposed BCD algorithm reaches a stationary point after 12 iterations when N = 32 and 14 iterations in case of N = 64. When N = 64, the sum rate converges to a higher value which is due to the increased aperture gain and beamforming gain as well as better interference cancellation capability of a RIS with greater number of elements.

Fig. 2 evaluates the sum rate performance versus the UEs’ transmit power where pi = p, ∀i. We compare the proposed SD-based discrete phase shift optimization method with the heuristic nearest point method which finds the discrete RIS phase shifts by quantizing the optimized continuous ones. It is evident from Fig. 2 that the proposed SD-based phase shift solution outperforms the nearest point-based design because the former finds the optimal RIS discrete phase shifts in each iteration of Algorithm 1, while the latter can only

Fig. 1. Sum rate evolution over iterations for different number of RIS elements.

Fig. 2. Sum rate versus the UEs’ transmit power.

obtain a sub-optimal solution by quantizing the optimized continuous phases. In fact, with the RIS phase shifts obtained via the nearest point method, the interference among the users cannot be properly resolved, resulting in very low data rates.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we proposed a novel discrete phase-shift optimization method for RIS-assisted multi-user MIMO systems. By transforming the original sum-rate maximization problem into an equivalent MMSE minimization problem, we presented a BCD algorithm to iteratively optimize the BS receive beamforming vectors and the RIS phase shift configuration. Particularly, for the RIS phase shift optimization, we proposed a novel method based on the SESD algorithm where the optimal discrete RIS phase shifts can be obtained in each iteration. We have numerically shown that the proposed strategy boosts the network performance compared to using the conventional nearest point mapping for finding the sub-optimal discrete RIS phase shifts. This highlights the importance of jointly optimizing the discrete phase shifts instead of separate quantization of the entries of a continuous vector. The proposed methodology can be applied to solve many similar discrete phase-shift design problems.

6. REFERENCES

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

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

[3] M. D. Renzo et al., “Smart radio environments empowered by reconfigurable intelligent surfaces: How it works, state of research, and road ahead,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 38, no. 11, pp. 2450–2525, 2020.

[4] E. Björnson, H. Wymeersch, B. Matthiesen, P. Popovski, L. Sanguinetti, and E. de Carvalho, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces: A signal processing perspective with wireless applications,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 135–158, 2022.

[5] H. Kamoda, T. Iwasaki, J. Tsumochi, T. Kuki, and O. Hashimoto, “60-GHz electronically reconfigurable large reflectarray using single-bit phase shifters,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 59, no. 7, pp. 2524–2531, 2011.

[6] L. Dai, et al., “Reconfigurable intelligent surface-based wireless communications: Antenna design, prototyping, and experimental results,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 45 913–45 923, 2020.

[7] J. Rains, J. ur Rehman Kazim, A. Tukmanov, T. J. Cui, L. Zhang, Q. H. Abbasi, and M. A. Imran, “High-resolution programmable scattering for wireless coverage enhancement: an indoor field trial campaign,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 71, no. 1, pp. 518–530, 2023.

[8] J. Xu, W. Xu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Discrete phase shift design for practical large intelligent surface communication,” in IEEE PACRIM, 2019, pp. 1–5.

[9] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Beamforming optimization for wireless network aided by intelligent reflecting surface with discrete phase shifts,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 3, pp. 1838–1851, 2020.

[10] B. Di, H. Zhang, L. Song, Y. Li, Z. Han, and H. V. Poor, “Hybrid beamforming for reconfigurable intelligent surface based multi-user communications: Achievable rates with limited discrete phase shifts,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1809–1822, 2020.

[11] G. C. Alexandropoulos and E. Vlachos, “A hardware architecture for reconfigurable intelligent surfaces with minimal active elements for explicit channel estimation,” in IEEE ICASSP, 2020, pp. 9175–9179.

[12] H. Zhang, “Joint waveform and phase shift design for RISassisted integrated sensing and communication based on mutual information,” IEEE Communication Letters, vol. 26, no. 10, pp. 2317–2321, 2022.

[13] S. Ren, K. Shen, X. Li, X. Chen, and Z.-Q. Luo, “A linear time algorithm for the optimal discrete IRS beamforming,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 496–500, 2023.

[14] Y.-F. Liu, Y.-H. Dai, and Z.-Q. Luo, “Coordinated beamforming for MISO interference channel: Complexity analysis and efficient algorithms,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 1142–1157, 2010.

[15] Q. Shi, M. Razaviyayn, Z.-Q. Luo, and C. He, “An iteratively weighted MMSE approach to distributed sum-utility maximization for a MIMO interfering broadcast channel,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4331– 4340, 2011.

[16] E. Björnson, Ö. Özdogan, and E. G. Larsson, “Intelligent reflecting surface versus decode-and-forward: How large surfaces are needed to beat relaying?” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 244–248, 2020.

[17] E. Björnson, J. Hoydis, and L. Sanguinetti, “Massive MIMO networks: Spectral, energy, and hardware efficiency,” Foundations and Trends® in Signal Processing, vol. 11, no. 3-4, pp. 154–655, 2017.

[18] J. Jaldén and B. Ottersten, “On the complexity of sphere decoding in digital communications,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 53, no. 4, pp. 1474–1484, 2005.

[19] E. Agrell, T. Eriksson, A. Vardy, and K. Zeger, “Closest point search in lattices,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 48, no. 8, pp. 22 201 – 2214, 2002.

[20] T. Cui and C. Tellambura, “An efficient generalized sphere decoder for rank-deficient MIMO systems,” in IEEE 60th Vehicular Technology Conference, 2004. VTC2004-Fall. 2004, vol. 5. IEEE, 2004, pp. 3689–3693.

[21] P. Tseng, “Convergence of a block coordinate descent method for nondifferentiable minimization,” Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, vol. 109, no. 3, pp. 475–494, 2001.