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Robust Beamforming Design and Antenna Selection
for Dynamic HRIS-aided MISO Systems

Jintao Wang, Binggui Zhou, Chengzhi Ma, Shiqi Gong, Guanghua Yang, Shaodan Ma

Abstract—In this paper, we propose a dynamic hybrid active-
passive reconfigurable intelligent surface (HRIS) to enhance
multiple-input-single-output (MISO) communications, leveraging
the property of dynamically placing active elements. Specifically,
considering the impact of hardware impairments (HWIs), we
investigate channel-aware configurations of the receive antennas
at the base station (BS) and the active/passive elements at the
HRIS to improve transmission reliability. To this end, we address
the average mean-square-error (MSE) minimization problem for
the HRIS-aided MISO system by jointly optimizing the BS receive
antenna selection matrix, the reflection phase coefficients, the
reflection amplitude matrix, and the mode selection matrix of the
HRIS. To overcome the non-convexity and intractability of this
problem, we first transform the binary and discrete variables into
continuous ones, and then propose a penalty-based exact block
coordinate descent (PEBCD) algorithm to alternately solve these
subproblems. Numerical simulations demonstrate the significant
superiority of our proposed scheme over conventional benchmark
schemes.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), hybrid
active-passive RIS (HRIS), hardware impairments (HWIs), beam-
forming design, antenna selection, binary optimization

I. INTRODUCTION

ASSIVE multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) has
been a revolutionary solution for enhancing spectral
efficiency (SE) to meet the rapidly growing traffic demand for
future wireless communication systems. However, a fully dig-
ital implementation of MIMO requires costly dedicated radio-
frequency (RF) chains for each antenna, inevitably resulting
in prohibitive hardware costs and power consumption.

To improve both cost and power efficiency, analog sig-
nal processing can be additionally introduced to reduce the
number of RF chains [1]. One common technique is the
so-called hybrid analog-digital transceiver, widely used in
recent massive MIMO systems. The signal undergoes initial
processing by a low-dimensional digital beamformer before
traversing through a high-dimensional analog beamformer,
constructed using analog phase shifters. Generally, there are
two typical structures for implementing analog signal pro-
cessing. By connecting the RF chains to all antennas or a
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subset of the antenna array, fully-connected or sub-connected
hybrid analog-digital transceivers are utilized [2]. However,
hybrid beamforming still requires a large number of phase
shifters, which are generally associated with complicated
circuits and high energy consumption in practice. Another
low-cost alternative technique is antenna selection [3], where
only a subarray of antennas is activated with the limited RF
chains via the RF switch network. Compared to phase shifters,
analog RF switches have much lower complexity and power
consumption, making antenna selection more appealing [4].
On a parallel track, advances in metasurfaces have pro-
moted a new paradigm in wireless communications [5]. For
example, authors in [6] propose stacked intelligent metasur-
faces (SIM) at the transmitter and receiver to implement
holographic multiple-input multiple-output (HMIMO) com-
munications without requiring excessive RF chains. Although
metasurface-aided transceivers have huge potential for high
energy efficiency, they still face challenges in the absence of
line-of-sight scenarios. On the other hand, reconfigurable in-
telligent surface (RIS) [7] has exhibited remarkable capability
to dynamically reshape the wireless propagation environment
and explore new physical dimensions of transmission. By
deploying a massive number of low-cost passive elements,
RIS can dynamically adjust the phase of the incident signal
to create favorable wireless channels, thereby improving com-
munication performance. However, due to the fully passive
nature of RIS elements, the widespread adoption of RIS has
been greatly constrained. For example, the performance im-
provement induced by RIS is limited due to the “multiplicative
fading” effect, particularly in the presence of a direct link.
To overcome this challenge, the hybrid active-passive RIS
(HRIS) has been proposed to compensate for the severe
cascaded path loss with additional power amplifiers (PAs) [8],
[9]. Unlike the amplify-and-forward (AF) relay, HRIS operates
similarly to conventional RIS by directly reflecting the incident
signal with the desired adjustments at the electromagnetic
(EM) level. In contrast, an AF relay typically requires larger
and more power-hungry RF chains to receive and then transmit
the signal with amplification. This process usually occurs at
the baseband level and requires two time slots to complete
the amplify-and-forward cycle. Even when operating in full-
duplex mode, the AF relay increases hardware complexity due
to the need to mitigate self-interference. Additionally, the AF
relay simply amplifies the received signal without modifying
the phase. In [8], the authors investigated the optimal ratio
between the number of active and passive elements to maxi-
mize the ergodic capacity under the total power budget. On the
other hand, the authors in [9] have studied the channel-aware
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Fig. 1. A dynamic HRIS-assisted uplink MISO communication system.

placement of the active elements to enhance the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR). Unfortunately, these existing works focused on
the ideal hardware implementation and ignored the impact of
hardware impairments (HWIs).

In this paper, we investigate a dynamic HRIS-assisted MISO
communication system under the non-ideal hardware imple-
mentationThe channel-aware placement of the base station
(BS) receive antennas and the active/passive HRIS elements
are optimized to enhance the system performance. To this
end, we investigate the average mean-square-error (MSE) min-
imization problem under the power budget of HRIS by jointly
optimizing the receive antenna selection matrix, the reflection
phase coefficients, the reflection amplitude matrix, and the
mode selection matrix for the active and passive elements.
To tackle the mix-integer optimization problem, a penalty-
based exact block coordinate descent (PEBCD) algorithm is
proposed. Numerical simulations show great superiority in
the channel-aware configuration of the BS receive antennas
and the active/passive HRIS elements as compared to the
conventional benchmarks.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As depicted in Fig. 1, a dynamic HRIS-aided uplink MISO
communication system with a single-antenna user and an Np-
antenna BS is considered. The HRIS comprises N, active and
N, passive elements, where N, + N, = N. To reduce the
power consumption and hardware complexity, we assume the
BS receives the data stream from Npg antennas with L <
Np dedicated RF chains. The antenna selection technique is
employed to select L out of Ny antennas to explore the spatial
diversity.

We denote hy € CVNrX!l and G € CVXNr a5 the full
channel state information (CSI) associated with Ny receive
antennas from the BS to the user and the HRIS, respectively.
The channel between the HRIS and the user is h, e CV*1,
Based on the receive antenna selection, L out of Ny or N
rows are selected to form the L x 1 or L x N sub-channels,
respectively. Denoting A € A as the index matrix for the
L selected antennas, where A £ {A € CL*Nr; 4, €
{0,110 Ay = LVisYl, Ay < 1,¥j}, the sub-
channels can be represented by Ah,; and AG. All channels
are assumed to experience quasi-static flat fading and perfectly

available using the recent advances in RIS and MISO channel
estimation. !

The dynamic HRIS, as shown in Fig. 1, is equipped with
low-cost discrete phase shifters and RF switches. To avoid
the bulky circuits in practical implementation, we adopt the
“sub-connected architecture” for those active HRIS elements.
This approach differs from the fully-connected one by em-
ploying a single power amplifier to serve all elements. The
RF switches are used in conjunction with different phase-
shift circuits, allowing HRIS elements to operate in either
active or passive modes and independently control phase
shifts while sharing a common amplification factor. The
location and the number of active elements are optimized
to enhance the system performance. Specifically, we denote
® £ diag(e’?1,...,e/%V) as the reflection phase matrix,
where e??» denotes the discrete phase shift of the n-th element
with ¢, € X = {0, 5—5,,%@‘1)} B is the number of
quantization bits. The reflection amplitude matrix of HRIS is
denoted as A £ diag(wi,...,wy), where w, represents the
amplification factor of n-th element. For the active elements,
we have w,, > fmin When n € Ny, where piy;, > 1 denotes
the minimum amplification factor and N is the index set of
all active elements. Otherwise, we have w, = 1 for those
passive elements. With the same PA, all the active elements
share one common amplification factor . We introduce a
binary diagonal selection matrix B to establish the relationship
between the HRIS elements and the PA, i.e., B = diag(y) €
B&{yeCN*liny, =1,Vi € No;ys =0,Vi ¢ N}

Due to the non-ideal phase shifters of HRIS, the phase error
of the n-th element can be modeled as ¢, € U[—, 7],
where U[-] denotes the uniform distribution [12]. Therefore,
the actual phase shift matrix with phase noise is b= 2P,
with & 2 diag(e’?1,...,e’%V) denoting the phase noise
matrix. To accurately model the realistic imperfect hardware,
the additive HWIs are considered. Specifically, the aggregate
residual HWIs for the transceiver can be modeled as the
additive Gaussian distortion noise [13]. As such, the actual
transmitted signal for the user is expressed as

5= \/ps+ ki, 1

where s represents the transmitted symbol with E[ss] = 1.
k¢ ~CN (0, kZp) denotes the additive distortion noise whose
variance is proportional to the transmit power p, where k
characterizes the distortion level.

Then, the uplink received signal at the BS is written as

¥ = A(hy+G7A®h,)5 + AGTBA®N, +ny +k,, (2)

y

where y denotes the un-distorted received signal and n; stands
for the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) whose ele-
ments are random variables with zero-mean and unit-variance,
ie, n, ~ CN(0,021y). G"BA®n, in y represents the

ITo delve into the unique effects of hardware impairments on the dynamic
HRIS-assisted MISO communication system, we adopt the ideal CSI assump-
tion, which is prevalent in contemporary studies [10], [11]. The development
of a channel estimation method falls outside the scope of this work and is
therefore reserved for future exploration. It is crucial to highlight that the
optimization framework we propose is designed to be easily adaptable to
scenarios characterized by imperfect CSI.
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amplified noise associated with the active elements, where
n, ~CN(0,021y). K, stands for the receive distortion noise.
We have &, ~ CN((0, k2diag(E[yy*])), whose variance is
proportional to the average received power of the individual
antennas at the BS. diag(-) returns a square diagonal matrix
whose diagonal elements are the same as the input. &, repre-
sents the received distortion level and E[yy?] is derived as
~ ~. \H

Elyy”] =pAEz[(hg+G? A®h,)(hy+ G Ad®h,) |AH

+ 02AGHBA®BTATBIGAY +621L, (3a)

(@) (3b)

=AQA" 1 571,

due to the integer constraints and tightly coupled variables.
In the sequel, we first transform these intractable constraints
and then present a PEBCD algorithm to obtain a stationary
solution.

III. PROPOSED PEBCD ALGORITHM

In this section, we begin by transforming the binary and
discrete variables into continuous ones and then propose to
optimize these variables with the others fixed alternately.

A. Problem Transformation

where Q = j (hhH+(1—ef)GHAtI)cﬁvag(hrhrH)(ti’A)HG)+ Since the reflection amplitude matrix A = diag(w) and

2GHBAAYBYG with = p(1 + k) and &, = 2720
h = hy + ¢,G” A®h, denotes the average effective channel
between the user and the BS. The equality (a) holds since
E[®PA®T] = A + (1—¢)diag(A) and E[®PA] = ¢,A.

Assume that the receive beamforming at the BS is w, then
the estimated symbol can be denoted as

5 =/pw Ahs+w? Ahk, +w? AGETBA®N,
—|—WHnb—‘rWHI<:,T, 4

with h = h, + G# Ai’hr. Therefore, the average MSE? can
be derived as

fuse = E[(3 — 5)] = wHQw — 2,/pR{w"” Ah} + 1, (5)

with Q= AQAX +k2diag(AQAH)+621,, and 52 =02(1 +
k2).

B. Problem formulation

In this paper, we mainly focus on enhancing transmis-
sion reliability of the considered system in terms of MSE.
Specifically, the average MSE is minimized under the total
power budget Pyris of HRIS by jointly optimizing the receive
antenna selection matrix A, the mode selection matrix B, the
reflection phase matrix ®, and the reflection amplitude matrix
A. The total power consumption at the HRIS is calculated as
P=E[[AB®h,3?]+E[BA®n,|?] = j|ABh,|> + ¢2|BA|>.
Then, the average MSE minimization problem can be formu-
lated as

(P1) ’W,AI%I}A,B JMSE (6a)
s.t. p|ABh,|> + 02|BA|* < Pyris, (6b)

on € X, (6¢)

W, > fmin, V1 € N, (6d)

A c A BcB, (6€)

where (6¢) denotes the discrete phase coefficient constraint
and (6d) limits the amplification factor of the active elements.
Unfortunately, the problem (P1) is intractable and NP-hard

2Due to the correlation between the minimum MSE and the minimum
average bit error rate (BER), the MSE metric provide a elegant expression
for measuring the quality of service compared to the BER, which is difficult
or intractable due to their dependence on the integral @ function [14].

the mode selection matrix B = diag(-y) are tightly coupled,
we first introduce the auxiliary variable & = diag(AB),
representing the reflection amplification matrix related to those
active HRIS elements, as follows

~ 12 2 Hmin s 7' S N(L7

where p denotes the common amplification factor for the
active elements. Thus, we have @ = pvy and w = (p —
Dy + 1. Thef\p/ower constraint in (6b) can be transformed
into 2y (pdiag(h,hX) + ¢2I)y < Pugis. Therefore, we
equivalently optimize the common amplification factor y and
the mode selection vector = in the following.

For the receive antenna selection matrix A, we define a £
vec(AT) with a = [a{,ag,...,aﬂT and a; # a;,Vi # j.
a, € S, = {a € R"[1Ta = 1,[a],, € {0,1},Vm}
denotes each a; belongs to a special ordered set of type
1 (SOS1). On the other hand, to efficiently deal with the
discrete phase coefficients, we adopt the binary representation
for the discrete variable @ = diag(®). Defining 6, as 0, =
1, ejz%, R %’;—1)]? we can rewrite 6 as @ = Z8,, where
Z=|zy,22,...,2N] € CN*2” Each 7, belongs to the SOSI1,
ie., z, €8S. 2 {z € R2”|172 = 1,[z],, € {0,1},Vm}.
Similar with the receive antenna selection matrix A, we further
define z £ vec(Z”) with z = [z] ,23,...,27] .

The binary variables {+,a,z} still render the problem
intractable and NP-hard. Though the optimal solution can be
obtained by the state-of-the-art Gurobi solver embedded with
the branch-and-bound (BB) method, the worst-case complexity
increases exponentially with the scale of the problem. To
balance the complexity and optimality, we propose a vari-
ational reformulation of the binary constraints. Specifically,
these constraints can be equivalently transformed into the [
box non-separable constraints with the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Assume x € RN,y € RY and define x £
{x,y)]-1 < x < 1,]lyl2 < N,xTy = N,Vy}. Assume
that X,y € X, then we have x € {—1,1}", and x =y.

Proof. See [15] for detailed proof. [
Based on Lemma 1 and introducing the auxiliary variables

{1, Vv, q}, the problem (P1) equivalently turns into the follow-
ing mix-integer optimization problem:
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P2): w i fumsE

0<{v,a,z}<1

st. Py (pdiag(h,h?)+02I)y < Pyris, (8b)

(8a)

ai#ajaVi7éjv{i7j}€£7 (80)
> fhmin, (8d)
FTa=N,a’v=LN,,z27'q=25N, (8e)
|5 <N, [[¥]3<LN,, [lall3<2”N, (8D
17z, =1,Vne N;1Ta; =1,Vie £, (8g)

wrt. {a,z,v,u,q}.

To efficiently tackle the equality constraints in (8e), we pe-
nalize the complementary error directly by a penalty function.
The resultant objective function is defined as

L, = fumse + Jp, 9

where the penalty term J, = p[(N —~T @)+ (LN, —aTv)+
(2BN—27q)]. Thus, the problem (P3) turns into

P3) : s.t. (8b), (8c), (8d), (81), (8g).  (10)

min £,
W1,V 1,q
0<{v.a,2}<1
In the sequel, we alternatively optimize these variables with
the remaining ones fixed.

B. Receive Beamforming

For any given {u,v,u,q,v,a,z}, the linear MMSE de-
tector is the optimal receive beamforming. Thus, the optimal
receive beamforming w* is written as

o -1
w* = 7 (AQAT 1+ K2ding(AQAT) +521,)  Ah. (1)

C. Amplification Factor

In this subsection, we optimize the common amplification
factor for the active elements of the HRIS with the other
variables fixed. Since the penalty term 7, is irrelevant to the
amplification factor p, we first rewrite the objective fysg as
fMSE = fuo Jrf)hfl{th + &ngw — Qﬁ%{thHW} +1
utilizing the matrix identity of Tr(diag(a) B) =a’ diag(B)
and Tr(Adiag(b)Cdiag(b)#)=b(CT® A)b. And f,, & is
defined as

fuoo =@ diag(0?GXGN )@ +w Kw+2R{wk}, (12)
with the auxiliary terms k = peydiag(®@H GXhyhi) —
Vpepdiag(@TGATwhl) and K = (®YGXGH®) ©
(Bezhyh, " + (1 — €)diag(h,h,™))T. X is defined as
X = A (wwh + k2diag(ww'))A.

Substituting @ = py and w = (u—1)v+1 into f,, &, it can
be further transformed to f, , as follows:

Fyu =021 diag(GXG )y + (u—1)27 " K~
+2(p—D)yTR{K1+k}+1"K1+2R{k"1}. (13)

With the fixed ~, the problem for optimizing p at (t+41)-th
iteration can be formulated as

(P4): min  ap®+2bp st

K> fmin

< Lot (14)

where the parameters a,b and o are computed as

a = o2y diag(GXGH )y, + v KA, (15a)
b=~ R{KL+k} — v K, (15b)
P,
Href = Hi~1 HRIS . (15¢)
¥ (pdiag(hyhfl) + o2 T)ye

The pief represents the maximum amplification factor that
is constrained by the transmit power allocated to the active
elements at the current iteration. Then we have the following
proposition concerning the amplification factor selection:

Proposition 1. The HRIS should employ passive elements only
when the power budget Pyris satisfies

Puris < Puin = i (5|0 + 02),

with |h™"| = min{|h,.,

wise.

(16)

} and employ active elements other-

Proof. The consumed power at the HRIS achieves the mini-
mum when the amplification factor is equal to iy, and the
number of active elements equals 1. Thus, the consumed power
at the HRIS satisfies P=p2, (p|hrn|? + 02) > Puin- O

Then, we consider the non-trivial case with Pgris > Pumin,
where the number of active elements N, > 0. The optimal
amplification factor for the unconstrained minimization in
problem (P4) can be derived as

YHK~y — yHR{K1 + k}
o2yH diag(GXGH )y + 1K~y

Thus, the optimal p* for problem (P4) can be obtained by
comparing f and prer as follows:

i = (17)

Hmin ﬂ < Hmins
H/* = [L; Hmin < :ﬂ’ < Href 5 (18)
Mrefs IEL 2 Href -

Corollary 1. For the first two cases with i < pmin and
Pmin < b < Uref, the power constraint of the active elements
is inactive, indicating the power budget at the HRIS is suffi-
cient. The system performance will degrade if the amplification
factor is greater than the threshold 1 due to the amplified

noise and hardware impairments.

Corollary 2. The power constraint becomes active in the case
of it > prer- Thus, the system performance can be further
enhanced with a larger power budget.

D. Auxiliary Variables

For the auxiliary variables u, v, q, the problem turns into
the following individual convex optimization problems:

= 27 — )T (2u—1), 19
u arglpur_nﬁégv( v-1) (2u-1) (19a)

= 2a—1)T(2v —1), 19b
v argll?v_rﬁ%éLNr( a—1)"(2v—1) (19b)
q:= arg max  (2z—1)T(2q —1). (19¢)

[12a—-1[|3<28 N

The optimal closed-form solutions u*,v*,q* are readily
derived as
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u* = VN(y —0.51)/]|2y — 1|| + 0.51, (20a)
v* = /LN, (a—0.51)/||2a — 1| 4 0.51, (20b)
q" = V2BN(z — 0.51)/||2z — 1|| 4 0.51. (20c)

E. Selection Variables

In this subsection, we alternatively optimize the dynamic
mode selection vector -y, the receive antenna selection vector
a and the reflection phase selection vector z using the same
optimization oracles.

1) Dynamic mode selection: Based on the transformed
objective function f, , in (13), the dynamic mode selection
problem can be equivalently formulated as the following
convex quadratic optimization problem with the quadratic and
linear constraints:

(P5): min YT E1y +~Te—p(2y-1)T(2u - 1)
vy

st. ¥ Epy < Puris,0 <y <1, 1)
with B; = p202diag(GXGH) + (u — 1)’K, E; =
p?(pdiag(h,hf) + ¢21) and e = R{2(p — 1)(K1 + k)}.

2) Receive antenna selection: With the matrix iden-
tity of Tr(ABCD) = (vec(D”))”(C”T @ A)vec(B) and
Tr(Adiag(B)) = Tr(diag(A)B), the objective fysg can be
equivalently transformed as fysg = fa + 5§wH w + 1 where
fa = a’Ma — 2R{a”m}. M and m are defined as M =
(ww)T @ Q + k2diag(ww’) © @ and m = /pvec(hw’).
Then, the receive antenna selection optimization problem can
be formulated as the following convex optimization problem

with the quadratic objective and linear constraints:
(P6) : min a’ Ma—2R{a’m}—p(2a—1)T(2v — 1)

st. (8c),0<a<1,1Ta; =1,Vie L. (22)

3) Reflection phase selection: For the reflection phase
optimization, we first transform the objective function into a
tractable form w.r.t. O and then rewrite it using the binary rep-
resentative variables z. We can decouple the variable 6 from
the objective function fysg in (8) as fusg = fo+g, where
g denotes the constant term w.r.t. 8. fg is defined as fg =
01N + 2R{0"n} where n = pe,diag(ATGXhyhH) —
\febdlag(AHGAHwhH) and N = (AYGXGHA) o
(pezh,h, ! + (1 — €)diag(h,h,™)). Recalling § = Z8,
and z = vec(Z"), the reflection phase optimization problem
can be equivalently transformed into the following convex
optimization problem:

(P7): min z'Nz+ 2R{z"n}—p(2z—1)7(2q — 1)

st. 0<z<1,1Tz,=1,Yne N, (23)

where N = N7 @ 0.0 and f = vec(@,n).

Since the optimization problems (P5-7) are quadratic con-
vex problems subject to linear and quadratic constraints, the
global optimal solutions can be efficiently obtained via the
standard CVX solvers. The penalty p is updated with every T’
iterations to realize a trade-off between the solution accuracy
and the computational complexity.

Finally, the PEBCD algorithm is summarized in Algorithm
1. The proposed algorithm is guaranteed to converge to a
stationary solution with a sufficiently large penalty. The com-
putational complexity of Algorithm 1 primarily stems from the
update of primal variables in step 3, 4, and 6. In step 3, the
computation of matrix inversion and multiplication contribute
to a complexity of O(LNZ +L?Npg+ L?3). Step 4 involves the
matrix multiplication with a complexity of O(N2Ng+NN3).
The interior point method of the CVX solver has a complex of
O(log(1/€)(23BN3+ L3N3)), with € representing the desired
accuracy. Therefore, the total complexity of Algorithm 1
can be estimated as O(Igcp(log(1/€)(23BN3 + L3N3) +
N2Ng + NN3)), where Ipcp denotes the number of itera-
tions for the proposed PEBCD algorithm.

Algorithm 1: Proposed PEBCD Algorithm
Input

: System parameters Ng, L, N, B, k¢, k;, o2,
o2, p, and the threshold .
Output: w*,A* B*, &* A*

1 Initialize (w?, u®,v%, u% q°,+%,a% z°), and set the

initial penalty p.

2 repeat

3 Update the receive beamforming vector w? by (11),

4 Update the amplification factor u by (18),

5 Update the auxiliary variables {u’, vt q'} by (19),

6 | Update the selection variables {~*,a’,z'} via the
CVX solver by solving (21), (22) and (23),

7 If (! modT)=0

8 Increase the penalty p’ ,

9 End

10 until Convergence;

11 Recover A*, B*, ®*, A* from p*, v*, u*, q*, v*,

a*, z*.

IV. SIMULATION

In this section, we conduct numerical simulations to evalu-
ate the performance of the dynamic HRIS-aided communica-
tion system. Unless otherwise stated, we set the basic system
parameters as follows: Np = 32, L = 8, N = 64, B = 2,
ki = k, = 0.08 [16]. Under a three-dimensional deployment
setup, the BS and the HRIS are deployed at (0,80,5)m and
(50, 50, 15)m, respectively. The user is located at (0,0, 2)m
The transmit power for the user is p = 10 dBm. The noise
powers are given by 07 = 02 = 0> = —80dBm. The channel
h, is assumed to be Rayleigh fading, while the HRIS-related
channels h, and G obey Rician fading with the Rician factor
being 0.75. For the large-scale fading, the path loss model
PL(d) =B (d)~» is considered, where d and «, respectively
denote the propagation distance and the path loss exponent.
Bo stands for the path loss at the reference distance of 1m and
is set as —30dB. In particular, we set af‘B =22, ozgR =22
and ozg B — 3.5 for the BS-HRIS channel G, the HRIS-user
channel h, and the BS-user channel h,, respectively. The
conventional passive RIS and active RIS schemes are adopted
as the benchmarks. Besides, the hybrid RIS with a fixed
number of active elements, denoted as “F-HRIS”, is compared
to illustrate the superiority of the proposed dynamic HRIS
scheme (“D-HRIS”). The non-robust scheme of ignoring the
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Fig. 2. MSE versus the transmit power of HRIS for different algorithm
comparisons.
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Fig. 3. Robust versus nonrobust design under the transmit power of HRIS.

impact of HWIs, represented as “N-HRIS”, is also considered.
“D-HRIS w/o AS” denotes the dynamic HRIS-aided MISO
communication system with fixed BS antenna selection. For a
fair comparison, we assume that the total power budgets for
different schemes are the same.

The MSE performance versus the transmit power of HRIS
Pyris for different schemes are compared in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2,
the performance of the passive RIS scheme improves with
an increase in the transmit power of the HRIS, denoted
as Prrrs. This improvement is due to the corresponding
increase in the transmit power at the BS for passive RIS
to ensure a fair comparison. The proposed D-HRIS achieves
the same performance as the active RIS in the high trans-
mit power region. In contrast, the D-HRIS performs better
than the active RIS in the lower-power regime. It happens
because the transmit power is not sufficient to activate all the
elements in the active RIS. The performance gap between
the D-HRIS and F-HRIS demonstrates the effectiveness of
the dynamic configuration for the active elements. Besides,
the MSE performance of passive RIS also increases as the
transmit power of HRIS increases, since the total power budget
increases correspondingly. The performance gap between the
“D-HRIS” and “D-HRIS w/o AS” schemes demonstrates the
necessity of BS antenna selection, as it can effectively combat
multipath fading by adjusting the antennas. In Fig. 3, the
ideal D-HRIS limits the MSE performance of the HWI-aware
systems to an upper bound. The D-HRIS always achieves
better performance than the N-HRIS scheme under various
setups of HWIs. It showcases the effectiveness of the robust
design under imperfect hardware implementations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the channel-aware placement
of receive antennas at the BS and active/passive elements at
the HRIS under the imperfect hardware implementation. The
average MSE minimization problem for the dynamic HRIS-
aided MISO system was studied by jointly optimizing the
receive antenna selection matrix, the reflection phase coeffi-
cients, the reflection amplitude matrix, and the mode selection
matrix for the active elements. To tackle the non-convexity and
intractability of this problem, we proposed a PEBCD algorithm
to solve these variables alternately. Numerical simulations
showed great superiority of the channel-aware configuration
for the receive antennas and active/passive elements in the
HRIS-aided MISO system as compared to the conventional
benchmark schemes.
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