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Abstract—In opportunistic cognitive radio networks, when the
primary signal is very weak compared to the background noise,
the secondary user requires long sensing time to achieve a reliable
spectrum sensing performance, leading to little remaining time
for the secondary transmission. To tackle this issue, we propose an
active reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) assisted spectrum
sensing system, where the received signal strength from the
interested primary user can be enhanced and underlying inter-
ference within the background noise can be mitigated as well.
In comparison with the passive RIS, the active RIS can not only
adapt the phase shift of each reflecting element but also amplify
the incident signals. Notably, we study the reflecting coefficient
matrix (RCM) optimization problem to improve the detection
probability given a maximum tolerable false alarm probability
and limited sensing time. Then, we show that the formulated
problem can be equivalently transformed to a weighted mean
square error minimization problem using the principle of the
well-known weighted minimum mean square error (WMMSE)
algorithm, and an iterative optimization approach is proposed to
obtain the optimal RCM. In addition, to fairly compare passive
RIS and active RIS, we study the required power budget of the
RIS to achieve a target detection probability under a special case
where the direct links are neglected and the RIS-related channels
are line-of-sight. Via extensive simulations, the effectiveness of the
WMMSE-based RCM optimization approach is demonstrated.
Furthermore, the results reveal that the active RIS can outper-
form the passive RIS when the underlying interference within
the background noise is relatively weak, whereas the passive RIS
performs better in strong interference scenarios because the same
power budget can support a vast number of passive reflecting
elements for interference mitigation.

Index Terms—Active RIS, spectrum sensing, reflecting coeffi-
cient matrix optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

The contradiction between the ever-increasing wireless traf-
fics and limited radio spectrum resource has been identified
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as one of the main challenges in next-generation wireless
networks [2]]. To address this problem, cognitive radio (CR),
which allows the secondary user (SU) to access the spectrum
of the primary user (PU), is proposed to improve the spectrum
utilization efficiency [3]]. In opportunistic cognitive radio net-
works, the SU should first detect the availability of the primary
spectrum, and then it can start a secondary transmission if the
primary spectrum is vacant. Therefore, spectrum sensing is a
key enabling technology of opportunistic cognitive radio net-
works for its capability of detecting available vacant spectrum.
In general, spectrum sensing is fundamentally a hypothe-
sis testing problem, which aims to identify two hypotheses,
namely, Hy: PU is absent and H;: PU is present. Various
spectrum sensing methods have been studied, e.g., energy
detection, cyclostationary detection, and coherent detection
[4]. Besides, the eigenvalue-based detection methods are also
developed to tackle practical issues such as noise uncertainty
and correlated signals, and the sensing performance can be
improved [3]]. In general, the performance of these methods
essentially depends on the strength of received primary signals
relative to the background noise and the sensing time. When
the received primary signals at the SU are weak, the SU has
to collect numerous signal samples to guarantee acceptable
detection accuracy. However, the exploitation of the numerous
signal samples means that long sensing time is required,
which will inevitably lead to little remaining time for the
secondary transmission. Therefore, to improve the spectrum
sensing performance while minimizing the required sensing
time as much as possible, the only way is enhancing the
relative strength of the interested primary signals over the
background noise. Remarkably, the background noise may
contain the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the SU
and the interference from other interferers transmitting in the
same band [6]-[8]. The interferers may consist of malicious
primary user emulation attackers [9] and other cognitive radio
users, which do not need protection via spectrum sensing. With
the fact that the impact of the AWGN can only be reduced by
enhancing the strength of interested primary signals, mitigating
the interference from other interferers becomes another possi-
ble way to further improve the spectrum sensing performance.
However, the interference incurred by the interferers mainly
depends on their transmit power and the channels to the SU,
which are uncontrollable for the SU in conventional systems,
making it almost infeasible to mitigate the interference.
Recently, the emerging reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS) has been identified as a promising technology for 6G
and beyond for its capability of reconstructing a programmable


http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.16568v2

and intelligent wireless environment [10]-[16]]. It actually acts
as a tunable reflector of the wireless environment that can
reflect different incident signal components in different man-
ners. Besides, RIS can be introduced to various conventional
wireless communication systems in an environment-friendly
and compatible way, and the performance gains brought by
deploying RISs have been widely investigated in physical
layer secret communication system [17]], interference-nulling
scenarios [18]], non-orthogonal multiple access networks [[19],
multi-cell networks [20], and so on. In addition, RIS has
also been introduced to spectrum sensing systems, making
it possible to achieve a reliable sensing performance with
less required sensing time [21]-[26]. In [21]], the authors
investigate a RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system where a
multi-antenna SU aims to detect the primary signals with
maximum eigenvalue detection method, and the number of re-
quired reflecting elements (REs) to achieve a near-1 detection
probability is analyzed by utilizing random matrix theory. The
authors of study a RIS-enhanced energy detection method,
and the closed-form expression of the average detection prob-
ability is derived. In [23]], the authors design a RIS-aided
spectrum sensing system where the RIS reflection dynamically
changes according to a given codebook, and a weighted energy
combination method is proposed to exploit the time-variant
reflected signal power for spectrum sensing. In [24], the RIS’s
effect on sensing performance is investigated by comparing
two typical configurations, namely, enhancing the SNR of the
primary receiver and increasing the sensing SNR of SU, and
the challenges for RIS-assisted spectrum sensing systems are
also summarized. In [23]], the authors study an RIS-enhanced
opportunistic CR system, where the RIS is configured to not
only improve the sensing performance but also enhance the
secondary transmission rate.

The above works mainly focus on the passive RIS-assisted
spectrum sensing systems, where numerous REs are usually
required to achieve a significant performance gain due to the
double-fading attenuation of the cascaded channel, namely, the
PU-RIS-SU channel. Although the power consumed by the
control and phase shift switch circuits of each RE is small,
it still requires considerable power consumption to support
the basic operations of the REs. As a result, the maximum
number of passive REs is limited by the power budget for the
RIS, which also limits the maximum performance gain of the
passive RIS. To tackle this issue, a new RIS architecture, which
is referred to as active RIS, is proposed in [27]. In comparison
with the passive RIS, the active RIS can not only adapt the
phase shifts but also amplify the incident signals [28]]. Hence,
the active RIS can realize a more significant performance
gain with fewer REs. In particular, there are also some works
investigating the active RIS-assisted spectrum sensing systems
[29], [3Q]. In [29], the authors investigate a spectrum sensing
system assisted by multiple active RISs, where an energy
efficiency maximization is studied by jointly optimizing the
detection parameter and the reflecting coefficients matrices
(RCMs) of the active RISs. In [30], the authors compare
the performance gains of the passive RIS and active RIS in
the RIS-assisted spectrum sensing systems. Specifically, the
detection probability maximization problems for both passive

and active RIS are studied, and the number of REs required
to achieve a near-1 detection probability is also analyzed.
However, all the above works assume that the active RIS does
not incur any background noise when the interested PU is not
present, which is not practical due to the fact as follows. As
the RIS is supposed to assist the sensing process no matter
whether the PU is present or not, the active RIS will always
forward the background noise even when the interested PU is
absent. Besides, by fully leveraging the capability of the RIS,
the interference component within the background noise can
also be mitigated, leading to a further enhanced performance
gain.

Motivated by the above considerations, we investigate a
more general RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system consisting
of an SU, a PU of interest to the SU, an active RIS, and
multiple interferers. In particular, the SU is equipped with
multiple antennas, and it aims to identify the presence of the
primary signals via the maximum eigenvalue detection (MED)
method [31]]. The active RIS is deployed to assist the sensing
process by enhancing the signals from the interested PU while
suppressing that from the interferers. It is worth noting that
the active RIS will always forward the background noise to
SU, as it should work all the time to assist the sensing pro-
cess. Consequently, the background noise components of the
sensing signal samples are correlated. Our main contributions
in this paper are summarized as follows.

o We propose to first pre-whiten the received signal samples
to deal with the underlying correlated background noise,
such that the MED method can be performed to detect
the PU’s presence based on the whitened signal samples.
Based on this setup, we consider optimizing the RCM
to maximize the detection probability, given a maximum
tolerable false alarm probability. Noting that the sample
covariance matrix under 7, can be characterized as a
spiked model from random matrix theory, this problem
can be equivalently transformed to maximizing the largest
eigenvalue of the population covariance matrix under ;.

o Given the intractability of the considered problem, we
first transform it to a weighted mean square error mini-
mization problem by leveraging the principle of the well-
known WMMSE algorithm, which actually falls into the
majorization-minimization framework. Then, an iterative
optimization approach is developed to obtain the optimal
solutions. Besides, the WMMSE-based approach can also
be exploited to optimize the phase shift matrix for the
passive RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system, while the
step to obtain optimal phase shift matrix in each iteration
should be modified with the semidefinite programming
(SDP) technique to deal with the unit-modulus constraint
on the passive REs.

o To fairly compare passive RIS and active RIS, we study
the required power budget of the RIS to achieve a target
detection probability under a special case where the
direct links are neglected and the RIS-related channels
are line-of-sight (LoS). Particularly, when the interferers
are negligible, an optimal amplification factor can be
observed for the active RIS, which mainly depends on the



ratio of the power consumption to the input power of each
active RE. When considering the impacts of the interfer-
ers, we show that the active RIS’s reflecting coefficients
can be configured with some heuristic receiver design
principles for multi-antenna systems, e.g., matched-filter,
zero-forcing, and minimum mean square error. Based on
the closed-form expressions of RCM, the required power
budget of the active RIS can be obtained and compared
with that of the passive RIS.

« Finally, we provide extensive simulations to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the WMMSE-based reflecting coeffi-
cient optimization approaches for active and passive RIS-
assisted spectrum sensing systems. In addition, the active
RIS and passive RIS are comprehensively compared in
terms of the required power budget to achieve a given
target detection probability for different interference sce-
narios. Also, the performance gains brought by larger
amplification factors and a larger number of REs are
investigated. The results show that the active RIS can
outperform the passive RIS when the underlying inter-
ference within the background noise is relatively weak,
and the passive RIS performs better in strong interference
scenarios.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
[ introduces the active RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system,
including the signal model, the adopted MED method, and the
power consumption model of the active RIS. In Section [
an optimization problem maximizing the largest eigenvalue
of the population covariance matrix under #; is formulated
to improve the detection probability given a maximum toler-
able false alarm probability. Then, Section [[V] presents the
WMMSE-based RCM optimization approach for the active
RIS and a modified version for the passive RIS. Section
[V] studies a special scenario with neglected direct links and
LoS RIS-related channels, and the required power budget
to achieve a target detection probability is derived for both
active RIS and passive RIS for comparison. In Section [VI,
we provide extensive numerical simulations to evaluate the
WMMSE-based RCM optimization approach, and the active
RIS and passive RIS are comprehensively compared in terms
of the required power budget to achieve a target detection
probability for different interference scenarios. Finally, Section
[VITl concludes this paper.

Notations: The major notations used in this paper are as
follows. The scalars, column vectors, and matrices are denoted
by lowercase, bold lowercase, and bold uppercase symbols
(e.g., z, x, and X)), respectively. The Hermitian of x and X
are respectively denoted by x* and X Tr(-) and blkdiag(-)
respectively denote the trace and block diagonalization opera-
tions. ||, |||, and ||-||c represent the absolute value, Lo-norm,
and Loo-norm operations. x ~ CN(p,X) means that x is a
complex Gaussian random vector with mean p and covariance
matrix 3.

II. ACTIVE RIS ASSISTED SPECTRUM SENSING SYSTEM
A. Signal Model

As shown in Fig.[T] we consider an active RIS-assisted spec-
trum sensing system, which consists of a single-antenna PU,

Fig. 1. The considered active RIS assisted spectrum sensing system.

K single-antenna interferers, an active RIS with M elements,
and a SU equipped with N antennas. Specifically, we use
dyg € CVN, fy € CM and G € CVN*M o denote the PU-SU
channel, PU-RIS channel and RIS-SU channel, respectively.
Besides, the interferer-SU channel and interferer-RIS channel
of the k-th interferer are represented by dj and fj. In particu-
lar, we assume perfect channel state information knowledge of
the above channels to investigate the upper-bound performance
of the active RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system. Moreover,
the RCM of the active RIS is a diagonal matrix denoted by
& = diag([¢1,- -, dar]) with ¢, = ae?®m, where a,, and
0, are respectively the amplitude and the phase of ¢,,. Note
that the active RIS will also forward the thermal noise because
the active RIS should always work no matter whether the PU
is active or not. Let hg £ dy + G®f; denote the equivalent
channel between the PU and SU and h;, £ d, + G®f,
denote the equivalent channel between interferer £ and SU,
the ¢-th signal sample during a sensing interval under the two
hypotheses can be respectively expressed as

K

Ho:y[t] = Y axhysi[t] + G®ngt] + nslt], (1)
k=1

K
Hi:y[t] = hoso[t] + > axhesi[t] + G®nglt] + ng[t], (2)
k=1
where so[t] ~ CA(0,po) denotes the PU’s transmitted symbol
with pg the transmitting power, sg[t] ~ CAN(0,px) denotes
the emitted signals of k-th interferer with pj its transmitting
power, ng[t] ~ CN(0,0%1,,) is the thermal noise at the active
RIS, ngft] ~ CN(0,031y) denotes the AWGN at SU, ay, is
a binary indicator, and o = 1 if the k-th interferer is active
and o, = 0 otherwise. In addition, we use (; = Pr(ay = 1)
to denote the probability of interferer £ being active.

B. MED with Whitened Signal Samples
Without loss of generality, we utilize the MED method to
identify the presence of the primary signals. Let

2[t] = > aphgsi[t] + G®nglt] + nglt],
k=1



we have z[t] ~ CN'(0,R), where

K

R £ Gprhihy! + 03Iy + 071G G

k=1
is the population covariance matrix of z[t]. It can be observed
that the interferers and the active RIS cause a correlated noise
component in the sensing signal samples. To deal with this
issue, we have to first pre-whiten the signal samples as follows.
Let Q be the square root of R such that R = Q2, the signal
samples can be whitened by

x[t] = Q~y[t].

Denoting z[t] = Q'z[t] ~ CN(0,1x), the whitened signal
samples for the two hypotheses can be written as

Ho : x[t] = z[t],
Hi: x[t] = Q thyso[t] + z[t].

Then, MED can be performed based on the whitened signal
samples. The sensing capability of the MED method essen-
tially originates from the difference between the population
covariance matrices under the two hypotheses, i.e.,

7‘[0 . Rgx = IN7
Hi:RL, =poQ 'hoh’ Q7! +1Iy.

Note that the largest eigenvalue of RY, is 1 and that of RL,
is poh{TR~1hg + 1, thus the presence of the primary signals
can be detected by checking the largest eigenvalue of the
covariance matrix. However, in practice, we can only obtain
the sample covariance matrix

X 1 Z .
Rxx = T ;X[t]x[t] )

which is usually not a good approximate of Ry due to the
limited number of signal samples. The relationship between
the largest eigenvalue of R and that of Ry is provided by
random matrix theory [32]. In particular, the largest eigenvalue
of f{xx under Hp can be characterized by the Tracy-Widom
distribution [32]], and the detection threshold 4}, for a given
false alarm probability « can be calculated by

Y= N5+ VO3 VeF (1 —a) + (14 V)2, (3)

where ¢ = N/T, and F; '(-) is the quantile function of the
Tracy-Widom distribution of order 2. Finally, the presence of
the primary signals can be detected by comparing the largest
eigenvalue of Rxx with v,

C. Power Consumption Model of Active RIS

In contrast to the passive RIS, the magnitudes of the
reflecting coefficients of the active RIS can exceed 1 for
amplifying the incident signals. As a result, the active RIS
also requires power for signal amplification, in addition to the
power consumed by the control and phase shift switch circuits
of the REs in passive RIS. Specifically, the power consumption
of the active RIS can be modeled as [27]

Paris = M(Pc + Ppc) + Pouts “4)

where Pc is the power consumption for the control and phase
shift switch circuits in each RE, Ppc denotes the direct current
power consumption at each active RE, and P, is the power
of the amplified signals, which in the considered active RIS
assisted spectrum sensing system is given by

K
Powe = > Gopkl|®Fk]|* + o7 @11,
s

where we define (, = 1 for ease of notation.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

To improve the performance of the active RIS-assisted
spectrum sensing system, we can formulate a detection prob-
ability maximization problem given a maximum tolerable
false alarm probability. From the viewpoint of random matrix
theory, the largest eigenvalue of the sample covariance matrix
can be characterized with the spiked model, and an exact
separation phenomenon of the largest sample eigenvalue can
be observed when the largest population eigenvalue, namely,
poh{I R~ hg + 1, becomes larger [33]. By utilizing the exact
separation phenomenon of the largest sample eigenvalue, we
can derive that the detection probability can be optimized by
maximizing pohéqR’lho + 1. Recalling that hy = d+ G®f,
R = Y1, Gprhphf + 031y + 02GO®H G, and hy, =
di + G®fy, we therefore consider an optimization problem
as follows.

-1

K
P1:max hf <Z Ceprhihf +a§IN+a§Gq>q>Hg> hy

k=1
K
S0 Copel|®Fk ]2+ 03] @102 < Pow (5a)
k=0
Am, S Gmax (Sb)

where P,y = Paris — M (Pc + Ppc) with Paris the power
budget of the active RIS, 1,; is an M -dimensional column
vector with all elements of 1. Despite the convex constraints
(Ga) and (BH), P1 is quite difficult to tackle due to the non-
convex objective.

IV. REFLECTING COEFFICIENT MATRIX OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we first study the original optimization prob-
lem P1 for active RIS, and we will show that the optimal RCM
can be obtained by the majorization-minimization framework.
Besides, this framework can also be exploited to optimize
the phase shift matrix for the passive RIS-assisted spectrum
sensing system with some minor modifications.

A. WMMSE-based RCM Optimization for Active RIS

To introduce an equivalent weighted mean square error
minimization problem of P1, we first show the principle of the
well-known WMMSE framework [34], [33]], which unfolds as
the following lemma [34].



Lemma 1 (Principle of the WMMSE framework). Given two
matrices A € C"*P, B € CP*!, let N be a positive definite
matrix, we have

logdet(I+ ABBY AYN™1)
= Jnax logdet(Q2) — Tr(QE(T,B)) +1, (6)
where E(T', B) is defined as
E(l,B) = (I1-TPAB)(I-THAB)? + TN, (7)

T € C"! and 2 € C™! are two auxiliary matrices with
a positive definite matrix. Moreover, the optimal I' and 2 for
the right-hand side (RHS) of (@) are respectively given by

Top — (N+ ABBYAY) ' AB, ®)
and
Qopt = (E(Topi,B) ' = (I-TL AB) . (9
To obtain the optimal ® in P1, we have
arg max hiR"'hy = arg max log(1 +h{R™"hy)
= argmax log det(I 4+ hoh{'R™1),
where the second equality comes from the fact that det(I +
AB) = det(I + BA). Therefore, using Lemma 1l P1 can be

equivalently transformed into a weighted mean square error
minimization problem as

P2: énin we(u, ®) — logw (10a)
Ju,w
s.t. (Sa), (5B, (10b)

where u, w and e(u, ®) respectively play the same roles of
T, E(T,B), and © in Lemma [0l To be specific, ¢(u, ®) is
given by
K
e(u, ®) = poluho — 11>+ Gepiuhy |2
k=1
+o7[uG®|* + o3 |[u]*.

In fact, P2 falls into the majorization-minimization algorithmic
framework, and u, w are exactly the parameters for construct-
ing a surrogate function of the original objective function in
P1. Note that (10a) is convex for each of the variables w, u,
®, P2 can be solved by sequentially optimizing one of the
three variables while keeping the other two fixed. With the
first-order optimality condition, according to (§) and (9), the
optimal w and u are respectively given by
-1

K
Uopt _<Z gkpkhkthrafG@@HGHJragIN) hy. (11)
k=0
1 (12)

Wopt 6(11, @) )

With fixed u and w, P2 can be equivalently rewritten as the
following optimization problem with respect to ®.

P2-1: mqi)n e(uopt, P)
s.t. (Sa), (5B

(13a)
(13b)

Let Fj be a diagonal matrix consisting of all the elements
of fj, ie., Fr = diag(fy), Yk = 0,1,--- /K, and ¢ =
(@1, ¢nr]”, we have

hy, = dy + G®f, = dj, + GFr¢ = Ao,

| G®|? = |diag(u” G)g|> = B,
where Ay £ [GFy,d;], B 2 diag([u”G,0]) and ¢ 2
[¢7, 1]7. Therefore, P2-1 can be equivalently expressed as

P2-2: min €(9) (14a)
$

st.¢" 3¢ < Pou, (14b)

|$m| < Gmax, Vm =1, , M, (l4c)

brri1 =1, (14d)

where

K

&) = po[u” Aod — 1)" + 3" Gupi |[u Ard|” + o3| B,
k=1

and

K K

J=diag (Z Cprl i [+ 0t, - > Ceprl frna [+ 07, 0) :
k=0 k=0

Noting that P2-2 is a convex problem, we can obtain the

optimal ® by solving P2-2 with the convex optimization tools

such as CVX [36]. Finally, the WMMSE-based algorithm to

solve P1 is summarized in Algorithm [11

Algorithm 1: The WMMSE-based algorithm for P1

1 Initialize ® such that (3a) and (3B are satisfied;

2 repeat

3 | Update u by (II) with fixed ® and w;

4 Update ® by solving P2-2 with fixed u and w;
5 Update w by (I2) with fixed u and ®;

6 until the convergence of w;

7 return .

B. WMMSE-based RCM Optimization for Passive RIS

For the passive RIS, if the amplitudes of the reflecting
coefficients are allowed to be smaller than 1, the reflecting
coefficients of the passive RIS can be directly obtained by
the WMMSE-based algorithm in Section [V=A] while setting
a% = 0, @max = 1 and dropping constraint (3a). For the
passive RIS with unit modulus reflecting coefficients, the
WMMSE-based algorithm needs some modifications to tackle
the non-convex unit modulus constraints on the reflecting
coefficients, i.e., |¢,,| = 1,m = 1,--- M. Specifically, the
reflecting coefficient optimization step in each iteration of the
WMMSE-based algorithm for passive RIS can be modified as
follows. Let 0% = 0 and drop constraint (3a), P2-2 for the
passive RIS becomes

P2-2-P: min €(¢) (15a)
¢

st @, | =1,Ym=1,---, M, (15b)

b1 =1 (15¢)



To deal with the unit-modulus constraint, we can exploit the
semidefinite relaxation (SDR) technique to transform P2-2-
P into an SDP problem. Specifically, let ¢ = [&T, 1]7 and
V = ¢p™, we have

P2-2-P-SDP:min Tr(A,, V) (16a)
st. V=0, (16b)
Viom =1m=1,-- ,M+2, (l6c)

where A, = potiguid! + Zszl Ceprugull, with
all = [ufAg, —1], 0 = [u”A,,0,Vk=1, - | K.

By solving P2-2-P-SDP with the convex optimization tools
such as CVX [36], we finally can recover the rank-1 solution
with unit modulus with the Gaussian randomization method in
[37]. Therefore, the WMMSE-based algorithm in Algorithm [1]
can also be used to optimize the RCM of passive RIS, while
the step updating ® needs to be realized by solving P2-2-P-
SDP instead.

V. HOW MUCH POWER BUDGET IS REQUIRED TO REALIZE
A GIVEN TARGET DETECTION PROBABILITY?

From Section [[-C] we can see that the active RIS also
requires power consumption for the signal amplification oper-
ations, in addition to the power consumed by the control and
phase shift switch circuits of the REs, which is dependent on
the number of REs. Therefore, in the RIS-assisted spectrum
sensing systems, the performance gains brought by the active
RIS and passive RIS both depend on the RIS’s power budget.
To fairly compare passive RIS and active RIS, in this section,
we aim to figure out whether the active RIS is a more
energy-efficient solution for achieving a given target detection
probability. Hence, we investigate the minimum power budget
required to realize a target detection probability for the active
RIS and passive RIS. Particularly, we focus on a special case
with neglected direct links for ease of analysis. Besides, we
consider that f;, and G are LoS channels to derive closed-
form expressions. In such a setup, the channel between the

PUl/interferers and RIS is denoted by
fk = ﬁ,f,kah(920A7 ?OA)®8.V(9QOA, ?OA)7 k= 0,-- ,K,

where 37 denotes the pathloss, 0294 and 12 are respec-
tively the azimuth angle of arrival (AOA) and elevation AOA,
a" and a¥ are the steering vectors defined as

a'(0,v)
a'(0,¢) =1,

where d denotes the element space of the RIS that is usually
set as A\/2. The RIS-SU channel can be written as

G = V ﬁGaGbgu

[1’ . 7€7j2L)\d(thl) sin(0) cos(w)]T7

—J
, € )

j224 (M —1) cos(6) COS(w)]T

a7

where

_;2nd —1)si AOA
ag=1[1,---,e % (N—1)sin(0¢ )]’

be: = s (800 1) © o (A0, ),

0200 and 2P are the azimuth angle of departure (AOD) and
elevation AOD of G at the RIS, and 62°* is the AOA of G
at the SU.

In the following, we will first show that, when the interferers
are negligible, an optimal amplification factor can be observed,
which mainly depends on the ratio of the power consumption
to the input power of each active RE. When considering
the impacts of the interferers, we show that the active RIS’s
reflecting coefficients can be configured with some heuristic
receiver design principles for multi-antenna systems, e.g.,
matched-filter (MF), zero-forcing (ZF), and minimum mean
square error (MMSE).

A. With Negligible Interferers

For the case where the impacts of the interferers are
negligible, P1 is equivalent to

P3: max oG (07GPPY G + 031) 'G®f, (18a)
s.t. (3a), (3D). (18b)
Using the identity (I+AB)~!=1-A(I+BA)"'B, (I8

can be rewritten as

2 -1
[1— (1+ %@HGHG¢>> fo, (19
03

1
max — £
® 07

By substituting (I7) into (19), we have

2 -1 2 -1
N
<I+ %@HGHGQ) = (I+ Paoi @Hbgbgq>> .
03 g3

Denoting Cy =

mula, we have

NBgo?/o3, using Sherman-Morrison for-

- Co® bbb P
I+ Co@bbli®) =1 Ehatiy
(I+ Co2Tbeb; @) 1+ CobZ®®Hbg
Therefore, P3 can be equivalently rewritten as
b Pay|®
P3-1: 20
T T+ Cob@d b, (20a)
s.t. (Sa, (5b). (20b)

Obviously, the optimal phase shifts of the reflecting coeffi-
cients are given by

0, = arg(bg(m)) — arg(ay(m)),Ym=1,--- , M.

With the optimal phase shifts, we have

ba®as?  (Cpeam)? M?a?
1+ Cobl®@®Hb; 14, SM a2, T 1+ CoMa?’
where the equality holds if and only if a1 = --- = ay = a

according to Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. For a given power
budget Paris, the maximum objective value of (20a) depends
on not only a but also M, which should satisfy

MaQﬂj'70p0 + MaQO’% + M(PC + PDC) < Paris.

Suppose that the number of REs can be an arbitrary value,
the optimal M can be obtained only when Parrs is fully
consumed by the M REs. This can be easily verified via proof
by contradiction as follows. Once the power consumption of



the active RIS is lower than Psrrs, we can increase M or
a to make (20a) larger. Therefore, denoting A = a?, C; =
Pc + Ppc, and Cy = B0po + 07, we have

Paris

M=——"—"—
C’l—l—C'gA7

3y

To maximize M?a?/(1+ CoMa?) for a given power budget
Pari1s, we obtain an optimization problem as

APRgis
22
mj}X (Cl + CQA)(Cl + C A+ COAPARIS) (222)
st. A<a?,.. (22b)

Dividing both the numerator and denominator of (22a) by A,
(224) can be transformed as

PKRIS
] .
9L 4 Co(Ca + CoParis)A + 2C1Cz + CoCl Paris

Regardless of constraint (22b), we can obtain the optimal
A by utilizing the first-order optimality condition, almd the
unconstrained optimal A is denoted by Ay = C1C, 2(Cs +
CoParis)™2. Under constraint (22B), we have

Ao,
Aopt—{ 20

max?

if Ag < a?

max?’

: 2
it Ag > ag

Eventually, the optimal a is given by

Qopt = min {ama)u V AO} )

and the optimal M is

(23)

Paris

Moy, = .
P Po + Poc + a2y, (Br.opo + 03)

(24)

Obviously, aqpe and My depend on the relationship between
@max and \/Ag, which means that the active RIS spectrum
sensing performance can be improved if a larger a,,,x can be
realized while satisfying amax < v/Ao.

When M, is not an integer such that My, € (Mo, My +
1), the optimal integral number of active REs and the corre-
sponding amplification factor, which are respectively denoted
by Mopt and Gopt, can be recovered as follows. By defining

) = |2 4(0r0) -

when dopt = Gmax, We have My, = My, and Gopr =
Amax- When aopy = /A, we have Moy = Moy, Gopr =
min{amax, {(Mo)} if ¢(Mo, min{amax,£(Mo)}) > q(Mo +
1,§(My + 1)), and otherwise we have Myp, = My + 1,
Gopt = §(Mo + 1).

In the following, we analyze the required power budget to
realize a target detection probability for the active RIS and
passive RIS. In particular, we use aopy and M,y as the optimal
configurations of the active RIS for simplicity. With aqp

M?2a?
1+ CoMa?’

and M, we denote the largest eigenvalue of the population
covariance matrix under H; by naris + 1 with

naris = pofI @ GH (02G®BT GH + 521) "1 G®f,
a2 poMZ, BroBa 4

2 2 H 21\ —1
— o ag (MoptolaoptBGaGaG +o30) ag
2
—1
2 2 2 H
. aoptPOMoptﬁf,O 1 14 Moptoy aoptBGaG ag
- 2 2 - 2
0y aopt g3
2 2
aoptMoptNﬁf,OBGpO

= p) 2
MoptNal aoptﬁG + 03

2 p2
— Nagp PirisPr.086po
Na2 6ot Paris Pre + 03 PRy’

(25)

where Prp = Pc+ Poc+ a2, (Bf.0po+07) denotes the total
power consumption of an RE with amplification factor aps.

On the other hand, the power consumption model of the
passive RIS is given by

Ppris = M Fc. (26)

With the optimal phase shift design 6, = arg(bg(m)) —
arg(ay(m)), the largest eigenvalue of the population covari-
ance matrix under H; is npris + 1 with

 NM?Bs0Bapo N P3risBroBapo
TIPRIS = 2 - 2 9 . (27)
03 Péo3

In the RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system, with a larger
power budget, more REs can be supported for both passive
and active RIS, and a higher amplification factor may also be
achieved for the active RIS. Therefore, the largest eigenvalue
of the population covariance matrix can be enhanced, leading
to better spectrum sensing performance. Consequently, the
required RIS power budget to achieve a target detection
probability can be obtained with the bisection method. On the
other hand, the detection probability can be evaluated by the
distribution of the largest sample eigenvalue, whose relation
to the largest population eigenvalue can be characterized by
the spiked model from random matrix theory, which unfolds
as the following lemma .

Lemma 2. Let x = N/T with large N and T, denoting the
largest population eigenvalue by nris + 1, the distribution
of the largest sample eigenvalue Amax can be described as
follows.

o When nris < /X
(1+x)? D
(1+ \/@% N

where Iy is the Tracy-Widom distribution of order 2.
o When nris > /X, Amax satisfies a Gaussian distribution

as /\max ~ N(,ua(nRIS)a va(nRIS))r where

2 )\max -
3

2,

pa(nris) = nris + 1+ x + L,
7RIS

(nris +1)° (1 X )
n TIRIS

It should be noted that we have nrig = 0 for hypothesis
Ho, which can be regarded as a special case of nris < /X.

Ua(nms) =



From Lemma 2, the distribution of the test statistic under
hypothesis H; is the same as hypothesis H(. In such cases
where nris < /X, the presence of the PU almost can not
be identified, leading to a detection probability that equals the
false alarm probability. In spectrum sensing problems, we aim
to achieve a high detection probability to protect the PU while
keeping a low false alarm probability. Therefore, to achieve a
high detection probability, e.g., a detection probability of 0.9
is required in IEEE 802.22 standard [38], we have to realize
an nris larger than |/x, and the minimum 7g;s for achieving
a target probability of P, should satisfy

Q (’Yth - Ma(ﬁRIS)) _ Pd-

(28)
Vo (NRI1S)

Let 1o denote the solution to (28}, the minimum power budget
for realizing 79 is exactly that for achieving a target probability
of P;, which can be obtained via the bisection method due to
the fact that nrig is positively related with the power budget
for both active and passive RISs.

B. With Non-negligible Interferers

From the above analysis, the required power budget of the
active RIS and that of the passive RIS can be obtained under
the simplified case with negligible interferers. To figure out
the impacts of the interferers on the required power budget,
we consider the existence of the interferers in the following
analysis. Let D = (0205 + b, Ceprfuff’) /o2, P1 reduces
to

P4: max f7e"GH (Iy + G‘I>D‘I>HGH)71 GPf, (29a)
s.t. (33, (GD). (29b)
Using the Woodbury identity [39], namely,
(A +cCBCH)™!
=A'-AlcB T +CcfATIo)ICAT
we have
(Iy + GEDB G~
=Iy-G®D '+ GHGe) e GH.
Therefore, can be expressed as
f'e"GHIy-Ge(D '+@"G"Ge) " G| Gef,.
Let E £ &7 GYG®, 292) can be finally rewritten as
ff/ (E-EMD'+E)'E)f. (30)

With the identity A — A(A+B)"'A =B-B(A+B) !B,
B0 can be equivalently transformed as
f;' (D' —-D (D' +E)"'D) . 31)
Noting that G is a rank-1 matrix under assumption (I7),
E=®"GYG® = 3c®"brallasbl®
= NBg®"bsbl®

is also a rank-1 matrix. Using Sherman-Morrison formula, we
can derive
(D' +E)"' = (D! + NBe®"bobl®) ™
DNBc®"bsbZ&D
-D-— Ba TG (32)
1+ NpBgbs D@ bg
By substituting (32) into (31), (3I) becomes
Nﬁgféq@Hbgbg‘I)fo
1+ NﬂgbgcchPHbG ’

Therefore, P4 can be equivalently transformed as

b2 ®f,fH®H b
P4-1: G 0 33
Y"1+ NBcbE®D® by (332)
s.t. (3a), (3D). (33b)

Let ¢ be a vector consisting of the diagonal elements of &7,
and defining a diagonal matrix B = diag(b¢), P4-1 can be
rewritten as

PPBHE B
P4-2: 34
e T+ Njad"BIDB& (342)
St |fm| < ama, ¥m =1,--- M, (34b)
¢H¢ S pout/Rnu (34C)

where constraint (34d) is an equivalent transformation of (3a)),
and Py, = 37, By kps + 0.
In particular, (34a) can be transformed into a generalized
Rayleigh quotient form as
"B {1 Bg
(;SH(%I + NBgBHDB)¢’

(35)

where p £ ¢ ¢p. Regardless of constraints (34b), we can
obtain a closed-form solution to maximize (33) by letting p =
P,/ P, and the solution can be expressed as

1 —1
DMMSE = (;HNBGBHDB) B7f,,  (36)

which is also known as the MMSE-based solution. However,
due to the per-element amplification factor constraint (PEAFC)
(B4b), we may have to resort to the WMMSE algorithm to
obtain a optimal solution, which makes it intractable to analyze
the required power budget to achieve a given target detection
probability. Alternatively, we relax the PEAFC (34Dh) as a
constraint of p, namely, p < Ma2,,, for simplicity. As such,
the optimal p for the MMSE-based solution can be obtained
by
p1 = min{ P,y /P, Ma?,. }.

max

By substituting (36) into (34d), the maximized objective of
P4-2 is given by
1 —1
7B <—1 + NﬂgBHDB> B,
P1
and narrs with the MMSE-based solution is therefore

_ NBapo
NARIS,MMSE = 5
03

-1
1

f7B <—I+NﬂgBHDB> BAf,.
P1

(37)



It is worth noting that the MMSE-based solution may violate
the PEAFC, and 7arrs,MMse may can not be achieved.
Therefore, nar1s MmsE actually provides an upper bound of
narrs for all available solutions to P4-2.

In addition to the MMSE-based solution providing the upper
bound performance, we can also derive several alternative
solutions P4-2. Note that P4-2 is similar to the receiver
design problems for conventional multi-antenna systems, ¢
can be alternatively designed with the well-known ZF and
MF principles, where (34B) and (34d) can be satisfied by
straightforwardly scaling the obtained ¢. In particular, the ZF-
based and MF-based solutions can be obtained as follows.
Denoting Q = [qo, - ,qx]. where qr = BYfy, let w be
first column of Q(Q* Q)~!, the ZF-based solution satisfying
(B4b) and (B4d) is given by

w
Pzr = \/p2—, (38)
[[wll
where _
. {Pout a?nax|w|2} (39)
p2 =Mmin{ —, —————— 5.
Pn w3

It should be noted that M > K + 1 is necessary in the ZF-
based method to ensure that Q¥ Q is invertible, where TARIS
can be written as

- NBapo
TARIS,ZF = 73
(p—j + NﬁGU%) [(Q7Q) 11
NBamapo o (1 - Q" Q)1 Q" )qo.

~ 03 + Nfgpao?
(40)

where Q = [q1, -, qxk].

The idea behind the MF-based solution is only enhancing
the signals from the interested PU. Therefore, the MF-based
solution is exactly the same with the optimal solution under
the case with negligible interferers, which can be expressed as

dur = aBay, (41)
where
. pout
a = min < Gmax, {| ——=—
MPy,
Therefore, naris with the MF-based solution is
NM2 2
a*Bs.0Bapo 42)

MIARIS,MF = (1 + NG2BGa§IDaf)0§ '

In the case with non-negligible interferers, for all the
above solutions, 1ars can be optimized by increasing M
or upscaling ¢ while satisfying constraints (34b) and (34d).
Hence, a tradeoff between M and ¢ still exists. However, it
is difficult to straightforwardly figure out the optimal M and
¢ as in the case with negligible interferers, because M is not
explicitly expressed in (37), @0), and (@2). To find the optimal
tradeoff realizing the largest naris for a given power budget,
one straightforward way is exhausting all the available integral
M’s. Particularly, the largest value among the available M’s
is given by

(43)

P,
MmaX:{ ARIS J _

Pc + Ppe

Algorithm 2: The bisection method to obtain the
required power budget for achieving Py

1 Obtain 79 by solving @8);

2 Initialize a large power budget Phigh, Plow = 0, and a
stop condition €gtop;

3 while |Pyign, — Plow| > €stop do

4 Update Paris = (Phigh + Plow)/2:

5 Calculate M,,.x with @3);

6

7

8

for i =1: My, do
M =1,
Calculate n; with one of (37), (@0), and @2)),
depending on the adopted method to obtain ®;
9 end
10 n* = max;{n; };
11 if n* > 1 then

12 | Phigh = Paris:
13 else

14 | Pow = Parus:
15 end

16 end

17 return PaARis.

As such, we can obtain the optimal combination of ® and M
to achieve the largest narig for a given RIS power budget.
Then, following the conclusions drawn from Lemma B we
can finally obtain the required power budget to achieve a
target detection probability of P;, which can be summarized
in Algorithm

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide extensive simulations to demon-
strate the performance of the proposed active RIS-assisted
spectrum sensing system. Specifically, the number of antennas
at the SU is set as N = 64. The locations of the PU, active
RIS, and SU are described with a two-dimensional Cartesian
coordinate and respectively given by (0, 0), (100m, 50m), and
(500m, 0). Besides, we assume that K = 5 interferers exist in a
circular region with a minimum radius of 50m and a maximum
radius of 60m, centered around the RIS. The pathloss of the
PU/interferer-SU channel, the PU/interferer-RIS channel, and
the RIS-SU channel are given by

A2 A2 A2

ﬂd,k = Ma Bf,k = W’ BG = Wa

where A is the carrier wavelength, dg 1, dy 1, and dg denote
the distances of the corresponding channels, a;, ag, and s
are the pathloss exponents. In the simulations, we set A\ =
0.12m, corresponding to a carrier frequency of 2.5GHz. The
pathloss exponents are set with a; =4, as = 2, and a3 = 2.
The transmitting power of the PU and the interferers is set as

po =p1 =--- = px = 30 dBm, and the power of the thermal
noise at the active RIS and that of the AWGN at the SU are set
as 07 = 05 = —80dBm. For the power consumption model

of the RIS, the power consumption of the control and phase
shift switch circuits for each RE is set as Pc = —10dBm, and
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Fig. 2. The performance gains of the active RIS and passive RIS on the
detection probability.

the direct current power consumption at each active RE is set
as Ppc = —5dBm [27].

Firstly, we investigate the performance gains of the active
RIS and passive RIS on the detection probability, and the
detection threshold is calculated by (@) with the maximum
false alarm probability set as aw = 0.1. The number of signal
samples is set as 7' = 100N = 6400 such that ¢ = n/T =
0.01. Besides, the active probabilities of the interferers are
set as (r = 1 for arbitrary k. Fig. 2| compares the detection
probability improvements achieved by the active RIS and the
passive RIS for a given power budget of Pris = 10dBm,
which can support up to 100 passive REs. The results are
obtained by averaging 500 random channel realizations, while
the small-scale channel fading is characterized by Rayleigh
fading. For the conventional spectrum sensing system without
RIS, such a number of signal samples is far from enough
for the SU to identify the presence of the primary signals,
leading to a detection probability almost equal to the false
alarm probability. The detection probability can be improved
by introducing the passive RIS, but the improvement is minor
because the given power budget is insufficient for the passive
RIS. For the active RIS, we investigate the detection proba-
bility for different numbers of active REs, and the achieved
detection probability increases first and then decreases as
M grows to the maximum M. In particular, the decreasing
detection probability from M = 23 to M = 24 is because the
remaining power budget is insufficient to support sufficiently
large amplification factors, i.e., constraint (3a). An optimal
number of active REs achieving the best sensing performance
can be observed for all a,,.x. Moreover, we can see that
the maximum detection probability achieved by the active
RIS increases as apmax becomes larger. This observation is
consistent with the analysis in Section [Vl i.e., when amax
becomes larger while being kept below a certain value, say
/Ay, the superiority of the active RIS will be more significant.

In Fig. Bl we investigate the existence of the optimal ampli-
fication factor under the special case without direct links and
the existence of interferers. Particularly, we show the required

16 H —A—PRIS ]
—#— ARIS, anax =
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Required Power Budget, Pris (mW)
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Number of Signal Samples, T' «10*

Fig. 3. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
0.9 for different 7"s under the case with negligible interferers.

power budget to realize a target detection probability of 0.9
for different amounts of sensing signal samples, and the active
RIS and passive RIS are compared for the LoS RIS-related
channels. It can be observed that the required power budget of
both active RIS and passive RIS decreases when the number of
sensing signal samples increases. In other words, the required
sensing time can be reduced by increasing the power budget of
the RIS, thus the spectrum efficiency can also be improved.
Besides, for a small apnax (€.2., amax = 3), the active RIS
requires more power budget as compared to the passive RIS.
When ap,ax > 5, the active RIS requires less power budget
than the passive RIS, and the required power budget can be
reduced by increasing a;ax, Which means that a larger amax
enables more power-efficient solutions. The explanation for
this phenomenon is as follows. Since the active RE consumes
more power to amplify the incident signals, the passive RIS
can employ much more passive REs for the same power
budget. As a result, as long as the performance gain brought
by the larger amax cannot compensate for the performance
loss caused by the reduction of the number of REs, the
passive RIS will outperform the active RIS in terms of the
required power budget for realizing the same target detection
probability. Moreover, in the simulated scenario, we have
VAy = /C1/Cs = \/(Pc + Poc)/(Bfopo + 1) ~ 238,
it can also be observed that the required power budget can
not be further reduced by increasing a,,x when a.x > 238.
Hence, without considering the physical limitation of @ ax,
the required power can be minimized by letting a = /Ay in
such cases.

We also study the impacts of the interferers on the required
RIS power budget in such a special case. The results under
the scenario with K = 5 interferers are depicted in Fig. @l
In comparison with Fig. Bl one straightforward observation
is that, for both passive and active RISs, more power budget
is required to realize P; = 0.9 while the interferers exist.
Besides, in regard to the heuristic configuration methods (MF,
ZF, and MMSE) for the active RIS, the required power budget
can also be reduced by increasing amax. Moreover, for all
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Fig. 4. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability
for different 7”s under the case with non-negligible interferers.

the configuration methods, there exists an optimal ay,,x, Over
which increasing amax cannot further reduce the required
power budget. The optimal amax Of the case with interferers
is also smaller than that of the case without interferers. For
the passive RIS, the performance of the MF-based RCM
configuration can approach that of the WMMSE-based so-
lution, demonstrating the near-optimality of the MF-based
configuration method in this simulated scenario. In regard to
the active RIS, the MF-based solution can not perform as well
as the WMMSE-based solution when 7" is small, but it can
also approach the MMSE-based solution in the large 7" region.
Moreover, we can see that the required power budget of the
WMMSE-based solution is almost the same as the MMSE-
based lower bound for all aa.x, and the near-optimality of
the WMMSE-based algorithm is validated. In addition, the ZF-
based method aims to null the interference from the interferers
no matter how strong the interference is, and M > K + 1
is necessary to perform interference nulling, which means
(K + 1)(Pc + Ppc) is a lower bound of the zero-forcing
method. Therefore, in the large 7' region where the target n
is rather small, we can observe a floor of the required power
budget of the ZF-based method, and it is much larger than the
other active RIS configuration methods and the passive RIS.
Then, we delve into the impacts of the interferers’ behaviors
on the required power budget to achieve P; = 0.9. In Fig. 3
the required power budget with respect to the active probability
of the interferers is depicted. When (; = 0, the scenario
with interferers reduces to the scenario without interferers. In
such a case, the MF- and MMSE-based methods are exactly
equivalent, and the required power budgets of these two
methods are the same. As (j, increases, the required power
budgets also increases, and the required power budget of the
MF-based method starts to grow higher than the MMSE-based
lower bound, which the WMMSE-based algorithm can still ap-
proach. Moreover, for the considered a?nax, namely, 20dB and
40dB, the active RIS configured by the MF-based and MMSE-
based methods can outperform the passive RIS. As for the ZF-
based method, when a2,,, = 20dB, the required power budget

max
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Fig. 5. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
P, = 0.9 for different active probabilities of the interferers.

remains almost unchanged as (j, increases. In contrast, when
a? .. = 40dB or even larger than 50dB, the required power
budget of the ZF-based method also increases as (; becomes
larger. This phenomenon is quite counterintuitive because the
performance of the ZF-based solution is independent of the
interference strength in conventional multi-antenna systems.
In the considered active RIS-assisted spectrum sensing system,
this observation can be explained as follows. From (39) and
@0), the achieved naris,zr of the ZF-based solution mainly
depends on po, which is actually determined by am.x and
Pt / Pi,. It should be noted that P, is the input signal power
of the active RIS, which is related to (i. For a small ayax
such that a2 ||w]||?/|[w||% < Pout/Pu, the required power
budget is therefore independent of (. For a large a,.x leading
to a’IQDaXHW”Q/HWHgO < Pout/Pn and P2 = Pout/ P, with
increase of (i, P, becomes larger, and P,,; has to become
larger to achieve the same sensing performance, which finally
results in an increasing power budget of the ZF-based solution.
Besides, in this case, for each active RIS configuration method,
the active RIS with a large enough a,,.x can outperform the
passive RIS.

Furthermore, we investigate the scenario where the inter-
ference from the interferers is stronger than the interested
primary signals. Without loss of generality, we assume that the
interferers are always active, and they have the same transmit
power, ie., (1 = -+ = (k¢ = 1 and p; = --- = pg. Fig.
depicts the relationship between the required power budget
and the interference strength for different RIS configuration
methods. Similar to Fig. [5l the required power budgets to
achieve P; = 0.9 for all the methods increase as the inter-
ference becomes stronger. It can be observed that the MF-
based method can outperform the ZF-based method when
the interference strength is relatively weak. On the contrary,
the ZF-based method can surpass the MF-based method and
approach the MMSE-based lower bound when the interfer-
ence strength is relatively strong, which is consistent with
the conclusions drawn from the conventional multi-antenna
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Fig. 6. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
P, = 0.9 for different transmit power of the interferers.

systems. Regarding the passive RIS, we can also see that the
MEF-based solution no longer approaches the performance of
the WMMSE-based solution when the interference is strong.

Moreover, in the region such that pi/po > 16, the passive
RIS configured with the WMMSE-based method can even
outperform the active RIS configured with an arbitrary method
in terms of the required power budget. The reasons behind
this phenomenon are as follows. For the same power budget,
although the active RIS is able to amplify the incident signals
in addition to adapting the phase shift of REs, it can only
support a much smaller number of REs compared to passive
RIS because a significant portion of the energy is used to
provide amplification capabilities for the active REs. As both
greater magnitude of reflection coefficients and larger number
of REs are beneficial for improving the sensing performance,
the results in Fig. [6] exactly demonstrate that increasing the
number of REs can achieve more significant performance
gain as compared to allocating the power budget to enlarge
the amplification factor of REs. For the active RIS, another
interesting phenomenon is that the required power budget
of each RCM configuration method for a2, = 20dB and
a?,. = 40dB almost converges to the same value when
the interference is strong enough. This can be explained as
follows. From Section [V=Al we can see that there exists an
optimal amplification factor depending on the power of the
incident signals and the value of Pc + Ppc. As the power
of the incident signals becomes larger due to the stronger
interference, the optimal amplification factor will decrease
such that the PEAFC is no longer a limiting factor for further
reducing the required power budget.

In addition, the impacts of the number of interferers are
also studied while assuming (; = - -+ = (x = 1. As shown in
Fig.[ll when there is no interferer (K = 0), the required power
budgets of the active RIS with different configuration methods
are the same because these configuration methods produce the
same solution in this case. Moreover, for the moderate number
of interferers considered in Fig.[7] the active RIS with MF and
MMSE-based configurations can still outperform the passive

25 T T
—— PRIS, MF
—o— PRIS, WMMSE é‘?
- - - ARIS, ZF, a2, = 20dB Pl
- =% - ARIS, MF, a2
- =% - ARIS, MMSE, a2, = 20dB
ARIS, WMMSE, a2, = 20dB
---£x-- ARIS, ZF, a2, > 40dB
—-—%-— ARIS, MF, a2 > 40dB
H —-f¢-— ARIS, MMSE, a2, > 40dB
ARIS, WMMSE, a2,,, > 40dB [

n
o
T

-
(4]

-
o

\
\

N

NN
R,
\,
S

Required Power Budget, Pris

| |
0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32
Number of Interferers, K

Fig. 7. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
Py = 0.9 for different numbers of the interferers.

RIS. On the other hand, the required power budget of the
ZF-based method increases more rapidly due to the existence
of the budget floor, i.e., Pariszr > (K + 1)(Pc + Ppc).
Besides, as K becomes larger, the required power budget
of the passive RIS grows less significantly compared to the
active RIS, which again demonstrates the capability of massive
passive RIS in suppressing the interference. Similar to the
case in Fig. |6l when the interference is strong enough due
to a large number of interferers, the passive RIS-assisted
spectrum sensing system can achieve the target detection
probability with a lower power budget. Also, for each active
RCM configuration method, the required power budget of
a? .. = 20dB and that of a2, = 40dB almost converge to
the same value in the large K region because the input power
also increases along with K.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated an active RIS-assisted
spectrum sensing system, where the active RIS always for-
wards the background noise to SU, as it should work all the
time to assist the sensing process. The maximum eigenvalue
detection method with pre-whitening operations is considered
to tackle the correlated background noise incurred by the active
RIS and other interferers transmitting in the same band. In
particular, we have considered an RCM optimization prob-
lem to improve the detection probability given a maximum
tolerable false alarm probability and limited sensing time,
which is equivalent to maximizing the largest eigenvalue of the
population covariance matrix under #; with the knowledge
of the spiked model from random matrix theory. Then, we
have shown that the formulated problem can be equivalently
transformed to a weighted mean square error minimization
problem using the principle of the well-known WMMSE al-
gorithm, and an iterative optimization approach is proposed to
obtain the optimal RCM. In addition, to fairly compare passive
RIS and active RIS, we have studied the required power
budget of the RIS to achieve a target detection probability
under a special case with neglected direct links and LoS



RIS-related channels. In addition, we have provided extensive
numerical simulations to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
WMMSE-based RCM optimization approach. Furthermore,
the simulation results have revealed that the active RIS can
outperform the passive RIS when the underlying interference
within the background noise is relatively weak, whereas the
passive RIS performs better in strong interference scenarios
because the same power budget can support a vast number of
passive REs for interference mitigation.
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