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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, H0: PU is absent and H1: 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 [5]. 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
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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 [22] 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 [25], 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], [30]. 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.

• 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 H1 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 H1.

• 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.

• 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
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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

II 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 III,

an optimization problem maximizing the largest eigenvalue

of the population covariance matrix under H1 is formulated

to improve the detection probability given a maximum toler-

able false alarm probability. Then, Section IV 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

VII 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., x, x, and X), respectively. The Hermitian of x and X

are respectively denoted by xH and XH . Tr(·) and blkdiag(·)
respectively denote the trace and block diagonalization opera-

tions. |·|, ‖·‖, and ‖·‖∞ represent the absolute value, L2-norm,

and L∞-norm operations. x ∼ CN (µ,Σ) means that x is a

complex Gaussian random vector with mean µ and covariance

matrix Σ.

II. ACTIVE RIS ASSISTED SPECTRUM SENSING SYSTEM

A. Signal Model

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider an active RIS-assisted spec-

trum sensing system, which consists of a single-antenna PU,

PU

SU

Interferer

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

d0 ∈ CN , f0 ∈ CM and G ∈ CN×M to 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 dk and fk. 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

Φ = diag([φ1, · · · , φM ]) with φm = ame
jθm , where am and

θm are respectively the amplitude and the phase of φm. 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 h0 , d0 +GΦf0 denote the equivalent

channel between the PU and SU and hk , dk + GΦfk
denote the equivalent channel between interferer k and SU,

the t-th signal sample during a sensing interval under the two

hypotheses can be respectively expressed as

H0 :y[t] =

K
∑

k=1

αkhksk[t] +GΦnR[t] + nS[t], (1)

H1 :y[t] = h0s0[t] +

K
∑

k=1

αkhksk[t] +GΦnR[t] + nS[t], (2)

where s0[t] ∼ CN (0, p0) denotes the PU’s transmitted symbol

with p0 the transmitting power, sk[t] ∼ CN (0, pk) denotes

the emitted signals of k-th interferer with pk its transmitting

power, nR[t] ∼ CN (0, σ2
1IM ) is the thermal noise at the active

RIS, nS[t] ∼ CN (0, σ2
2IN ) denotes the AWGN at SU, αk is

a binary indicator, and αk = 1 if the k-th interferer is active

and αk = 0 otherwise. In addition, we use ζk = Pr(αk = 1)
to denote the probability of interferer k 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

z̃[t] =
K
∑

k=1

αkhksk[t] +GΦnR[t] + nS[t],
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we have z̃[t] ∼ CN (0,R), where

R ,

K
∑

k=1

ζkpkhkh
H
k + σ2

2IN + σ2
1GΦΦHG

is the population covariance matrix of z̃[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−1y[t].

Denoting z[t] = Q−1z̃[t] ∼ CN (0, IN ), the whitened signal

samples for the two hypotheses can be written as

H0 : x[t] = z[t],

H1 : x[t] = Q−1h0s0[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.,

H0 : R0
xx = IN ,

H1 : R1
xx

= p0Q
−1h0h

H
0 Q−1 + IN .

Note that the largest eigenvalue of R0
xx is 1 and that of R1

xx

is p0h
H
0 R−1h0 + 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

R̂xx =
1

T

T
∑

t=1

x[t]x[t]H ,

which is usually not a good approximate of Rxx due to the

limited number of signal samples. The relationship between

the largest eigenvalue of R̂xx and that of Rxx is provided by

random matrix theory [32]. In particular, the largest eigenvalue

of R̂xx under H0 can be characterized by the Tracy-Widom

distribution [32], and the detection threshold γth for a given

false alarm probability α can be calculated by

γth = N−
2

3 (1 +
√
c)

4

3

√
cF−1

2 (1 − α) + (1 +
√
c)2, (3)

where c = N/T , and F−1
2 (·) 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 R̂xx with γth.

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 + PDC) + Pout, (4)

where PC is the power consumption for the control and phase

shift switch circuits in each RE, PDC denotes the direct current

power consumption at each active RE, and Pout is the power

of the amplified signals, which in the considered active RIS

assisted spectrum sensing system is given by

Pout =
K
∑

k=0

ζkpk‖Φfk‖2 + σ2
1‖Φ1M‖2,

where we define ζ0 = 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,

p0h
H
0 R−1h0 + 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 p0h
H
0 R−1h0+1. Recalling that h0 = d+GΦf0,

R =
∑K

k=1 ζkpkhkh
H
k + σ2

2IN + σ2
1GΦΦHG, and hk =

dk + GΦfk, we therefore consider an optimization problem

as follows.

P1:max
Φ

hH0

(

K
∑

k=1

ζkpkhkh
H
k +σ2

2IN+σ2
1GΦΦHG

)−1

h0

s.t.

K
∑

k=0

ζkpk‖Φfk‖2+σ2
1‖Φ1M‖2≤ P̄out, (5a)

am ≤ amax, (5b)

where P̄out , PARIS −M(PC +PDC) with PARIS the power

budget of the active RIS, 1M is an M -dimensional column

vector with all elements of 1. Despite the convex constraints

(5a) and (5b), 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], [35], which unfolds as

the following lemma [34].
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Lemma 1 (Principle of the WMMSE framework). Given two

matrices A ∈ C
n×p, B ∈ C

p×l, let N be a positive definite

matrix, we have

log det(I+ABBHAHN−1)

= max
Ω>0,Γ

log det(Ω)− Tr(ΩE(Γ,B)) + l, (6)

where E(Γ,B) is defined as

E(Γ,B) = (I− ΓHAB)(I− ΓHAB)H + ΓHNΓ, (7)

Γ ∈ Cn×l and Ω ∈ Cl×l are two auxiliary matrices with Ω

a positive definite matrix. Moreover, the optimal Γ and Ω for

the right-hand side (RHS) of (6) are respectively given by

Γopt =
(

N+ABBHAH
)−1

AB, (8)

and

Ωopt = (E (Γopt,B))
−1

=
(

I− ΓHoptAB
)−1

. (9)

To obtain the optimal Φ in P1, we have

argmax
Φ

hH0 R−1h0 = argmax
Φ

log(1 + hH0 R−1h0)

= argmax
Φ

log det(I+ h0h
H
0 R−1),

where the second equality comes from the fact that det(I +
AB) = det(I+BA). Therefore, using Lemma 1, P1 can be

equivalently transformed into a weighted mean square error

minimization problem as

P2: min
Φ,u,ω

ωǫ(u,Φ)− logω (10a)

s.t. (5a), (5b), (10b)

where u, ω and ǫ(u,Φ) respectively play the same roles of

Γ, E(Γ,B), and Ω in Lemma 1. To be specific, ǫ(u,Φ) is

given by

ǫ(u,Φ) = p0|uHh0 − 1|2 +
K
∑

k=1

ζkpk|uHhk|2

+σ2
1‖uHGΦ‖2 + σ2

2‖u‖2.
In fact, P2 falls into the majorization-minimization algorithmic

framework, and u, ω 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 ω, u,

Φ, 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 (8) and (9), the

optimal ω and u are respectively given by

uopt=

(

K
∑

k=0

ζkpkhkh
H
k+σ

2
1GΦΦHGH+σ2

2IN

)−1

h0. (11)

ωopt=
1

ǫ(u,Φ)
, (12)

With fixed u and ω, P2 can be equivalently rewritten as the

following optimization problem with respect to Φ.

P2-1:min
Φ

ǫ(uopt,Φ) (13a)

s.t. (5a), (5b). (13b)

Let Fk be a diagonal matrix consisting of all the elements

of fk, i.e., Fk = diag(fk), ∀k = 0, 1, · · · ,K , and φφφ =
[φ1, · · · , φM ]T , we have

hk = dk +GΦfk = dk +GFkφφφ = Akφ̄φφ,

‖uHGΦ‖2 = |diag(uHG)φφφ|2 = |Bφ̄φφ|2,
where Ak , [GFk,dk], B , diag([uHG, 0]) and φ̄φφ ,

[φφφT , 1]T . Therefore, P2-1 can be equivalently expressed as

P2-2:min
φ̄φφ
ǭ(φ̄φφ) (14a)

s.t. φ̄φφ
H
J̄φ̄φφ ≤ P̄out, (14b)

|φ̄φφm| ≤ amax, ∀m = 1, · · · ,M, (14c)

φ̄φφM+1 = 1, (14d)

where

ǭ(φ̄φφ) = p0
∣

∣uHA0φ̄φφ− 1
∣

∣

2
+

K
∑

k=1

ζkpk
∣

∣uHAkφ̄φφ
∣

∣

2
+ σ2

1‖Bφ̄φφ‖2,

and

J=diag

(

K
∑

k=0

ζkpk|fk,1|2+σ2
1 , · · · ,

K
∑

k=0

ζkpk|fk,M |2+σ2
1 , 0

)

.

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

optimal Φ 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 1.

Algorithm 1: The WMMSE-based algorithm for P1

1 Initialize Φ such that (5a) and (5b) are satisfied;

2 repeat

3 Update u by (11) with fixed Φ and ω;

4 Update Φ by solving P2-2 with fixed u and ω;

5 Update ω by (12) with fixed u and Φ;

6 until the convergence of ω;

7 return Φ.

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 IV-A, while setting

σ2
1 = 0, amax = 1 and dropping constraint (5a). 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., |φm| = 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 σ2
1 = 0 and drop constraint (5a), P2-2 for the

passive RIS becomes

P2-2-P:min
φ̄φφ
ǭ(φ̄φφ) (15a)

s.t. |φ̄φφm| = 1, ∀m = 1, · · · ,M, (15b)

φ̄φφM+1 = 1. (15c)
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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 ¯̄φφφ = [φ̄φφ
T
, 1]T and

V = ¯̄φφφ¯̄φφφH , we have

P2-2-P-SDP:min
V

Tr(ApV) (16a)

s.t. V � 0, (16b)

Vm,m = 1,m = 1, · · · ,M + 2, (16c)

where Ap = p0ū0ū
H
0 +

∑K
k=1 ζkpkūkū

H
k , with

ūH0 = [uHA0,−1], ūHk = [uHAk, 0], ∀k = 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 Φ 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 II-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 fk and G are LoS channels to derive closed-

form expressions. In such a setup, the channel between the

PU/interferers and RIS is denoted by

fk =
√

βf,ka
h(θAOA

k , ψAOA
k )⊗av(θAOA

k , ψAOA
k ), k = 0, · · · ,K,

where βf,k denotes the pathloss, θAOA
k and ψAOA

k are respec-

tively the azimuth angle of arrival (AOA) and elevation AOA,

ah and av are the steering vectors defined as

ah(θ, ψ) = [1, · · · , e−j 2πd

λ
(Mh

−1) sin(θ) cos(ψ)]T ,

av(θ, ψ) = [1, · · · , e−j 2πd

λ
(Mv

−1) cos(θ) cos(ψ)]T ,

where d denotes the element space of the RIS that is usually

set as λ/2. The RIS-SU channel can be written as

G =
√

βGaGb
H
G , (17)

where

aG = [1, · · · , e−j 2πd

λ
(N−1) sin(θAOA

G
)],

bG = ah(θAOD
G , ψAOD

G )⊗ av(θAOD
G , ψAOD

G ),

θAOD
G and ψAOD

G are the azimuth angle of departure (AOD) and

elevation AOD of G at the RIS, and θAOA
G 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
Φ

fH0 ΦHGH(σ2
1GΦΦHGH + σ2

2I)
−1GΦf0 (18a)

s.t. (5a), (5b). (18b)

Using the identity (I+AB)−1 = I−A(I+BA)−1B, (18a)

can be rewritten as

max
Φ

1

σ2
1

fH0

[

I−
(

I+
σ2
1

σ2
2

ΦHGHGΦ

)−1
]

f0, (19)

By substituting (17) into (19), we have

(

I+
σ2
1

σ2
2

ΦHGHGΦ

)−1

=

(

I+
NβGσ

2
1

σ2
2

ΦHbGb
H
GΦ

)−1

.

Denoting C0 , NβGσ
2
1/σ

2
2 , using Sherman-Morrison for-

mula, we have

(

I+ C0Φ
HbGb

H
GΦ

)−1
= I− C0Φ

HbGb
H
GΦ

1 + C0b
H
GΦΦHbG

.

Therefore, P3 can be equivalently rewritten as

P3-1:max
Φ

|bHGΦaf |2
1 + C0b

H
GΦΦHbG

(20a)

s.t. (5a), (5b). (20b)

Obviously, the optimal phase shifts of the reflecting coeffi-

cients are given by

θm = arg(bG(m))− arg(af (m)), ∀m = 1, · · · ,M.

With the optimal phase shifts, we have

|bHGΦaf |2
1 + C0b

H
GΦΦHbG

=
(
∑M

m=1 am)2

1 + C0

∑M
m=1 a

2
m

≤ M2a2

1 + C0Ma2
,

where the equality holds if and only if a1 = · · · = aM = 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

Ma2βf,0p0 +Ma2σ2
1 +M(PC + PDC) ≤ PARIS.

Suppose that the number of REs can be an arbitrary value,

the optimal M can be obtained only when PARIS is fully

consumed by the M REs. This can be easily verified via proof

by contradiction as follows. Once the power consumption of
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the active RIS is lower than PARIS, we can increase M or

a to make (20a) larger. Therefore, denoting A = a2, C1 =
PC + PDC, and C2 = βf,0p0 + σ2

1 , we have

M =
PARIS

C1 + C2A
, (21)

To maximize M2a2/(1 + C0Ma2) for a given power budget

PARIS, we obtain an optimization problem as

max
A

AP 2
ARIS

(C1 + C2A)(C1 + C2A+ C0APARIS)
(22a)

s.t. A ≤ a2max. (22b)

Dividing both the numerator and denominator of (22a) by A,

(22a) can be transformed as

P 2
ARIS

C2

1

A
+ C2(C2 + C0PARIS)A+ 2C1C2 + C0C1PARIS

.

Regardless of constraint (22b), we can obtain the optimal

A by utilizing the first-order optimality condition, and the

unconstrained optimal A is denoted by A0 = C1C
−

1

2

2 (C2 +
C0PARIS)

−
1

2 . Under constraint (22b), we have

Aopt =

{

A0, if A0 < a2max,
a2max, if A0 ≥ a2max.

Eventually, the optimal a is given by

aopt = min
{

amax,
√

A0

}

, (23)

and the optimal M is

Mopt =
PARIS

PC + PDC + a2opt(βf,0p0 + σ2
1)
. (24)

Obviously, aopt and Mopt depend on the relationship between

amax and
√
A0, which means that the active RIS spectrum

sensing performance can be improved if a larger amax can be

realized while satisfying amax ≤ √
A0.

When Mopt is not an integer such that Mopt ∈ (M0,M0 +
1), the optimal integral number of active REs and the corre-

sponding amplification factor, which are respectively denoted

by M̄opt and āopt, can be recovered as follows. By defining

ξ(M) =

√

PARIS −MC1

MC2
, q(M,a) =

M2a2

1 + C0Ma2
,

when aopt = amax, we have M̄opt = M0, and āopt =
amax. When aopt =

√
A0, we have M̄opt = M0, āopt =

min{amax, ξ(M0)} if q(M0,min{amax, ξ(M0)}) > q(M0 +
1, ξ(M0 + 1)), and otherwise we have M̄opt = M0 + 1,

āopt = ξ(M0 + 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 aopt and Mopt as the optimal

configurations of the active RIS for simplicity. With aopt

and Mopt, we denote the largest eigenvalue of the population

covariance matrix under H1 by ηARIS + 1 with

ηARIS = p0f
H
0 ΦHGH(σ2

1GΦΦHGH + σ2
2I)

−1GΦf0

=
a2optp0M

2
optβf,0βG

σ2
2

aHG (Moptσ
2
1a

2
optβGaGa

H
G + σ2

2I)
−1aG

=
a2optp0Moptβf,0

σ2
1a

2
opt



1−
(

1 +
Moptσ

2
1a

2
optβGa

H
GaG

σ2
2

)−1




=
a2optM

2
optNβf,0βGp0

MoptNσ2
1a

2
optβG + σ2

2

=
Na2optP

2
ARISβf,0βGp0

Na2optβGσ
2
1PARISPRE + σ2

2P
2
RE

, (25)

where PRE = PC+PDC+a2opt(βf,0p0+σ
2
1) denotes the total

power consumption of an RE with amplification factor aopt.
On the other hand, the power consumption model of the

passive RIS is given by

PPRIS =MPC. (26)

With the optimal phase shift design θm = arg(bG(m)) −
arg(af (m)), the largest eigenvalue of the population covari-

ance matrix under H1 is ηPRIS + 1 with

ηPRIS =
NM2βf,0βGp0

σ2
2

=
NP 2

PRISβf,0βGp0
P 2
Cσ

2
2

. (27)

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 [21].

Lemma 2. Let χ = N/T with large N and T , denoting the

largest population eigenvalue by ηRIS + 1, the distribution

of the largest sample eigenvalue λmax can be described as

follows.

• When ηRIS <
√
χ,

N
2

3

λmax − (1 +
√
χ)2

(1 +
√
χ)

4

3

√
χ

D−−−−−→
N,T→∞

F2,

where F2 is the Tracy-Widom distribution of order 2.

• When ηRIS >
√
χ, λmax satisfies a Gaussian distribution

as λmax ∼ N (µa(ηRIS), va(ηRIS)), where

µa(ηRIS) = ηRIS + 1 + χ+
χ

ηRIS
,

va(ηRIS) =
(ηRIS + 1)2

n

(

1− χ

ηRIS

)

.

It should be noted that we have ηRIS = 0 for hypothesis

H0, which can be regarded as a special case of ηRIS <
√
χ.
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From Lemma 2, the distribution of the test statistic under

hypothesis H1 is the same as hypothesis H0. In such cases

where ηRIS <
√
χ, 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 ηRIS larger than
√
χ, and the minimum ηRIS for achieving

a target probability of P̄d should satisfy

Q

(

γth − µa(ηRIS)
√

va(ηRIS)

)

= P̄d. (28)

Let η0 denote the solution to (28), the minimum power budget

for realizing η0 is exactly that for achieving a target probability

of P̄d, which can be obtained via the bisection method due to

the fact that ηRIS 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 = (σ2
1IM +

∑K
k=1 ζkpkfkf

H
k )/σ2

2 , P1 reduces

to

P4:max
Φ

fH0 ΦHGH
(

IN +GΦDΦHGH
)−1

GΦf0 (29a)

s.t. (5a), (5b). (29b)

Using the Woodbury identity [39], namely,

(A+CBCH)−1

= A−1 −A−1C(B−1 +CHA−1C)−1CHA−1,

we have

(

IN +GΦDΦHGH
)−1

= IN −GΦ(D−1 +ΦHGHGΦ)−1ΦHGH .

Therefore, (29a) can be expressed as

fH0 ΦHGH
[

IN−GΦ(D−1+ΦHGHGΦ)−1ΦHGH
]

GΦf0.

Let E , ΦHGHGΦ, (29a) can be finally rewritten as

fH0
(

E−E(D−1 +E)−1E
)

f0. (30)

With the identity A−A(A+B)−1A = B−B(A+B)−1B,

(30) can be equivalently transformed as

fH0
(

D−1 −D−1(D−1 +E)−1D−1
)

f0. (31)

Noting that G is a rank-1 matrix under assumption (17),

E = ΦHGHGΦ = βGΦ
HbGa

H
GaGb

H
GΦ

= NβGΦ
HbGb

H
GΦ

is also a rank-1 matrix. Using Sherman-Morrison formula, we

can derive

(D−1 +E)−1 =
(

D−1 +NβGΦ
HbGb

H
GΦ

)−1

= D− DNβGΦ
HbGb

H
GΦD

1 +NβGbHGΦDΦHbG
. (32)

By substituting (32) into (31), (31) becomes

NβGf
H
0 ΦHbGb

H
GΦf0

1 +NβGbHGΦDΦHbG
.

Therefore, P4 can be equivalently transformed as

P4-1:max
Φ

bHGΦf0f
H
0 ΦHbG

1 +NβGbHGΦDΦHbG
(33a)

s.t. (5a), (5b). (33b)

Let φ be a vector consisting of the diagonal elements of ΦH ,

and defining a diagonal matrix B = diag(bG), P4-1 can be

rewritten as

P4-2:max
Φ

φHBHf0f
H
0 Bφ

1 +NβGφHBHDBφ
(34a)

s.t. |φm| ≤ amax, ∀m = 1, · · · ,M, (34b)

φHφ ≤ P̄out/P̄in, (34c)

where constraint (34c) is an equivalent transformation of (5a),

and P̄in =
∑K

k=0 ζkβf,kpk + σ2
1 .

In particular, (34a) can be transformed into a generalized

Rayleigh quotient form as

φHBHf0f
H
0 Bφ

φH( 1
ρ
I+NβGBHDB)φ

, (35)

where ρ , φHφ. Regardless of constraints (34b), we can

obtain a closed-form solution to maximize (35) by letting ρ =
P̄out/P̄in, and the solution can be expressed as

φMMSE =

(

1

ρ
I+NβGB

HDB

)−1

BHf0, (36)

which is also known as the MMSE-based solution. However,

due to the per-element amplification factor constraint (PEAFC)

(34b), 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 (34b) as a

constraint of ρ, namely, ρ ≤Ma2max, for simplicity. As such,

the optimal ρ for the MMSE-based solution can be obtained

by

ρ1 = min{P̄out/P̄in,Ma2max}.
By substituting (36) into (34a), the maximized objective of

P4-2 is given by

fH0 B

(

1

ρ1
I+NβGB

HDB

)−1

BHf0,

and ηARIS with the MMSE-based solution is therefore

ηARIS,MMSE=
NβGp0
σ2
2

fH0 B

(

1

ρ1
I+NβGB

HDB

)−1

BHf0.

(37)
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It is worth noting that the MMSE-based solution may violate

the PEAFC, and ηARIS,MMSE may can not be achieved.

Therefore, ηARIS,MMSE actually provides an upper bound of

ηARIS 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, φ

can be alternatively designed with the well-known ZF and

MF principles, where (34b) and (34c) can be satisfied by

straightforwardly scaling the obtained φ. In particular, the ZF-

based and MF-based solutions can be obtained as follows.

Denoting Q = [q0, · · · ,qK ], where qk , BHfk, let w be

first column of Q(QHQ)−1, the ZF-based solution satisfying

(34b) and (34c) is given by

φZF =
√
ρ2

w

‖w‖ , (38)

where

ρ2 = min

{

P̄out

P̄in
,
a2max‖w‖2
‖w‖2∞

}

. (39)

It should be noted that M ≥ K + 1 is necessary in the ZF-

based method to ensure that QHQ is invertible, where ηARIS

can be written as

ηARIS,ZF =
NβGp0

(

σ2

2

ρ2
+NβGσ2

1

)

[(QHQ)−1]1,1

=
NβGρ2p0

σ2
2 +NβGρ2σ2

1

qH0 (I− Q̄(Q̄HQ̄)−1Q̄H)q0,

(40)

where Q̄ = [q1, · · · ,qK ].
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

φMF = aBHaf , (41)

where

a = min







amax,

√

P̄out

MP̄in







.

Therefore, ηARIS with the MF-based solution is

ηARIS,MF =
NM2a2βf,0βGp0

(1 +Na2βGaHf Daf )σ2
2

. (42)

In the case with non-negligible interferers, for all the

above solutions, ηARIS can be optimized by increasing M
or upscaling φ while satisfying constraints (34b) and (34c).

Hence, a tradeoff between M and φ still exists. However, it

is difficult to straightforwardly figure out the optimal M and

φ as in the case with negligible interferers, because M is not

explicitly expressed in (37), (40), and (42). To find the optimal

tradeoff realizing the largest ηARIS 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

Mmax=

⌊

PARIS

PC + PDC

⌋

. (43)

Algorithm 2: The bisection method to obtain the

required power budget for achieving P̄d

1 Obtain η0 by solving (28);

2 Initialize a large power budget Phigh, Plow = 0, and a

stop condition ǫstop;

3 while |Phigh − Plow| > ǫstop do

4 Update PARIS = (Phigh + Plow)/2;

5 Calculate Mmax with (43);

6 for i = 1 :Mmax do

7 M = i;
8 Calculate ηi with one of (37), (40), and (42),

depending on the adopted method to obtain Φ;

9 end

10 η∗ = maxi{ηi};

11 if η∗ > η0 then

12 Phigh = PARIS;

13 else

14 Plow = PARIS;

15 end

16 end

17 return PARIS.

As such, we can obtain the optimal combination of Φ and M
to achieve the largest ηARIS for a given RIS power budget.

Then, following the conclusions drawn from Lemma 2, we

can finally obtain the required power budget to achieve a

target detection probability of P̄d, which can be summarized

in Algorithm 2.

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 [40]

βd,k =
λ2

(4π)2dα1

d,k

, βf,k =
λ2

(4π)2dα2

f,k

, βG =
λ2

(4π)2dα3

G

,

where λ is the carrier wavelength, dd,k, df,k, and dG denote

the distances of the corresponding channels, α1, α2, and α3

are the pathloss exponents. In the simulations, we set λ =
0.12m, corresponding to a carrier frequency of 2.5GHz. The

pathloss exponents are set with α1 = 4, α2 = 2, and α3 = 2.

The transmitting power of the PU and the interferers is set as

p0 = p1 = · · · = pK = 30 dBm, and the power of the thermal

noise at the active RIS and that of the AWGN at the SU are set

as σ2
1 = σ2

2 = −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 PDC = −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 (3) with the maximum

false alarm probability set as α = 0.1. The number of signal

samples is set as T = 100N = 6400 such that c = n/T =
0.01. Besides, the active probabilities of the interferers are

set as ζk = 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 (5a). An optimal

number of active REs achieving the best sensing performance

can be observed for all amax. Moreover, we can see that

the maximum detection probability achieved by the active

RIS increases as amax becomes larger. This observation is

consistent with the analysis in Section V, i.e., when amax

becomes larger while being kept below a certain value, say√
A0, the superiority of the active RIS will be more significant.

In Fig. 3, 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
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Fig. 3. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
0.9 for different T ’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 amax (e.g., amax = 3), the active RIS

requires more power budget as compared to the passive RIS.

When amax ≥ 5, the active RIS requires less power budget

than the passive RIS, and the required power budget can be

reduced by increasing amax, 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√
A0 ≈

√

C1/C2 =
√

(PC + PDC)/(βf,0p0 + σ2
1) ≈ 238,

it can also be observed that the required power budget can

not be further reduced by increasing amax when amax ≥ 238.

Hence, without considering the physical limitation of amax,

the required power can be minimized by letting a =
√
A0 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. 4.

In comparison with Fig. 3, one straightforward observation

is that, for both passive and active RISs, more power budget

is required to realize Pd = 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 T ’s under the case with non-negligible interferers.

the configuration methods, there exists an optimal amax, 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 T is small, but it can

also approach the MMSE-based solution in the large T 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 amax, 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 + PDC) is a lower bound of the zero-forcing

method. Therefore, in the large T region where the target η
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 Pd = 0.9. In Fig. 5,

the required power budget with respect to the active probability

of the interferers is depicted. When ζk = 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 ζk 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 a2max, 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 a2max = 20dB, the required power budget
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Fig. 5. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
Pd = 0.9 for different active probabilities of the interferers.

remains almost unchanged as ζk increases. In contrast, when

a2max = 40dB or even larger than 50dB, the required power

budget of the ZF-based method also increases as ζk 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

(40), the achieved ηARIS,ZF of the ZF-based solution mainly

depends on ρ2, which is actually determined by amax and

P̄out/P̄in. It should be noted that P̄in is the input signal power

of the active RIS, which is related to ζk. For a small amax

such that a2max‖w‖2/‖w‖2∞ < P̄out/P̄in, the required power

budget is therefore independent of ζk. For a large amax leading

to a2max‖w‖2/‖w‖2
∞
< P̄out/P̄in and ρ2 = P̄out/P̄in, with

increase of ζk, P̄in becomes larger, and P̄out 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 amax 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, i.e., ζ1 = · · · = ζK = 1 and p1 = · · · = pK . Fig.

6 depicts the relationship between the required power budget

and the interference strength for different RIS configuration

methods. Similar to Fig. 5, the required power budgets to

achieve Pd = 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
Pd = 0.9 for different transmit power of the interferers.

systems. Regarding the passive RIS, we can also see that the

MF-based solution no longer approaches the performance of

the WMMSE-based solution when the interference is strong.

Moreover, in the region such that pk/p0 > 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 a2max = 20dB and

a2max = 40dB almost converges to the same value when

the interference is strong enough. This can be explained as

follows. From Section V-A, we can see that there exists an

optimal amplification factor depending on the power of the

incident signals and the value of PC + PDC. 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 ζ1 = · · · = ζK = 1. As shown in

Fig. 7, 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
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Fig. 7. The required power budget to realize a target detection probability of
Pd = 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., PARIS,ZF > (K + 1)(PC + PDC).
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. 6, 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

a2max = 20dB and that of a2max = 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 H1 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
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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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