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Abstract—We consider an integrated access and backhaul
(IAB) node operating in full-duplex (FD) mode. We analyze
simultaneous transmission from the New Radio gNB to the IAB
node on the backhaul uplink, IAB node to a user equipment
(UE) on the access downlink, and IAB transmitter to the IAB
receiver on the self-interference (SI) channel. Our contributions
include (1) a low complexity algorithm to jointly design the hybrid
analog/digital beamformers for all three nodes to maximize the
sum spectral efficiency of the access and backhaul links by
canceling SI and maximizing received power; (2) derivation of
all-digital beamforming and spectral efficiency upper bound for
use in benchmarking; and (3) simulations to compare full vs.
half duplex modes, hybrid vs. all-digital beamforming algorithms,
proposed hybrid vs. conventional beamforming algorithms, and
spectral efficiency upper bound. In simulations, the proposed
algorithm shows significant reduction in SI power and increase
in sum spectral efficiency.

Index Terms—Integrated Access and Backhaul, Beamforming,
Full-Duplex, mmWave, Self-Interference.

I. INTRODUCTION

FUTURE wireless networks are expected to have densely
deployed basesetations (BSs) to support future appli-

cations, such as the Internet of Things, virtual/augmented
reality, and vehicle-to-everything. However, traditional fiber
backhauling is often unavailable or prohibitively expensive
for carrier operators. Integrated access and backhaul (IAB)
technology has emerged as a cost-effective alternative. In the
case of IAB, only a few BSs are connected to the traditional
wired infrastructures while the others relay the backhaul traffic
wirelessly [1], [2]. In a typical IAB framework, the access
and backhaul links share the same frequency spectrum, which
results in resource collision; thus, resource management is
required to resolve this issue. Owing to the simplicity of
implementation, many previous studies have incorporated half
duplex (HD) constraints in their frameworks [3]. In the HD
IAB approach, the access and backhaul links must use the
given radio resources orthogonally, be it in time or frequency.
While this helps prevent collisions in the two links, it fails to
exploit the full potential of the given radio resources.

In contrast, a smarter IAB framework with full duplex
(FD) techniques may simply rule out the HD constraint. FD
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systems have recently gained enormous attention in academia
and industry due to its potential to reduce latency and double
spectral efficiency in the link budget compared to the HD
relays that transmit and receive in different time slots. These
benefits make FD applicable in practice such as machine-to-
machine and integrated access and backhaul which is currently
proposed in 3GPP Release 17 [4]–[6].

Although FD brings many advantages, it suffers from loop-
back self-interference (SI), which is caused by the simultane-
ous transmission and reception over the same resource blocks.
This loopback signal cannot be neglected as the SI power can
be several orders of magnitude stronger than the signal power
received from the user equipment (UE), which can render FD
systems dysfunctional [7]. To address this limitation, related
work proposed robust beamforming design to suppress the
SI signal and achieve acceptable spectral efficiency [8]–[11].
Authors in [12] proposed a hybrid analog/digital beamforming
for FD systems with limited dynamic range. In addition,
authors in [13] proposed a low complexity frequency-domain
successive SI cancellation for FD radios. Authors in [14],
[15] proposed a robust beamforming design for an intelligent
reflecting surfaces assisted FD multiuser systems to wipe out
SI and improve sum spectral efficiency.

In this paper, we consider an FD IAB system. To address
SI, we propose low complexity hybrid analog/digital beam-
forming to cancel SI, avoid analog-to-digital converter (ADC)
saturation and maximize sum spectral efficiency of the access
and backhaul links. We derive an all-digital solution and upper
bound, and compare full vs. half duplex, hybrid vs. all-digital
beamforming, conventional SI cancellation, and upper bound.

Below, Section II describes the system model. Section III
presents the optimization problem and beamforming design.
Section IV gives numerical results. Section V concludes.

Notation: Bold lowercase x denotes column vectors, bold
uppercase X denotes matrices, non-bold letters x,X denote
scalar values. Using this notation, ‖X‖F is the Frobenius
norm, σ`(X) is the `-th singular value of X in decreasing
order, det(X) denotes the determinant, Tr(X) denotes the
trace, X∗ is the Hermitian or conjugate transpose, X−1

denotes the inverse of a square non-singular matrix.

ar
X

iv
:2

20
9.

11
17

0v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  5

 S
ep

 2
02

2



Access

Backhaul
Self-Interference

User EquipmentIABgNB Donor

Core Network

Fi
be

rB
ac

kh
au

l

Fig. 1: Full-duplex integrated access and backhaul (IAB) for a single-user case. The gNB
donor, linked to the core network by fiber backhaul, communicates with the IAB node
through wireless backhaul. The user equipment is served by the IAB node through the
wireless access link. Simultaneous transmission and reception of the IAB node over the
same time/frequency resources blocks incurs loopback self-interference.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Per Fig. 1, the system transmits from gNB to IAB nodes
on backhaul uplink, IAB node to user equipment on access
downlink, and IAB transmitter to receiver on SI channel.

A. Access and Backhaul Channel Models
Per Fig. 2, the backhaul uplink channel, Hb, and the

downlink access channel, Ha, each have the form

H =

√
NRXNTX

CRc

C−1∑
c=0

Rc−1∑
rc=0

αrcaRX(θrc)a
∗
TX(φrc) (1)

Where C is number of clusters, Rc is number of rays per
cluster, and θrc and φrc are the angles of arrival (AoA) and
departure (AoD) of the rc-th ray, respectively. Each ray has
a relative time delay τrc and complex path gain αrc . Also,
aRX(θ) and aTX(φ) are the RX and TX antenna array response
vectors, respectively. The array response vector is given by

aX(θ) =
1√
NX

[
1, ej

2πd
λ sin(θ), . . . , ej

2πd
λ (NX−1) sin(θ)

]T
. (2)

Where X is the TX or RX and NX is the number antennas.

B. Self-Interference Channel Model
Per Fig. 3, the SI leakage at the BS is modeled by the chan-

nel matrix Hs. The separation, or transceiver gap, between TX
and RX arrays is defined by distance d while the transceiver
incline is determined by ω. The SI channel is decomposed into
a static line-of-sight (LOS) channel modeled by HLOS, which
is derived from the geometry of the transceiver, and a non-line-
of-sight (NLOS) channel described by HNLOS which follows
the geometric channel model defined by (1). The (q, p)-th entry
of the LOS SI leakage matrix can be written as

[HLOS]qp =
1

dpq
e−j2π

dpq
λ (3)

Where dpq is the distance between the p-th antenna in the TX
array and q-th antenna in the RX array at BS given by (5).
The aggregate SI channel matrix can be obtained by

Hs =

√
κ

κ+ 1
HLOS︸ ︷︷ ︸

Near-Field

+

√
1

κ+ 1
HNLOS︸ ︷︷ ︸

Far-Field

(4)

Where κ is the Rician factor.

C. Signal Model

Received signals at the IAB (yb) and UE (ya) are given by

yb =
√
ρbW

∗
IABHbFgNBsb︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired Signal

+
√
ρsW

∗
IABHsFIABsa︸ ︷︷ ︸

Self-Interference Signal

+W∗
IABnIAB︸ ︷︷ ︸
AWGN

(6)

ya =
√
ρaW

∗
UEHaFIABsa︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired Signal

+W∗
UEnUE︸ ︷︷ ︸

AWGN
(7)

Where WIAB ∈ CNIAB×Ns and FIAB ∈ CNIAB×Ns are the all-
digital combiner and precoder at the IAB node, respectively.
WUE ∈ CNUE×Ns and FgNB ∈ CNgNB×Ns being the all-digital
combiner and precoder at the UE and gNB, respectively. Also,
Ns is the number of spatial streams and NX is the number of
antennas at node X.

III. BEAMFORMING DESIGN

The objective of designing of the beamformers is to max-
imize the received power for backhaul and access links and
simultaneously reject the SI. In this work, we propose a hybrid
analog/digital beamforming design wherein large amount of
SI is suppressed in the analog domain to avoid the ADC
saturation while residual SI is wiped out in the digital domain.

A. Hybrid Beamforming: Analog Stage

In this stage, we proceed to design the analog combiner
WRF

IAB ∈ CNIAB×N IAB
RF and precoder FRF

IAB ∈ CNIAB×N IAB
RF

at the IAB node as well as the analog combiner at UE
WRF

UE ∈ CNUE×NUE
RF and the analog precoder at the gNB

FRF
gNB ∈ CNgNB×NgNB

RF , where NX
RF is the number of RF chains at

node X. To avoid the ADC saturation, large amount of SI has to
be rejected in the analog domain which consequently requires
a robust design. The covariance matrix of the precoded SI and
noise at the IAB node is expressed by

RIAB = ρsHsF
RF
IABF

RF∗
IABH

∗
s + σ2INIAB

(8)

Where σ2 is the noise variance. Our objective is to
jointly design the analog combiners WRF

IAB, WRF
UE and pre-

coders FRF
gNB, FRF

IAB to minimize the SI power at the
IAB node and preserve the dimension of the signal
space, i.e., rank

(
WRF∗

IABHbF
RF
gNB

)
= min

(
N IAB

RF , N
gNB
RF

)
and

rank
(
WRF∗

UE HaF
RF
IAB

)
= min

(
NUE

RF , N
IAB
RF

)
. We formulate the

optimization problem accordingly

P1 : min
WRF

IAB

Tr
(
WRF∗

IABRIABW
RF
IAB

)
s.t. WRF∗

IABHbF
RF
gNB = αIN IAB

RF

(9)

Where RIAB is a positive definite matrix (RIAB > 0) and α =

1/
√
Tr
(
WRF∗

IABW
RF
IAB

)
is a power normalization coefficient.

To design the analog precoder at the IAB FRF
IAB, we proceed

similarly as WRF
IAB. The covariance matrix of the combined SI

and noise is expressed by

SIAB = ρsH
∗
sW

RF
IABW

RF∗
IABHs + σ2INIAB

(10)
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Fig. 2: Basic abstraction of the hybrid analog/digital architecture of the full-duplex integrated access and backhaul system. The backhaul channel is between the gNB donor and
IAB node, and the access channel is between the IAB node and the user equipment.
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Fig. 3: Relative position of TX and RX arrays at BS. Given that the TX and RX arrays
are collocated, the far-field assumption that the signal impinges on the antenna array as
a planar wave does not hold. Instead, for FD transceivers, it is more suitable to assume
that the signal impinges on the array as a spherical wave for the near-field LOS channel.

Where (SIAB > 0) is a positive definite matrix. Then, we
formulate the problem accordingly

P2 : min
FRF

IAB

Tr
(
FRF∗

IABSIABF
RF
IAB

)
s.t. WRF∗

UE HaF
RF
IAB = βIN IAB

RF

(11)

Where β = 1/
√
Tr
(
FRF∗

IABF
RF
IAB

)
is a power normalization

coefficient.

Theorem 1. The optimal analog combiner and precoder at the
IAB node, solutions to the problems (9) and (11) are expressed
by

WRF
IAB = αR−1IABHbF

RF
gNB

(
FRF∗

gNBH
∗
bR
−1
IABHbF

RF
gNB

)−1
(12)

FRF
IAB = βS−1IABH

∗
aW

RF∗
UE

(
WRF∗

UE HaS
−1
IABH

∗
aW

RF
UE

)−1
(13)

Proof. The proof of Theorem 1 is provided in Appendix A.

In this design, the analog precoder at gNB FRF
gNB and

combiner at UE FRF
gNB can be selected regardless of Problems

(9) and (11).

Proposition 1. The analog combiner at the UE that minimizes
the SI and hence the Mean Square Error (MSE) is the Wiener
filter or Linear Minimum (LMMSE) receiver WMMSE. The
filter design problem can be defined as

P3 :WMMSE = argmin
W

E
[
‖s− y‖22

]
(14)

For the analog precoder at the gNB, we adopt the Regularized
Zero-Forcing filter FRegZF. The expressions of the analog
combiner and precoder at the UE and gNB, respectively, are
given by

WRF
UE =

(
HaF

RF
IABF

RF∗
IABH

∗
a +

NUE

SNRa
INUE

)−1
HaF

RF
IAB (15)

FRF
gNB =

(
H∗bW

RF
IABW

RF∗
IABHb +

NIAB

SNRb
INIAB

)−1
H∗bW

RF
IAB

(16)

Where SNRx =
ρx
σ2 , x ∈ {a, b}.

The analog beamformers designed in Eqs. (12-16) are
unconstrained solutions, i.e., they do not satisfy the constant
amplitude (CA) constraint. To satisfy such constraint, they
have to be projected onto the subspace of the CA constraint.
Equivalently, the unconstrained solutions are updated as fol-
lows

XRF ←−
1√
N

exp (i∠XRF) (17)

Where N and ∠X are the number of rows and angles of the
complex matrix X, respectively.

B. Hybrid Beamforming: Digital Stage

Once the analog beamformers are designed to reject large
amount of SI to avoid the ADC saturation, the analog can-
cellation is not perfect, i.e., there are some residual SI left
over after the analog stage. The digital beamformers which are
interpreted as the last line of defense come to further remove
this residual SI.

Theorem 2. The optimal digital beamformer XBB can be ex-
pressed in terms of the analog beamformer XRF as follows. We
first apply the SVD XRF = URFSRFV

∗
RF. Second we express

XBB = VRFS
−1
RFQ?, where the columns of Q? ∈ CM×N

comprise the N dominant left singular vectors of U∗RFA. Note
that XRF ∈ CM×L, XBB ∈ CL×N and A ∈ CM×N .

Proof. The proof of Theorem 2 is reported in Appendix B.

C. All-Digital Beamforming

In mmWave communications, all-digital beamforming using
one RF chain per antenna with full precision data converters
is not a practical design. Although it achieves high spectral



dpq =

√(
d

tan(ω)
+ (q − 1)

λ

2

)2

+

(
d

sin(ω)
+ (p− 1)

λ

2

)2

− 2

(
d

tan(ω)
+ (q − 1)

λ

2

)(
d

sin(ω)
+ (p− 1)

λ

2

)
cos(ω) (5)

efficiency, it is not energy efficient. However, such a design
may serve as a benchmarking tool to measure the efficacy
of the proposed hybrid beamforming design. To this end, we
design an all-digital beamformer to cancel SI and maximize
the sum spectral efficiency by extending the routine we are
using for analog beamforming design. The first extension is
the all-digital beamformer X ∈ CM×N would have different
dimensions compared to the analog beamfomers, where M and
N are the numbers of antennas and spatial streams, respec-
tively. The second extension is that the all-digital beamformer
design is unconstrained; i.e., the CA constraint does not exist
for such a design.

Remark 1. Given the all-digital beamformer solution X ∈
CM×N , M and N are the number of antennas and spatial
streams, respectively. M should be large enough to sustain N
spatial streams and the remaining P = M − N degrees of
freedom should dedicated to suppress the SI.

We introduce the expressions of the spectral efficiency for
the backhaul and access links, respectively, as follows

Ib = log det
(
INs + ρbW

∗
IABHbFgNBQ

−1
b F∗gNBH

∗
bWIAB

)
(18)

Ia = log det
(
INs + ρaW

∗
UEHaFIABQ

−1
a F∗IABH

∗
aWUE

)
(19)

Where Qb is the covariance matrix of the SI and noise power
for the backhaul link and Qa is the covariance matrix of the
noise power for the access link, respectively given by

Qb = ρsW
∗
IABHsFIABF

∗
IABH

∗
sWIAB + σ2W∗

IABWIAB (20)

Qa = σ2W∗
IABWIAB (21)

Lemma 1. For the interference-free case, the optimal beam-
formers diagonalize the channel. By applying the SVD on the
channel, we retrieve the singular values and extract the first Ns

modes associated with the spatial streams. The upper bound
for backhaul or access link is given by

IBound =
Ns−1∑
`=0

log
(
1 + σ` (H)

2 SNR
)

(22)

D. Convergence

In this subsection, we prove the convergence of the proposed
algorithm 1. Since the digital beamforming solutions are
derived in terms of the analog beamformers, the convergence
of the hybrid analog/digital beamforming algorithm depends
on the convergence of the analog solutions themselves. In
other terms, it is sufficient to prove the convergence of the
objective functions in (9) and (11). We show that the objective
function decreases in each iteration and converges to the local
optimum in a few iterations, which makes it computationally

Algorithm 1 Hybrid Beamforming Design

1: function DIGITAL(XRF,A, N )
2: Compute SVD XRF = URFSRFV

∗
RF

3: Q← N Dominant left singular vectors of U∗RFA
4: XBB ← VRFS

−1
RFQ

5: return XBB

6: end function

7: Input Hs,Ha,Hb

8: Initialize FRF
gNB, FRF

IAB, WRF
IAB, WRF

UE, FBB
gNB, FBB

IAB, WBB
IAB,

WBB
UE

9: Set WIAB ← WRF
IABW

BB
IAB, FIAB ← FRF

IABF
BB
IAB, WIAB ←

WRF
UEW

BB
UE and FgNB ← FRF

gNBF
BB
gNB.

10: Compute RIAB and SIAB from (8) and (10).
11: Obtain WRF

IAB and FRF
IAB from (12) and (13).

12: Obtain WRF
UE and FRF

gNB from (15) and (16).
13: Project the analog beamformers on the CA subspace (17).
14: WBB

IAB ← DIGITAL
(
WRF

IAB,HbFgNB, Ns

)
.

15: FBB
IAB ← DIGITAL

(
FRF

IAB,H
∗
aWUE, Ns

)
.

16: WBB
UE ← DIGITAL

(
WRF

UE,HaFIAB, Ns

)
.

17: FBB
gNB ← DIGITAL

(
FRF

gNB,H
∗
bWIAB, Ns

)
.

18: Set WIAB ← WRF
IABW

BB
IAB, FIAB ← FRF

IABF
BB
IAB, WIAB ←

WRF
UEW

BB
UE and FgNB ← FRF

gNBF
BB
gNB.

19: Repeat Steps (10-18) until the convergence of (9) and (11).
20: return FRF

gNB, FRF
IAB, WRF

IAB, WRF
UE, FBB

gNB, FBB
IAB, WBB

IAB,
WBB

UE

efficient. The total SI plus noise power at the IAB node, i.e.,
the objective function of (9) is given by

R =Tr
(
WRF∗

IABRIABW
RF
IAB

)
=Tr

(
WRF∗

IAB

(
ρsHsF

RF
IABF

RF∗
IABH

∗
s + σ2INIAB

)
WRF

IAB

)
=Tr

(
ρsW

RF∗
IABHsF

RF
IABF

RF∗
IABH

∗
sW

RF
IAB

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Effective SI Power (J )

+σ2NRF.
(23)

Similarly, the SI plus noise power defined in (11) is given by

S =Tr
(
FRF∗

IABSIABF
RF
IAB

)
=Tr

(
FRF∗

IAB

(
ρsH

∗
sW

RF
IABW

RF∗
IABHs + σ2INIAB

)
FRF

IAB

)
=Tr

(
ρsF

RF∗
IABH

∗
sW

RF
IABW

RF∗
IABHsF

RF
IAB

)
+ σ2NRF.

(24)

It is noteworthy to state that the objective functions in (23) and
(24) have the same generic form and so the solutions as well.
The local optimal solutions of the objective functions (9) and
(11) are given by Theorem 1 and they are sure to converge to
the locally optimal solution as it is guaranteed by Algorithm
1. The effective SI power decreases in each iteration and it is
lower bounded by zero.

Fig. 4 illustrates the progress of the effective SI power
with respect to the number of iterations. We notice that the
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algorithm converges in just 10 iterations requiring 0.7 Mflops
in total. In addition, we observe that the analog beamforming
drops the SI power from 128 to 16 to prevent the ADC
saturation (8x) while the digital beamforming drops the SI
power from 16 to 10.06 (1.5x). Since the objective function
(11) has the same generic form as (9), the results in Fig. 4
also hold for the problem (11).

E. Complexity Analysis

Table I analyzes the computational complexity of the pro-
posed hybrid beamforming algorithm. Multiplying matrices
A ∈ Cm×n and B ∈ Cn×p requires nmp flops. An inverse
of an n×n matrix using Cholesky decomposition requires n3

3
flops whereas multiplication of a matrix A ∈ Cm×n and its
Hermitian (AA∗) requires nm2

2 flops.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

Table II gives the parameter values used in the simulations.
For each case, 1000 channels realizations were generated to
perform the Monte Carlo simulation in MATLAB.

Among the three FD hybrid beamforming solutions in
Fig. 5, SVD and [8] are very sensitive to SI because the
relative analog beamformers ignore SI cancellation, which
leads to ADC saturation and hence more performance loss.
Our approach, however, introduces analog beamformer design
to reduce a large amount of SI power as shown in Fig. 4.
The performance of the proposed system is improved by the
optimal digital beamforming solution which further suppresses
residual SI. At SNR = 5 dB, we notice the proposed FD
system achieves a gain of around 4.71, and 6.2 bits/s/Hz
with respect to SVD, work [8], respectively. In addition, our
proposed FD beamforming algorithm outperforms the HD
mode, which is a goal of this work, and achieves a gain of
8.62 bits/s/Hz at SNR = 5 dB.
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Fig. 5: Sum spectral efficiency results: Performance comparison between the proposed
algorithm with the related works as well as the benchmarking tools.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a low complexity hybrid ana-
log/digital beamforming design for a full duplex integrated
access and backhaul system. The proposed algorithm designs
the hybrid precoders for the gNB Donor and IAB node, and
the hybrid combiners for the IAB node and user equipment.
In simulation, the algorithm converges in five iterations while
reducing a large amount of SI in the analog domain to
avoid ADC saturation. In addition, the hybrid beamforming
results are further improved by the implementation of the
optimal digital beamformers which wipe out the residual SI.
Simulations show that the proposed FD beamforming design
outperforms the related works in terms of spectral efficiency as
well as it beats the half duplex mode which demonstrates the
feasibility of the proposed design for practical consideration.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The objective is to minimize the equality in (9), while
preserving the signal dimensions. We begin by expressing the
Lagrangian function given by

L
(
WRF

IAB, x
)
= WRF∗

IABRIABW
RF
IAB+x

(
WRF∗

IABHbF
RF
gNB − INRF

)
(25)

The Lagrangian conditions for this problem are

∇WRF∗
IAB
L = 0 (26)

x?
(
WRF∗

IABHbF
RF
gNB − INRF

)
= 0 (27)

Eq. (26) can be reformulated as

∇WRF∗
IAB

Tr
(
WRF∗

IABRIABW
RF
IAB

)
+ x?∇WRF∗

IAB

(
WRF∗

IABHbF
RF
gNB − INRF

)
= 0

(28)

Where ∇ is the gradient operator and x? is the Lagrangian
multiplier. Differentiating (28) with respect to WRF∗

IAB , we get

RIABW
RF
IAB + xHbF

RF
gNB = 0 (29)



TABLE I: Computational complexity of the hybrid beamforming algorithm. Parameters values are selected from Table II.

Operation Complex Multiplications for Highest-Order Terms Flops Dominant Term Contribution (Total)

WRF
IAB

3
2
N2

IABN
IAB
RF + 1

3
N3

IAB +NgNBNIABN
gNB
RF + 1

3

(
NgNB

RF

)3
+N2

IABN
gNB
RF 21165 1

3
N3

IAB 51.61% (16.06%)

FRF
IAB

3
2
N2

IABN
IAB
RF + 1

3
N3

IAB +NUENIABN
UE
RF + 1

3

(
NUE

RF

)3
+N2

IABN
UE
RF 19373 1

3
N3

IAB 56.38% (16.06%)

FRF
gNB

3
2
N2

gNBN
gNB
RF + 1

3
N3

gNB 13995 1
3
N3

gNB 78.05% (16.06%)

WBB
IAB 9

(
N IAB

RF

)2
NIAB + 9N2

s NIAB +N2
IABNs +N3

s 4360 N2
IABNs 46.97% (3.03%)

FBB
IAB 9

(
N IAB

RF

)2
NIAB + 9N2

s NIAB +N2
IABNs +N3

s 4360 N2
IABNs 46.97% (3.01%)

FBB
gNB 9

(
NgNB

RF

)2
NgNB + 9N2

s NgNB +N2
gNBNs +N3

s 4360 N2
gNBNs 46.97% (3.01%)

WBB
UE 9

(
NUE

RF

)2
NUE + 9N2

s NUE +N2
UENs +N3

s 328 9
(
NUE

RF

)2
NUE 43.90% (0.21%)

WRF
UE

3
2
N2

UEN
UE
RF + 1

3
N3

UE 70 3
2
N2

UEN
UE
RF 69.23% (0.07%)

TABLE II: System parameters.

Parameter Value
Carrier frequency 28 GHz
Bandwidth 850 MHz
Number of gNB/IAB Antennas (NgNB/NIAB) 32
Number of UE Antennas (NUE) 4
Number of Clusters (C) 6
Number of Rays per Cluster (Rc) 8
AoA/AoD Angular Spread 20◦

Transceivers Gap (d) 2λ
Transceivers Incline (ω) π

6
Rician Factor (κ) 5 dB
SI Power (ρs) 15 dB
Number of Spatial Streams (Ns) 2
Number of RF Chains (NRF) 2

WRF
IAB = −R−1IABHbF

RF
gNBx (30)

Then substituting the expression of (WRF
IAB) in (27), we obtain(

−R−1IABHbF
RF
gNBx

)∗
HbF

RF
gNB = αINRF

(31)

x = −α
(
FRF∗

gNBH
∗
bR
−1
IABHbF

RF
gNB

)−1
(32)

Thereby

WRF
IAB = αR−1IABHbF

RF
gNB

(
FRF∗

gNBH
∗
bR
−1
IABHbF

RF
gNB

)−1
(33)

The proof of the analog precoder at the IAB node (FRF
IAB)

follows the same derivation steps as (WRF
IAB).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

For XRF given Consider the SVD XRF = URFSRFV
∗
RF, and

let Q = SRFV
∗
RFXBB ∈ CL×N . Then XRFXBB = URFQ so

that X∗BBX
∗
RFXRFXBB = Q∗U∗RFURFQ = Q∗Q. The generic

form of the spectral efficiency in (18) and (19) is expressed
in terms of Q as

max
Q∗Q=IN

log det (IN + ρQ∗U∗RFAA∗URFQ) (34)

Solution Q? is given by the N dominant left singular vec-
tors of URFA. By changing variables, we solve XBB =
VRFS

−1
RFQ?. For Q = Q?, the objective function becomes

log det (IN + ρQ∗U∗RFAA∗URFQ) ≤ log det (IN + ρA∗A)
(35)

with the bound in (35) applying to any semi-unitary URF. This
bound holds with equality if the columns of URF are taken as
the L dominant left singular vectors of A.
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