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Abstract—Rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA) has been
studied for multiuser multiple-input multiple-output (MU-
MIMO) systems especially in the presence of imperfect chan-
nel state information (CSI) at the transmitter. However, its
precoding designs that maximize the sum rate normally have
high computational complexity. To implement an efficient RSMA
scheme for the MU-MIMO system, in this work, we propose a
novel robust precoding design, which can handle imperfect CSI.
Specifically, we first adopt the generalized mutual information to
construct a lower bound of the objective function in the sum rate
maximization problem. Then, we apply a smooth lower bound of
the non-smooth sum rate objective function to construct a new
optimization problem. By revealing the relationship between the
generalized signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio and the mini-
mum mean square error matrices, we transform the constructed
problem into a tractable one. After decomposing the transformed
problem into three subproblems, we investigate a new alternating
precoding design based on sequential solutions. Simulation results
demonstrate that the proposed precoding scheme achieves com-
parable performance to conventional methods, while significantly
reducing the computational complexity.

Index Terms—Precoding, MU-MIMO, imperfect CSI, rate-
splitting multiple access (RSMA), sum rate maximization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precoding techniques have played a key role in multiple-

input multiple-output (MIMO) communications to maximize

the sum rate [1]. Effective inter-user interference mitigation

or sum rate maximization always requires perfect channel

state information (CSI) at the transmitter (CSIT). However,

practical limitations such as channel estimation errors [1]–[3]

and quantization errors [4]–[6] inevitably lead to inaccurate

CSIT. Failing to incorporate CSIT errors in the precoding

design results in severe sum rate degradations, particularly

in high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regions. Therefore, it is
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crucial to develop robust precoding schemes which can address

the impact of CSIT imperfection.

Rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA) has been proposed as

a viable downlink transmission strategy for multiuser MIMO

(MU-MIMO) systems [7]–[11]. Owing to its high degree of

freedom, RSMA has been widely studied in imperfect CSIT

and overloaded scenarios. The essence of the RSMA lies in

the common signal construction at a base station (BS) and its

removal at each user through successive interference cancella-

tion (SIC). From an information-theoretic perspective, RSMA

can be regarded as a generalization of the Han-Kobayashi

scheme [12]. Existing works have shown that in the pres-

ence of imperfect CSIT, RSMA achieves explicit performance

gains over linearly-precoded space-division multiple access

(SDMA), orthogonal multiple access (OMA), non-orthogonal

multiple access (NOMA), and non-linearly precoded dirty

paper coding (DPC) [13]–[15]. Furthermore, deploying RSMA

structures has proven effective in enhancing system perfor-

mance in various applications such as cloud radio access

network (C-RAN), integrated sensing and communication

(ISAC), satellite communication, and reconfigurable intelligent

surfaces (RIS) [16]–[21]. Careful determination of precoding

matrices is crucial in RSMA systems [22], [23]. However, due

to the non-smooth function within the achievable common

rate, maximizing the sum rate in RSMA brings nontrivial

challenges in the precoding design.

There have been some efforts for the precoding design

in RSMA. A precoding design which eliminates inter-group

interference was proposed by utilizing a sum rate upper bound

[24]. Based on the regularized block diagonalization (RBD)

scheme [25], [26], a linear precoding and stream combin-

ing technique was investigated in [27]. Also, a successive

null-space (SNS) precoding scheme was studied in [28]. To

overcome the limitation on the number of common streams,

a generalized singular value decomposition (GSVD) based

precoding method was proposed in [29]. However, all the

aforementioned precoding approaches failed to maximize the

sum rate when dealing with imperfect CSIT.

To maximize the ergodic sum rate (ESR) of RSMA, which

reflects the sum rate performance of all possible channel

realizations, researchers have employed various optimization

techniques [7]–[9], [30]–[32]. The sample average approxi-

mation (SAA) based weighted minimum mean square error

(WMMSE) precoding scheme [7] transformed the stochastic

non-convex optimization problem into a series of quadratically

constrained quadratic programs (QCQP), which can be solved

by using the interior-point method iteratively. This approach
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has also been extended to the robust max-min fairness precod-

ing design [8] and the robust precoding design for maximizing

the ESR in MU-MIMO systems [9]. Besides, the concave-

convex procedure (CCP) based linear precoding scheme [30]

changed the original optimization problem into a series of

successively refined convex problems. However, the above

methods require high computational complexity to solve the

optimization problem in each iteration. To reduce the comput-

ing task, a fractional programming based precoding scheme

was proposed in [31] assuming perfect CSIT. Considering im-

perfect CSIT, the authors in [32] approximated the minimum

common rate and presented a precoding scheme that iteratively

finds the eigenvector to maximize the ESR. Nevertheless,

these schemes are designed for single-receive antenna systems,

thereby they are not applicable to the considered MU-MIMO

system.

In this paper, we study a novel robust precoding design

which maximizes the ESR in RSMA systems with imperfect

CSIT while maintaining low complexity. The main contribu-

tions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• When only imperfect CSIT is available, we first derive a

lower bound of the ESR by examining the generalized

mutual information. We then reformulate the derived

optimization problem by applying a lower bound of

the minimum function. To simplify the expression, we

reveal the relationship between the generalized signal-

to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and the minimum

mean square error (MMSE) matrices. To the best of our

knowledge, this relationship has not been investigated

before. Based on this derivation, we finally transform the

reformulated optimization problem into a tractable one.

• To solve the transformed problem, we decompose it into

three subproblems by employing the block coordinate

descent (BCD) approach [33]. Leveraging the sequen-

tial solutions of these subproblems, we propose a new

alternating precoding design. Compared to the state-

of-the-art WMMSE-SAA scheme [9], which relies on

the generation of CSIT samples and an optimization

toolbox, the proposed scheme can reduce the computa-

tional complexity. Simulation results demonstrate that the

proposed scheme achieves comparable performance to the

WMMSE-SAA scheme with lower complexity.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section

II introduces the system model. The problem formulation is

given in Section III. Section IV elaborates on the proposed

precoding design. Simulation results are illustrated in Section

V, and Section VI concludes this paper.

Notation: Column vectors and matrices are denoted by

lower-case bold and upper-case bold letters, respectively. (·)T ,

(·)∗, (·)H , |·|, and tr (·) stand for transpose, conjugate, Hermi-

tian, determinant, and trace, respectively. diag {a} represents

a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements consist of the

elements of a, and diag−1 {A} collects diagonal elements of

A into a column vector. blkdiag {·} indicates a block diagonal

matrix. IN equals an N × N identity matrix, while 1M×N

refers to an M × N all-ones matrix. E [·] is the statistical

expectation operation. We define the complex partial derivative

(a) BS structure.

(b) Receiver structure of the k-th user.

Fig. 1. System model of 1-layer RSMA for MU-MIMO systems.

operation
∂f(A)
∂A∗

as ∇Af .

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a single-cell narrowband MU-MIMO system

with K users, where a BS is equipped with M transmit

antennas and each user has N receive antennas. Without

loss of generality, it is assumed that M > N . The block

fading channel between the BS and user k is denoted as

Hk ∈ CM×N , whose elements are zero-mean independent and

identically distributed (i.i.d.) unit variance complex Gaussian

random variables. The received signal at user k is expressed

as

yk = HH
k x+ nk,

where x ∈ CM×1 denotes the transmit signal and nk ∈ CN×1

is an i.i.d. complex Gaussian noise vector with zero mean

and variance σ2
n. A total power constraint is imposed as

E
[
xHx

]
= ρ, where ρ is the maximum transmit power.

A. RSMA for MU-MIMO

As illustrated in Fig. 1, in this paper, we focus on a 1-layer

RSMA for MU-MIMO systems, where SIC is applied once

[9], [11]. The data streams {wk} are split into common and

private parts. The common parts {wc,k} are combined into N
common messages wc using a predefined codebook1. Then,

the common and private messages are modulated, linearly

precoded, and finally superimposed. This process yields the

transmit signal x as

x = Pcsc +

K∑

k=1

Pksk,

1It was shown in [9] that the system performance is maximized when the
number of common messages equals that of receive antennas.
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where Pc ∈ CM×N and Pk ∈ CM×N are the precoding

matrices for the common symbol vector sc ∈ CN×1 and

private symbol vector sk ∈ CN×1 for the k-th user, respec-

tively. It is assumed that both sc and sk are uncorrelated

with E
[
scs

H
c

]
= IN , E

[
sks

H
k

]
= IN , and E

[
scs

H
k

]
= 0.

Thus, the power constraint can be rewritten as tr
(
PcP

H
c

)
+∑K

k=1 tr
(
PkP

H
k

)
= ρ. If tr

(
PcP

H
c

)
= 0, there is no common

signal and the system boils down to the SDMA structure [9],

[11].

After receiving yk, each user first decodes the common

symbol vector sc by treating all private signals as interference.

The decoded common signal is then removed from yk through

the SIC as yk − HH
k Pcsc. Subsequently, each user decodes

its own private symbol vector by treating other private signals

as interference. The instantaneous common and private rates

for user k respectively represent

Rc,k = log2 |IN + SINRc,k| ,

Rp,k = log2 |IN + SINRp,k| ,

where the SINR matrices for common and private signals are

respectively written as

SINRc,k=PH
c Hk

(∑K

j=1
HH

k PjP
H
j Hk + σ2

nIN

)−1

HH
k Pc,

SINRp,k=PH
k Hk

(∑
j 6=k

HH
k PjP

H
j Hk + σ2

nIN

)−1

HH
k Pk.

From Fig. 1(a), it can be seen that the common message wc

consists of a part of the information from all users. In order

to successfully perform the SIC at each user, the achievable

common rate of RSMA should be the minimum common rate

across all users. Thus, the instantaneous sum rate is computed

as

R = min
k=1,··· ,K

{Rc,k}+
K∑

k=1

Rp,k.

B. Imperfect CSIT Model

Due to practical limitations, CSIT is always imperfect.

In the following, we introduce imperfect CSIT models with

channel estimation and quantization errors.

1) Channel estimation error model: When the channel

follows a complex Gaussian distribution and the BS adopts

a linear MMSE estimator, the actual channel Hk is composed

of the estimated channel Ĥk and its associated error Ek which

are independent of each other as [35], [36]

Hk = Ĥk +Ek, (1)

where Ĥk and Ek are zero-mean complex Gaussian matrices

comprised of i.i.d. elements with variance 1− σ2
e,k and σ2

e,k,

respectively. The parameter σ2
e,k serves as an indicator of the

estimation error level.

2) Channel quantization error model: When each user

employs limited feedback to convey the downlink CSI, the

CSIT error mainly arises from the quantization process [37],

[38]. Consider a rank-N eigenvalue decomposition HkH
H
k =

H̃kΛkH̃
H
k , where H̃k ∈ CM×N consists of the orthonormal

eigenvectors of HkH
H
k corresponding to its N non-zero eigen-

values, and Λk ∈ CN×N is a diagonal matrix whose diago-

nal elements are the non-zero eigenvalues. The quantization

process is achieved by finding the minimum chordal distance

between H̃k and semi-unitary matrices from a predefined

codebook with 2B codewords. For instance, user k selects the

i-th codeword Ck,i from codebook Ck =
{
Ck,1, · · · ,Ck,2B

}

based on the following criterion as

Ĥk = argmin
Ck,i∈Ck

d2 (Hk,Ck,i) ,

where d2 (Hk,Ck,i) denotes the chordal distance N −
tr
(
H̃H

k Ck,iC
H
k,iH̃k

)
.

Then, H̃k can be decomposed as [4]

H̃k = ĤkXkYk + SkZk,

where Xk represents a unitary matrix, Yk and Zk stand

for N × N upper triangular matrices with positive diagonal

elements satisfying YH
k Yk + ZH

k Zk = IN and tr
(
ZH
k Zk

)
=

d2
(
Hk, Ĥk

)
, and the semi-unitary matrix Sk ∈ CM×N is

isotropically distributed in an N -dimensional plane within the

(M −N)-dimensional left nullspace of Ĥk. Ĥk, Xk, and

Yk are independent of each other, and Sk and Zk are also

independent.

Finding a robust precoding design based on the above

channel decomposition is nontrivial since only quantized chan-

nels are available at the BS [39]. Thus, the channel Hk is

approximated by [6]

Hk = δkĤk + ηkOk, (2)

where δk and ηk represent random values with E [δk] =√
M − M2γ

M−N and E [ηk] =
√

M2γ
M−N , and Ok indicates a

random semi-unitary matrix independent of Ĥk. The pa-

rameter γ = 1
NE

{
minCk,i∈Ck

d2 (Hk,Ck,i)
}

denotes the

quantization distortion for each column of Hk.

Due to the presence of CSIT errors, the precoding design

introduces additional interference if we treat Ĥk as the actual

channel. Therefore, instead of the instantaneous sum rate, we

maximize the ESR as

max
P

min
k=1,··· ,K

{
E
Ĥk,Ek

[Rc,k]
}
+

K∑

k=1

E
Ĥk,Ek

[Rp,k] (3a)

subject to tr
(
PPH

)
= ρ, (3b)

where P = [Pc,P1, · · · ,PK ] ∈ CM×N(K+1) equals the

concatenation of precoding matrices. We can check that the

above problem is hard to solve due to its non-smooth objective

function.
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III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we focus only on the channel estimation

error model (1) in Section II-B, as an extension to the channel

quantization error model is trivial. To facilitate the derivation,

we transform the optimization problem (3) with lower bounds.

In the following, we first investigate a lower bound of the

objective in (3a). Rewriting the received signal at user k in

terms of the channel estimation error model yields

yk = ĤH
k Pcsc + ĤH

k

K∑

k=1

Pksk

+EH
k Pcsc +EH

k

K∑

k=1

Pksk + nk.

Based on the received signal, it can be seen that calculating

the common and private rates becomes challenging due to the

unknown CSIT error Ek. To address this, we adopt generalized

mutual information, which is defined as the worst-case mutual

information (see [40], [41] and references therein). In this

model, the terms associated with the unknown CSIT error are

treated as the independent Gaussian noise. Then we can obtain

the generalized SINR matrices for the common and private

signals respectively as

SINRc,k = PH
c Ĥk

(
Jc,k + Lc,k + σ2

nIN
)−1

ĤH
k Pc,

SINRp,k = PH
k Ĥk

(
Jp,k + Lp,k + σ2

nIN
)−1

ĤH
k Pk,

where Jc,k = ĤH
k PpP

H
p Ĥk with Pp = [P1, · · · ,PK ] ∈

CM×NK being the concatenation of private precoding matri-

ces, Lc,k = EH
k PPHEk, Jp,k =

∑
j 6=k Ĥ

H
k PjP

H
j Ĥk, and

Lp,k = EH
k PpP

H
p Ek.

Based on the generalized SINR matrices, we have Rz,k ,

log2
∣∣IN + SINRz,k

∣∣ ≤ Rz,k and EHk

[
Rz,k

]
≤ EHk

[Rz,k]
for z ∈ {c, p}. Introducing Jensen’s inequality to the above

expressions further gives [42]

EHk

[
Rz,k

]
= E

Ĥk

[
E
Ek|Ĥk

[
log2

∣∣IN + SINRz,k

∣∣]
]

≥ E
Ĥk

[
log2

∣∣∣IN + ŜINRz,k

∣∣∣
]
,

(4)

where ŜINRz,k for z ∈ {c, p} represents the conditional

expectation based generalized SINR matrices for the common

and private signals respectively as

ŜINRc,k,PH
c Ĥk

(
Jc,k+EEk

[Lc,k] + σ2
nIN

)−1
ĤH

k Pc, (5)

ŜINRp,k,PH
k Ĥk

(
Jp,k+EEk

[Lp,k]+ σ2
nIN

)−1
ĤH

k Pk. (6)

It is worth noting that the original optimization problem (3)

aims to maximize the ergodic performance under the assump-

tion of perfect CSIT, whereas the expression in (4) accounts for

CSIT uncertainty by conditioning on the imperfect CSIT Ĥk

and considering all possible realizations of Ek. Consequently,

the optimization problem based on this expression enables a

robust solution that explicitly incorporates the impact of CSIT

errors given Ĥk. Observing (5) and (6), we notice the presence

of two undetermined terms associated with the expectation of

Ek. To clarify these terms, we introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 1 ( [6, Lemma 4]): Let us denote X ∈ CM×M

as a fixed matrix and Y ∈ CM×N as a random matrix. The

(m,n)-th element of Y is i.i.d. with zero mean and variance

σ2
mn. Then, we have

E
[
YHXY

]
= diag

{
Θdiag−1 {X}

}
,

where the (n,m)-th element of Θ ∈ RN×M equals σ2
mn. �

From this lemma, if all the elements of Y have the same

variance σ2, we further have

E
[
YHXY

]
= σ2tr (X) IN .

Then, the undetermined terms in (5) and (6) can be rewritten

respectively as

EEk
[Lc,k] = σ2

e,ktr
(
PPH

)
IN , (7)

EEk
[Lp,k] = σ2

e,ktr
(
PpP

H
p

)
IN . (8)

Now, we have explicit expressions of ŜINRz,k for z ∈ {c, p}.

Originally, the expectation in (4) captures the ergodic

performance over all possible partial CSITs. In case when

imperfect CSIT
{
Ĥk

}
is given, we can neglect the expectation

operation. Thus, we can optimize a lower bound of (3a) based

on (4) as

max
P

min
k=1,··· ,K

{
log
∣∣∣IN+ŜINRc,k

∣∣∣
}
+

K∑

k=1

log
∣∣∣IN+ŜINRp,k

∣∣∣

(9a)

subject to tr
(
PPH

)
= ρ, (9b)

where we delete the scaling factor log 2 since it does not affect

the solution. Compared with the WMMSE-SAA precoding

scheme, the above optimization problem avoids generating

CSIT samples to determine the objective function. However,

finding the optimal solution is still challenging due to the non-

smooth objective function. In what follows, we introduce a

lower bound to the above problem.

To smooth the minimum function, we apply the log-sum-

exp technique as [34]

min
k=1,··· ,K

{xk} ≥ − log

(
K∑

k=1

exp (−xk)

)
. (10)

By incorporating (10) into problem (9), we have

max
P

− log

(
K∑

k=1

exp
(
− log

∣∣∣IN + ŜINRc,k

∣∣∣
))

+

K∑

k=1

log
∣∣∣IN + ŜINRp,k

∣∣∣ (11a)

subject to tr
(
PPH

)
= ρ. (11b)

Although (11a) is smooth, problem (11) is NP-hard. In the

following, we aim to solve this problem through the BCD

approach.
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IV. PROPOSED LOW-COMPLEXITY ROBUST PRECODING

DESIGN

In this section, we first study an alternating algorithm to

optimize the formulated problem (11). Then, we analyze the

convergence and computational complexity of the proposed

algorithm.

A. Proposed Precoding Design

We first construct an equivalent problem of (11). Let us

denote Dc,k ∈ CN×N and Dp,k ∈ CN×N as the receive filters

for the common and private signals of user k, respectively. The

estimates of the common and private symbol vectors are then

calculated by ŝc,k = Dc,kyk and ŝk = Dp,k

(
yk −HH

k Pcsc
)
.

Since only imperfect CSIT is available, we investigate the

conditional expectation based MSE matrices as

Mc,k = E

[
(sc − ŝc,k) (sc − ŝc,k)

H
]

= IN −PH
c ĤkD

H
c,k −Dc,kĤ

H
k Pc

+Dc,kĤ
H
k PPHĤkD

H
c,k

+ EEk

[
Dc,kLc,kD

H
c,k

]
+ σ2

nDc,kD
H
c,k,

(12)

Mp,k = E

[
(sk − ŝk) (sk − ŝk)

H
]

= IN −PH
k ĤkD

H
p,k −Dp,kĤ

H
k Pk

+Dp,kĤ
H
k PpP

H
p ĤkD

H
p,k

+ EEk

[
Dp,kLp,kD

H
p,k

]
+ σ2

nDp,kD
H
p,k.

(13)

Then, we obtain the optimum receive filters and MMSE

matrices for given precoding matrices. Based on (12) and

(13), the optimum receive filters are computed by solving

∇Dc,k
tr (Mc,k) = 0 and ∇Dp,k

tr (Mp,k) = 0 as

DMMSE
c,k = PH

c ĤkF
−1
k , (14)

DMMSE
p,k = PH

k ĤkG
−1
k , (15)

where Fk = ĤH
k PPHĤk + σ2

e,ktr
(
PPH

)
IN + σ2

nIN and

Gk = ĤH
k PpP

H
p Ĥk + σ2

e,ktr
(
PpP

H
p

)
IN + σ2

nIN .

One should note that the optimum receive filters in (14)

and (15) are not the actual MMSE receive filters. Since only

imperfect CSI is available, the obtained receive filters are

utilized to facilitate a robust precoding design at the BS.

Substituting (14) and (15) into (12) and (13), respectively, the

conditional expectation based MMSE matrices are written by

MMMSE
c,k , IN −PH

c ĤkF
−1
k ĤH

k Pc, (16)

MMMSE
p,k , IN −PH

k ĤkG
−1
k ĤH

k Pk. (17)

Now, we try to reformulate problem (11) through the above

MMSE matrices by introducing the following lemma.

Lemma 2: The generalized SINR and MMSE matrices

based on the conditional expectation are expressed as

(
MMMSE

z,k

)−1
= IN + ŜINRz,k for z ∈ {c, p} .

Proof: Let us write Fk and Gk as

Fk = ĤH
k PcP

H
c Ĥk + Jc,k + σ2

e,ktr
(
PPH

)
IN + σ2

nIN ,

Gk = ĤH
k PpP

H
p Ĥk + Jp,k + σ2

e,ktr
(
PpP

H
p

)
IN + σ2

nIN .

Applying the matrix inversion lemma to MMMSE
c,k , we have

MMMSE
c,k =

(
PH

c Ĥk

(
Jc,k +

(
σ2
e,ktr

(
PPH

)
+ σ2

n

)
IN
)−1

× ĤH
k Pc + IN

)−1

=
(
IN + ŜINRc,k

)−1

.

Similarly, MMMSE
p,k is written as

MMMSE
p,k =

(
PH

k Ĥk

(
Jp,k +

(
σ2
e,ktr

(
PpP

H
p

)
+ σ2

n

)
IN
)−1

× ĤH
k Pk + IN

)−1

=
(
IN + ŜINRp,k

)−1

.

From the above derivations, we can obtain Lemma 2. This

completes the proof.

From Lemma 2, we can see that (16) and (17) can be

rewritten by (5) and (6), respectively. Consequently, problem

(11) is recast as

min
P

f1 (P) , log

(
K∑

k=1

exp
(
log
∣∣MMMSE

c,k

∣∣)
)

+
K∑

k=1

log
∣∣MMMSE

p,k

∣∣ (18a)

subject to tr
(
PPH

)
= ρ. (18b)

Solving this is still NP-hard. Therefore, we propose an equiv-

alent problem in the following theorem.

Theorem 1: With the optimum receive filters in (14) and

(15), problem (18) is equivalent to the following problem as

min
P

f2 (P) ,

K∑

k=1

tr (Wc,kMc,k +Wp,kMp,k) (19a)

subject to tr
(
PPH

)
= ρ, (19b)

where

Wc,k = µk

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1
(20)

Wp,k =
(
MMMSE

p,k

)−1
(21)

with µk=exp
(
log
∣∣∣MMMSE

c,k

∣∣∣
)
/
∑K

j=1exp
(
log
∣∣MMMSE

c,j

∣∣).
Proof: See Appendix A.

Due to the equivalence, a stationary point of problem (19) is

also a stationary point of problem (18). Therefore, both prob-

lems can be solved simultaneously. However, jointly searching

the precoding matrices while updating the optimum receive

filters is a non-trivial task. Thus, we adopt the BCD method

in [43] to solve problem (19). In this approach, the optimum

receive filters and weight matrices are first updated with the

precoding matrices fixed, followed by updating the precoding

matrices while keeping the receive filters and weight matrices

fixed. As the expressions for the optimum receive filters and

weight matrices are explicitly given in (14), (15), (20), and

(21), we thus focus on solving the precoding matrices in

problem (19).

Note that Mc,k and Mp,k in (19a) differ from (16) and

(17), which assume given precoding matrices. Problem (19)
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is difficult to solve because Pc and Pp are coupled in the

objective function. Besides, MMMSE
c,k depends on both Pc and

Pp, and MMMSE
p,k is a function of Pp only. Consequently, the

conventional Lagrange multiplier method is not applicable. To

address (19), we adopt a new parameter t ∈ (0, 1] to indicate

the power allocated to the private signals. When t = 1, the

transmit power is fully assigned to the private signals. By

introducing this relaxation parameter, we can decouple the

optimization of the common and private precoding matrices.

Thus, problem (19) can be rewritten as

min
Pc,Pp,t

f3 (Pc,Pp, t) ,

K∑

k=1

tr (Wc,kMc,k+Wp,kMp,k)

(22a)

subject to tr
(
PcP

H
c

)
= ρ (1− t) , (22b)

tr
(
PpP

H
p

)
= ρt. (22c)

Now, we can solve the above problem (22) by decomposing

it into the following subproblems as

(P1) :min
Pp

g1 (Pp) ,
K∑

k=1

tr (Wp,kMp,k) (23)

subject to tr
(
PpP

H
p

)
= ρt,

(P2) :min
Pc

g2 (Pc) ,

K∑

k=1

tr (Wc,kMc,k) (24)

subject to tr
(
PcP

H
c

)
= ρ (1− t) ,

(P3) :min
t

g3 (t) ,

K∑

k=1

tr (Wc,kMc,k+Wp,kMp,k) (25)

subject to 0 < t ≤ 1.

The above decomposition follows from the fact that the

common signal is first decoded by treating all private signals

as interference. Thus, the common precoding design should

take the private precoding matrices into account. In contrast,

the private precoding design is not affected by the com-

mon precoding matrix. Moreover, if Pc and Pp are fixed,

f3 (Pc,Pp, t) becomes solely a function of t. As a result,

during each iteration, we can first optimize Pp with fixed t.
The common precoding matrix Pc is then optimized by fixing

Pp and t. Finally, with obtained Pc and Pp, we can determine

the optimal t. In the following, let us sequentially solve these

subproblems.

1) Solution of (P1): Let us denote Ĥ = [Ĥ1, · · · , ĤK ],
E = [E1, · · · ,EK ], Wz = blkdiag {Wz,1, · · · ,Wz,K}, and

Dz = blkdiag
{
DMMSE

z,1 , · · · ,DMMSE
z,K

}
for z ∈ {c, p} as the

concatenations of the channels, the CSIT errors, the weight

matrices, and the optimum receive filters, respectively. The

Lagrangian function of problem (P1) is given by

L (Pp, λ1) = g1 (Pp) + λ1

(
tr
(
PpP

H
p

)
− ρt

)

= tr (Wp)− tr
(
PH

p V
)
− tr

(
VHPp

)

+ tr
(
WpDpĤ

HPpP
H
p ĤDH

p

)

+ tr
(
ΩpPpP

H
p

)
+ σ2

ntr
(
WpDpD

H
p

)

+ λ1tr
(
PpP

H
p

)
− λ1ρt,

where V = ĤDH
p Wp, Ωp = diag

{
Θdiag−1

{
DH

p WpDp

}}

with Θ =
[
σ2
e,11M×N , · · · , σ2

e,K1M×N

]
being the error

variance concatenation, and λ1 is the Lagrange multiplier.

In L (Pp, λ1), the term associated with Ωp is determined by

employing Lemma 1 as

tr
(
WpDpEE [Lp]D

H
p

)
= tr

(
ΩpPpP

H
p

)
,

where Lp = EHPpP
H
p E.

Given t∗ computed from the last iteration, the unnormalized

Pp can be calculated by applying the Lagrange multiplier

method as

Pp = (B+ λ1IM )
−1

V,

where B = ĤDH
p WpDpĤ

H +Ωp and the Lagrange multi-

plier is λ1 =
σ2

n

ρt∗ tr
(
WpDpD

H
p

)
. As a result, the solution to

(P1) is given by

Pp =
√
ρt∗P̃p, (26)

where P̃p = Pp/

√
tr
(
PpP

H

p

)
is the concatenation of nor-

malized private precoding matrices.

2) Solution to (P2): With the obtained Pp, we derive the

Lagrangian function of problem (P2) as

L (Pc, λ2) = g2 (Pc) + λ2

(
tr
(
PcP

H
c

)
− ρ (1− t)

)

= tr (Wc)− tr
(
PH

c U
)
− tr

(
UHPc

)

+ tr
(
WcDcĤ

HPPHĤDH
c

)

+ tr
(
ΩcPPH

)
+ σ2

ntr
(
WcDcD

H
c

)

+ λ2tr
(
PcP

H
c

)
− λ2ρ (1− t) ,

where we have U =
∑K

k=1 Ĥk

(
DMMSE

c,k

)H
Wc,k and Ωc =

diag
{
Θdiag−1

{
DH

c WcDc

}}
. Similarly, the term associated

with Ωc is determined by employing Lemma 1 as

tr
(
WcDcEE [Lc]D

H
c

)
= tr

(
ΩcPPH

)
,

where Lc = EHPPHE.

The unnormalized Pc can also be obtained using the La-

grange multiplier method as

Pc = (A+ λ2IM )
−1

U,

where A and the Lagrange multiplier are respectively given

by

A = ĤDH
c WcDcĤ

H +Ωc,

λ2 =
1

ρ (1− t∗)

(
σ2
ntr
(
WcDcD

H
c

)
+ tr

(
APpP

H
p

))
.

As a result, the solution to (P2) is

Pc =
√
ρ (1− t∗)P̃c, (27)

where P̃c = Pc/

√
tr
(
PcP

H

c

)
is the normalized common

precoding matrix. After finding the solutions to (P1) and

(P2), we should identify the power allocation between the

common and private signals to maximize f3 (Pc,Pp, t). In

what follows, we solve (P3) to determine the optimal t for

each iteration.



7

3) Solution to (P3): To obtain the optimal t, we first

examine the derivative of g3 (t) with respect to t as

∂g3 (t)

∂t
=

√
ρ

1− t
tr
(
UHP̃c

)
−
√

ρ

t
tr
(
VHP̃p

)

+ ρtr
(
(A+B) P̃pP̃

H
p

)
− ρtr

(
AP̃cP̃

H
c

)
.

We find that limt→0
∂g3(t)

∂t = −∞ and limt→1
∂g3(t)
∂t = ∞.

Thus, a root of
∂g3(t)
∂t must exist within (0, 1).

Next, we compute the second-order derivative of g3 (t) with

respect to t as

∂2g3 (t)

∂t2
=

√
ρ

2 (1− t)
3/2

tr
(
UHP̃c

)
+

ρ

2t3/2
tr
(
VHP̃p

)
.

Since t > 0 and both UHP̃c and VHP̃p are positive definite,
∂2g3(t)
∂t2 must be positive, implying that

∂g3(t)
∂t is monotonically

increasing. Therefore, there is a unique t within (0, 1). Since a

closed-form solution for the root is not available, the optimal

t⋆ can be obtained by employing the bisection method. Finally,

the precoding matrices are computed by

P⋆
c =

√
ρ (1− t⋆)P̃c, (28)

P⋆
p =

√
ρt⋆P̃p. (29)

We establish an alternating algorithm by iteratively solving

the constructed subproblems. The procedures of the proposed

robust precoding are summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed Precoding Scheme

Initialize P = Pinit

repeat

Compute DMMSE
p,k and Wp,k, ∀k using (15) and (21),

respectively.

Compute Pp using (26).

Compute DMMSE
c,k and Wc,k, ∀k using (14) and (20),

respectively.

Compute Pc using (27).

Compute t⋆ by applying bisection for
∂g3(t)

∂t = 0.

Compute P⋆
c and P⋆

p using (28) and (29), respectively.

until convergence

Remark 1: The physical-layer implementation of the pro-

posed precoding scheme can be achieved by following the

same design as in [9] and [15]. Thus, we omit these aspects to

avoid redundancy. As will be shown in the simulation results,

the proposed scheme achieves performance comparable to the

WMMSE-SAA precoding scheme in [9]. Both schemes share

identical degrees of freedom. Consequently, we also omit the

detailed degree of freedom analysis.

B. Convergence Analysis

To demonstrate the convergence, we will show that

f3 (Pc,Pp, t) in (22a) is monotonically non-increasing in

each iteration of Algorithm 1. For the i-th iteration, with

a fixed t, the minimization of problem (P1) with respect

to Pp uniquely gives f3
(
Pi−1

c ,Pi
p, t

i−1
)
. Thus, we have

f3
(
Pi−1

c ,Pi
p, t

i−1
)
≤ f3

(
Pi−1

c ,Pi−1
p , ti−1

)
. Since g1 (Pc)

is block-wise convex with respect to Pc, for given Pp and

t, the minimization of problem (P2) with respect to Pc also

uniquely yields f3
(
Pi

c,P
i
p, t

i−1
)
, where f3

(
Pi

c,P
i
p, t

i−1
)
≤

f3
(
Pi−1

c ,Pi
p, t

i−1
)
.

Next, the optimal power allocation t is uniquely deter-

mined by solving (P3), which leads to f3
(
Pi

c,P
i
p, t

i
)

≤
f3
(
Pi

c,P
i
p, t

i−1
)
. As a result, we can conclude that each

iteration of the proposed algorithm is monotonically non-

increasing since f3
(
Pi

c,P
i
p, t

i
)
≤ f3

(
Pi−1

c ,Pi−1
p , ti−1

)
. Due

to the nature of the alternating minimization approach, the

objective function f3 (Pc,Pp, t) decreases monotonically.

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

Here, we analyze the computational complexity of the

proposed precoding design and the conventional WMMSE-

SAA scheme. For simple analysis, we consider M ≥ NK . For

the proposed precoding design, each iteration consists of the

following steps. The complexity of updating the receive filters

(14) and (15) is O
(
M2NK

)
, while the update of the weight

matrices (16) and (17) requires the complexity of O
(
N3K

)
.

The update of t⋆ is on the order of O
(
log 1

ω

)
, where ω is a

required tolerance of the bisection method. The computation

of the precoding matrices (28) and (29) involves the matrix

inversion operation, which has the complexity of O
(
M3
)

[44].

In constrast, for the WMMSE-SAA precoding scheme, the

computational complexity of the receive filters and weight ma-

trices are with O
(
M2NKL

)
and O

(
N3KL

)
, respectively,

where L denotes the number of samples. The update of the

precoding matrices requires the optimization tools to solve

a QCQP, which is on the order of O
(
(MN (K + 1))

3.5
)

[45]. The above analysis shows that the proposed precoding

design is more efficient than the WMMSE-SAA precoding

scheme. Moreover, since the proposed precoding design does

not require memory to store the generated samples unlike the

WMMSE-SAA, it is more suitable for the implementation

in real-time communication systems. For example, in the

fully-loaded case with M = NK , the highest computational

complexity of the proposed algorithm is O
(
M3
)
. In contrast,

the highest computational complexity of WMMSE-SAA is

O
(
M7
)
. This indicates that the proposed algorithm signifi-

cantly reduces the computational complexity.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In the numerical simulations, we evaluate the performance

under the channel estimation error model with the noise

variance of 1 assuming that all users have the same estimation

error level σ2
e . We compare the proposed precoding design

with the following conventional schemes: MRT, RBD [25],

robust RBD (RRBD) [26], SNS [28], and WMMSE-SAA

[9]. Here, RWMMSE is obtained by deleting the common

signal in the proposed precoding design. The initial point

of alternating RSMA algorithms is calculated by setting the

common precoding matrix to the M × N submatrix of the

left singular matrix of Ĥ with the power of ρ (1− t′), where

t′ = min
{
1, 1

ρσ2
e

}
, while the private precoding matrices are
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K = 4 under perfect CSIT.
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Fig. 3. Convergence of the proposed precoding designs of RSMA for MU-
MIMO systems.

chosen as MRT with equal power allocation under the power

of ρt′ [9].

First, we examine the ESR under perfect CSIT in Fig. 2.

As σ2
e equals 0, RRBD boils down to RBD, and RWMMSE,

WMMSE-SAA, and the proposed precoding design become

equivalent to the conventional WMMSE precoding scheme

[46]. We can check that SNS performs worse than RBD at

low SNR regions but displays better ESR than RBD at high

SNR regions. This arises from the fact that SNS does not

consider the noise, thereby failing to improve the ESR at low

SNR. Among all schemes, WMMSE performs the best.

Fig. 3 shows the convergence properties of the proposed

precoding design. We can see that the proposed scheme

converges within 10 iterations.

Next, we compare the ESR under different levels of channel

estimation errors in Fig. 4 with L = 1000. From the plot,

non-RSMA schemes exhibit poor performance. For example,

the performance of RWMMSE saturates in high SNR. In
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Fig. 4. Ergodic sum rate of MU-MIMO systems with imperfect CSIT.
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Fig. 5. Ergodic sum rate of MU-MIMO systems with different transmit
antennas under SNR = 30 dB.

contrast, robust RSMA precoding schemes effectively mitigate

the degradation due to estimation errors. Among all precoding

schemes, our proposed precoding design and the WMMSE-

SAA precoding designs display the best ESR. Thus, it can

be verified that employing robust RSMA systems effectively

manages interference caused by imperfect CSIT. Also, it is

important to note that the proposed scheme achieves almost

the same performance as the conventional WMMSE-SAA.

In Fig. 5, we illustrate the ESR for SNR = 30 dB with dif-

ferent numbers of transmit antennas. In the case of M ≤ NK ,

RWMMSE performs the best among non-RSMA schemes

since it can allocate transmit power properly. As the number of

transmit antenna increases, the schemes with zero-forcing get

close to RWMMSE due to the increased degree of freedom.

Again, it can be seen that our proposed scheme and WMMSE-

SAA achieve the best in all system setups.

To examine how the estimation error affects the system

performance, we present the ESR with different levels of

estimation errors in Fig. 6. It can be checked that all schemes
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Fig. 6. Ergodic sum rate of MU-MIMO systems with different levels of
estimation errors under SNR = 30 dB.

experience a degraded ESR as σ2
e increases. However, robust

RSMA precoding schemes achieve a significant improvement

even with a large σ2
e because of the adaptive power allocation

among the common and private signals. Thus, interference is

reduced by employing RSMA in MU-MIMO systems when

imperfect CSIT is available.

Next, we evaluate the robustness of different precoding

schemes using the empirical cumulative distribution function

(CDF). Let F̂N (x) denote the empirical CDF computed from

the sample set {xi}Ni=1 as

F̂N (x) =
1

N

N∑

n=1

I{xn≤x},

where I{xn≤x} is the indicator function, which equals 1 if

xn ≤ x, and 0 otherwise. By varying the value of x, we

can empirically derive the corresponding CDF under the given

constraints. As shown in Fig. 7, for a given ESR, the value on

the vertical axis represents the outage probability. From the

plot, it can be observed that most non-RSMA schemes fail to

support transmission when the target rate is set to 30 bps/Hz.

In contrast, the proposed scheme and WMMSE-SAA achieve

transmission at an outage probability of approximately 30%.

We then examine the complexity of different RSMA pre-

coding schemes with SNR of 30 dB. In addition to the worst-

case computational complexity analysis in Section IV-C, we

evaluate the time complexity using MATLAB R2021a on a

computer equipped with an Intel Core i7-11700 @2.5 GHz

processor and 32 GB of RAM. Fig. 8 presents the time

complexity with different SNRs. Increasing the transmit power

has an significant impact on the time complexity. From the

plot, it is clear that the proposed scheme substantially reduce

the complexity compared to the conventional method.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a novel precoding design

to maximize the ESR in RSMA for MU-MIMO systems

with imperfect CSIT. To address the challenges associated
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with the non-smooth objective function, we have formulated

a novel optimization problem using the generalized mutual

information, and then transformed the formulated problem

into a tractable one. To solve the transformed problem, we

have decomposed it into three subproblems. Based on the

sequential solutions of these subproblems, we have obtained an

alternating precoding design by employing the BCD approach.

The simulation results have shown that our proposed precoding

design achieves almost the same performance as the WMMSE-

SAA scheme with much lower computational complexity.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Since the optimization problems (18) and (19) have the same

constraints, we first focus on their objective functions. The

partial derivative of log-sum-exp is given by

∂

∂xk
log

(
K∑

k=1

exp (xk)

)
=

exp (xk)∑K
j=1 exp (xj)

.
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Thus, the partial derivative of f1 (P) with respect to Pc is

calculated as

∇Pc
f1 = −

K∑

k=1

µk

(
ĤkF

−1
k ĤH

k Pc

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1

+ ĤkF
−1
k ĤH

k Pc

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1
PH

c ĤkF
−1
k ĤH

k Pc

+ E

[
EkF

−1
k ĤH

k Pc

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1
PH

c ĤkF
−1
k EH

k

]
Pc

)
,

(30)

where µk = exp
(
log
∣∣∣MMMSE

c,k

∣∣∣
)
/
∑K

j=1 exp
(
log
∣∣MMMSE

c,j

∣∣).
Next, with the optimum receive filters in hand, the partial

derivative of f2 (P) with respect to Pc is calculated as

∇Pc
f2=−

K∑

k=1

(
ĤkF

−1
k ĤH

k PcWc,k

+ ĤkF
−1
k ĤH

k PcWc,kP
H
c ĤkF

−1
k ĤH

k Pc

+ E

[
EkF

−1
k ĤH

k PcWc,kP
H
c ĤkF

−1
k EH

k

]
Pc

)
.

(31)

From (30) and (31), it can be checked that they are identical

when Wc,k = µk

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1

.

Similarly, we compute the partial derivatives of f1 (P) and

f2 (P) with respect to the k-th private precoding Pk as

∇Pk
f1 = −ĤkG

−1
k ĤH

k Pk

(
MMMSE

p,k

)−1

−
K∑

j=1

(
µjĤjG

−1
j ĤH

j Pj

(
MMMSE

c,j

)−1
PH

j ĤjG
−1
j ĤH

j

+ µjE

[
EjG

−1
j ĤH

j Pj

(
MMMSE

c,j

)−1
PH

j ĤjG
−1
j EH

j

]

+ ĤjG
−1
j ĤH

j Pj

(
MMMSE

p,j

)−1
PH

j ĤjG
−1
j ĤH

j

+E

[
EjG

−1
j ĤH

j Pj

(
MMMSE

p,j

)−1
PH

j ĤjG
−1
j EH

j

])
Pk,

(32)

∇Pk
f2 = −ĤkG

−1
k ĤH

k PkWp,k

−
K∑

j=1

(
ĤjG

−1
j ĤH

j PjWc,jP
H
j ĤjG

−1
j ĤH

j

+ E

[
EjG

−1
j ĤH

j PjWc,jP
H
j ĤjG

−1
j EH

j

]

+ ĤjG
−1
j ĤH

j PjWp,jP
H
j ĤjG

−1
j ĤH

j

+ E

[
EjG

−1
j ĤH

j PjWp,jP
H
j ĤjG

−1
j EH

j

])
Pk.

(33)

Observing (32) and (33), we can also notice that they

are identical when Wc,k = µk

(
MMMSE

c,k

)−1

and Wp,k =
(
MMMSE

p,k

)−1

. Now let us take the constraint into consider-

ation. If the partial derivatives are identical under the same

equality constraint, the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condi-

tions of problems (18) and (19) are also the same [34]. Thus,

a stationary point of problem (18) is also a stationary point of

problem (19). As a result, both problems can be solved at the

same time. This completes the proof. �
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