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ABSTRACT Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) are becoming increasingly popular in the field of
wireless communications, given their potential to ameliorate the challenges faced in millimeter-wave wire-
less communications. Specifically, liquid crystal (LC)-based RISs have demonstrated numerous advantages
over other types of RISs in terms of cost, complexity, and radiation efficiency in the high-frequency regime.
This paper presents the design, algorithms, implementation routines, and simulation of a novel reconfigurable
LC-based reflectarray metasurface operating at 108 GHz. The scanning range of the proposed device is±40◦

(azimuthally and horizontally), with an average scanning beamwidth of 8.6◦. We present semi-analytical
findings on the scalability and phase continuity of our design, showing how key performance indica-
tors (KPIs) are affected by dimension and phase degree-of-freedom changes. We demonstrate agreement
between our semi-analytical models and full-wave analysis, focusing on genetic algorithm (GA)-optimized
beammanipulations. Our results present a feasible workflow that enables dynamic beamforming, beamsteer-
ing, and multibeams at 108 GHz, and is easily scalable for applications in other 6G and beyond frequency
spectra.

INDEX TERMS 6G, genetic algorithm, liquid crystal, metasurface, reflectarray, reconfigurable intelligent
surface, terahertz, wireless communication.

I. INTRODUCTION
In the world of wireless communications, the frequency
spectrum of interest is constantly shifting higher as a result
of spectrum occupation; just as cellular companies began
rolling out 5G in 2019, beyond-5G investments and explo-
rations have already begun. The Office of Communica-
tions (Ofcom) announced a proposal to increase access
for the above 100 GHz spectrum for the development
of new and innovative services [1]; the Federal Commu-
nications Commission (FCC) announced the opening of
the 95 GHz to 3 THz spectrum for experimental 6G pur-
poses [2]; the International Telecommunication Union (ITU)
is already planning the spectrum management aspects of
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6G wireless communications [3], for emerging applications
such as holographic-type communications and multi-sensing
networks. Not only are we progressing towards the higher
generations, but also at a faster pace; as 5G infrastructure is
being laid out, there are already considerable interests and
actions taken in preparing for 6G, especially in fields such as
high-fidelity holographic communications and connectivity
for all things [4].

With an increasing network traffic demand that is expected
to approach Tbps rates [5], there is no option but to begin
utilizing the terahertz (THz) band (0.1-10 THz), which offers
enormous potential in terms of the bandwidth and high-
data-rate transmission [5]. Despite the pouring interest in the
THz band, two notable issues still pose significant challenges
to its practical commercialization: non-line-of-sight (NLOS)
and free-space path loss. With millimeter and submillimeter
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wavelengths, many previously ‘‘transparent’’ objects, such as
tree leaves and human body parts, will become barriers to
EM propagation. In addition, surfaces that are ‘‘smooth’’ in
the lower frequency regimes become rough and dispersive,
adding greater complexities to traditional reflective channel
models. Furthermore, the free-space path loss is proportional
to the frequency squared, implying that a much greater power
source and beamforming capabilities will be needed if mod-
ern transceivers are to work at the same data rate over the
same distance. The significant increase in power consump-
tion and losses associated with the feeding network make
current architectures impractical [6], [7].

RISs are being increasingly studied as potential media-
tors in addressing the problems of high-frequency wireless
communications owing to their relatively low manufactur-
ing cost, structural simplicity, and practicality. RISs usually
function as programmable reflectors or transmitters to fur-
ther strengthen and guide the EM wave toward the desired
direction. As an intermediate bridge, RISs can significantly
lower the extreme requirements of 6G transmitters while
avoiding the high costs associated with employing greater
densities of micro-cells. Recent studies [8]–[12] have already
stepped into the signal propagation and channel estimation
domains and have shown that the inclusion of RISs can
assist the data transmission to cell-edge users and create more
power-efficient propagation architectures.

In this work, we present the study of an LC-based
reconfigurable reflectarray metasurface. Depending on the
practicality and application scenarios, the proposed device
can function both as a ‘‘smart relay’’, reflecting impinging
signals from nearby base stations or as a standalone access
point with an integrated feed source.

Expanding from our previous studies with binary phase
LC-based reflectarrays [13], [14], in this work, we updated
the unit cell structure and geometries to include a biasing
circuit and LC spacers for realistic full-wave results. These
updates are due to our plans to prototyping the device in future
works. Therefore, we would like to include as many details as
possible to obtain more accurate predictions of what would
occur in reality. These unit cell updates resulted in negli-
gible changes in the optical responses of the device (<1%
deviations in the unit cell reflection phase and amplitude
at the operating frequency). We improved the accuracy of
the theoretical far-field approximation with a semi-analytical
approach by incorporating a full-wave simulation-derived
unit cell radiation pattern, which should include previously
ignored effects of material losses, coupling, surface waves,
and edge effects. The GA optimization algorithm has been
matured and updated with the inclusion of probabilistic
adaptations to achieve higher efficiency and quality pattern
synthesis, improving the side-lobe level (SLL) and resolu-
tions of multibeams that were previously either divergent or
deficient. In addition, we present new semi-analytical and
full-wave results from the scalability and phase continuity
studies, where we analyze the relation between KPIs (direc-
tivity, SLL and beamwidth) and structural parameters (such

as unit cell and supercell sizes), as well as between KPIs
and phase continuity (the degree of control over reflected
phases), demonstrating the possibilities of up/down-scaling
the device to tailored application demand. Lastly, we uni-
fied the far-field plots in 2D surface plots and presented a
full-wave simulation-derived table of KPIs for different scan
angles.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in Section I,
we introduce the unit cell structure, theoretical constructs on
the far-field calculations, and the GA used in optimization.
In Section II, the unit cell design principles, formulation
for the far-field, implementation of the GA, and the full
device are described in detail. In Section III, we present
the scalability and continuity results from full-wave simula-
tions, GA-optimized configurations and corresponding beam
profiles, and the KPI table for different scanning angles.
In Section IV, we summarize our findings, comment on future
work, and suggest areas for improvements.

II. RELATED WORKS
Lumped element-based reconfigurable reflectarrays have
been widely studied [15]–[17]; these devices make use of
control elements such as PIN diodes and varactor diodes
to form different circuits under electrical inputs, resulting
in different electrical properties (such as electrical length
variations) of the unit cells. Although practical, lumped ele-
ments often cannot perform as well in the higher frequency
regimes (>60 GHz, for instance), owing to the intrinsic para-
sitic losses associated with diodes. Mechanical devices [18],
[19] utilize micro-electrical-mechanical systems (MEMEs)
to physically vary the dimensions and hence the electrical
properties of the devices. Mechanical micromotors can be
tailored to achieve high performance and accuracy, but these
devices often suffer from high cost (owing to the manufactur-
ing of MEMEs) and relatively low reliability when compared
to electrically controlled metasurfaces.

LC-based reconfigurable reflectarray metasurfaces have
recently gained much popularity [20]–[22], [30], as they
have been demonstrated to be relatively efficient, cheap, and
easy to design or manufacture in high-frequency regimes
(>100 GHz), especially when compared to phase shifters at
those frequencies. The fabrication of LC is straightforward,
as the LC unit cell is often as simple as a resonator cavity
enclosing the LC material and does not involve much sol-
dering of micro-electrical components. The efficiencies of
reflectarrays are commonly higher than other types of tunable
materials, such as photo-induced Fresnel Zone Plate [23],
[24], or transmit-type lumped element reconfigurable meta-
surfaces [25]. The reflection coefficient of the device studied
in this study is approximately 0.88.

The principle behind tuning LC metasurfaces lies in the
nematic nature of LC molecules; these molecules behave like
electrical dipoles, which will align with an applied electric
field. By tuning the electric field, the molecular alignment
can be controlled, which in turn determines the permittivity
of the LC. Because LC is used as a substrate for the resonating
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patch antenna, the change in permittivity will directly affect
the resonant frequency and thus the phase of the reflected EM
wave.

Recent studies [21], [22] have established very strong
agreement between the theoretical and measured relation
of the applied voltage and the corresponding S-parameter
changes (most notably, between the voltage and the phase of
the reflected wave). This was achieved through the accurate
modeling of the LC substrate, which ephasizes the anisotropic
and inhomogeneous nature of LCs. With a strong theoretical
model, researchers have been able to design multi-resonant
antennas for LC reflectarrays operating in the F-band [26].
These kinds of antenna ‘‘unit cells’’ consists of the LC sub-
strate, which is sandwiched between the resonant antenna and
the ground plane, silicate superstrate, spacers to enclose the
LC, and the biasing circuit.

Despite the growing developments, most LC reflectarray
metasurfaces [21], [22], [26], [27] are designed with a line-
by-line addressing technique, which often limits the scanning
of the device to two dimensions. This is due to the fact
that in traditional liquid crystal displays (LCD) addressing
techniques, the control of the individual elements is achieved
on the basis of a threshold voltage, which is not valid in our
scenario, as any non-zero voltage level is associated with a
unique phase difference in the reflected EM wave. In our
work, we propose a 20 × 20 individually biased structure,
so that each unit cell antenna can be actively controlled to be
in either the ON or OFF state, which gives the reflected EM
wave the freedom of scanning both in azimuth and elevation,
and the capability to generate multibeams.

III. METHODOLOGY
This section introduces the structural designs of the unit cell
and the theoretical model for the far-field electric field pat-
tern, on which we base our beam-manipulation optimization
algorithm. We used the GA for the optimization problem,
which is further explained in this section.

The general approach can be outlined as follows: We
started with the design of a patch antenna given the
operational frequency. Then, using full-wave simulations,
we performed a parameter sweep on some of the antenna’s
physical parameters to obtain the desired optical responses.
Subsequently, we confirmed the accuracy of the unit cell
by performing full-wave full-device simulations with known
ON/OFF configurations. Finally, the GA was used to solve
the multibeam configurations. These processes are described
in detail in the following sections.

A. UNIT CELL
In this study, we used GT3-23001 as the model for the LC
substrate. The choice of LC is based on its permittivity fre-
quency response at >100 GHz, which for GT3-23001 has
been reported to be stable and suitable for achieving the
required reflection phase change [22], [28]–[31]. GT3-23001
also exhibited stable responses at temperatures ranging from
−20◦ ∼ 100◦, making it suitable for outdoor applications.

FIGURE 1. The schematics of unit cell design. v = 0.18mm, W =
0.714mm, h = 0.087mm. The patch antenna is positioned at the top, with
a length of W . The LC is enclosed between the patch antenna and the
ground plane. The thickness of the LC is h. The light green walls around
the edges of the unit cell are the spacers designed to enclose the LC
substrate. The biasing lines (depicted as tubes) function to create the
capacitative effect between the patch antenna and the ground plane.

TABLE 1. LC permittivity and loss tangent values used for ON and OFF
states.

In Fig.1, we present the unit cell antenna element’s
schematics. The dimensions of the unit cell are optimized
using cross-platform routines to achieve the desired reflec-
tion phases and amplitudes for the ON and OFF states. The
selection of the 108 GHz operational frequency is not of
particularity, but to demonstrate a >100 GHz application
scenario in beyond-5G systems.

The unit antenna element is essentially a voltage-biased
patch antenna, forming a capacitative relationwith the ground
plane. The simulations of the ON and OFF states were
achieved by adjusting the corresponding LC substrate permit-
tivities, which directly affected the resonant frequency of the
patch antenna. When using the same frequency source, the
shift in the resonant frequency translates to drive or lag in
the reflection phase.

The updated unit cell now includes the biasing circuits and
spacer walls that enclose the LC substrate and the ground
plane from neighboring unit cells. The biasing circuit is what
will be used in the prototype to create the capacitative effect
between the top patch antenna and the ground plane, which
is how the LC’s relative permittivity will be controlled in
reality. The top (patch antenna) and the bottom (ground plane)
plates will function as the two capacitative plates, and the two
biasing lines will feed each of the plates separately with the
required voltage difference. In simulations, we have simply
adopted the outcomes of applying the voltage difference from
the biasing circuit: a change in LC’s relative permittivity,
as shown in Table-1. The design of the biasing circuit also
considers the surface current that forms when the patches are
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FIGURE 2. Conventions used for the far-field radiation pattern
calculations.

excited by the source, and the placement of the biasing line
also aims to avoid the interference of DC and RF signals.

The periodicity of the unit cell antenna was 1 mm, and the
full device had a 20 × 20 structure, which was 2 cm × 2 cm
in dimensions. Depending on realistic application scenarios,
the device can increase its aperture for more practical appli-
cations, either by 1) incorporating more antenna elements or
2) utilizing multiple devices as a collective and collaborative
network.

B. THEORETICAL FAR-FIELD
The antenna far-field radiation pattern [32], E(θ, φ), is essen-
tially a summation of EM radiation from the feed source to
individual antenna elements and finally to the far-field region
(where there are only dependencies on θ and φ). The feed
source radiation pattern is modeled as cosine to the power
of q. The exponential term is the spherical wave radiation
from each individual antenna element, which can have unique
amplitude (0mn) and phase terms (eiφmn). In (1), we have the
far-field radiation pattern, E(θ, φ):

E(θ, φ) =
M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

cosq θ
cosq θf
|Ermn − Erf |

· e−ik(|Ermn−Erf |−Ermn·û)0mn · eiφmn , (1)

where φmn is the configuration matrix of the ON/OFF state,
which is multiplied by the phase difference between the ON
and OFF states, φ1:

φmn =


1/0 1/0 . . . 1/0
1/0 1/0 . . . 1/0
...

...
. . .

...

1/0 1/0 . . . 1/0

 · φ1. (2)

This antenna radiation pattern approximation is used for
basic far-field calculations; however, for multibeam opti-
mization with the GA algorithm, we adopted a more accurate
semi-analytical model, which could include more intricate
EM details such as coupling, edge and surface effects:

E(θ, φ)=
M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

A(θ, φ)
|Ermn−Erf |

· e−ik(|Ermn−Erf |−Ermn·û)0mn · eiφmn .

(3)

FIGURE 3. Unit cell radiation pattern (A(θ, φ)) retrieved from infinite
periodic conditions (only showing the nearest eight unit cells). The purple
box is the simulation box, where the radiation pattern is recorded for the
unit cell.

Instead of approximating the unit cell antenna radiation
pattern as cosine to the power of q, we performed a full-wave
simulation of the unit cell radiation pattern under periodic
conditions (with infinitely many unit cells as the repeating
periodic boundary condition), as shown in Fig.3. We then
replaced the cosine unit cell radiation pattern approximation
with the full-wave derived far-field radiation pattern, A(θ, φ).
In this way, we have a more reliable far-field prediction,
which is especially needed when synthesizing a higher num-
ber of multibeams, where noises/SLL’s are higher.

C. DIRECTIVITY
The directivity of the metasurface is calculated as follows:

D(θ, φ) =
U (θ, φ)

1
4π

∫ 2π
0

∫ π/2
0 U (θ, φ) sin θdθdφ

, (4)

where U (θ, φ) = |E(θ, φ)|2 is the radiation intensity, which
is divided by the total radiation power. The integration in θ
is limited to π/2 because of the nature of reflectarray opera-
tions, where only the upper semi-sphere where EMwaves are
reflected is of interest.

D. PHASE DISTRIBUTION
The configuration of the ON/OFF states of the unit cells
results in a specific distribution of reflection phases (specif-
ically, a 180◦ reflection phase difference between the ON
and OFF states). The reflection phase distribution across the
device’s surface ultimately determines the behavior of the
reflected waves according to the Huygens principle. A fun-
damental theoretical concept in synthesizing simple phase
distributions is the Generalized Snell’s Law (GSL). GSL is
derived from Fermat’s principle, whereupon momentum con-
servation, we arrive at the continuity of the phase condition at
the reflection boundary, and when an extra phase profile8 is
introduced, this momentum conservation leads to generalized
Snell’s Law for reflection:

sin θr − sin θi =
λ0

2πni

d8
dx
, (5)

where ni is the refractive index, and the sub-indices represent
either incident or reflection. From the generalized Snell’s law,
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FIGURE 4. GA algorithm flowchart.

we can see how an arbitrary reflection phase (also known as
anomalous reflection, when θi 6= θr ) can be achieved when a
phase gradient d8dx can be artificially engineered.
It is relatively straightforward to see how beamsteering,

namely anomalous reflection, can be achieved through the
introduction of a constant phase gradient; in 2D array theory,
it is well known that the continuous phase change required
for beamsteering applications is as follows:

8r (xi, yi) = −k0 sin θi(cosφixi + sinφiyi)

− k0 sinb(cosφbxi + sinφbyi), (6)

where the indices b represent the beam-steered, i for inci-
dence, and xi and yi for the coordinates of each of the unit
cell antennas. For more complex beam profiles, such as
multi-directional multibeams, the solution can be retrieved
through numerical optimization methods, which in our case
is the GA.

E. GENETIC ALGORITHM
In order to solve the inverse problem described in (1), where
we have an intended far-field radiation profileE(θ, φ) and are
looking for the input 20× 20 configuration matrix φmn. This
problem can be addressed using GA, which is an optimization
algorithm motivated by biological evolutionary processes.

As shown in Fig.4, we start the GA optimization algorithm
with an initial population (where the population is the matrix
of ON/OFF configurations); this can either be randomly gen-
erated or, in our case, loaded from a library of pre-stored
known configurations, to fasten the optimization. The cost
function, otherwise known as the fitness function, determines
the quality of our optimized configuration, which is simply
the difference between the intended far-field radiation profile
and the optimized profile:

cost = |E − Etarget |2, (7)

FIGURE 5. The 4-beam optimization convergence rates for the adaptive
and non-adaptive GA algorithm. The adaptive GA converges (to an
acceptable cost) roughly twenty generations faster, and the improvement
is especially noticeable when an effective initial population is given.

where Etarget is the desired electric field and E the current
outcome.

IV. IMPLEMENTATION ROUTINES
A. UNIT CELL
With the fundamental patch antenna design formulas, known
operational frequency of 108 GHz, and periodicity of approx-
imately half a wavelength, we arrive at the preliminary
dimensions of the unit cell structure. The half-wavelength
element spacing was chosen for an optimal compromise
between the beamwidth and steerability (and avoidance of
grating lobes). With the elementary dimensions established,
we can also check the reflected radiation pattern with known
configurations of the ON and OFF states.

The next step involves unit cell optimization in frequency
domain solvers, such as Studio Suite, or the more traditional
method of moments (MoM). With these solvers, we can
enforce periodic boundary conditions and include coupling
effects, which are often significant in subwavelength-spacing
resonators. The S-parameters in reconfigurable reflectarrays
are defined differently when compared to traditional antenna
arrays, as reflectarrays are not fed in the traditional way, but
rather through a feed horn that is usually situated on top of
the reflecting surface; thus, S11 here refers to the proportion
of EM reflection/radiation reflecting away from the plane of
the patch antenna and towards the feed source in free space.

With the desired solver and appropriate boundary condi-
tions, we perform parameter sweep over structural parameters
(height h and width W ) and store the S11 amplitude and
phase results for analysis. We can then post-process the data
and retrieve optimal structural parameters, given the desired
conditions, which are as follows: a reflection phase difference
between the ON and OFF states of 180◦; second, a maximal
reflection amplitude of both states; and third, a minimal
reflection amplitude difference between the two states.

B. THEORETICAL FAR-FIELD AND GA
As described in the previous section, the theoretical far-field
is calculated with a given configuration matrix that represents
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FIGURE 6. Phase profile and directivity for θ = 15◦ beamsteering from a
f/d = 0.5 (5λ above) central feed source. The corresponding phase
distribution for a 20 × 20 reflectarray with: (a) a continuous degree of
change in the reflected phase (from 0◦ − 360◦) and (b) binary degree of
change in the reflected phase (0◦ or 180◦), (c) directivity comparison.

the ON and OFF states of the individual unit cell antennas.
The ON and OFF configurations govern the radiation pattern
of the reconfigurable reflectarray. Thus, we seek to solve the
inverse problem in (1), where we have a desired and known
radiation pattern (a multibeam steering, for instance) but are
looking for a non-trivial input matrix.

Together with the GA toolbox offered by MATLAB,
we also developed our own custom probabilistic crossover
and mutation functions to better tailor to the optimization
problem that we have. The general GA routine is shown
in Fig.4.

As described in the previous section, the cost func-
tion determines the optimization subject. For simplicity,
we defined it as the difference between the desired outcome
and the current outcome, as shown in (7). In the case of
multibeam optimization, the fundamental cost function can
be expressed as (8), where the Epks are the locations of the
electric field peaks, and Es are the intended locations of
the electric field peaks. So if the peaks are far away, then
the square of the location difference will be large, whereas
if the peaks are located as desired, then the square of the
difference will be zero. With this general form of the cost
function, we can also perform rudimentary SLL reductions.

cost = |E1 − Epk1|k + |E2 − Epk2|k + |E3 − Epk3|k + . . . .

(8)

It is important to note that the cost function (also known
as the fitness function) has the strongest and most direct
impact on the effectiveness of the GA optimization (or any
optimization), and we always prioritized the adjustment of
the cost function over that of the GA operators. This method
of optimization is computationally costly, as can be seen

FIGURE 7. Phase profile for θ = 15◦ beamsteering from a f/d = 0.5 (5λ
above) central feed source. Corresponding phase distribution profile for a
fixed size/aperture reflectarray with: (a) 20 × 20, λ/2 elements, (b) 80 ×
80, λ/8 elements, and (c) directivity comparison.

from Fig.5, where convergence is reached after more than a
hundred generations. Therefore, this approach is more suit-
able when used offline to generate a codebook, which can
then be stored in the proposed device. We are working on
a Gerchberg-Saxton iterative method that can potentially be
efficient enough to be deployed for online optimizations.

For the full cost function, one must add the individ-
ual weights for each cost for the GA to work optimally.
The weights affect the prioritization in optimization, which
is especially important for multi-objective optimizations.
A generalized form for the complete cost function is
expressed as follows:

C(φmn) =
K∑
k=1

H (|Edk | − |Ek |)W (n) · (Edk − Ek ) (9)

where C is the cost function with input φmn, the binary
configuration matrix of the metasurface, Edk is the desired
electric field pattern for the k th electric field profile (such as a
peak), Ek is the current electric field given the input matrix,H
is the Heaviside step function, indicating whether the desired
beam is larger or smaller than the current beam, and W (n)
is the weight operator that operates on the magnitude differ-
ence between the desired and current electric field strengths,
providing both product and exponential terms based on the
importance of the operand.

The determination of the individual weights is the most
time-consuming and challenging process, as often only
trial and error or educated-guesses methods are available.
Through experience, we established a matured optimization
cost function weighting method with an improved conver-
gence rate from adaptive crossover and mutation operations.
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FIGURE 8. The directivity comparison between three different aperture
sizes: 20 × 20, 40 × 40 and 80 × 80.

C. FULL DEVICE
With a known ON/OFF configuration, the 3D model can
be generated in a full-wave simulation software that solves
Maxwell’s equations in the time domain. For this process,
we wrote a routine in Visual Basics to automate the 3D
modeling process, which reads the configuration matrix and
updates the 3D model accordingly. In our case, if the matrix
elements are read as numeric ‘‘1’’, then the LC permittivity
will be adjusted to that of the ON state; likewise, if the matrix
element is ‘‘0’’, the LC permittivity for that unit cell will be
adjusted to that of the OFF state.

V. RESULTS AND EVALUATIONS
A. SCALABILITY ANALYSIS
Ideally, the reflectarray would have optimum directivity if it
can achieve continuous control of the reflected phases (0◦ −
360◦) from each antenna element, similar to the operation of
a traditional phased array. However, achieving a full 360◦ and
continuous control often comes at the cost of increased power
consumption, cost, and design complexity.

Thus, it is of interest to understand the relation between
directivity and phase quantization error, which can result
from the continuousness of the reflected phase, or the degree
of spacing from the subwavelength elements.

In Fig.6, in a 20× 20 elements reflectarray, the continuous
control over phase produces a directivity of 31.09 dB, while
the binary phase control produces 26.17 dB, which is approx-
imately 5 dB difference. This significant gain advantage of
the continuous phase control device could be of interest to
certain applications. However, practically, it will come at the
cost of higher power consumption (from the variable voltage
controls), lower energy efficiency, and greater complexity in
the design, which will ultimately lead to a more expensive
device for manufacturing.

In Fig.7, given the same aperture of the reflectarray, the
directivity of λ/2 unit cells is 26.17 dB, while the directivity
for λ/8 unit cells is 28.5 dB, approximately 2 dB difference.
This shows that by increasing the number of elements while
retaining the overall structure size, having more and smaller

FIGURE 9. The feed source horn antenna. (a) Far-field directivity in the
polar plot at φ = 0◦ with the red line, dark blue line for the main lobe
direction, light blue for the 3 dB beamwidth (40.1◦), and green circle for
the SLL, (b) 3D radiation pattern and corresponding directivity in dBi.

radiating elements enhances the intensity of the reflected
field. Nonetheless, there are certain effects as a result of
increasing element density. First, the bandwidth of the full
device tends to decrease. Second, when the radiating elements
are electrically very small, surface waves or even localized
surface plasmons may result at such a scale, thus reducing
the radiation efficiency.

Figure 8 shows the directivity of binary phase reflectarrays
with three different aperture sizes. 20 × 20 elements has a
directivity of 31.09 dB, 40 by 40 elements gives 36.91 dB
and 80 by 80 elements gives 42.65 dB. The aperture of the
device is directly related to the gain, so the only underlying
consideration here is the application intention and budget
available for the appropriate aperture.

TABLE 2. Summary of the KPIs for different dimensions of the
metasurface when using binary phase unit cells.

In TABLE-2, we notice that the 3 dB beamwidth is halved
every time the device area is doubled, whereas the main-lobe
gain increases by approximately 5 dB following each device
area doubling.

B. UNIT CELL AND FEED SOURCE
The feed horn has a dipole embedded inside, which radi-
ates omnidirectionally, while the horn cover serves as a
guide to focus the EM energy toward the intended surface.
We designed the horn to maximize the gain achieved and
radiation coverage to the surface. The design and opti-
mization of the feed horn are important; otherwise, the
assumptions made in theoretical models would mismatch
the full-wave simulation conditions and result in inaccurate
far-fields.

In Fig.9 part (a), we can see that the 3 dB beam-width
is 40◦, this is designed according to the horn aperture and
distance to the reflectarray surface, in order to maximize cov-
erage and at the same time provide relatively uniform strength
of radiation across, an assumption made in the theoretical
modeling of the excitation source.

In Fig.10, we demonstrate that the phase difference
between theON andOFF states of the new unit cell, simulated
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FIGURE 10. Unit cell characteristics, reflection (a) phase and
(b) amplitude of the ON and OFF states.

under periodic boundary conditions, is 189◦ at the operational
frequency of 108 GHz. The magnitude of the reflection is
0.855 for the ON state and 0.857 for the OFF state. Note
that the unit cell characteristics are practically identical to our
earlier works [13], [14], as the integration of the biasing line
and FR-4 spacers were designed to minimize any interference
with high-frequency resonances. Nonetheless, the reflection
amplitudes of the ON and OFF states at 108 GHz are slightly
different; thus, the difference is included in the theoretical
far-field model.

In Fig.11, we demonstrate the reflection phase and ampli-
tude of the structure for oblique incident angles for both
the TE and TM modes. We can see that for the reflection
phase, both the TE and TM polarizations remain relatively
unchanged from 0◦ to 40◦ incidence angle, after which the
reflection phase becomes significantly different (more than
20◦ different from the normal incidence phase), affecting the
performance of the structure. Both the TE and TM modes
have similar phase values until the angle of incidence reaches
approximately 40◦. This implies that the device can possibly
be programmed to operate for both polarizations up to an
incidence of 40◦, without compromising the pattern synthesis
capabilities.

The magnitudes of the reflections for both polariza-
tions remained identical until approximately 55◦ incidence.
Because we adopted a phase-only pattern synthesis process,
the amplitude variations did not significantly affect the
accuracy of the peak locations, but the overall gain values.
However, after 55◦ incidence, there begins to exhibit a sig-
nificant difference in the amplitude value of the two polar-
izations, which will also affect the accuracy of the pattern
synthesis.

Thus, we can suggest that the device is capable of operating
from −40◦ to 40◦ (azimuth and horizontal) for both TE and
TM polarizations, as shown in Fig.13.

FIGURE 11. a) Reflection magnitude and b) reflection phase for oblique
incidence.

C. RADIATION PATTERNS
In this section, we demonstrate the far-field radiation patterns
for both the beam scanning and multibeam scenarios. For
these results, we used the feedhorn antenna described in
the section above at a distance of 10λ above the device.
This specific distance is chosen as we intend to simulate an
integrated feed horn, where excitation is near the reflectarray
surface.

In Fig.12, we show the general agreement between the the-
oretical normalized far-field electric field and the full-wave
normalized far-field electric field. The ON/OFF states are
shown as green/red unit cells in the figure. These far-field
radiation patterns were also checked with those in other
studies [15]–[17], where the same configurations of ON/OFF
were used.

In Fig.13, we show a collection of the full-wave
beam-scanning simulation results, for φ = 135◦ and θ
scanning from 0◦ to 57◦. At angles greater than 40◦, such
as at θ = 57◦, not only is the beamwidth greatly increased
(and the beam profile became asymmetrical to the peak), but
also the directivity significantly decreased. However, from
θ = 0◦ to θ = 40◦, the directivities are almost identical,
with a minor increase in the beamwidth as the scanning angle
increases.

In Fig.14, we show the theoretical and full-wave far-field
radiation pattern when the configuration is set to steer the
beam to θ = 15◦, φ = 135◦. By using (6), we can deter-
mine the phase distribution required to achieve a certain
beamsteering angle, which can then be used to construct the
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TABLE 3. KPIs for different scan angles.

FIGURE 12. (a) Theoretical and (b) full wave normalized far-field electric
field.

configurations of the ON andOFF states. Similarly, in Fig.15,
the case for θ = 30◦, φ = 315◦ is shown.
In Fig.16, we demonstrate the theoretical and full-wave

radiation patterns of a GA-optimized three-beam configura-
tion. In Fig.16 (a), we show the theoretical far-field radiation
pattern plot, excited by an ideal dipole horn feeder that is
located at 10λ above the device surface. The three beams
were GA-optimized for steering at (θ = 15◦, φ = 45◦),
(θ = 45◦, φ = 165◦), and (θ = 50◦, φ = 225◦). While
in Fig.17, four beams are optimized at the angles of (θ =
15◦, φ = 45◦), (θ = 20◦, φ = 135◦), (θ = 25◦, φ = 165◦)
and (θ = 30◦, φ = 225◦).
In Fig.16 (b), we present the full-wave simulation plot for

the same configuration that gives the 3-beam split. In this
plot, we see that each of the three steered main lobes has
a directivity of at least 14 dBi, which shows promising
performance in terms of the beam-forming capabilities of
our device, given that the horn antenna has a directivity of
13 dBi.

Similarly, in Fig.17, we demonstrate the GA-optimized
four-beam split. Although the main peaks are correct in
terms of position, it is noticeable that the noise and SLL are
more significant here, likely because of the limitations of the
device’s dimensions: the lower the number of unit cells, the
lower the resolution of the multibeams.

In Table-3, we listed the KPIs that are derived from
semi-analytical calculations and full-wave simulations.
Although the beamwidths of the semi-analytical model
are consistent with those of the full-wave simulations, the
semi-analytical main lobes (and consequently sidelobes) are

FIGURE 13. Full-wave simulation of the radiation patterns for φ = 135◦.

approximately 4 dBi stronger than those of the full-wave sim-
ulations. We believe that the inconsistencies in weaker radi-
ation regions, and the overestimation in mainlobe/sidelobe
strengths can be attributed to the absence of considerations
in the theoretical model of the: 1) coupling effects between
the individual antennas, which become significant in the sub-
wavelength regime, and often manifest as resonant features,
as observed in the full-wave plots, in terms of the oscillatory
blue lines versus the smooth blue lines in theoretical plots;
2) material losses and surface effects, such as surface waves,
which can lead to secondary radiation manifesting in the
weaker radiation regions and decreasing the main-lobe inten-
sity. However, it is important to note that the decibel-scale
plot disproportionately magnifies any numerical effects and
errors.

We would also like to point out that, likely due to the
step-size and accuracy settings in the full-wave simula-
tions, the lowest far-field radiation intensities recorded in
full-wave simulations were much higher in comparison to
the lowest radiation intensities in the theoretical far-field
plot (−21 dBi in full-wave versus −46 dBi in theoretical,
for beamsteering). To clarify the theoretical far-field con-
tour plots in the areas of interest (mainlobe and sidelobes),
we extended the range of lower intensity values for the lower
color range (lower intensity values are inside the blue color
range) while maintaining the higher intensities in a color
range that is consistent with color mapping of full-wave
plots.
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FIGURE 14. 2D far field directivity plot of beamsteering towards
θ = 15◦, φ = 135◦. (a) Semi-analytical far-field and (b) full-wave
simulation.

FIGURE 15. 2D far field directivity plot of beamsteering towards
θ = 30◦, φ = 315◦. (a) Semi-analytical far-field and (b) full-wave
simulation.

VI. CONCLUSION
In this study, we performed computational studies on a pro-
posed 20 × 20 element LC-based binary phase reconfig-
urable reflectarray metasurface, which operates at a central
frequency of 108 GHz. The phase difference between the ON
and OFF states achieved at the central frequency is 177◦, and
the reflection amplitudes are 0.88 for both states.

We presented a scalability analysis, semi-analytical, and
full-wave simulation of far-field radiation patterns, where we
demonstrated the performance of the device in terms of beam
scanning and GA-optimized multibeam capabilities through
scanning plots and KPI tables, as well as detailed imple-
mentation techniques employed to achieve the cross-platform

FIGURE 16. 2D far field directivity plot of GA optimized 3 beam split.
(a) Semi-analytical far-field and (b) full-wave simulation.

FIGURE 17. 2D far field directivity plot of GA optimized 4 beam split.
(a) Semi-analytical far-field and (b) full-wave simulation.

simulation and optimization. In terms of pattern synthesis,
we showed a generalized adaptive GA implementation and
principle ideas for designing the cost function for specific
beam profiles.

In future work, we would like to include amplitude syn-
thesis, in addition to the phase synthesis. This will allow us
to design a suitable feed horn with higher energy efficiency
through a lower spillover. To do so, we will look into higher
degree-of-freedom configuration possibilities (more than just
binary control), as the requirement to achieve a specific
reflection amplitude is beyond the capability of the binary
phase control unit. We would also like to produce a prototype
to test the performance of the device in practice.

VOLUME 9, 2021 155573



X. Meng et al.: Design and Analysis of Electronically Reconfigurable LC-Based Reflectarray Metasurface

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
The authors would like to thank Dr. Richard Rudd, Dr. Junaid
Syed, and a Prof. Marco Peccianti for their helpful discus-
sions.

REFERENCES
[1] OFCOM. Further Consultation: Supporting Innovation in the 100-

200 GHz Range. Accessed: May 20, 2020. [Online]. Available:
https://www.ofcom.org.U.K./consultations-and-statements/category-2/
supporting-innovation-100-200-ghz

[2] G. Lerude. FCC Opens Spectrum Above 95 GHz, Encourages
Experimentation. Accessed: Mar. 28, 2019. [Online]. Available:
https://www.microwavejournal.com/blogs/17-gary-lerude-mwj-technical-
editor/post/32008-fcc-opens-spectrum-above-95-ghz-encourages-
experimentation

[3] FCC Opens Spectrum Above 95 GHz, Encourages Experimenta-
tion, document FG-NET-2030, Network 2030—A Blueprint of Tech-
nology, Applications and Market Drivers Towards the Year 2030
and Beyond, 2020. [Online]. Available: https://www.itu.int/en/ITU-T/
focusgroups/net2030/Documents/White_Paper.pdf

[4] H. Tataria, M. Shafi, A. F. Molisch, M. Dohler, H. Sjöland, and
F. Tufvesson, ‘‘6G wireless systems: Vision, requirements, challenges,
insights, and opportunities,’’ Proc. IEEE, vol. 109, no. 7, pp. 1166–1199,
Jul. 2021, doi: 10.1109/JPROC.2021.3061701.

[5] I. F. Akyildiz, J. M. Jornet, and C. Han, ‘‘Terahertz band: Next frontier for
wireless communications,’’ Phys. Commun., vol. 12, pp. 16–32, Sep. 2014,
doi: 10.1016/j.phycom.2014.01.006.

[6] H. Yuan, N. Yang, K. Yang, C. Han, and J. An, ‘‘Hybrid beamform-
ing for terahertz multi-carrier systems over frequency selective fading,’’
IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 10, pp. 6186–6199, Oct. 2020, doi:
10.1109/TCOMM.2020.3008699.

[7] S. A. Busari, K. M. S. Huq, S. Mumtaz, J. Rodriguez, Y. Fang,
D. C. Sicker, S. Al-Rubaye, and A. Tsourdos, ‘‘Generalized hybrid beam-
forming for vehicular connectivity using THz massive MIMO,’’ IEEE
Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 9, pp. 8372–8383, Sep. 2019, doi:
10.1109/TVT.2019.2921563.

[8] G. Zhou, C. Pan, H. Ren, P. Popovski, and A. Lee Swindlehurst, ‘‘Chan-
nel estimation for RIS-aided multiuser millimeter-wave systems,’’ 2021,
arXiv:2106.14792.

[9] E. C. Strinati, G. C. Alexandropoulos, V. Sciancalepore, M. Di Renzo,
H. Wymeersch, D.-T. Phan-Huy,M. Crozzoli, R. D’Errico, E. DeCarvalho,
P. Popovski, P. Di Lorenzo, L. Bastianelli, M. Belouar, J. E. Mascolo,
G. Gradoni, S. Phang, G. Lerosey, and B. Denis, ‘‘Wireless environment
as a service enabled by reconfigurable intelligent surfaces: The RISE-6G
perspective,’’ 2021, arXiv:2104.06265.

[10] C. Pan, H. Ren, K. Wang, J. Florentin Kolb, M. Elkashlan, M. Chen,
M. Di Renzo, Y.Hao, J.Wang, A. Lee Swindlehurst, X. You, and L. Hanzo,
‘‘Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for 6G systems: Principles, applica-
tions, and research directions,’’ 2020, arXiv:2011.04300.

[11] Y.-C. Liang, J. Chen, R. Long, Z.-Q. He, X. Lin, C. Huang, S. Liu,
X. S. Shen, and M. Di Renzo, ‘‘Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for
smart wireless environments: Channel estimation, system design and appli-
cations in 6G networks,’’ Sci. China Inf. Sci., vol. 64, no. 10, Oct. 2021,
doi: 10.1007/s11432-020-3261-5.

[12] F. Shu, G. Yang, and Y.-C. Liang, ‘‘Reconfigurable intelligent sur-
face enhanced symbiotic radio over multicasting signals,’’ in Proc.
IEEE 93rd Veh. Technol. Conf. (VTC-Spring), Apr. 2021, pp. 1–6, doi:
10.1109/VTC2021-Spring51267.2021.9448920.

[13] X. Meng, M. Nekovee, and D. Wu, ‘‘Reconfigurable liquid crystal reflec-
tarray metasurface for THz communications,’’ in Proc. Antennas Propag.
Conf. (APC), 2019, pp. 1–6, doi: 10.1049/cp.2019.0733.

[14] X. Meng, M. Nekovee, D. Wu, and R. Rudd, ‘‘Electronically reconfig-
urable binary phase liquid crystal reflectarray metasurface at 108 GHz,’’
in Proc. IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), Dec. 2019, pp. 1–6,
doi: 10.1109/GCWkshps45667.2019.9024689.

[15] X. Wan, M. Qi, T. Chen, and T. Cui, ‘‘Field-programmable beam reconfig-
uring based on digitally-controlled coding metasurface,’’ Sci. Rep., vol. 6,
Mar. 2016, Art. no. 20663, doi: 10.1038/srep20663.

[16] H. Yang, X. Cao, F. Yang, J. Gao, S. Xu, M. Li, X. Chen, Y. Zhao,
Y. Zheng, and S. Li, ‘‘A programmable metasurface with dynamic polar-
ization, scattering and focusing control,’’ Sci. Rep., vol. 6, no. 1, Dec. 2016,
Art. no. 35692, doi: 10.1038/srep35692.

[17] T. J. Cui,M.Q.Qi, X.Wan, J. Zhao, andQ. Cheng, ‘‘Codingmetamaterials,
digital metamaterials and programmable metamaterials,’’ Light, Sci. Appl.,
vol. 3, no. 10, p. e218, Oct. 2014, doi: 10.1038/lsa.2014.99.

[18] S. Montori, E. Chiuppesi, P. Farinelli, L. Marcaccioli, R. V. Gatti, and
R. Sorrentino, ‘‘W-band beam-steerable MEMS-based reflectarray,’’ Int.
J. Microw. Wireless Technol., vol. 3, no. 5, pp. 521–532, Oct. 2011, doi:
10.1017/S1759078711000754.

[19] H. Legay, G. Caille, E. Girard, P. Pons, H. Aubert, E. Perret, P. Calmon,
J. P. Polizzi, J.-P. Ghesquiers, D. Cadoret, and R. Gillard, ‘‘MEMS con-
trolled linearly polarised reflectarray elements,’’ in Proc. 12nd Int. Symp.
Antenna Technol. Appl. Electromagn. Can. Radio Sci. Conf., 2006, pp. 1–4.

[20] S. Bildik, S. Dieter, C. Fritzsch, M. Frei, C. Fischer, W. Menzel, and
R. Jakoby, ‘‘Reconfigurable liquid crystal reflectarray with extended tun-
able phase range,’’ in Proc. 8th Eur. Radar Conf., 2011, pp. 404–407.

[21] G. Perez-Palomino, M. Barba, J. Encinar, R. Cahill, R. Dickie,
and P. Baine, ‘‘Liquid crystal based beam scanning reflectarrays
and their potential in SATCOM antennas,’’ in Proc. 11st Eur.
Conf. Antennas Propag. (EUCAP), 2017, pp. 3428–3431, doi:
10.23919/EuCAP.2017.7928474.

[22] G. Perez-Palomino, R. Florencio, J. A. Encinar, M. Barba, R. Dickie,
R. Cahill, and P. Baine, ‘‘Accurate and efficient modeling to calculate
the voltage dependence of liquid crystal-based reflectarray cells,’’ IEEE
Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 62, no. 5, pp. 2659–2668, May 2014, doi:
10.1109/TAP.2014.2308521.

[23] G. W. Webb, S. Angello, W. Vernon, M. S. Sanchez, and S. C. Rose,
‘‘Novel photonically controlled antenna for MMW communications,’’
in Proc. Int. Topical Meeting Microw. Photon., 2000, pp. 97–100, doi:
10.1109/MWP.2000.889796.

[24] T. F. Gallacher, R. Sondena, D. A. Robertson, and G. M. Smith, ‘‘Opti-
cal modulation of millimeter-wave beams using a semiconductor sub-
strate,’’ IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Techn., vol. 60, no. 7, pp. 2301–2309,
Jul. 2012, doi: 10.1109/TMTT.2012.2193142.

[25] V. Kirillov, I. Munina, and P. Turalchuk, ‘‘Small-size square ring 1-bit
reconfigurable transmitarray unit cell for C-band applications,’’ Appl. Sci.,
vol. 10, no. 9, p. 3319, May 2020.

[26] G. Perez-Palomino, M. Barba, J. A. Encinar, R. Cahill, R. Dickie, P. Baine,
and M. Bain, ‘‘Design and demonstration of an electronically scanned
reflectarray antenna at 100 GHz using multiresonant cells based on liquid
crystals,’’ IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 63, no. 8, pp. 3722–3727,
Aug. 2015, doi: 10.1109/TAP.2015.2434421.

[27] Y. Jun, W. Pengjun, S. Shuangyuan, L. Ying, Y. Zhiping, and D. Guang-
sheng, ‘‘A novel electronically controlled two-dimensional terahertz beam-
scanning reflectarray antenna based on liquid crystals,’’ Frontiers Phys.,
vol. 8, p. 435, 2020, doi: 10.3389/fphy.2020.576045.

[28] R. Dickie, P. Baine, R. Cahill, E. Doumanis, G. Goussetis, S. Christie,
N. Mitchell, V. Fusco, D. Linton, J. Encinar, R. Dudley, D. Hindley,
M. Naftaly, M. Arrebola, and G. Toso, ‘‘Electrical characterisation of
liquid crystals at millimetre wavelengths using frequency selective sur-
faces,’’ Electron. Lett., vol. 48, no. 11, p. 611, 2012, doi: 10.1049/el.2012.
1061.

[29] P. Yaghmaee, W. Withayachumnankul, A. K. Horestani, A. Ebrahimi,
B. Bates, and C. Fumeaux, ‘‘Tunable electric-LC resonators using liquid
crystal,’’ in Proc. IEEE Antennas Propag. SoC. Int. Symp. (APSURSI),
Jul. 2013, pp. 382–383, doi: 10.1109/APS.2013.6710852.

[30] A. Moessinger, R. Marin, J. Freese, S. Mueller, A. Manabe, and R. Jakoby,
‘‘Investigations on 77 GHz tunable reflectarray unit cells with liquid
crystal,’’ in Proc. 1st Eur. Conf. Antennas Propag., 2006, pp. 1–4, doi:
10.1109/EUCAP.2006.4584492.

[31] A. Karim, H. Yadav, and S. Ahmad, ‘‘Design and simulation of LC
based patch antenna 20 GHz frequency,’’ in AIP Conf. Proc., vol. 1620,
pp. 15–21, Oct. 2014, doi: 10.1063/1.4898213.

[32] J. Huang and J. A. Encinar, ‘‘Antenna analysis techniques,’’ in Reflectarray
Antennas. Hoboken, NJ, USA: Wiley, 2007.

XIAOMIN MENG received the B.Sc. degree in
physics from the University of Rochester and
the M.Sc. degree in theory and simulation of
materials from Imperial College London. He is
currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree with the Pro-
fessor Nekovee’s Group, University of Sussex. For
his M.Sc. graduation thesis, he worked with Sir
John Pendry on bragg-stacked graphene plasmonic
metagratings, which has motivated him to pursuit
further researches in the field of metasuraces and

computational EM applied to wireless communications.

155574 VOLUME 9, 2021

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2021.3061701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.phycom.2014.01.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCOMM.2020.3008699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TVT.2019.2921563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11432-020-3261-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/VTC2021-Spring51267.2021.9448920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/cp.2019.0733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/GCWkshps45667.2019.9024689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep20663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep35692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/lsa.2014.99
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1759078711000754
http://dx.doi.org/10.23919/EuCAP.2017.7928474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2014.2308521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MWP.2000.889796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2012.2193142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2015.2434421
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2020.576045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/el.2012.1061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/el.2012.1061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/APS.2013.6710852
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/EUCAP.2006.4584492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4898213


X. Meng et al.: Design and Analysis of Electronically Reconfigurable LC-Based Reflectarray Metasurface

MAZIAR NEKOVEE (Member, IEEE) received
the bachelor’s degree in electrical and electronic
engineering from the Delft University of Tech-
nology, The Netherlands, and the Ph.D. degree
in physics from the University of Nijmegen, The
Netherlands. He is currently a Professor of tele-
coms and mobile technology and the Head of
the Centre for Advanced Communication, Mobile
Technology, and IoT, School of Engineering and
Informatics, University of Sussex, U.K. Prior to

joining Sussex in 2017, he was the Chief Engineer and the Head of 5G
research at Samsung Research and Development, U.K. Prior to that, he was
a Senior Scientist with British Telecom (BT) Research and Technology and
subsequently a Team Leader. His research interests and expertise include 5G
and beyond-5G/6G mobile communication RAN and core design, machine
learning and AI applied to communication networks, spectrum sharing,
cognitive radio, millimeter-wave, and THz communications. He has authored
over 120 highly cited peer-reviewed papers, one best-selling book Cog-
nitive Radio Communications and Networks: Principle and Practice and
has 13 patents in telecommunication and mobile technologies. He is a
sought-after speaker at high-level industry events, C-level meetings with
European operators, policy makers, and international conferences. He was a
recipient of a number of industry and academic awards, including the Royal
Society (U.K. Academy of Science) Industry Fellowship, the BT Innova-
tion Award, and the Samsung Research and Development Best Practice of
Research Award.

DEHAO WU received the bachelor’s degree in
optical and information engineering, the M.Sc.
degree in microelectronics and telecommunica-
tion engineering, and the Ph.D. degree in opti-
cal wireless communications from Northumbria
University, Newcastle, U.K., in 2007, 2009, and
2013, respectively. He is a Senior Lecturer at
Bournemouth University (BU), U.K. Before join-
ing BU, he held the role of a Sussex Research
Fellowship and has been a Senior Research Fellow

with the Department of Engineering and Design, University of Sussex, since
April 2018. Before joining Sussex, he was a Postdoctoral Research Fellow
at the Nanyang Technological University of Singapore and the University
of Manchester. He has published more than 45 peer-reviewed papers in
international conferences and journals, two book chapters, and two patents in
indoor high-accuracy positioning technology. His current research interests
include machine-learning algorithms, intelligent management of 5G and
beyond-5G systems, artificial intelligence for 5G verticals, the IoT, optical
wireless communications, free-space optics, visible light communications,
RF communications, indoor high-accuracy positioning, optical sensing and
detection, underwater RF and acoustic communications, information-centric
networking, and information resilience. He is an Executive CommitteeMem-
ber of the IET RF and Microwave Technical and Professional Networks
(TPN). He serves as a technical committee member for a number of IEEE
conferences.

VOLUME 9, 2021 155575


