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Abstract

With possible new use cases and hard needs of upcoming 5th generation (5G) and beyond
wireless networks, the future of mobile communications appears intriguing. The propaga-
tion medium has been regarded as a randomly behaving entity between the transmitter and
the receiver since the dawn of the modern era of wireless communications, degrading the
quality of the received signal due to the uncontrollable interactions of the transmitted radio
waves with the surrounding objects. On the other hand, the recent introduction of intelligent
reflecting surfaces (IRS) in wireless communications allows network operators to adjust
the scattering, reflection, and refraction properties of radio waves, therefore eliminating the

detrimental impacts of natural wireless propagation.

IRS has recently demonstrated that it can successfully regulate the wavefront of incom-
ing signals, including phase, amplitude, frequency, and even polarization, without the use
of sophisticated decoding, encoding, and radio frequency processing methods. The IRS is
a viable alternative to active reliance techniques for improving the performance of wireless
systems without requiring extensive processing at the relay. In addition to this, free space
optics (FSO) communication is a promising solution for high-data-rate transmission over
a large bandwidth in the optical spectrum without requiring a license. The FSO operates
in above 300 GHz (Infrared, Ultraviolet) range and is an emerging alternative to radio fre-

quency (RF) communication.

Free space optics (FSO) communication is seen as a cost-effective way to provide higher
bandwidth, higher data rates, better link security, higher immunity to interference, etc., com-
pared to radio frequency (RF) communication over short link distances. Despite these ad-
vantages, FSO link is severely affected by pointing errors, atmospheric turbulence, and sig-
nal loss due to the obstructions caused by buildings, trees, mountains, etc. In our work, we
propose a hybrid and a mixed communication system model consisting of a FSO subsystem

and a RF subsystem with the goal to improve the coverage and system reliability. In addition,
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both the FSO and RF subsystems are assisted by intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRS). Specif-
ically, we carry out the performance analysis of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system and
IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system by deriving closed-form expressions for various perfor-
mance metrics. The derived performance metrics have been validated using Monte-Carlo

simulations. Finally, numerical results are shown along with insightful discussions.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Introduction

Recent introduction of intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRS) is a completely different concept
[1]. Since the beginning of the modern communication, the wireless medium has been
considered as a randomly behaving entity between transmitter and receiver, which degrades
the quality of received signal. The IRS are made up of man-made electromagnetic materials,
which can be used to intelligently control the electromagnetic properties of the incident
waves, such as phase, angle of reflection, amplitude, and polarization [2] to improve the
signal quality at the receiver. IRS is also referred to as reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(RIS), large intelligent surfaces (LIS), intelligent wall (IW), etc. The significant advantages
of IRS include very low power consumption, enhanced coverage area, and improved link
reliability over competing wireless technologies like cooperative relay systems [3].

Also due to the increasing number of wireless multimedia devices and new applications,
there is always a requirement of ultra-high bandwidth, high data rates, high-speed backhaul
networks, high security, low latency, improved reliability, etc. Though the fifth-generation
(5G) wireless communication technologies are capable of addressing few of these require-
ments, there is still a great challenge to fulfill most of the requirements of future-generation
wireless systems after ten years. This has motivated the researchers to work towards sixth-
generation (6G) wireless communication systems [4]. Since radio frequency (RF) spec-
trum is capacity limited as well as congested, it is essential to look for alternative solutions.
One possible solution is to tap much wider optical spectrum near infrared (IR) band. Free

space optics (FSO) communication operates in near IR band and it provides higher capacity,
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higher bandwidth, higher immunity to interference, better link security, etc., compared to RF
communication as well as very cost-effective due to unlicensed spectrum. Thus, FSO com-
munication is considered as a promising technology for providing high-capacity wireless
backhaul connectivity in 6G [5].

Despite various advantages of FSO communication, the link performance is undermined
by the atmospheric turbulence, pointing errors, and atmospheric attenuation. In order to
improve the reliability of the FSO communication system, an additional RF subsystem was
used as a backup for the FSO subsystem and this led to the development of hybrid FSO/RF
system. Another way to improve performance is by combining FSO and RF in a dual-hop
scenario which is mixed FSO/RF system.

The hybrid and mixed FSO/RF system are used to take advantages of both FSO and RF
technologies simultaneously. However, obstruction between the transmitter and the receiver
because of buildings, trees, mountains, etc., can still affect the transmission. So, integrating

IRS with such systems would be a promising scenario for 5G and beyond communication.

1.2 Literature Review

Recently, many research works have been done by integrating IRS with various technolo-
gies. In [3], the average symbol error probability (SEP) performance of an IRS-assisted RF
system was investigated, where the small-scale fading in the RF link was modeled using
Rayleigh distribution. In [6], the performance of a terrestrial FSO system assisted using a
single-element IRS was analyzed and the exact closed-form expressions for probability den-
sity function (PDF), cumulative distribution function (CDF), moment generating function
(MGF), outage probability, channel capacity, and average bit error rate (BER) were derived.
They used IRS to intentionally modify the phase of the incident signals to improve the signal
quality at the receiver.

Authors in [7] have analysed the performance in terms of outage probability, average
symbol error rate, and ergodic channel capacity for the IRS-assisted single link FSO system.
In addition, Gamma-Gamma distribution was considered for atmospheric turbulence model
and pointing errors due to beam jitter were also considered. In [8], the performance analysis
in terms of outage probability, average BER, and channel capacity of an IRS-assisted mul-

tiple link FSO system was carried out. Further, the atmospheric turbulence-induced fading
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in the FSO link was modeled using Gamma-Gamma distribution and the effects of pointing
errors due to beam jitter and IRS jitter on the system performance were also taken into con-
sideration. Multiple transmitter and receiver apertures were considered and each transmitter
aperture sends the signal to individual receiver aperture through an IRS element and the all
received signals were combined using maximal ratio combining (MRC) technique.

To improve the performance of FSO communication systems other than using IRS, au-
thors in [9] have done a comprehensive performance analysis of a terrestrial hybrid FSO/RF
system was carried out assuming a hard-switching scheme, where either FSO or RF link
will be activated at a particular instant of time. Further, performance improvement tech-
niques such as maximal ratio combining (MRC), selection combining (SC), etc., for hybrid
FSO/RF system were analyzed in [10]. In [11], The authors have analysed the performance
of dual-hop FSO/RF transmission systems with amplify-and-forward (AF) fixed relaying
technique in terms of outage probability, average BER and ergodic capacity. In [12], IRS
was integrated with RF link in mixed FSO/RF system and further enhancements from mixed

FSO/RF system in performance metrics were analysed.

1.3 Motivations and Contributions

1.3.1 Chapter 2

The motivations behind the work in Chapter 2 are summarized as follows:

The performance of IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system has not been investigated in

the existing literature to the best of our knowledge.

* In hybrid FSO/RF system, the reliability of system is improved because of the RF link
as a backup in different weather conditions, but system performance is affected due to

obstructions between the transmitter and the receiver.

* In the IRS-assisted FSO system, the system is immune from the obstruction but the

reliability is the main problem.

* The IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system compensates the problem of reliability as

well as obstructions.

The contributions of the work in Chapter 2 are summarized as follows:
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* The closed-form expressions for performance metrics such as outage probability, av-

erage BER, and ergodic capacity of the proposed system model are derived.

¢ The Monte Carlo simulations are also carried out to validate the derived closed-form

expressions.

» Average BER and ergodic capacity of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system are

compared to other FSO-based systems.

* Effects of increasing number of IRS elements and beam jitter deviation are also anal-

ysed.

1.3.2 Chapter 3

The motivations behind the work in Chapter 3 are summarized as follows:

* The existing literature has analysed the mixed FSO/RF systems with IRS used in the
RF link only.

* IRS when used with both FSO and RF can compensates the obstruction between both

the links and improves the coverage of the system.

» Performance analysis of IRS with FSO over Malaga fading channel has not been done

to the best of our knowledge.
The contributions of the work in Chapter 3 are summarized as follows:

* The closed-form expressions for outage probability and average BER of the proposed

system model are derived.

* Malaga fading channel is considered for FSO subsystem and Rayleigh fading is con-

sidered for RF subsystem.

¢ The Monte Carlo simulations are also carried out to validate the derived closed-form

expressions.

» Average BER and outage probability of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system are

compared to other FSO-based systems.

* Effects of pointing errors and atmospheric turbulence on system performance is anal-

ysed.



1.4 Organization of the Thesis

The rest of this thesis is organized as follows: In Chapter 2, performance analysis of the IRS-
assisted hybrid FSO/RF system is discussed. Further, in Chapter 3, performance analysis
of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system is carried out. Finally, Chapter 4 includes the

conclusion and scope of the future work of this thesis.



Chapter 2

Performance Analysis of IRS-Assisted

Hybrid FSO/RF Communication System

2.1 Introduction

This chapter describes an IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system model. In the proposed sys-
tem model, we considered one source, two IRSs and one destination. The source consists
of multiple aperture FSO transmitter and a backup RF transmitter. Similarly, the destination
has multiple aperture FSO receiver and a backup RF receiver. The IRS for FSO subsystem
consists of Ny reflector elements and IRS for RF subsystem consists of N, reflector elements.
Further, we assume that there is no direct line-of-sight (LoS) path between the source and
destination, and hence, IRS is used to create a virtual LoS path. It is also assumed that
the receiver has the perfect channel state information (CSI). The priority to send message
signal is given to FSO subsystem, in which multiple apertures send message signal via Ny
reflecting elements. Now those message signals can be combined using various diversity
combining techniques such as switched combining, equal-gain combining, selection com-
bining, maximal ratio combining (MRC). In our work, we have used MRC technique. A
weighted summation of signals is conducted in the MRC approach, with amplitudes propor-
tional to signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for each signal and phase kept equal. We have assumed
a single-threshold-based switching to switch between FSO and RF subsystem. The RF sub-
system will only be active when the instantaneous SNR of FSO subsystem falls below a
certain threshold SNR value, denoted as 7;,. Under such conditions, FSO will remain inac-

tive and message signal will only be transmitted through IRS-assisted RF subsystem. The
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performance of the proposed system is analyzed by deriving the outage probability, average

BER, and ergodic capacity expressions.

2.2 Organisation of Chapter

The rest of the chapter is organized as follows: The system model for IRS-assisted hybrid
FSO/RF system has been discussed in Section 2.3. Section 2.4 provides the closed-form
expressions for outage probability, average BER, and ergodic capacity. Furthermore, Nu-
merical results and inferences are given in Section 2.5. Finally, the concluding remarks are

given in Section 2.6.

2.3 System Model

We consider an IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF communication system, shown in Figure 2.1.
In normal condition, the IRS-assisted FSO (IAFSO) subsystem is sending signal to receiver
through Ny links. When the instantaneous SNR of the IAFSO subsystem falls below the
threshold SNR, %, the IAFSO subsystem will stop sending signal and the IRS-assisted
RF (IARF) subsystem will start sending the message signal. This decision is taken based
on 1-bit feedback signal from the receiver. We consider sub-carrier intensity modulation
(SIM) for FSO subsystem with binary phase-shift-keying (BPSK) scheme at the transmitter
and direct detection (DD) technique is assumed for detecting the FSO signals at the receiver.
Moreover, we consider BPSK scheme for the RF subsystem at the transmitter and a coherent
detection technique at the receiver. The main assumptions considered in our work are as
follows: The channel state information (CSI) is assumed to be perfectly available at the
receiver for both FSO and RF subsystems. Furthermore, the 1-bit feedback signal received

for switching between FSO and RF subsystems is assumed to be received without any error.
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Figure 2.1: System model for IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF communication system

2.3.1 FSO Channel Model

There are Ny FSO links in IAFSO subsystem and for any k" link, where k € {1,2,...,N s
the main signal impairments in FSO considered are atmospheric turbulence, 4, and pointing

errors, hy.

Atmospheric Turbulence Model:

For any k" link, the end-to-end atmospheric turbulence is the cascaded turbulence from

source to k' reflector and from k" reflector to destination given as
hak = hakl hak2 2.1)

where hy, and hy, denote the atmospheric turbulence-induced fading coefficients from
transmitter to k" IRS element and k" IRS element to receiver, respectively. Let Ly and
L, j denote the distances from transmitter to IRS and from IRS to receiver, respectively.
Further, we assume L, = Ly = L by considering the far-field case. The moderate-to-
strong atmospheric turbulence encountered by the FSO links can be modeled using Gamma-
Gamma distribution and the probability density function (PDF) is given by [13, Eq.(12)]

a+p
fhaki(x)=%xaﬁ‘ll(aﬁ(2 afx) ie{1,2} (2.2)



where o > 0 and B > O represent the large scale and small scale scattering parameters,
respectively and K, (-) is the v/"-order modified Bessel function of second kind [14, Eq.
(8.407)]. The PDF of end-to-end atmospheric turbulence can be derived by solving the
integral given by

() = /0 Oofhakl () fi, (;) Lar (2.3)

t
After substituting (2.2) in (2.3), we get

ath 2 a+ oo X
Jng (x) = (%) x(Tﬁ_ >/0 t_lKa_ﬁ(Z aft)Ky_p (2,/05[3;) dt  (2.4)

The integral is solved by writing modified Bessel function of second kind in the form of
another special function named Meijer-G function [15, Eq. (03.04.26.0008.01)]. After that,
using [15, Eq. (07.34.17.0012.01)] and [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0011.01)] to obtain the PDF of

end-to-end atmospheric turbulence for the k" link as
a+p 2
2 atp -
i (3) = (L) {640 [ (aprx 25)

C(a)T(B) O‘;ﬁjﬁ;o‘, “237/350‘

where G- (‘) denotes the Meijer G-function [15, Eq.(07.34.02.0001.01)].

Pointing Error Model:

The pointing errors in the IRS-assisted FSO system are mainly due to beam jitter and IRS
jitter [8], where the beam jitter is caused by the vibrations of the transmitter and IRS jitter
refers to the normal vector deflection caused by the vibrations of the reflecting surface. The

end-to-end pointing error for the k" link is approximately given by [16]

2 2
Iy ~ Ag exp (— 4 ) 2.6)

zeq
where r is the radial displacement caused by beam and IRS jitter, Ag represents the fraction
of power at the receiver aperture, and w,,, is the equivalent beam width. Further, Ay and

Wzeq can be calculated as

Ao = erf? (v) (2.7)
) \/Eerf(\/)
erq =w, W (28)

where erf(-) denotes the error function [14, Eq. (8.25)]. Further, v = \/g w% where a is the

aperture radius and w; is the beam width. The PDF of the end-to-end pointing error for the
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k' is given by

c—1
c [ x
Thp (x) = a0 <A—O) , 0 <x <Ay, (2.9)
where c is the pointing error coefficient and is given by
2

Wieq
= 2.10
16(o5L? + 05L?) (210)

0p and op here are the standard deviations of beam and IRS jitter, respectively.

Combined Channel Model:

The combined channel irradiance for the k™ link is the product of atmospheric turbulence

and pointing errors, and is given by
hye = haihpy (2.11)

The PDF of the combined channel irradiance for k" is obtained by solving the integral

e x\ 1
@ = [ o @i (5) 1t 2.12)
A9
After substituting (2.5) and (2.9) in (2.12) and simplifying, we obtain
a+p 2
(aB)T Cx(c_l) * (M*C*l) 40 2 -
thk(x):( | / A7) Ga0 | () dr
I'a)l' AS X —B B— —B B—
(e)I'(B) 0 i o f ba oob Ba
(2.13)
Using [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0085.01)] and [15, Eq. (07.34.17.0011.01)], the integral is solved
and PDF is given as
cx ! af)*x c+1
I (x) = — G? (5) % (2.14)
(T'(e)T'(B)) 0 |c,a,B,0a,B

Instantaneous SNR:
The instantaneous SNR of the £’ FSO link Yrso, 18 given by

Yrso, = Vrsoh (2.15)

where Yr¢, denotes the average SNR and £y represents the combined channel state of the
k'" FSO link. Further, the overall instantaneous SNR can be obtained by applying the MRC

technique and is formulated as
Ny Ny
YFso = Z Yrso, = Yrso Z h/% (2.16)
k=1 k=1
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Using the power transformation of the random variable, the PDF of Z = h% can obtained as

-1 2
M I+ec (2.17)

50
[Z(T(a)F(ﬁ))Z] s\ T c,a,B, B

Now, we obtain mean u; of Z as
W =E[Z] :/0 xfz(x)dx

e Jasof (@B)rPvx] Tt .
/0 {Z(F(a)r(ﬁ))z}Gls A leoB.ap d (2.18)

where E[-] denotes the expected value. The above integral is solved using [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0009.01)]

and mean is given as

_ cA§(T(a+2)I(B+2))?
M= (e 2) (@) () (ap)’ e
Similarly, we solve for variance Q% and obtain
QZ _ E[ZZ] . (E[Z])2 — CA?)(F(O“F“)F(ﬁ +4))2 2 (2.20)

(c+4)(T(@)T(B))2(ap)® M

From (2.15) and (2.17), we get the PDF of instantaneous SNR ¥rs0, for the k™" link as

ex”! (aB)*vx| 1+c
) = 50 .
Fyeso, (%) 2(F(a)F(ﬁ))2G1 N\ dovrsole. oo p (2.21)

However, it is difficult to evaluate the PDF of overall instantaneous SNR Yrso using (2.21).
Hence, by assuming a large Ny and applying the central limit theorem (CLT) [17], the PDF
of ¥rso can be well approximated using a Gaussian random variable with mean [ = Y X

11 X Ny and variance Q2 = Yiso X Q3 x N r. Therefore, the PDF of k5o can be written as

1 _ Gmw)?
~ 2
Jreso (X) & Tyl e 20 (2.22)
Further, we can use (2.22) to obtain the CDF of yrgo as
1 x— U U ) ]
F, x)~ = |erf | —— | —erf [ ——— 2.23
YFSO( ) 2 [ ( \/EQ.) < \/igz ( )

2.3.2 RF Channel Model

The IRS-assisted RF channel is modeled using two cascaded channels, i.e. transmitter to IRS

and IRS to receiver. Let b; and g; denote the small-scale fading channel coefficients between
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transmitter and i'" reflector and i reflector and receiver, respectively. We assume that the
RF channel encounters slow and flat fading and it is modeled using the Rayleigh distribution,
ie. by, gi~ %€ (0,1), where €.4 (0, 62) denotes the complex Gaussian distribution with
zero-mean and variance 6. The collective RF channel in case of IRS-assisted RF subsystem
is given by H; = b;e/%g;, where ¢; is the adjustable phase of i reflector, b; = y;e /% and
gi = §ie /¥ are given in terms of channel amplitudes x; and {; and phases 6; and ;. Thus,

the instantaneous SNR at the receiver can be calculated as [18]

2

Es

VrF = icl.ej(@)i—ei—ll’i)

where Ypr = IEV(S) is the average SNR of the RF link. Further, the RF channel phases can be
eliminated by adjusting the IRS phase as ¢; = 0; + y; to obtain the maximized instantaneous

SNR, which is expressed as

2

N,
Z XiGi| Vrr = Bz?RF (2.25)

YRF =

where J; and {; are independent Rayleigh distributed random variables and the mean and
variance of their product are given by E[x;{;] = § and VAR[y; (] = ( i 6) respectively.
By assuming a large N, and applying CLT, B follows Gaussian distribution with mean and
variance E[B] = M and VAR[B] = (1 16) respectively. Since B follows Gaussian
distribution, yr, which is proportional to BZ as observed in (2.25), will follow a non-central

chi-square distribution with one degree of freedom and its PDF is given by [17]

1 = +A A
f}’RF (Y) = 2_52 <%> exp (_,};?) I_% <\/5f);_) (2.26)

22\
where A = YRF” Ny , 8% = —YRF(I%E N,

,and I_ 1 (+) denotes the modified Bessel function of

the first kind [17, Eq.(2.3-31)]. From (2.26), we can obtain the CDF of ygF as

P (1) =1-0, (??) @.27)

where Q,,(J,k) is the Marcum Q-function [17, Eq. (2.3-36)].
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2.4 Performance Analysis

2.4.1 Outage Probability Analysis

The IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system will be in outage if both the FSO and RF sub-
systems will be in outage. The end-to-end outage probability of the IRS-assisted hybrid

FSO/RF system can be expressed as

P = Pr(}/pgo < Y% and Yrr < ’)/th) = FYFSO(%h) X FYRF(%h) (2.28)

where 7, is the outage threshold SNR value. We can obtain Fy,, () and Fy,. (%) from

(2.23) and (2.27), respectively. Finally, the overall outage probability can be expressed as

(i) )| (£F)] e

5 9
2.4.2 Average BER

The average BER P! of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system based on the hard-switching
scheme is given by [9]

P = Brso(Yn) + Fyeso () P2 (2.30)
where Brgso represents the average BER during the non-outage period of the FSO subsystem
and PRF represents the average BER of the RF subsystem. The average BER of the FSO
subsystem during the non-outage period for BPSK modulation scheme can be calculated as
[17]

Brso(tn) = | O/ fyso (1) 231)
where Q(+/27) indicates the conditional efrlror probability of BPSK signalling and Q(-) de-
notes the Q-function [14, Eq. (6.287.3)]. Further, from [19, Eq. (14)] and [14, Eq. (6.287)],

Q-function can be approximated as

1 X I 2 1 22
Q(X) = Eerfc (ﬁ) =~ ﬁe 2 + Ze 3 (232)
Substituting (2.22) and (2.32) in (2.31), we get
=(1 2 1 7 1 _rew)?
B ~ - 2 2.
rsolm = [ (53¢ T3 ) e e em

Using [14, Egs. (2.322.1) and (2.322.2)], the integral is evaluated as

L (B, (@R —p L (s 307 —u
BFSO(Yth)—Ee 0 —a ) tz¢ 0 —a (2.34)
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For the IRS-assisted RF subsystem, we can obtain the average BER of BPSK signaling

from moment generating function (MGF) as [20]

1 /3 -1
prr 1 /0 My, (—2) dn, (2.35)

where My, (s) is the MGF of ygr given as

1 SN2 m?E,
16Ny
My, (s) = ex 2.36
wer (5) ] sN, (16—n2)E, P | sN, (16—n2) E; (2.36)
- 8Ny - 8Ny
After substituting My, (s), the expression in (2.35) can rewritten as
3 —N2m?E,
RF _ 1 16sin® NN
Fe / 1m0 | P\ N6, dn (2.37)
SSln NNy 8sin’ Ny

Further, to gain more insights on the average BER performance of the RF subsystem, (2.37)

can be upper bounded by letting 1 = 7 as

=

! { _ N’m’E;
RF _ * 16No
F™ < 2 N, (16—712)E; exp (16 n2)Es (2.38)
2.4.3 Ergodic Channel Capacity
The ergodic channel capacity of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system is given by
Chyp = Crso(Yin) + Fyeso (Yin)CrF (2.39)

where Crso(Yn) is the ergodic channel capacity of the IRS-assisted FSO subsystem under
non-outage period and Cgr is the ergodic channel capacity of the IRS-assisted RF subsys-
tem. The ergodic channel capacity of the FSO subsystem under non-outage period is given
by

CFSO(%h) = 1082(1 +x)fYFs0 (x)dx (2.40)
Yin

By utilizing [21], the logarithm function can be well-approximated as

log, (1 +x) Z nie” (2.41)

where 1; = [9.331,—2.635,—4.032,—2.388] and & = [0.000,0.037,0.004,0.274]. After
applying the approximation in (2.40), substituting the value of ¥rso(x), and simplifying, the

integral becomes

Crso(%n) i Tl & [—<§-x+w)}dx (2.42)
Fso\Yth = N Yoy p i 202 .

14



Evaluating the integral using Q-function, the final expression for channel capacity is given

by

4 & £0% -2 + in_
Crso(Yn) = ) Mie < i >Q (MT“) (2.43)
i=

The ergodic channel capacity of the IRS-assisted RF subsystem is given by

1 oo
Crr =15 /0 In (1+x) fee (x)dx (2.44)

Using [17, Eq. (2.3-31)], we can expand the modified Bessel function in (2.26) as

N 2k—0.5
P (R y @ (2.45)
“2\ 82 ) A KC(k+0.5) '

Further, In (1 + x) is expressed in the form of Meijer G-function using [15, Eq.(01.04.26.0002.01)]
1,1
In(1+x)=G13 | x (2.46)
1,0
After employing [15, Eq.(07.34.21.0088.01)], the ergodic capacity of the RF subsystem is
given by

—A
() = k 0.5—k,1,1

‘ kl G13 (262 (2.47)
In2 = k1 (2862) T(k+0.5) 1,0

Crr =

2.5 Numerical Results and Discussions

In this section, the analytical and simulations results are provided to analyze the performance
of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system. The effects of key parameters on the system
performance are investigated. Further, the Monte-Carlo simulations are also presented to
corroborate the proposed analysis and derived expressions. Unless otherwise stated, the

parameter values assumed in our simulations are shown in Table 2.1.
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Parameter Values

FSO wavelength Ap 1550 nm
Refractive Index Parameter C2 1x10713 m~2/3
Switching threshold 7, 5dB

Average SNR of RF link Yp —15dB

Beam Jitter Deviation oy 0.0001 rad

IRS Jitter Deviation op 0.0005 rad

Link distance (Source to IRS) L; 500 m

Link distance (IRS to Destination) L, 500 m

Number of IRS elements for RF Transmission (N,) 16

Ergodic Capacity (bits/sec/Hz)

Table 2.1: Simulation parameters

—e—Nf=256
—*—Nf=128

N, =64
_V_Nf=32
|| — = —Theo.

N, = 256, 128, 64, 32

-30 -25

Figure 2.2: Ergodic capacity performance for different values of Ny

In Figure 2.2, the ergodic channel capacity versus average SNR of the FSO link is plotted
for different number of IRS elements Ny corresponding to the FSO subsystem. It is observed
that for very low average SNR values, the channel capacity is constant irrespective of the
value of Ny. This is because, the hybrid system switches to the RF subsystem under very low

SNR conditions with high probability and since the RF average SNR is fixed, the capacity

16



remains constant. However, the ergodic capacity increases with increase in the average SNR
of FSO link and this is due to the fact that the probability of usage of FSO subsystem will be
higher compared to the RF subsystem as the average SNR increases. It is also observed that
with increase in Ny, there is a significant improvement in the ergodic capacity performance

with an SNR gain of around 3 dB to achieve an ergodic capacity value of 5 bits/sec/Hz.

16
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Figure 2.3: Ergodic capacity comparison for different FSO-based systems
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Figure 2.4: Average BER comparison for different FSO-based systems

In Figure 2.3 and Figure 2.4, the ergodic capacity and BER performances of the IRS-
assisted hybrid FSO/RF system with Ny = 1 and 128 are compared with the FSO and hybrid
FSO/RF systems without IRS and IRS-assisted FSO system with Ny = 1 and 128, respec-
tively. We set average SNR of RF link as Y = —25 dB and switching threshold ¥, = —3
dB for BER performance comparison. From both the figures, it can be observed that for low
average SNR values, the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system outperforms the IRS-assisted
FSO system due to IRS-assisted backup RF subsystem. Meanwhile, under high-SNR con-
ditions, both IRS-assisted FSO and hybrid FSO/RF systems achieve the same performance
and outperforms the hybrid FSO/RF system without IRS. It is also interesting to note that
the FSO system without IRS performs very similar to the IRS-assisted FSO system with
Ny = 1. Hence, it is inferred that if a direct LoS path is not available between the trans-
mitter and receiver, then IRS-assisted FSO system with Ny = 1 helps in creating a virtual
LoS path without any deterioration in ergodic capacity and BER performances. However, it
is also observed that the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system with Ny = 1 outperforms the
hybrid FSO/RF system without IRS unlike the previous case. In case of IRS-assisted hybrid
FSO/RF system, the N, = 16 reflecting elements assist in improving the output SNR of RF
subsystem, which in turn leads to improvement in the ergodic capacity and communication

reliability compared to the hybrid FSO/RF system without IRS.
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Average BER

Figure 2.5: Average BER performance for different values of Ny

In Figure 2.5, the average BER versus average SNR is plotted for different values of
Ny. We set L= L; + Lp, = 800 m and the other parameters are assumed as given in Table
2.1. It is observed from figure that the average BER remains constant for low average SNR
values and the reason behind this trend remains the same as explained earlier in Figure 2.2.
It is also to be noted that as Ny increases, the CLT approximation used to obtain the PDF of
Yrso becomes tighter. This phenomenon is also evident in Figure 2.5, as the analytical BER
curves for Ny = 128 and Ny = 64 almost well agree with the simulation curves compared
to the performance curves with Ny = 16 and Ny = 32. Furthermore, it is also noticed that

doubling N gives approximately 3 to 5 dB improvement in the required SNR to achieve the
target BER of 1073,
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Figure 2.6: Outage performance for different beam jitter deviation values

Figure 2.6 shows the outage performance versus average SNR for different values of
beam jitter deviation og. We set L =300 m, ¢ = 11, B =9, and Ny = 128. Here, when
the values of IRS jitter and beam jitter deviation increases, the outage performance of the
hybrid FSO/RF system deteriorates. This is because, the pointing error severity increases
with increasing value of jitter deviation. Further, the deviation of analytical outage curves
from the simulation curves in Figure 2.6, especially in the high-SNR region, is mainly due

to the CLT approximation, which is not very tight for low values of Ny.
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2.6 Conclusions

In this chapter, a comprehensive performance analysis of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF
system was carried out and the closed-form expressions for the outage probability, average
BER, and ergodic capacity were derived assuming single-threshold-based switching scheme.
The atmospheric turbulence of each FSO link in the cascaded channels was modeled using
Gamma-Gamma distribution and small-scale fading of each RF link in the cascaded RF
channels was assumed to follow Rayleigh distribution. In addition, the pointing errors due
to beam jitter and IRS jitter was also taken into consideration in our analysis. From the nu-
merical results, it was inferred that the performance improvement is obtained with increase
in the number of IRS elements of FSO link Ny as well as the analytical results well agree
with the simulation results for the case when N is high. It was also mainly observed that the
performance of the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system is better in terms of both average
BER and ergodic capacity compared to the IRS-assisted FSO system as well as FSO and
hybrid FSO/RF systems without IRS.
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Chapter 3

Performance Analysis of IRS-Assisted

Mixed FSO/RF Communication System

3.1 Introduction

The closed-form expressions of performance metrics for the IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF
communication system model are derived in Chapter 2 considering Gamma-Gamma fading
channel for FSO subsystem and Rayleigh fading channel for RF subsystem. It is also shown
in Chapter 2 that the aid of IRS has significantly improved the system performance of hybrid
FSO/RF system. Another such system where IRS can be of great assistance to improve
system coverage and signal quality is mixed FSO/RF system. This chapter describes an IRS-
assisted mixed FSO/RF system model. In the proposed system model, we considered a FSO
link and a RF link cascaded using a decode-and-forward (DF) relaying protocol to convert
optical signal to RF signal. It is assumed that there is no direct link between source (S),
relay (R), and destination (D), hence both links are assisted with IRS. Further, transmitters
and receivers at S, R, and D are considered to be single aperture or antenna devices. The
performance of this proposed system is analyzed by obtaining the closed-form expressions

of outage probability and average BER.

3.2 Organisation of Chapter

The rest of the chapter is organized as follows: The system model for IRS-assisted mixed

FSO/RF system has been discussed in Section 3.3 and Section 3.4 provides the closed-form
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expressions for the outage probability and ergodic capacity over Malaga fading channel for
FSO subsystem and Rayleigh fading channel for RF subsystem. Furthermore, numerical
results and inferences are given in Section 3.5. Finally, the concluding remarks are given in

Section 3.6.

3.3 System Model

We consider an IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system as shown in Figure 3.1. The system
consists of an optical source with single aperture, a relay with both FSO and RF capability
and a destination with RF receiver. Due to the assumption that there is no direct LoS between
either S, R, and D, we have employed two IRS, i.e. between S and R as well as between
R and D. The message signal is first being transmitted from S to R via FSO link with the
help of the IRS. The FSO signal is detected either by heterodyne detection (HD) or index
modulation/direct detection (IM/DD) technique. After that, the optical signal is decoded at
R and re-transmitted to D via RF link also with the help of IRS. It is further assumed that

CSl is perfectly available at the receivers of both FSO and RF subsystems.

L O HEYN
| L

FS0 link FSO link RF link RF link

Source Destination

Figure 3.1: System model for IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF communication system

3.3.1 FSO Channel Model

For FSO subsystem, we have considered a sub-carrier intensity modulation (SIM) with bi-

nary phase-shift-keying (BPSK) scheme at the transmitter. At the receiver, both HD de-
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tection and IM/DD detection techniques have been assumed to detect FSO signals. There
is a single FSO link between transmitter and receiver via IRS. In Chapter 2, we consid-
ered Gamma-Gamma fading to model atmosphere turbulence, but in this chapter we have
assumed a more generalized fading distribution, i.e. Malaga distribution to model the atmo-
spheric turbulence. The main signal impairments are atmospheric turbulence 4, and pointing

errors h,.

Atmospheric Turbulence Model:

The end-to-end atmospheric turbulence is the cascaded turbulence from S to IRS and from

IRS to R given as
hq = hg, hyg, (3.1)

where h,, and h,, denote the atmospheric turbulence-induced fading coefficients from FSO
transmitter to IRS and IRS to FSO receiver, respectively. Let L; and L, denote the dis-
tances between the transmitter and IRS and the IRS and receiver, respectively. Further, we
assume IRS is placed at the middle of transmitter and receiver such that L; = L, = L. The
Gamma-Gamma distribution is used to model only moderate-to-strong turbulence levels and
hence, we have used a more generalised distribution, i.e. Malaga distribution to model the

turbulence of the FSO link. Its PDF is given by [22, Eq. (24)]

ﬁ O‘erif
thi(x):Am;_’lamix< 2 1)1{“% (2,/gﬁa—fgl> ic{l,2} (3.2)

The PDF of end-to-end atmospheric turbulence can be derived by solving the integral given

by

g (%) = /Omfha1 (t) fia, (;) %dt (3.3)

After substituting (3.2) in (3.3) and simplifying, we get

Jhy (%) = A f‘. f‘. amlam2x<a+2m2—1) /;ot(mlzmz_l)Kaml <2\/F> Ko—m, (2\/F> di

m1:1m2=1

(3.4)

where P = <gﬁa—fg,>. We can write the modified Bessel function of second kind in the
form Meijer-G function [15, Eq. (03.04.26.0008.01)] and solving the integral using [15,
Eq. (07.34.17.0012.01)] and [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0011.01)] to obtain the PDF of end-to-end
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atmospheric turbulence as

BB a+m my—m
Jhy (%) = A° Z Z amlamzx( +22_1>P<1T2>

m1=1m2:1

xGg9 | Px 3.5)
o—my my—0o Oo—m) a+my
2 2 M (_2 )

Pointing Error Model:

As discussed in section 2.3.1, the end-to-end pointing errors due to beam and IRS jitter is

given by [8]

2 2
hy, ~ Ag exp (— i ) (3.6)

Woeq
where r 1s the radial displacement caused by beam and IRS jitter, Ay represents the fraction
of power at the receiver aperture, and wg, is the equivalent beam width. The PDF of the
end-to-end pointing error is given by
¢ [(x\!
fhp(x) = A (A_o) ,0<x <A (3.7

where c is the pointing error coefficient. For more detailed description, see section 2.3.1.

Combined Channel Model:

The combined channel irradiance for the k™ link is the product of atmospheric turbulence

and pointing errors, and is given by
hfso = hahy (3.8)

The PDF of the combined channel irradiance is obtained by solving the integral

* x\ 1
Ty (X) = / Sn (0O S, (;) —di (3.9)
Ao
After substituting (3.5) and (3.7) in (3.9) and simplifying, we obtain
a+my
AZC ﬁ ﬁ my—ny x 7 1
fhfso(‘x) = Tmlz—lm;IamlamZP< : > (A_O X
14c—4m
x G0 [ P2 (%) 2 (3.10)
0/ ot @ mw o (@)
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We can further simplify this equation by using [15, Eq. 07.34.17.0011.01] as

A ﬁ ﬁ a+l711+1112 1 ) X 1+C
fhfso = T Z Z am,a m2 ( > G?(S) P (A_)
1=1my=1 0/ le,0,my, 0,my

(3.11)
Also, we can derive the expected value of /iy, as
Elhfs) = E[hahy) (3.12)
Since, h, and h, are independent, thus we can write E [h fsa] as
Elhss) = E[h4)E[hy) (3.13)

Further, h, = hy, h,, and both h,, and h,, are also independent to each other hence, E[h fso]
becomes

Elhytso) = E[ha,|Elha,)E[h,] (3.14)

From [22, Eq. (27)], the expected value of E[h,, | and E[hy, | after simplification is calculated
as

Elhg| = Elha,] = (@ +g) (3.15)

We can calculate E[h,] by solving the integral

E[hp]:/wafhp(x)dx:/()ooc(%)cdx 0<x<Ap

0
A [ x\© dern %
= c|— ) dx=c|———
0 <A0> (e+ DA ],
CA()
= 3.16
c+1 ( )
Substituting (3.15) and (3.16) in (3.14), we obtain E [h,] as
Ao
Elhps] = (Q + )20 3.17
Instantaneous SNR:
The instantaneous SNR of the FSO link yrgo is given by
Prnhyg)®
Yrso = —< L zfso) (3.18)
%

where Pr is transmitted optical power, 7 is the receiver’s optical to electrical efficiency, Gg

is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) variance, and a is the parameter that describes
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the detection technique used (i.e. a = 1 means HD detection technique and a = 2 means

IM/DD detection technique). Additionally, the average electrical SNR is obtained as
- (Prm)“
——(E]

Yrso = hfso))” (3.19)

0
Substituting (3.17) in (3.19), we get

Trso= Al @ )

M (3.20)

2 CAg } _ (Pem)?
Yrso = =

0 c+1 o)

where M} = (Q' + g)zccﬁ—(i. By substituting value of Gg from (3.20) in (3.18), the instanta-

neous SNR can be written in the form of average electrical SNR as
7F N Oh;l‘so

21
7 (3.21)

Yrso =

Using the power transformation of the random variable, the PDF of Yrso can obtained as

1
my+my PZM a 14+¢
fYFso Z Z A, Amy P (06+ ) 71G?2 A—l (—L>
m=1mp=1 0 YFrso c,0,my, 0, mi
(3.22)
Further, the CDF of g0 is obtained by using [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0084.01)] as
A2 my+my
FYFSO(X> = ] Z Z amlamz (064“ 2 )a(2a+m1+mz—2)
4 mi=1mp=1
P2M\ ¢ 1A
X G2 a1 ( 1) — 1 (3.23)
Ao/ @ Fs0|A,,0
where Ay = ¢ cHband Ay =<, erasl o atasl m2+a”_1 e aaslim

mi+a—1
—

3.3.2 RF Channel Model

The RF channel is modeled by assuming Rayleigh fading. The channel model is discussed

in detail inside section 2.3.2.

3.4 Performance Analysis

3.4.1 Outage Probability

The IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system will go into outage when FSO or RF subsystem

goes into outage, i.e. if the instantaneous SNR of either FSO subsystem ¥rso, or RF subsys-
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tem Yrr, falls below a certain threshold SNR 7;;,. Thus, the outage probability of the system

is given as

Pour = Pr(Yeso < Yin of Yrr < Yin) = 1 —=Pr(Yrso > Y and Yrr > Yin)
=1- [(1 _FYFSO<%h)) (1 _FYRF(%h)>]

= FYFSO(%/Z) + Fyp (Yin) — FYFSO(%h)FYRF (Yin) (3.24)

The expressions for Fy,, (%) and Fy,,. (i) are given by (3.23) and (2.27), respectively.

3.4.2 Average BER

In this section, we analyze the average BER of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system. Let
P,1 is the BER generated in the FSO link and P, is the BER generated in the RF link. From
[23, Eq. (14)], the average BER for the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system PM assuming

BPSK signalling is given by
PeIW:Pel+Pe2_2Pe1PeZ (325)
The average BER of IRS-assisted FSO subsystem is calculated by solving the integral below

<1
Pa = [ Settely/Dfyso (Y (3:26)

The complimentary error function can be written in the form of Meijer-G function from [15,

Eq. (06.27.26.0006.01)] as

1 1
erfe(y/z) = ﬁG% 91z . (3.27)

A B (s mym)
P Saﬁm§1m§::1amlamzp 2

1
= 1 P’M a I+c
></ 629 |y | G30 1<_L> dy  (3.28)
1 A
0 Oaj 0 Vrso ¢, Q,myp, 0, mj

Solving the integral using [15, Eq. (07.34.21.0013)], P, is given as

AZC ﬁ ﬁ 7(a+ml+m2>
Fer = Ay Qmy P 2 (2a+m+my—2)
el 8aﬁ(27r)2(“1)m12_1m22_1 my &y a
P2M1 aa_4a 17%7A1
X G2t sqy ( Ao ) Yrso| A 0 (3.29)
2,
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The average BER of IRS-assisted RF subsystem P, is given by (2.37) and (2.38) in section
2.4.2.

3.5 Numerical Results and Discussions

In this section, we will analyze the derived closed-form expressions. We also observed the
effects of key parameters on outage probability and average BER of the system. Monte-
Carlo simulations are also presented to corroborate the proposed analysis and derived ex-
pressions. Unless otherwise stated, the parameter values assumed in our simulations are

shown in Table 3.1.

Parameter Values

FSO wavelength Ap 1550 nm
Refractive Index Parameter C2 5% 10715 m=2/3
Switching threshold ¥, 5dB

Effective number of large-scale cells o 7.3

Amount of fading parameter 3 7

Pointing error coefficient ¢ 1.27

Link distance (Source to IRS) L; 3000 m

Link distance (IRS to Destination) L, 3000 m

Number of IRS elements for RF Transmission N, 32

Table 3.1: Simulation parameters

29



HD Detection (a=1)
>
S 102F E
©
o
S 2.
© . BT
o e B
S 3l e e
CD) 10 “x . A e
10 5[ A" FSO without IRS (HD Detection)
r| @ Mixed FSO-RF without IRS (HD Detection)
FSO with IRS (HD Detection)
| * Mixed FSO-IRS with IRS (HD Detection)
----------- Theoretical
10-5 I I I I | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Average SNR (dB)

Figure 3.2: Outage probability comparison for different FSO-based systems

Figure 3.2 shows outage probability versus average SNR plot for different FSO-based
system for HD technique. To achieve the outage probability of 1073, the average SNR
required for FSO system without IRS, mixed FSO/RF system without IRS, IRS-assisted
FSO system, and IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system are 35.5 dB, 38 dB, 33 db, and 31
dB, respectively. Moreover, SNR gains achieved by the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system
with respect to FSO system without IRS, mixed FSO/RF system without IRS, and IRS-
assisted FSO system are 4.5 dB, 7 dB and 2 dB, respectively. From this we infer that
IRS-assisted FSO/RF system performs better than each of the compared system in terms
of outage probability. Note that a significant SNR gain of approximately 7 dB is achieved
using the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system over mixed FSO/RF system without IRS for
outage probability of 1073, This improvement is beacause in IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF
system, the instantaneous SNR at the RF link is maximised by cancelling out the phases

from each multi-path signal with the help of IRS.

30



T T ]
HD Detection (a=1)
I =
L 3 5
(0] g
© e
c|>) 'x"' u,;::::*‘ '
< 10%F o Y% E
10 ' =
[l 4 FSO without IRS .
[| Y Mixed FSO-RF without IRS
FSO with IRS
% Mixed FSO-RF with IRS
---------- Theoretical
10-5 I I | | | |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Average SNR (dB)

Figure 3.3: Average BER comparison for different FSO-based systems

In Figure 3.3, average BER versus average SNR plot for different FSO-based system for
HD detection technique is plotted. To achieve the average BER of 1073, the average SNR
required for FSO system without IRS, mixed FSO/RF system without IRS, IRS-assisted
FSO system, and IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system are 25 dB, 27.5 dB, 24.5 db, and
21 dB, respectively. In addition, the SNR gains achieved by IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF
system with respect to FSO system without IRS, mixed FSO/RF system without IRS, and
IRS-assisted FSO system are 4 dB, 6.5 dB and 3.5 dB, respectively. Therefore, it is inferred
that IRS-assisted FSO/RF system performs better than each of the compared system in terms
of average BER. Further, The significant SNR gain of 6.5 dB for 10~3 average BER by
using IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system over mixed FSO/RF system without IRS is mainly

contributed by the maximisation of SNR at the RF link from using IRS.
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Figure 3.4: Outage performance for different atmospheric turbulence levels
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Figure 3.5: Average BER performance for different atmospheric turbulence levels

Figure 3.4 and Figure 3.5 show the effect of atmospheric turbulence levels on outage
probability and average BER of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system. From each figure,
we can observe that if the value of parameters, o and 8 decreases (i.e. turbulence increases),
the performance of the system deteriorates in terms of both outage probability and average
BER. It can be also inferred from the figures that in each case, HD technique outperforms

IM/DD technique due to coherent detection nature of HD technique.
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Figure 3.6: Outage performance for different pointing errors
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Figure 3.7: Average BER performance for different pointing errors

Figure 3.6 and Figure 3.7 show the effect of pointing errors on outage probability and
average BER of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system. From both figures, we observe
that the performance of the system is worse in terms of outage probability and average BER
for pointing error coefficient ¢ value 1.27 (i.e. strong pointing error) compared to pointing
error coefficient ¢ value 2.51 (i.e. moderate pointing error). Furthermore, it can be noticed
from the figures that in each case, HD detection technique is better than IM/DD detection
technique. This should also be noted that for every plot, as the average SNR increases, the
system performance improves. This is due to the increase in strength of signal with respect

to noise.
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3.6 Conclusions

In this chapter, the performance analysis of the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF communication
system model is done by deriving the closed-form expressions for outage probability and
average BER. The generalized Malaga distribution is considered for characterizing the FSO
fading channel and Rayleigh distribution is considered for modeling the RF fading chan-
nel. Furthermore, the derived closed-form expression of outage probability and average
BER for the proposed model are implemented in MATLAB and Monte-Carlo simulations
are performed to verify the derived expressions. From simulation results, it is observed that
the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system performs better than every other FSO-based system
and in consideration with a significant SNR gain from mixed FSO/RF system without IRS
in terms of both outage probability and average BER. The system performance for different
key parameters namely, atmospheric turbulence (¢, ) and pointing errors (c) is analyzed. It
is seen that if the turbulence levels and pointing errors become worse, then the outage prob-
ability of the system increases. Similar trends can be seen for average BER performance.
Hence, the system performance deteriorates with increase in atmospheric turbulence and
pointing errors. The performance of the system for different detection technique used at
FSO receiver has also been studied and it is inferred that HD technique gives much better

results than IM/DD technique.
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Chapter 4

Conclusions and Future Works

This thesis examines the performance of the following two system models: IRS-assisted
hybrid FSO/RF communication system and IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF communication
system. In IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system, the analytical framework has been carried
out over Gamma-Gamma fading channel for FSO subsystem and Rayleigh fading channel
for RF subsystem, whereas, in case of IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system, the analyti-
cal framework has been carried out over Malaga fading channel for FSO subsystem and
Rayleigh fading channel for RF subsystem. The derived closed-form expressions for perfor-

mance metrics are validated by Monte-Carlo simulations.

4.1 Conclusions

In Chapter 2, we investigated the performance of the proposed system model of IRS-assisted
hybrid FSO/RF communication system based on the hard-switching scheme. The closed-
form expressions for performance metrics such as outage probability, average BER, and
ergodic channel capacity are derived and implemented in MATLAB. Numerical results ex-
plained the effect of the number of FSO links on average BER and ergodic channel capacity
of the proposed system. Additionally, we observe the effects of pointing errors on outage
probability of our system. Our proposed system model is better in terms of both average
BER and ergodic capacity compared to the IRS-assisted FSO system as well as FSO and
hybrid FSO/RF systems without IRS.

In Chapter 3, we have investigated the IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF communication sys-
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tem model. The closed-form expressions for performance metrics such as outage probability
and average BER of the proposed system model are derived and implemented in MATLAB.
From the numerical results, we have observed the effect of pointing errors and atmospheric
turbulence on the system. We also compared proposed system model with other FSO-based
systems in the literature. Our proposed model is better in terms of outage probability and
average BER compared to IRS-assisted FSO as well as FSO and mixed FSO/RF systems
without IRS.

4.2 Future Works

The scope for the future work can be summarized as follows

* The performance of IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF and mixed FSO/RF system have
been carried considering Rayleigh fading model for RF channel. However, a more

generalized fading channel can be considered.

* The performance analysis of IRS-assisted mixed FSO/RF system was done for sin-
gle link FSO subsystem. Further analysis can be carried out for multiple link FSO

subsystem.

* The IRS-assisted hybrid FSO/RF system was analyzed based on hard-switching scheme.
However, much better results can be obtained by considering adaptive combining tech-

nique.

* In both of our proposed models, we have assumed that there is no LoS between the
transmitter and receiver. But we can still use IRS even if there is a direct LoS between
the transmitter and receiver. The performance of the system assuming the presence of

direct LoS can be analyzed.

* In our work, we have not investigated the performance of the system in terms of
asymptotic analysis which is calculated at the high SNR conditions. The same can be

explored in our future work.
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