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Abstract

After the introduction of the Multiple Input Multiple Output and mmWave
technologies to the communication world, great research interest has been
recently attracted to find new ways of meeting the need for higher data
rates that are both energy efficient and have low hardware cost. Reconfig-
urable Intelligent Surface (RIS) is a hardware technology composed of pas-
sive, software controlled metamaterials with reconfigurable scattering prop-
erties, meaning that the right adjustments can lead to constructive addition
of EM waves at the receiver’s end. Due to the passive nature of the elements
there can be no signal processing of the incoming signals between the trans-
mitter and the receiver, leading to challenging channel estimation. This work
first studies prior art in the literature regarding channel estimation for MIMO
systems using the zero-mean error Linear Minimum Mean Square Estimator
(LMMSE), where the estimator is an affine transformation of the received
signal. It offers in-depth derivation of both the estimator and the MSE for-
mulas, which can be applied to any MIMO system including the RIS case
for Rician fading, proven first theoretically and then followed by simulation
results. We then use the estimation of all the channel coefficients as input-
data to a novel algorithm which computes the optimal element-configuration
in O(Mlog(M)) time, where M is the number of RIS elements. Simulations
indicate that after the algorithm’s application, the average power improve-
ment reaches 12 dB gain for M = 6162, while the impact of error for the
same value of M may lead to a gain loss in the order of 3 dB.



Chapter 1

Introduction

Wireless communications have become essential to our everyday lives. The
overgrowing need for bigger data transfer and the ubiquitous accessibility to
the Internet, call for higher and robust data transmission rates. Despite the
remarkable efforts in upgrading both the hardware and the software domain
of wireless networks by introducing various cutting-edge technologies such as
Mulitple Input Mulitple Output (MIMO) and mmWave communications in
the current 5-th Generation (5G), the problems of hardware cost and energy
consumption still remain unresolved.

An overlooked resource throughout the literature that can be exploited to
overcome these issues is the environment between the transceiver link, which
plays a passive role to data transmission. Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface
(RIS) is a novel hardware technology that comes to fill this gap by real-time,
software-defined control of the wireless environment to improve communica-
tion performance. RIS is generally composed of engineered materials which
have scattering properties and can be reconfigured. In this work we simulate
a RIS assisted wireless network by using a total of M passive, ultra low-cost,
wireless and batteryless Radio Frequency Identification (RFID) tags as ele-
ments with K possible states, with each state corresponding to a different
phase-shift and if properly adjusted, they can lead to a constructive signal
at the receiver.

The lack of active components on a RIS makes it less energy consuming
than a traditional Amplify-and-Forward (AF) relay transceiver while keeping
the hardware cost to a minimum. However, the question that naturally arises
is, will this translate to a lower gain at the receiver’s end? If the gains turn
out to be comparable, what are the prerequisites for a sufficient Channel
State Information (CSI) considering a large number of elements? Is there an
algorithm we can use to find the optimal element-state configuration which
maximizes the received signal’s strength before the environment changes and
how will a non-ideal CSI impact the performance of the algorithm?

Previous research on RIS assumes mainly perfect CSI. To tackle the prob-
lem of fast channel estimation we propose the Linear Minimum Mean Square
Error (LMMSE) estimator with zero-mean channel estimation error, which
is an affine function of the received signal’s measurements. We show by
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simulations that for static environments the estimator responds well assum-
ing Rice fading with a strong Line of Sights (LoS) deterministic component.
We then use the estimated channel coefficients as the input of a novel algo-
rithm, which can compute the optimal RIS configuration with O(Mlog(M))
complexity instead of an exponential O(K™) that the exhaustive approach
requires. Finally, simulations indicate that an insufficient channel estimation
may lead to non-negligible gain loss reaching up to 3dB.

Notation: Oy denotes the all-zeros vector. The phase of complex number
z is denoted as sz, while ®{z} denotes the real part of z. The distribution
of a proper complex Gaussian N X 1 vector & with mean g and covariance
matrix ¥ is denoted by CA(pu, X) = me_(m_“wzfl(m_“); the special
case of a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian N X 1 vector corresponds
by definition to CN (0, X); expectation of function g(-) of random variable
x is denoted by E[g(x)]. Finally, the traces of a matrix is denoted by tr(+)
while the Kronecker Product between two matrices is denoted by the symbol

X.



Chapter 2

Prior Art

2.1 Work in [1]

2.1.1 LMMSE estimator
We begin by defining the system model as:

|
X=\|LSsH+V (2.1)

where X € CT*V is the received symbols matrix, S € C™*M is the transmit-
ted symbols matrix, H € CM*¥ is the channel matrix and V € CT*¥ is the
thermal noise matrix. Dimensions M and N refer to the number of trans-
mit and receive antennas respectively, while 7" is the channel coherence time
interval, counted in symbol periods, within which the channel coefficients
remain invariant.

Given that we can only transmit 7' symbols in total before the channel
coefficients’ values change, we choose a fraction of them, say 7, to be pilot
symbols in order to find the estimation of matrix H, while the rest of them
are devoted to data transmission.

We henceforth define the pilot system model as:

X, =cS,H+V, (2.2)

where ¢ = /4% is a known constant, X, € CT~*N is the received pilot symbol-

signal, S; € CT~*M is the transmitted pilot symbol-signal and V, € CT->¥,
The dimension T, now stands for the pilot-symbols time interval.

We can simplify the process of estimating H, without loss of generality, by
assuming that H,j, Vi idi.d. ~CN (0,1) foranyi € {1,..., M}, j € {1,...,N},
ke{l,.. T}, 1 € {l,.., N}, while also assuming that tr(STSE) = MT, for
normalization purposes.

A few fundamental questions naturally arise. How many of the available
symbols should be devoted to training and how many to data? On the one
hand, increasing the pilot symbols leads to a more accurate estimation of the



2.1. Work in [1] 9

coefficients, while on the other hand it leaves less room for communication.
In which way does the choice of S, affect the derivation of the MMSE? The
rest of the section is devoted to answering the latter in a supplementary way
to [1].

We wish to find H such that E[||H — H|%] is minimized, when H is a
linear (affine) function of the measurements, i.e. H = AX, + B, where A €
CMxT- B ¢ CM*N_ Subsequently, finding the right A and B is equivalent
to estimating H, since X, is known to the receiver.

For the purpose of simplifying the calculations that follow, we start by
estimating an arbitrary column of H, say H; = h, i € {1,..,N}. By
modifying accordingly the rest of the quantities in (2), we get the following
system model:

x=cS;h+v (2.3)

where x € CT™*!, h € CM*! v ¢ CTx1,

Hence, we now try to find hyysg = argmin{E[||h — h||?]}. A and b can be
h=Ax+b
computed in closed form as (detailed proof can be found in the Appendix):

A= Ch OFF (2.4)
b = un — A px (2.5)

where Chy = E[(h — pn)(x — px)] is the cross-covariance matrix between h
and x and Cy = E[(x — pix)(x — px )] is the covariance matrix of x.

Due to the fact that the entries of H and V are independent (and as a
consequence uncorrelated), we obtain:

Chy = CL, = Oprur, (2.6)

while for the mean of x, we derive:

px = E[x] = ¢ S;E[h] + E[v] = ¢S: pn + ptv = 07, 51 (2.7)

Having the relations (@) and (@) in mind, Cx and Cpx can be expressed
as follows:
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(¢S:h+v) (ch" I+ v

S, hh"s? + ¢S hv? + cvhiSH 4+ vy

=S, Ehh") SF 4+ ¢S Ehv"] + cE[vh"] S, + C,

=S, Ch ST+ ¢S, Chy +cCypn Sy + Cy

=S, Im SE + 07, 7, + 07,7, + I,

- 'OMTST SH 41, (2.8)

E[(h — ) (x — )"

E[hx"]

Elh (ch" ST + v
= E[chh"S + hv"

=cCy SH + Chy

= cIne SP 4 Oppner,

= \/% s (2.9)

Substituting () and (@) to A and b yields:

-1
A= Chpy O = ,/% sH (”M 575?+1TT> (2.10)

Matrix 22 M .S, SH is Positive Semi Definite (PSD) since x5, SHx =||SH x||>>
0 for any x € CT7. Adding I, to the PSD matrix, the sum is Positive Definite
(PD), which means that the final matrix is also non singular, i.e. invertible.

Due to (@) we obtain:

b=pn— Apux =07 1 (2.11)
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Hence the LMMSE estimate of h can now be computed:
h=Ax+b

_  [Prgn(Pr g gu !
= /&St <MSTST+ITT) X
-1
_ (g gn M
VM (M (STST " pTITT>> B
pr M u Mo\
=/ — —
M p- (STST " Pr TT) x
| M M.\
=/ —SH (STSf+—ITT) X, (2.12)
Pr Pr

Following the same series of steps, one can compute the LMMSE estimate
for every column of H. Thus, the LMMSE estimate of H can be expressed
by simply replacing X.; with the whole matrix X;:

. | M M_\"!
H=,/—35H (ST SH 4 —IT) X, (2.13)
Pr Pr

In order to conclude to the same relation as the one in [1], we make use of
the Push Through Identity:

UI+VU) ' =0V +ID)'U (2.14)
After applying it to (), we obtain:
X M M. \!
H= o (SE S, + —IM> St X, (2.15)

Matrix S S, + pMTIM is also invertible, since x"' S1 .S x =||S, x||*> 0 is PSD
and pMTIM is PD, which leads to the sum of them being PD.

2.1.2 LMMSE

We will now try to find the value of the LMMSE. Firstly, we define the
covariance matrices in a way that will simplify the computation’s procedure:

Rx, £ E[vec(X,) vec(X,)"] (2.16)

Rux, 2 Elvec(H) vec(X, )] (2.17)
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Ry, = E[vec(X,) vec(H)Y] (2.18)

Ry 2 E[vec(H) vec(H)"] = Ry — Rux, Ry' Rx, (2.19)

where H = H — H is the zero-mean channel estimation error. Consequently,
the LMMSE can be written as:

LMMSE = 0% = tr (Rz) (2.20)

Our goal is to minimize the linear MSE with respect to the training symbols
matrix S,. To achieve that, we will first write the aforementioned relations
in a more analytical way, while assuming that:

vec(mtx) = mtx, (2.21)

to simplify the notation.

Moreover, due to the ubiquity of the Kronecker Product’s application to
the derivation that follows, we first list some fundamental properties/identi-
ties [3] for the reader’s convenience:

AR0=0®A=0 (2.22)
vec (AB) = (Lie(p2) ® A) vec (B) (2.23)
(A By ' =A@ B! (2.24)
(Ao B)" = A" @ B (2.25)

The Woodbury Matrix Identity:
I-VA+UV)'U=1+VU)"! (2.26)
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The vectorized covariance matrices can be written as:
Rpx, = E [vec(H)vec(X,)"]
—E[H, (¢S, H+V,)}]

:E-H (Iy ® ¢S,) H)" + H, VH}

—E |[H,H! Iy @ 5)"| + B [H,V]]
=E [H,H,)| (Iy ® cSY) + Onyx (1, )
:IMN(IN®CS7I_{)

:C(IN®S,I;I)

% e o

Rx [vec(X,)vec(X,)"]
) (

(eS:H +V7), (cS.H + V)Y
(v @ ¢57) Hy + Ve, (v @ € 57) Hy + V)"
(Iy @ ¢ S:) Hy+ Vz,) (H (Iy @ ¢ST) + V)]
[(Iy ®cS,) HoHY Iy @ e SN + (Iy @ ¢ S,) HVE + Vo, H (Iy @ e SH) + v, VY]
=(Iy®cS)E[HH] (Iy®cSH) + Iy @cS,)E [H,V] +
+E [V, HY] (Iy ® ¢ SH) + E [V, V1]
In ®@cS:) Iy (Iv ® ¢ SY) + 0, vyx (1, 3) + O, vy, vy + L
= (Iy® S, )(IN®SE) +LN

5} (Iy®S,) (Iy © ST) + L @ Iy (2.28)

=E
~E
—E
=F
~E

Rx.y=E [VGC(XT)V6C<H)H}
—E[(cS.H+V,), H]
—E[((Iy ® ¢S,) H,HY) + V,, H]

= (In®cS:)E [HH]'| +E [V, H}]

Tv "o

=c(In ® S7) Inn + Oz, nyx ()

- Bawos =
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Ry =Ry — Rux,Ry' Rx. i

-1
—Lyely— 2 (Ivest) (2 aves) (o st +Laly) /2 aves,)

(B e Sty s + My ety)

M
_ (% (Iy @ S%) (Iy © S,) + (Iy ® IM))_l
<§; InIn) @ (SPS;) + (Iy ® IM)>1
= (e (Fsts. 1))
. (p—A;SfST + IM)_l (2.30)

Let us define a new matrix as W = (pM’ Sf S, + IM). As we have already
discussed, this matrix is PD and hence its eigenvalues are positive. Having
also in mind that every matrix can be uniquely described by its Eigenvalue
Decomposition: W = QAw,Q~! and that tr(W) = tr(Aw,) = M Aw,,
where Ay, is a diagonal matrix with the eigenvalues of W (Aw,) as its non-
zero elements, we can derive the following for W—1:

tr((QAw,Q~ "))
tr(Q~ (QAw) Y
tr(QAy, Q7Y

Zﬁ (2.31)

=1 @

tr(W 1)

T

After making use of the property: A1 = A+ Aj, equation () becomes:
- 1
tr(W1) = E —_—— (2.32)
i=1 L+ f\_;IA(SHS)i

where A(gngy, is the i-th eigenvalue of the product SHS, under the constraint:
M\ < MT,.
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As it was previously mentioned, our goal is to minimize the MSE with
respect to S,. Looking at equation (2.20), this translates to minimizing
the equation () with respect to the eigenvalues of SHS.. This opti-
mization problem (considering also the constraints) is solved by choosing
A1 = X = ... = Ay = T [1], which leads to:

SHS. =TIy (2.33)

Substituting equation () to () we obtain:

Ry=1Iy® (p—A;SESTHM)_l

-1
= Iy ® (52 1oLy + L)
Pr -t
o (70
1
=1 | — 2.34
N® M<%TT+1> (2.34)
while the MMSE from () becomes:
MSE = —tr (Ry)
tr [ In®I !
= r{In®1y | 5——
NM Ly S
M
_( 1 ) NM
- \NM Prpoq
M ot
1 2.35
= (2.35)

1+ =T
+M
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2.2 Work in [2]

Lozano’s system differs from Hassibi’s, in that we now have to model a cluster
within the system. Since the out-of-cluster signals do not have a fixed power
value, they cannot be simply merged with the noise term.

We begin by defining the system model in a way that will include the
out-of-cluster interference, to better describe a wireless network:

K
v, = /SINR,, Z‘/g”k Popi 1, + 2, (2.36)
k=1

where n € {1,...N},k € {1,..., K}, x; € C is the transmitted symbol’s
signal from k-th antenna with unit variance, g,; is the normalized channel
power gain, SINan is the Signal-to-Interference-plus-Noise ratio of n-th re-
ceiver and hpg, 2, ~ CN (0,1) are the normalized channel coefficient from
transmitter k to receiver n and the thermal noise at the receiver’s end re-
spectively. It follows that y, € C is the received symbol’s signal at n-th
receiver’s antenna.

While at first glance this model may seem more complicated than the one
from the previous section, in actuality not only is it far simpler to analyze
(since we now deal with scalar values instead of vectors and matrices), but we
can also modify it to resemble the form of the latter. Thus, the proofs that
follow will not deviate conceptually far from what has already been derived.

We assume to have L symbols available before the channel coefficients’
values change and we select o of them to be pilot symbols in order to
estimate the channel, where o € (0,1). Since there are K transmitters, only
T= % pilot symbols are needed for each channel coefficient h,;. Naturally,
the inequality oL > K is satisfied to ensure that at least one pilot symbol
will be used for the estimation of each h,.

If we shift our focus to an arbitrary tranceiver pair, say n-th receiver and
k-th transmitter, and incorporate the pilot symbols to the system model, we
obtain the following modification of (@)

y=chx+z (2.37)

where y,x,z € CT, h = h,;, and ¢ = /SINR,, g

One can notice that the pilot-symbol model is closely related to the one
we used to describe Hassibi’s system, but will the LMMSE estimator and the
LMMSE relations reflect this similarity? The answer lies in the derivation
below.

1_1 _ 1
SINR,, — SIR,

+ SNan where SIR,, is the Signal-to-Interference ratio.
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2.2.1 LMMSE estimator

Following the steps of the previous section, we wish to find an estimation of
h (h) such that E[|h — h|%] is minimized, when h is a linear (affine) function
of the measurements, i.e. h = all y + b, where a € CT, b € C. Subsequently,
finding the right a and b is equivalent to finding h, since y is known to the
receiver.

According to [4], [5], a and b can be computed in closed form as follows:

a=Cy'Cyp (2.38)

and
b=y —apy (2-39)

where Cy, = E[(y — py)(h — p1)*] is the cross covariance matrix between y
and h, while Cy = E[(y — py)(y — 1y)"] is the covariance matrix of y.

As for the covariance matrix of the channel coeflicient and the noise vec-
tor, since h and the entries of z are independent, they are also uncorrelated,
which leads to:

Cha = CL = 07101 (2.40)

while for the mean of y, we derive:

py = Ely] = ¢xE[h] + E[z] = cx pp + . = Owx1 (2.41)

Having the equations () and () in mind, Cy and Cyy, can be calculated
as follows:
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(chx+z) (cx"h* +2')]

AEhh*xx? +exhz® +zh*ex™ 4 22"

= AE[hh ] xx" + cxE[hz"] + cE[zh*] x" + E[zz"]
= A E[|h*] xx" + ¢xChy + cCppy x" + O,

= xx" + 077 + Opyr + Iy

= SINR,, gnp x X + Iy

2
>
Il

[(y = pay) (b — n)"]
[y ']
[
[

E
E
E

(chx+z)h"]
=E[chh'x +zh"|
cE[hh|x + E[z h"]
cE[[A]*] x + Con

=cX + Ory

= +/SINR,, g, X

Substituting () and () to a leads to:

a=C, " 'Cyp = (SINR, gup xx" +17) " \/SINR,, g X

and as for b:
b::uh_aH,uy:O_aHOTxlzo

(2.42)

(2.43)

(2.44)

(2.45)
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Hence the LMMSE estimate of A can now be calculated as follows:

h = ally +b
_ ((S|Nqun,§xxH+IT)*1 \/SINRngnkx>Hy
= +/SINR,, g, x1 ((SINRngnk x x1 —i—IT)_l Hy

-1

— /SINR,, g, X! ((SINRngnkxxH +IT)H> y
— V/SINR, g X" (SINR,, g xx" +17) 'y

) SINR,, g (SINRn G XX + 1)71 xy

(%) VSINR,, g XHY
14+ TSINR, Ink

(2.46)

where at (%) we used the Woodbury Matrix Identity Eq. () and at (k)
we used the optimal training symbols based on Hassibi’s derivation.

2.2.2 LMMSE

We define the zero-mean channel estimation error as i = h—h. Subsequently,
the LMMSE is defined as:

LMMSE = 03 = 0} — Cjy C; ' Cyy, (2.47)

As also stated in the previous section, our goal is to minimize the linear
MSE. To do that, we first need to compute the cross-covariance matrix Cpy.
Since the training symbols is also a variable x to the problem, we can further
reduce the MSE.

[
[
[h (ex"n* +2")]
= Elchh*x" + hz"]
= cE[h h*]x" + E[hz"]
= cE[|h2]x" + Oy

H
=cX —+ 01><T

= /SINR,, g X" (2.48)
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We can now calculate the LMMSE:
O'% == O’i - ChyCy_leh
=1—cx! (CQXXH + IT)_1 cx
)

—
*

(cchx + 1)71
1
1+ e2xHx
(x+) 1
1+ SINR, g1 T
1

~ 1+SINR, g, 2L

(2.49)

where at (%) we used the Woodbury Matrix Identity Eq. () and at (k)
we used the optimal training symbols based on Hassibi’s derivation.

One can notice that the LMMSE estimate of h as well as the LMMSE Eq.
(2.49) are highly correlated to the ones from the previous section, i.e. Eq.
(2.35).




Chapter 3

RIS Channel Estimator

3.1 System Model

3.1.1 Channel Model

A source-destination link is assisted by an array of M tags/RIS elements.
The following large-scale channel path-loss model is adopted [6]:

A\ /aX\
L 0 1
() (&) 31

where X € {SD,ST,,, T,,D} denotes the source-to-destination, source-to-tag
m and tag m-to-destination, respectively; A is the carrier wavelength, d3 is
a reference distance, vy is the path-loss exponent and dx is the distance for
link X.

Flat fading is assumed; complex channel coefficient hgp, hsr, and hr, p
denotes the baseband channel coefficients for the source-destination, source-
tag and tag-reader link, respectively. Due to strong line-of-sight (LoS) sig-
nals present in the problem, small-scale Rice flat fading channel model [6] is
mainly adopted:

h ~CN [ ] LTmD J%—mD (3.2)
TpmD TaDy T ) :

e JtmP 1 b is the power ratio between the determin-

m

where hTmD é |hT,,LD
istic LoS component and the scattering components and E[|ht, p|?] = aﬁTmD
is the average power of the scattering components. For link budget nor-
malization purposes, a,lemD = 1 will be also assumed (other values could
be easily accommodated into the large-scale, average coefficients). Similar
notation and assumptions hold for hgr,, m € {1,2,..., M} and hgp. It is
noted that for k = 0, Rice is simplified to Rayleigh fading.

Quasi-static block fading is assumed, i.e., the channel remains constant

for L. (source-destination link) symbols and changes independently between

. 2
'The complex channel is the superposition of , /K:T"];]j_l or, pe’? +CN (0, %)
with 6 ~ U[0, 27).
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channel coherence time periods. Channel coefficients hgp, {hsr,, }, {PT,,0},
m € {1,2,..., M} are assumed independent in the numerical results. Fur-
thermore, the following notation is also adopted:

hm = hsr, hr, b = |hst,, hr,ple %™ m e {1,2,..., M},
ho = hSD,m = 0, (33)

3.1.2 Signal Model

The baseband equivalent of the source message m(t) is given by:
c(t) = V2P m(t) (3.4)

where E[|m(t)[?] = 1. Different normalization could be incorporated into the
large-scale coefficients. The baseband complex equivalent of the scattered
waveform from tag m is given by [7]:

um(t) = \/nlst,, [As — Tim(t)] hst,, c(t), (3.5)
L(t) € {T'1, Ty, ..., Tk} (3.6)

where T, (t) stands for the modified (complex) reflection coefficient for tag
m, assuming that the tag can terminate its antenna between K loads and
n models the (limited) tag power scattering efficiency. It is noted that for
passive (amplification-free) tags, |I'y| < 1, while for commercial RFID tags,
K = 2. Parameter A, stands for the load-independent structural mode that
solely depends on tag’s antenna [8], commonly overlooked in the literature;
As = 0 only for minimum scattering antennas, i.e., antennas that do not
reflect anything when terminated at open (i.e., infinite) load.

The received demodulated complex baseband signal at the destination is
given by the superposition of the source and all tags’ backscattered signals
propagated through wireless channels hgp and {h, p}, respectively:

y(t) = /Lsp hsp e(t) + Y \/La,up b () + (t)
= /Lsp hsp c(t) + n(t)
+ Z Vnlst,Lr,p hst, hr,p [As — Tn(t)] c(t)

= V2P |\/Goho+ Y \/Gm him Y (t) | m(t) + n(t), (3.7)
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where n(t) is the thermal noise at the receiver and

go = Lsp,
gm = nLsr, L1, p E [|A, — T (1)),
V(t) = Ay = Tn(t) : (3.10)
VE [[4, ~ T (0]
Y [Cn(D] = VG o Vi (2). (3.11)
Notice that E[|hol?] = E[hm|?] = E[Vnl?] = 1 since E[|hn|?] =

E[|hst,, |*] E[|hT, p|*], due to the followed assumptions. It is also noted that
E |4, = Tu(0F] = (1/K) SK, 14, - DL

The above model is valid when coupling among the tags is negligible, i.e.,
the tags are separated by distance at least equal to A/2. Additive thermal
noise n(t) is modelled by a complex, circularly symmetric, additive Gaussian
noise process with E[[n(t)[*] = NyB, where B stands for receiver’s band-
width.

3.2 LMMSE estimate

3.2.1 Rayleigh Fading

Let us first try to find the possible values of the term ),,(¢). Assume that
Ksp = Kst,, = KT1,,p = 0, which leads to hgp, hgr,,, hr,,p being modeled by
Rayleigh distribution. If we also consider that o = 1 for every possible link,
then (@) yields: hSD, hSTm s hTmD ~ CN (0, 1).

Suppose now that K = 2 and I'y = 0, ['y = A, are the possible load states.

2Ny = kyTy, where k, and Ty are the Boltzmann constant and receiver temperature,
respectively.
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Thus, term Y,,(t) becomes:

Ho A Tn®
VE A = To(®)]
A, —0 -
\/\A s—0[2 + |As— A2
_ 1+1
m_As
\/\A —0|2 +14s A|2
1+1
A
\/§ : s =0
= ’As,
0, T, =A,

Regarding the pilot symbols for the estimation of the various h,,, m €
{0,1,..., M}, we assume to have L symbol periods within which the coeffi-
cients’ values remain invariant. Following the steps of the previous sections,
we choose a portion of them, in order to estimate the channel coefficients,
while the rest of them will be devoted to data transmission. Specifically, we
presume that the total number of pilot symbols available is N, = a L. where

€ (0,1), which will be used to estimate all M + 1 coefficients. This leads

to Ny = J\:/Fffl = J\?{:l i of them to be used for the estimation of each h,,.

Our goal is to find the right h,, which will minimize E[|hy, — hum|?], when
B, is a linear (affine) function of the received signal’s measurements, i.e.
- all y +1b,,, where a,, € CM*! b, € C,Vm € {0,1,2,..., M}. Subse-
quently, finding the right a,, and b,, is equivalent to finding iLm, since y is
known to the receiver. As it is shown in previous sections, a,, and b,, can be

computed in closed form as follows:

an = Cy'Cyn,, (3.12)

and
b = Hn,, — a' piy (3.13)
where /1y, 2 Ely], Cy £ El(y — py)(y — py)t] is the covariance matrix of

1>

Y, Uh, = Elhy,] and Cyp,, = E[(y — pty)(hm — pin,,,)*] is the cross-covariance

vector between y and h,,.

3a is selected in such way so that Ni,is a positive integer.
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Direct Link Estimation

In order to estimate all RIS coefficients, estimation of hy is a preceding
necessity. We presume all tags are terminated to a load such that I',,,(t) = As
for all RIS elements (m € {1,2,..., M}). Hence, (@) becomes:

y(t) = \/2Pgo hom(t) + n(t) (3.14)
We define the SNR at the receiver as:

A 2Pg0
SNR, =
" N,B

(3.15)

Thus, () can be modified to be:

Jo(t) = v/SNRg ho m(t) + n(t) (3.16)

where 7(t) ~ CN (0,1) is the normalized thermal noise.

We can further simplify equation (), while also incorporating the pilot
symbols to it:
}_70 = Cy h0m+ﬁ (317)

where ¢y = v/SNRy and yo, m € CM and n ~ CN (0,1y,,).

One can easily notice the similarities between the RIS and the Lozano
model. We therefore expect that the derivation of both the LMMSE esti-
mator and the LMMSE will be a straightforward procedure. However, this
might not be the case regarding the Ricean fading which will be analyzed
right after this section.

Now that we have disentangled the system model, we proceed to first find
the estimator for the direct link channel, i.e. izo where iLO = agl Yo + bg. To
achieve that we introduce some fundamental properties that derive from the
dependency relations of the system’s parameters.

Since hg and the entries of n are independent, they are also uncorrelated,

which leads to:
Cl’_lh() == C}’LI(‘)ﬁ - ONtr><1 (318)

while for the mean of y,, we derive:

tigo = Elyo] = comE[ho] + E[n] = com i, + s = On,,1 (3.19)
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Having the equations () and () in mind, Cy, and Cj,p, can be calcu-

lated as follows:

E[(§0 — 13 (Yo — H5o)"]
E[yoys )
E[(cohom + 1) (com'hg +n")]

E[c2hohimm®™ + comhon™ + nhjcom™ + nn'|

= c2E[hohilmm® + comE[hon"] + coE[nhf]m" + E[nn"]

= cZE[|ho|lmm" + comC, 5 + coCap,m" + Cyq

= C?)mmH + ONtrXNtr + ONtrXNtr + INtr

=SNRymm" 4 Iy, (3.20)

C(5'0110 - (yo :uyo) (hO - Mho)*]

= E[cohohym + nhj)

= ¢oE[hohy|m + E[nhg)
= coE[|ho|*Jm + Cap,
= com + Oy, x1

— /SNRym (3.21)

Substituting the last relations to ag, we derive:

ao = Cy ' Cyone = (SNRomm™ + Iy,) "' /SNRym (3.22)

and as for b:
bo = Hno — Ay fyo = 0 — ag O, 1 =0 (3.23)
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Thus, the LMMSE estimate of hy can now be calculated:
ho = af'yo + bo
_ H
_ ((SNROmmH +1n,) " V/SNRq m) o

H
SNRom" ((SNRymm" + Ly, )~ 1) Yo

H —1
L .
SNR, N“) ) Yo

-1
mmH —+ SNROIN”) yo

1

SNRy m" (SNRO mm" +
H

m
(m ) m"y,
v/ SNRy SNR,

1
VSNRs (Nee + st

. \/SNRO mH}_/O
1+ SNRyN,,

() 1 1 -t H-
= —_— NI‘ + -
VSNR, ( ‘ SNRO) Yo

) m"y,
(3.24)

where at (x) we used the Push Through Identity and at (*x) the optimal
training symbols’ property from the Hassibi derivation (2.33) when there is
only 1 transmitter antenna.

We define the zero-mean channel estimation error as l~10 = hg — ﬁo. Sub-
sequently, the LMMSE is defined as:

LMMSE = 07 = g}, — Chyy Gy ' Cyn, (3.25)

As previously stated, our goal is to minimize the linear MSE. To do that,
we first need to compute the cross-covariance matrix Cj,y, while also taking

into account the optimal training symbols vector’s property which will further
reduce the MSE.
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Choy = E[(ho — pno) (y — :uy)H]
= E[ho (comHhS + le)]

= E[cohohim™ + hon"]

= coE[hohf)m" + E[hon"]
= COE[|h0|2]mH + Chng

= comH + 014Ny,

= v/SNR; m" (3.26)

We are now in the position to calculate the LMMSE as:

2 _ 2 -1
Jito = O'ho Choy(]y Oyho

-1
=1—com" (¢mm" +1Iy,)  com

) (cochom + 1)_1

1
14 mfm
1

14+ N, SNRg (3:27)

where at (x) we used the Woodbury Matrix Identity () We notice that
both the LMMSE estimate and the LMMSE are closely related to the ones
we derived in the Lozano case ()

Compound Link Estimation

As for the estimation of the RIS channel coefficients the procedure is almost
identical. We assume that every RIS element is terminated at open load ',
except the one we are interested in estimating, say h,,. Considering also
the fact that the estimation of gy and hg has preceded, the signal model is
modified as follows:

Ymit(t) = |\/2Pgo ho + V2 |ﬁs| V2P g b | m(t) + n(t) (3.28)

where the factor of \/5‘1‘3—2‘ is included due to the term’s ), (t) value for
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r, =0.

After incorporating the pilot symbols to the model, while also applying the
normalization with respect to noise power, we obtain:

Yinit = | V/SNRg g + \/— \/SNR Ry | m+n (3.29)

which can be further simplified to be the same equation as in the case of the
direct-link channel:

ylnlt V SNRO hom = Cnp mm+n (330)

where ¢, = |jz| v2SNR,,, with SNR,, = 2]]\;9;, (we presume perfect hg esti-

mation, with hg = hg), m € CY and @i ~ CN (0,1, ). We notice that y has,
again, zero-mean which leads to the same estimator and error relations as in
the prior model, with the only difference being the constant term c,,.

Hence, following the same steps as in the case of hy, we can easily derive

that:
. V2SNR,, 4= m'ly
P = = (3.31)
1+ 2N, SNR,,
and )
52 = (3.32)

hm 14 2 Ny SNR,,

3.2.2 Rice Fading

As previously mentioned, we expect that the derivation of the Rice Fading
case will deviate to an extent from the one of the Rayleigh case, especially
regarding the estimation of the compound coefficients. To be exact, we pre-
sume that KRsp = KksT,, — KT,,D — R 7é O, which leads to hSD, hSTm7 hTmD
being modeled by Rice distribution. Recall that ¢ = 1, which translates to:

K
k+1

(3.33)

with ¢ € {SD,ST,,TnD}. One can easily deduct that png, # pn,, (
hm = hst,, hr,p), which will be shown shortly.
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Following the same signal model as in the Rayleigh Fading case (@)7 we
firstly need to find the optimal estimation of the direct link channel, hg = fLSD,
such that E[|hg — ho|?] is minimized, when hq is a linear (affine) function of
the measurements, i.e. ho = aly + b, where a € CT*1, b € C. Finding the
right a and b is equivalent to finding ﬁo, since y is known at the receiver’s
end. We will then assume that hq is known and proceed to estimate each of
the RIS elements’ compound channel coefficients.

As it is to be expected by now, the closed form equations for a and b are:

a; = Cy 'Cyn, (3.34)

and
bj = i, — aj iy (3.35)

where j € [0,1, ..., M].
where Cy;,, = E[(y — py)(hj — ps)"] is the cross-covariance vector between y
and h;, while Cy = E[(y — uy)(y — py)"] is the covariance matrix of y.

Since h; and the entries of n are independent, they are also uncorrelated,

which leads to:
Can; = Chn = 0151 (3.36)

while for the mean of y, we derive:

py = Ely] = cmE[h;] + E[n] = ey, + p = cpop,m (3.37)

Lastly, the variance of h; is:

o, =E[|h; "] = [E[ly]* =1 = |pn, | (3.38)
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Direct Link Estimation

Having the equations (8.36) and () (B.38) in mind, Cy and Cyy, can be
calculated as follows:

Cy

Oyho

—E |(y — y) (v — 1y)"]

=E [(cohom + 1 — 1) (com" hj + 0" — ug)]

= E[c2hohimm" + cohgmn™ — cohom,ug + conhym™+
+nn' — ﬁug — coptyhym™ — p a4 uyug]

= E[hohf]mm' + comE[hon"] — co]E[ho]mug + coE[nhfm" 4
+E[nn"] — E[0]uy — copy ElhgIm™ — py B0 + puy

= AE[|ho/ ) mm" + comCy,, 5 — couhomug + coOpsxm™ 4 Cy—
— Orxity — Coptny phym' — Cofiy Oy + fiypty

= c%mmH + Opxr — cwhomuf + Opyr + Ip—
— Opxr — cw’ﬁouymH — Orxr + uyug

= comm" — couhom,u;{ +1Ir— co,u;‘lo,uymH + co,u;mm,u;I

= cgmm" + Iy — cJpup, 0, mm"

= cgmmH (1 — |unol?) + Ir

= cimm" ah +1r

= SNRoohOmm + IT

(3.39)
E (v = 1y) (ho = ng)"|
=K [ Cohom +n— ) (h* — IUZO>:|
= E [chohgm — chomypj, + nhg — iy, — puyh + pyp, ]
= col[hohgJm — coE|ho]pp,m + E[nhg] — Eln]u,, — pyE[ho] + py g,
= coE[|ho[*Jm — ol [*m + Cany — 071 — iy pt, + Coptng My,

= com — ¢o|funo [*M — Coptne Mty + colpin, [*m

= com (1 — |, ?)
= comafm

= v/SNRq 0}, m (3.40)
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Substituting these two quantities to a and b, we obtain:

-1
apg — C Cyho

= (comm on +1Ir) comaio

® om (tm"mo} + 1)71 o7

2
C()O'ho

cgop, mim + 1
(=) 00020
cgon, T+ 1
V SNRO ghO
~ TSNR, op, + 1

(3.41)

and

bD = Mhy — ag){:uy

H
Hhg —COUh T+1 oML flp,
2
c0‘7h Hho H
o %—i- e
(**) Fohg (COUhOT + 1) C(%U}%O:uhoT
coah T+1

= Mhy —

_ &
N coah T+1
ohg
T SNRy 0,210 +1

(3.42)

where at () we used the Push Through Identity and at (xx) the optimal
training symbols’ property from Hassibi’s derivation (), when there is
only 1 transmitter antenna.
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Thus, the LMMSE estimate of hy can now be calculated:

ilo = agy -+ bo
_ vV SNR() O-}2l0 mH " b
TSNRyoZ +1 7 " TSNRyoZ +1

- SNRy 0’210 m'y + Fho (3.43)
T SNRO O-/?Lo + 1 .

We define the zero-mean channel estimation error as hy = hg — ﬁo. Sub-
sequently, the LMMSE is defined as:

LMMSE = 07 = ;= ChoyCy ' Cyng (3.44)

As we have already stated, our goal is to minimize the linear MSE. To achieve
this, we first need to compute the cross-covariance vector Cp,,, while also

taking into account the optimal training symbols vector, which will further
reduce the MSE.

Chay = E [ (o = 1no) (¥ = )"
=E [(ho — o) (coh(’;mH +af - ,ug)}
= E [cohohim" + hon" — hgﬂg — cohfppom™ — gy, ,uho,ug}
= coE[|ho[*Jm" + E[hon"] — E[holy — coB[hglungm™ — pin B[R] + pig piy)
= com" + 0y, — uhoug - COMhOMZOmH —O1xr + Mhoﬂg
= com" — ¢g|pp, [Pm"
= o (1= |, )

_ H 2
— Com Uho

= /SNRom" o}, (3.45)
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We can now calculate the MMSE:

ho y
Co0
_ i H_2 ho
= Tho (com Uh(’) <c§02 T+1 )
h
2 2 2
2 €0%h0%ho H
h m
0

2 2 2 2 2 2

cop, T+ 1

2
O-hO

cgop, T+ 1
p

_ Tho_ (3.46)
TSNRyoZ, + 1

Compound Link Estimation

The procedure regarding the estimation of the RIS compound channel esti-
mation is differentiated to an extent. We begin by assuming that every RIS
element is terminated at open load I'y, except the one we are interested in,
say h,, = hgt, hr, p. Considering also the fact that the estimation of gy and

m m

ho has preceded, the signal model is modified to be:

Yimit () = [\/QPgo ho + V2 \/2Pg,, hm] m(t) + n(t) (3.47)

where the factor of v/2 is included due to the way Y (t) is defined.

The same pilot-symbols model as in the Rayleigh case is adopted:

Vi = | V/SNRy o + V28NRy, | m+ 1 (3.48)

which can be further simplified to be the same equation as the one we used
for the direct-link channel:

Y =¢nhy,m+n (3.49)

where ¢,, = 2SNR,, with SNR,, = 2092y =y — VSNRg hgm € CT
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(perfect hg estimation is assumed, with izo = hg) and m,n € CT. In contrast
to the Rayleigh case, we now notice that y not only has a non-zero mean,
but it also differs from the one of hg, equation (B.33), since we now focus on
the compound channel coefficient h,,.

More specifically, |up,,| and j, can be calculated as follows:

K
Kk+1

and
ty = Ely] = ¢,y mE[h,,] + E[0] = ¢y m pip,,, + p1a = ¢ i, m (3.51)

with the variance of the compound channel being:

K >2_ 2 + 1

2 B[] = [E[ha]]? =1 - 21— -1
Tl [12m|?] = B[] |ken | ] CESIE

(3.52)

Having the equations (B.36) and (3.51) () in mind, Cy and Cy},, can be
calculated as follows:

Cy =E [(Y = py) (y — Ny)H}
E [(¢ihmm + 0 — pty) (cum™hy, + 0" — ull)]
E

(2 hpuht mm" + ¢, h,,mn" — cmhmmug + ¢ mt

+ 00 — iy — cppyhy,mt — gy 4 gy ]

= ¢ E[hn by Jmm™ + ¢, mE[h,0"] — ¢, E[hy,Jmpyy + ¢, E[0h], Jm"+
+E[0n"] — E[fuy — copyElhy,Jm™ — iy B[R] + pypuy

= C%E[IhmIQ]mmH + MmOy, 5 — cmuhmmug + ¢nOpxm™ + Cp—
— Orxifty — Copthy, fy" = Con iy 01 + fiy 13}

= c,QnmmH + Oy — cmphmmug 4+ Opyr + Ip—

— Orxr — CmﬂzmﬂymH — Opxr + My/vLI?;I

2 H H * H H
= Cp, MM — Cpflp,, My, + I — Conpiy, g, + o i, Mt
= c;,mm" + Iy — ¢y, 4, mm"

2 H 2
= Zmm" (1 [, ") +Ir

= 2S5NR;,07, mm" + Iy
(3.53)
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E

=E [(cmhmm +n— Hy) (h;kn - Mzm)}
E [cnhnh,m — cphmpg,  +dhy, —dpg — gl + iy, ]
C

= CmE[|hm|2]m - Cm|/~bmn|21m + Cih,, — 071 — Myﬂ}'}m + Cnfbn,, ML)
= CpIN — Cm|ﬂhm|2m - Cm,uhmm:uzm + Cm'Uhmlzm
= ¢ (1 — |pp,,|*)

= V/2SNR,, 07, m (3.54)

Substituting these two quantities to a, we derive:

and as for b:

_ -1
ay, = Cy Cyhm

2 H_2 -1 2
= (cmmm T, —|—IT) (6 11 To

(*) -1
= ¢, (cfnm ;

H_ 2
mahm—i-l) Th.

CmO; M

2 52 mH
Cpp 0, MM + 1
(=) CmOh,

- 2op T+ 1

V2SNR,, o}

T 2TSNRyo? +1

(3.55)

bm = fth,, — ag@ﬂy

2 H
1l _ GO m| cpip, Mm
= Mhy, — mMh
" 2ol T+1 "
m

fim cfnaimT +1
() M (cpon T +1) — chop Thn,

2or T+1

o,
Cor T+1
Hhm
2T SNR,07 + 1

(3.56)
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where at (x) we used the Push Through Identity and at ﬁk
2.3

), for 1 trans-

training symbols’ property from the Hassibi derivation (

mitter antenna in our case.

Hence, the LMMSE estimate of h can now be calculated:
ﬁm = aflny + b,,

2
CmOh,, H o,

T TSNRpor +10 Y T AT SNR,07 41

_ V2SNR,, 0 m'y +
2T SNR,,07 +1

) the optimal

(3.57)

As also stated in the previous section, our goal is to minimize the MMSE
with respect to the training symbols’ vector m. As a last measure, in order
to find the MMSE, we need to calculate the cross-covariance matrix Cp,y. It
is by now evident that C}, is just the hermitian of, the already calculated

matrix, Cy;,. Invoking the equation (8.54), we get:

Chmy =V QSNRm oimmH

(3.58)

We can now calculate the MMSE for the channel coefficient of the m-th

RIS element:

2 2 2
o 2 Cmo-h'mo-hwn H
T T\ 22 T4y ™
Cmghm +
2 2

2 2 2 2
on (con T+1)—c}hoj o T
2 2
oy T+ 1

2
_ T him
T2 52
oy T+1
2
O-hm

" 2TSNR,07, +1

(3.59)

A proof of concept which corroborates the preceding results by applying the

formulas in practice can be found in [9].



Chapter 4

RIS Application

4.1 Optimal Gain Algorithm

Since the introduction of RIS to the communication world, there has been
an overgrowing concern on whether there exists an algorithm which will op-
timally select the configuration that maximizes the signal’s power at the
receiver’s end. If it does exist, can this algorithm respond before the envi-
ronment changes and the problem’s parameters are altered?

According to Eq. (B.7), the following instantaneous power maximization
problem is formulated:

2

M
nax VI ho + > v/Gm hm V(t)| 2P (4.1)
m m=1
M
max ho + G B, Yo (€ 4.2
Dm(®)} @ mzl g ®) (4.2)
Yo
M
= max + m | I'm , 4.3
(o) Yo mz_:ly [ (t)] (4.3)

If we were to find the solution via brute force search, we would need to
examine K™ load configurations since there are M elements with K possible
load states, i.e. I'y,(¢) € {I'1,I'g,..., 'k }.

The problem is similar to noncoherent sequence detection of orthogonally-
modulated sequences, solved with log-linear complexity in [10]. The trick is
to introduce an auxiliary scalar variable ¢ into the problem of Eq. (4.3):

M
max max R< eI + T, _
{Tim (1)} ¢€[0,2m) { (yo Zy [ (tﬂ)}

m=1

M
max max (8? {e’jd’yo} + Z R {eij(bym [Fm(t)] }>
m=1

$€[0,2m) {T'm (8)}

(4.4)
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4.1.1 K =2 Loads

For a given point ¢ € [0,27), the innermost maximization in Eq. (@) is
separable for each I',,(t) and hence, splits into independent maximizations
forany m=1,2,..., M:

[,(t) = argmax R {e 7y, [[\n(t)]}

Pm(t)e{l'1,I'2}

. Do (8)=T1 .
& R{e 7%y, [[1]} 2 R {e_”’ym [Ts]}
Fm(t)=F2
. 1:‘m(t)zrl
SR (yn D] —ym (L))} 2 0
Fm(t):FQ
I (8)=T"1
cos(@— fym ] —ym[l2]) =2 0 (4.5)
Fm(t)ZFQ

Given the relation in Eq. (@), the optimal load sequence [°P* can be
found by varying ¢ from 0 to 27. It is further noticed that, as ¢ scans
[0, 27), the decision I',,(¢) changes, according to Eq. (@), only when:

cos (¢ = /Ym 1] — ym [2]) =0
&= ig + /Y [T1] = Y [T2]  (mod 27). (4.6)

ARG

. . . . T
Therefore, the sequence I' = [Fl(t), [y(t), ... ,FM(t)] changes only at
((;551), gb?), gl), f), cee ¢§\1}, ¢§3}>. For the remaining part of this section, we

assume that the above 2M points are distinct and nonzero, i.e., qb%) # qbl(k)
and gb%) # 0, for any j, k,€ {1,2} and m,l € {1,2,..., M} with m # [.
There is a case where the above assumption does not hold, examined in [10].
If the above points are sorted in ascending order, i.e.,

(917927 Tt 792M> —
1 2 1 2 1 2
= sort (60, 6,60, 2, - 60,62, “n
then the decision I' will remain constant in each one of the 2M + 1 intervals

(0;,0:41),7 € {0,1,...,2M}, with 6y = 0 and 095,41 = 27. The goal is the
identification of the 2M + 1 sequences that correspond to these intervals,

Tt can be shown that the sequence at [0,6;) is the same with the sequence at [f2pr, 27)
and thus, 2M intervals/sequences should be identified.
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one of which gives the optimal f‘°pt, i.e., the one that offers the maximum
power; thus, the quality of each sequence is calculated with the norm metric of
Eq. (), which explicitly includes the direct channel hy. Based on the above,
the sorting operation in Eq. (4.7) is dominant in terms of computational cost,
which is O(M log M) and not 2.

4.1.2 K > 2 Loads

The method described above can be generalized to K > 2 loads, i.e., I',,()
belongs in {I'1,I'y,...,I'x}. The solution is given by selecting the largest
value of R {e/?y,,[[';]} among all k € {1,2,... K}, which results in testing
2M x (K — 1) changes of ¢ and as a result, same number of sequence changes
and not 2M x (12( ), as one would expect; the rest of the steps are exactly the
same as in K = 2. Formal proof and details can be found in [10], omitted
due to space constraints. Notice that the norm metric for the quality of
each sequence must include hy. The complexity of the algorithm is again
O(Mlog M) for M > K and not K.

Notice that the change in loads’ number also impacts the possible values
of the term Y, (¢) which can be calculated as:

A, =T (¢)

ym{t) =
\/E UAS - Fm@)’ﬂ
( Ag — Ty

VA/E)SE A, - Ty
- Ay — A

| /B S 1A - T

( VK (A, —Ty)

=1 VT A TP
0

\

) Fm:Fk

; Fm:As

This change, however, does not alter the behaviour or the efficiency of the
LMMSE estimator, since the results are modified solely by this constant
term.
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Numerical Results

In this section, we study the behavior of MMSE as a function of the number
of RIS elements (M), while the percentage the of pilot symbols («) used
remains fixed to 1% (Figs , ). Notice that L. > M throughout
the course of the experiment. We then plot the MMSE as a function of «
assuming M = 4096 in order to investigate the effect of the large scale case on
the system (Figs , @) Both Rayleigh and Rician fading were examined.

Regarding all the figures that follow bellow, we consider ksp = Ksr,, =
kr,p = 0 for the Rayleigh case, ksp = Kksr,, = Kk1,,p0 = 15 for Rician fading,
n = 10%, df = 3m, dris_sp = 8 m, fo = 870 MHz, B = 48 MHz, and 10
dB relative end-2-end antenna gain for the backscattered links compared to
direct link, assuming that the source and destination antennas point towards
the RIS (in order to assist its operation). Channel coherence time in number
of symbols is set to L. = 24 x 10°, corresponding to 100 ms and SD link
is set at 48 Mbps using QPSK modulation. The Normalized MSE (NMSE)

is defined as: NMSE = E ['E_hq. It is lastly worth mentioning that all

BE
presented illustrations are a product of averaged results after 10° realizations
of the channels’ coefficients h;, i € {ST,,, T\,D, SD}, while assuming that the
angles of both the LoS and the compound links’ channel coefficients remain
invariant throughout the course of the simulation.

We specifically set dsp = 30 m, vx = 4 and P = 0 dBm for Figures lill
and 5.3, which lead to SNRy = 21 dB for the LoS$ link. Figs. 5.9, 5.4 and
Figs. , @ are offered with dsp = 15 m, vx = 3 where P = 20 dBm, which
yields SNR,,, = —20 dB concerning the m-th element’s received signal for the
first two Figs, while P is varied between 0 and 20 dBm for the latter Figs.
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MMSE of SD Link vs M for a = 1%
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Figure 5.1: MMSE of LoS Link vs the Number of RIS Elements for fixed
Training Symbols Value

MMSE of m-th Element vs M for a =1%
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Figure 5.2: MMSE of m-th Tag’s Path vs the Number of RIS Elements for a
Fixed Training Symbols Value



Chapter 5. Numerical Results 43

The achievable MMSE performance in terms of the number of RIS ele-
ments is depicted in Figures and . Focusing first on the LoS path, we
notice that the simulation completely matches the equations derived in previ-
ous sections. As it was expected, an increase of M leads to an increase of the
MMSE, due to the shortening of the training symbols’ number corresponding
to the estimation of each h; and hence to hsp. The Rice case outperforms
the Rayleigh one as a result of the addition of a much more powerful and
deterministic LoS component, which leads to a significantly smaller variance
with respect to the values of each h;. Lastly, the Normalized value of the
MMSE is close to the real value due to the norm of each h; being close to 1
in the average case scenario.

The same hold regarding the estimation of a random tag’s channel coeffi-
cient in Fig. , only now the value of the MMSE is considerably greater due
to the decrease in signal strength. Recall that although A, is of normalized
power, it is also the compound coefficient meaning that each g,, incorporates
both the Source to Tag and Tag to Destination large-scale losses, a metric
analogous to SNR,,. Additionally, the decrease in power leads to a much
larger gap between the Rayleigh and the Rice case.

MMSE of SD Link vs a for M=4096

0.02 T . . .
—O— Theoretical Rayleigh
\ —— Theoretical Rice
\ Simulation Rayleigh
\ = = = Simulation Rice
0.0158¢ \\ —#A— Simulation Rice Normalized |1

0.005

0
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 005 006 0.07 008 009 0.1
(0%

Figure 5.3: MMSE of LoS Link vs the Number of Training Symbols for a
Fixed RIS Elements number
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MMSE of m-th Element vs o for M=4096
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Figure 5.4: MMSE of m-th Tag’s Path vs the Number of RIS Elements for a
fixed training symbols value

Figures @ and @ illustrate how the MMSE behaves with respect to the
number of pilot symbols a.. For both the LoS path estimation as well as the
estimation of the m-th tag’s coefficient it is evident that as « increases, the
MMSE is reduced. Moreover at high training symbols number, the product
SNR(T increases to a value with order of magnitude much greater than x
(recall that of = #1) Hence, by observing the LoS link figure we notice
that at high a values the Rice case overlaps with the Rayleigh one. On the
other hand, considering more realistic values for « leads to a gap between the
Rice and the Rayleigh that is certainly non-negligible, especially regarding

the estimation of a tag’s coefficient as we see in Fig. @
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Rice Fading with a = 1%
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Figure 5.5: Impact of Channel Estimation Error to Power Improvement,
a=1%

Rice Fading with a = 0.25%
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Figure 5.6: Impact of Channel Estimation Error to Power Improvement,
a = 0.25%
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Finally, Figs. @ and @ quantify the impact of channel estimation
error Ky, to the optimal-gain algorithm’s performance assuming Rice fading.
The optimal configuration is found based on the estimated channels {ilm},
while the power of the received signal is computed using the true channel
coefficients. Channel coherence time in number of symbols is set to L. =
24 x 103, corresponding to channel coherence time of 100 ms and SD link at
48 Mbps with QPSK modulation. In these plots « is fixed at 1% (0.25% for
Fig. ) while the transmitted signal’s power and parameter x are varied.
It is found that the estimation error for large number of elements (M) has
an important impact to the algorithm’s performance, as the gap between the
ideal case and the estimation reaches 2 dB. The effect is even more evident
for smaller values of P, which in combination with a weaker LoS component
(k = 1), yields a 3 dB difference.



Chapter 6
Conclusion/Future Work

In this work we discussed the channel estimation of RIS assisted wireless
network system and RIS’ contribution to the received signal’s average power
gain after the application of the Optimal Gain Algorithm using the estimated
channels as input.

In the first chapter we focused on the prior work in channel estimation
considering MIMO systems using both the matrix, vector and scalar versions
of the LMMSE estimator formulas, with an analytical derivation included,
corroborating the results. The second chapter offers an analytical system
(channel and signal) model which includes both the small and the large-scale
fading as well as specific parameters relevant to reflection (or backscatter)
radio, such as antenna structural mode and reflection efficiency. We then
applied the LMMSE estimator comparing the MSE of Rice fading to the
one of Rayleigh fading. Finally, we examined the contribution of the RIS
to the system after the application of the Optimal Gain Algorithm taking
into account the impact of the channel estimation error the the algorithm’s
performance.

We conclude that the Rice fading is more suited to describe the channel
model than Rayleigh fading in the RIS assisted scenario, since it takes into
account the Line of Sight link which (in the general case) has a power of orders
of magnitude greater than multipath’s power. This results in a smaller MSE
and, consequently, to a superior channel estimation, minimizing the gain-
loss of the algorithm. However, in both fading cases the gain-loss is non
negligible, especially considering how sensitive the system is to the number
of training symbols used for estimation .

Although the gains obtained from the algorithm are impressive, we have
assumed a static environment, which leaves room for a sufficient estima-
tion of the constant terms used in the LMMSE formulas and, therefore, a
sufficient channel estimation. However, this is not a feasible approach in
mobile scenarios where fast varying channel terms make an appearance and
the channel coherence time shortens. This case requires the solution of the,
far more taxing, joint estimation problem, which includes the estimation of
both the slow and the fast varying terms.



Chapter 7
Appendix

7.1 Orthogonality of the LMMSE estimator

From MIT notes

7.2 Orthogonality of the LMMSE estimator
(vector case)

In this section we will try to prove the two orthogonality principles [11], which
are a prerequisite for the derivation of the Wiener-Hopf equations. Let us
consider the same pilot-symbol model as in Chapter 1, that is:

x=cS:h+v (7.1)

where x € CT~*! h ¢ CM*! v ¢ CT7*%,

7.2.1 Orthogonality Principle 1
Suppose that the set of all the affine estimators of x is defined as:

A:={heC"': h=Ax+b} (7.2)

The first principle states that flL = hyyuvse is the LMMSE estimator of h,
if and only if )
E[(h — hy)z"] =0 (7.3)

where z is any affine transformation of x, i.e. z € A.
Proof (=>).

Let us first assume that hy, € A satisfies (7.3), but is not the LMMSE esti-
mator, i.e. there exists a hg # hr: hg € A and

E[|[h — ho[] < E[|[h — he ) (7.4)
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We can rewrite the first half of the inequality as:
E[[[h — ho||*] = E[|[ — by, + by, — ||
= E[|h — hy|*] + E[| by, — ho|*}+
+ 2E[(h — hy)"(hy, — hy)] (7.5)

Considering that hy, € A and hy € A, it follows a fortiori that (hy, —hg) € A
and combined with () we obtain:

E[(h — hy,)(hy, — hy)"] =0 (7.6)

Recalling that trace is a linear operator, it is evident that for any complex
vectors Xy, Xa:

E[xyx;] = E[trace(x5'x;)] = E[trace(x;x5)] = trace(E[x;x5]) (7.7)

This result, along with (@), implies that 2E[(h—hy,)¥ (hy,—h)] = trace(E[(h—
hy)(hy —h)™]) =0
Consequently, ([7.5) can be written as:

E[|[h — ho|[*] = E[|h — hy|[*] + E[|/h — ho||? (7.8)

Substituting (@) to (@) we obtain:
E[|h — hy|[*] < E[|[h - hy |
E[[[h — he|?] + E[[|hr, — ho[?] < E[|[h — hy|’]
B[y, — BolF] <0 (79)

which is only true if hy = hy.

Proof (<=).
Let us now assume that hy, is the LMMSE estimator but does not satisfy
(@), i.e. there exists a zy € A for which E[(h — hy,)z{] # 0.

We introduce another linear estimator of the formj flo = ﬁL + Czg. Then
the MSE is modified to be E[||h — hyl||?] = E[||h — hy, — Cz||*]. After differ-
entiating with respect to C' and setting the result to 0, we obtain:

Chuin = E[(h — hy)z"|E[zz]] (7.10)
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Hence, we conclude that the optimal flo is: flg = ﬁL + ChninZo-

We continue by simplifying the new MSE in order to compare it to the
initial one:

E[|[h — ho|[*) = E[|lh — hy, — Crninzo|’]

= E[Hh - IAlL”z] [ Cmmcmlnzﬂ] (711)

After applying (@) to the second term of () we obtain:
E[z, JOR. Ciinzo] = trace(E[C’mmzozo o)

= trace(C’mmE[zon JCH )
= trace(E[(h — hy)z"|E[zozl| (7.12)

E[(h — hy)z"]")

Following the same procedure regarding the third term of (), we derive:

E[2) Cpain(h — hy)] = trace(E[(h — hy)z""zy Cy,])
— trace(E[(h — hy)z"z]CH. )
— trace(E[(h — hy)z"|E[zz!] (7.13)
E[(h — hy)z"]")

Substituting the last two equations in () leads to:

E[|[h —ho||*] = E[|[h — hy||*] - trace(E[(h — hy,)z"|E[zoz) ] 'E[(h — hy,)z"]")
(7.14)

Since the trace of a PSD matrix is a non-negative scalar value, we can di-
rectly compare the two MSEs: E[|[h — hy||?] < E[||h — hy||?],a result which
contradicts to the statement of hy, being the LMMSE estimator.

Thus the proof is concluded.

7.2.2 Orthogonality Principle 2
The second principle states that h;, € A is the LMMSE estimator if and only
if:

Eh—hy]=0 and E[(h—h)x"] =0 (7.15)
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Both the necessity and the sufficiency can be proven straightforwardly from
Orthogonality Principle 1.

Proof (=>).

Suppose that hy, is the LMMSE estimator. Setting A =0 and b =0 to z, it
is derived from (7.3) that: E[(h — hy)z"] = E[(h — hy)] = 0.

Setting, therefore, A = I and b = 0 to z leads to: E[(h — hy)z"] =
E[(h — hy,)x"] = 0.

Proof (<=).
Now assume that E[h —hy] =0 and E[(h —hy)x"] =0.
Substituting z = Ax + b to E[(h — hy,)z"] gives us:

E[(h — hy)z"] = E[(h — hy)(x" A" 4 b")]
— E[(h — hy)x"]A" + E[(h — y)b")]

B2 gl — ) A" 4 )
= O0prxar +Onrar = Onrxmr (7.16)

Thus hy, is the LMMSE estimator and the proof is completed.

7.2.3 Wiener-Hopf equations

As a by-product of the aforementioned derivation, we can now proceed to
the task of finding closed-form expressions for the optimal A and b.
It follows directly from (@), that:

b = E[h — Ax] = E[h] — AE[X] (7.17)
As for the case of A, we make use of (7.15):
El(h - Ax — b)x] 2V B[(h — Eb] - Ax - ER)x" =0 (7.18)
From which we obtain:
E[(h — E[h])x") — AE[(x — Efx])x"] (7.19)
Thus, since E[x] = E[h] = 0 (shown in Chapter 1), we get:

A= O C1 (7.20)
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