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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) is an emerging
technology to enhance the spectral and energy efficiency of
wireless communications cost-effectively. This letter considers a
new multi-IRS aided wireless network where a cascaded line-of-
sight (LoS) link is established between the base station (BS) and
a remote user by leveraging the multi-hop signal reflection of
selected IRSs. As compared to the conventional single-/double-
hop IRS system, multi-hop IRS system provides more pronounced
path diversity and cooperative passive beamforming gains, es-
pecially in the environment with dense obstacles. However, a
more challenging joint active/passive beamforming and multi-
hop beam routing problem also arises for maximizing the end-
to-end channel gain. Furthermore, the number of IRS-associated
channel coefficients increases drastically with the number of IRS
hops. To tackle the above issues, in this letter we propose a new
and efficient beam training based solution by considering the use
of practical codebook-based BS/IRS active/passive beamforming
without the need of explicit channel estimation. Instead of
exhaustively or sequentially searching over all combinations
of active and passive beam patterns for each beam route, a
distributed beam training scheme is proposed to reduce the
complexity, by exploiting the (nearly) time-invariant BS-IRS and
inter-IRS channels and the cooperative training among the BS
and IRSs’ controllers. Simulation results show that our proposed
design achieves the end-to-end channel gain close to that of the
sequential beam search, but at a much lower training overhead
and complexity.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), passive
beamforming, multi-hop beam routing, beam training.

I. INTRODUCTION

Achieving smart and controllable wireless environment is
a desired goal of the next generation wireless communication
network, which can be realized by the emerging intelligent
reflection surface (IRS) technology [1]. Specifically, IRS is a
two-dimensional planar surface consisting of a large number
of programmable reflecting elements, which can be jointly
tuned to alter the strength and direction of an impinging elec-
tromagnetic wave, thereby reconfiguring the wireless channel
to be more favorable for communication. Since the reflecting
elements are passive, they drastically reduce the hardware cost
and power consumption of traditional active arrays.

The great potential of IRS has aroused an intensive interest
in investigating its design and performance in various wireless
systems and applications [1], [2]. However, most of the exist-
ing works on IRS considered the IRS-aided wireless systems
with only one single reflection by one or multiple distributed
IRSs, while the potential inter-IRS reflections were ignored.
Note that multi-hop IRS reflection links can provide more
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Fig. 1. (a) A multi-IRS aided wireless network with multi-hop beam routing;
(b) the corresponding LoS link graph.

path diversity to bypass the dense and scattered obstacles in
a complex environment (e.g., indoor), as shown in Fig. 1(a).
Moreover, they can offer more pronounced cooperative passive
beamforming (CPB) gain than single-hop IRS reflection links,
by exploiting the inter-IRS line-of-sight (LoS) links, which
also effectively overcomes the “product” path-loss that gener-
ally increases with the number of IRS hops. Motivated by the
above advantages, a handful of recent works have investigated
the power scaling law [3], optimal CPB design [4], [5], and
channel estimation methods [6], [7] for the double-IRS aided
wireless system with both single-hop and double-hop signal
reflections.

However, several new challenges arise in the general multi-
IRS aided wireless network with multi-hop (more than two
hops) signal reflections, as shown in Fig. 1(a). First, there
usually exist multiple multi-IRS/hop reflection links between a
BS and its served user, which gives rise to a new path selection
and cooperative beam routing design problem, aiming to find
the optimal multi-hop reflection path and design the active
beamforming at the BS jointly with the passive beamforming
at all selected IRSs in the optimal path to maximize the
end-to-end channel power gain between the BS and the user.
Furthermore, for each reflection path, the associated BS/IRS
active/passive beamforming design requires channel state in-
formation (CSI) on all of its constituent BS-IRS, inter-IRS,
and IRS-user links, which is difficult to obtain in practice,
especially when the number of IRS hops becomes large. In
fact, existing methods for estimating the BS-IRS-user cascaded
channel [1], as well as those extended to the double-IRS
system [6], [7] are generally not applicable to the multi-IRS
system with more than two hops. On the other hand, there have
been some initial studies [8]–[10] on the BS/IRS active/passive
beamforming design for the multi-hop IRSs. However, they all
assumed perfect CSI on all links.

In this letter, we aim to tackle the above practical challenges
for the multi-IRS system with multi-hop signal reflection, by
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exploiting a new approach based on distributed active/passive
beam training at the BS/IRSs. We consider a practical wireless
system where the BS and each IRS employ a predefined
active/passive beamforming codebook, which consists of only
a finite number of beam directions or patterns, as depicted
in Fig. 1(a). However, for a given multi-hop reflection path,
its beam training requires an exhaustive or sequential search
over all possible combinations of beam patterns at the BS and
involved IRSs, which incurs excessively high training com-
plexity and time overhead, especially when the hop number
and/or the resolution of beamforming codebooks increases. To
resolve this issue, we propose a new beam training method
with combined offline and online distributed beam training,
by exploiting the (nearly) time-invariant BS-IRS and inter-
IRS channels and the cooperative training among the BS and
IRSs’ controllers. In particular, the BS and all IRSs create
local beam routing tables (BRTs) and exchange them with
each other to facilitate the optimal multi-hop path selection
and active/passive beamforming design. Based on the global
BRT at the BS, an efficient beam-routing solution is proposed,
jointly with the active/passive beamforming design for the
BS/selected IRSs. Simulation results show that our proposed
distributed beam training based design yields the end-to-end
channel gain comparable to that with the sequential beam
search, but at a much lower training overhead and complexity.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider the downlink transmission
in a multi-IRS aided wireless system, where a multi-antenna
BS communicates with a single-antenna user with the help of
J densely distributed IRSs, denoted as J , {1, 2, · · · , J}.
For convenience, we refer to the BS and the user as nodes 0
and J+1, respectively. Due to dense obstacles in the complex
environment (e.g., indoor), the BS can communicate with the
user efficiently only via a multi-hop LoS link formed by a set
of selected IRSs, as shown in Fig. 1, which is much stronger
than the other (randomly) scattered links between them. We
assume that the BS is equipped with N antennas, while each
IRS is composed of M = M1×M2 reflecting elements, where
M1 and M2 denote the numbers of elements in its horizontal
and vertical dimensions, respectively. For convenience, we also
assume that each IRS is placed perpendicular to the ground
(see Fig. 1). As each IRS can only achieve 180◦ half-space
reflection, i.e., only the signal incident from its front half-
space can be reflected, we define a pointing direction for each
IRS which is perpendicular to its surface and points to its
reflection half-space, as shown in Fig. 1.

Let di,j , i 6= j denote the distance between nodes i and j, for
which some reference elements can be selected at the BS/IRSs
for convenience. Moreover, a smart controller is attached to
each IRS for tuning its passive reflection and exchanging
control information with the BS and other IRS controllers via
separate wireless links. We label the controller of IRS j as IRS
controller j. Each IRS controller j is assumed to be located at
the reference point of IRS j, such that its channels with the BS,
other nearby IRSs as well as its served user (if any) can well
approximate those of IRS j’s reference element with them. For
example, in the case that the BS-IRS j channel is dominated
by an LoS path under the condition of far-field propagation,

the channel from the BS to IRS controller j is approximately
equal to the array response of the BS in the direction towards
IRS j. Nonetheless, this may not be achieved if there exists
non-LoS (NLoS) propagation between them.

Let wB ∈ CN×1 and θj = [ejθj,1 , ejθj,2 , · · · , ejθj,M ]T ∈
CM×1, j ∈ J denote the active beamforming vector at the BS
and the passive beamforming vector at IRS j, respectively,
where θj,m,m = 1, 2, · · · ,M, denotes the reflection phase
shift of the m-th element of IRS j. Here we have set the
reflection amplitude of each IRS element to its maximum
value (i.e., unity). Thus, the reflection matrix of IRS j is
given by Φj = diag(θj), j ∈ J . Furthermore, for ease
of implementation, we assume that the BS and each IRS
select their active and passive beamforming vectors from their
respective predefined codebooks, denoted asWB andWI , i.e.,
wB ∈ WB and θj ∈ WI ,∀j ∈ J . Moreover, each IRS
employs three-dimensional (3D) passive beamforming, where
its passive beamforming vector can be decomposed as θj =

θ
(1)
j ⊗ θ

(2)
j , j ∈ J , where θ(1)

j ∈ CM1×1 and θ(2)
j ∈ CM2×1

denote its horizontal and vertical passive beamforming vectors,
respectively, and ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. Accord-
ingly, we define W(1)

I and W(2)
I as the codebooks for the

horizontal and vertical IRS passive beamforming, respectively,
with θ(1)

j ∈ W(1)
I and θ(2)

j ∈ W(2)
I ,∀j ∈ J . Let DB , DI ,

D
(1)
I and D(2)

I denote the numbers of beam patterns in WB ,
WI , W(1)

I and W(2)
I , respectively, with DI = D

(1)
I D

(2)
I .

For any two nodes i and j, if they are both IRSs, each of
them needs to be located in the reflection half-space (specified
by the pointing direction) of the other to achieve effective
signal reflection between them. For example, in Fig. 1, IRS
1 and IRS 2 cannot successively reflect the signal from the
BS as they do not meet the above condition. Similarly, if one
of the two nodes (say, node i) is the BS/user and the other
node (say, node j) is an IRS, then node i should be located
in the reflection half-space of node j for achieving effective
signal reflection by the IRS. Moreover, we consider that the
BS’s signal can be effectively reflected from one IRS to a
farther IRS from the BS, but not vice versa, to minimize the
propagation delay and path loss.

Since the locations of the BS and all IRSs are fixed, the
BS-IRS and inter-IRS channels can be assumed to remain
constant over a long period1. As such, it is assumed that
the LoS availability between any two nodes (IRS/BS) has
been known a priori via the coordination among the BS and
different IRS controllers based on existing methods (e.g., [11]).
However, the LoS availability between an IRS and the user
should be determined in real time (online) due to the user
mobility. Accordingly, we construct a directed LoS graph for
all the nodes and their wireless links in the system, denoted as
GL = (VL, EL), where VL = {0, 1, · · · , J+1} denotes the set
of vertices in GL and EL denotes the set of edges in GL. In
particular, we add an edge from vertex i to vertex j, denoted
as ei,j , if the following two conditions are satisfied: 1) there
is an LoS path between nodes i and j and effective signal
reflection can be achieved between them, and 2) d0,j > d0,i

(for routing signal outwards from the BS) except that node j is

1Although these channels may vary due to mobile scatterers, the LoS
component in them (if any) is usually dominant in practice.
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the user. For example, the LoS graph of the multi-IRS system
in Fig. 1(a) is shown in Fig. 1(b). Thus, the set of neighboring
nodes of IRS j is denoted as Nj = N (P )

j ∪ N (N)
j , where

N (P )
j = {i|ei,j ∈ EL} and N (N)

j = {r|ej,r ∈ EL} are
the sets of previous and next hopping nodes of IRS j (or its
predecessors and successors in the LoS graph), respectively.
Similarly, we define N0 = {j|e0,j ∈ EL} as the set of next
hopping nodes of the BS. Moreover, we define Qi,j as the
average channel power gain between nodes i (IRS controller)
and node j (IRS controller/user), with ei,j ∈ EL, which
is measured offline/online for the case without/with the user
involved. In practice, if an LoS link exists between nodes i
and j, Qi,j should be larger than a certain threshold [11]. We
assume that all Qi,j’s between any two IRS controllers i and
j (with ei,j ∈ EL) have been measured offline and fed back
to the BS by the corresponding controllers.

Define H0,j ∈ CM×NB , j ∈ J as the channel from the BS
to IRS j, gHj,J+1 ∈ C1×M , j ∈ J as that from IRS j to the
user, and Si,j ∈ CM×M , i, j ∈ J , i 6= j as that from IRS
i to IRS j. Note that each channel above depends on path-
loss and small-scale fading, which may consist of both LoS
and NLoS components. Given J IRSs in total, different multi-
hop LoS links are generally available from the BS to the user
by selecting different subsets of intermediate IRSs from J .
Let Ω = {a1, a2, · · · , aL} denote a cascaded LoS reflection
path from the BS to the user, where L ≥ 1 and al ∈ J
denote the number of intermediate IRSs in Ω and the index
of the l-th intermediate IRS, with l ∈ L , {0, 1, 2, · · · , L},
respectively. For convenience, we define a0 = 0 and aL+1 =
J + 1, corresponding to the BS and the user, respectively.
Then, it follows that eal,al+1

∈ EL,∀l ∈ L and the multi-hop
BS-user channel under Ω is expressed as

h0,J+1(Ω) = gHaL,J+1ΦaL

( ∏
l∈L,l 6=L

Al

)
H0,a1wB , (1)

where Al = Sal,al+1
Φal , and we assume that all IRSs

which are not included in Ω are switched off. From (1),
the end-to-end channel gain depends on both the BS/IRS
beamforming and the channels of its constituent links. As
such, to attain the maximum gain of any BS-user multi-hop
LoS channel, h0,J+1(Ω), and thereby find the optimal beam
routing solution or reflection path of Ω which achieves the
maximum power gain among all multi-hop channels, all BS-
IRS, inter-IRS, and IRS-user channels in the system need to be
known, if they constitute an LoS link. However, this will incur
prohibitively high complexity for channel training/estimation,
if J and/or M is practically large. Therefore, we consider
the practical approach that the BS and each IRS employ
predefined active/passive beamforming codebooks, each with a
finite number of fixed beam patterns. By proper beam training,
the BS/IRS active/passive beamforming and beam routing can
be optimized without the need of explicit channel estimation.

Remark 1: It is worth noting that in addition to the selected
multi-hop LoS link Ω from the BS to the user, there exist
other signal paths in practice due to the uncontrolled (random)
scattering among IRSs in Ω and by other environment objects.
However, as will be shown in Section V, the strength of such
randomly scattered links is practically much lower than that
of the selected multi-hop LoS link Ω due to the lack of CPB

gain over them, as the BS/IRS active/passive beamforming
is designed to maximize the CPB gain in Ω only, which
compensates for its multiplicative path-loss. As such, in this
letter, we focus on maximizing the power gain of h0,J+1(Ω)
by ignoring other randomly scattered links in our design.

III. EXHAUSTIVE AND SEQUENTIAL BEAM SEARCH

Based on (1), the optimal active/passive beamforming (wB

and {Φal}Ll=1) and beam routing (Ω) that maximize the power
gain of h0,J+1(Ω) can be obtained based on the following
beam training procedures. In particular, for a given feasible
path Ω, to determine its corresponding optimal active/passive
beamforming at the BS and all involved IRSs, the BS should
coordinate with all IRS controllers in Ω to traverse all possible
combinations of the active and passive beam patterns by
training. In the meanwhile, the user measures its received
signal strength (RSS) for each combination and reports the best
one that achieves the strongest RSS to the BS. Then, similar
procedures are conducted for other feasible reflection paths,
until all feasible paths are searched. By this exhaustive search,
the BS can determine the optimal beam routing solution
(jointly with the associated best combination of beam patterns)
by comparing the user’s feedback RSS for all feasible paths.
However, the total number of combinations of beam patterns
for training in Ω is DB(D

(1)
I D

(2)
I )L (in the order of 1010 with

L = 3 and our simulation parameters in Section V), and that of
feasible reflection paths increases with J in general. As such,
the optimal beam training will incur prohibitively high (even
infeasible) complexity and delay for real-time implementation,
especially when the number of IRSs J and/or beam patterns
DB /DI is practically large. A more efficient beam training
approach is by sequentially updating the beam patterns at the
BS and involved IRSs in Ω, until the convergence is achieved.
However, this also results in a high complexity in the order
of DB + LD

(1)
I D

(2)
I for each reflection path Ω. To avoid

the above exorbitant overheads, we propose a new distributed
beam training scheme, as detailed next.

IV. DISTRIBUTED BEAM TRAINING

Our proposed beam training method exploits the coordi-
nation among the IRS controllers and the BS. In particular,
the BS and each IRS maintain a local BRT, and all IRSs’
local BRTs are fed back to the BS for facilitating the joint
beamforming and beam routing design. The BRT at each IRS
j specifies the index of its optimal (horizontal and vertical)
passive beamforming vectors in the codebook WI (or W(1)

I

and W(2)
I ) for reflecting signal from a previous node in N (P )

j

(BS/IRS) to its next node in N (N)
j (IRS/user). Similarly, the

BRT at the BS specifies the index of the optimal active
beamforming vector in its codebook for transmitting to its
next node in N0 (IRS). An example of the local BRT at the
BS and that at IRS j are shown in Fig. 2. Next, we introduce
how to practically construct such BRTs at the BS and each
IRS. Depending on whether the beams are active (at the BS)
or passive (at each IRS), we consider the following two cases
in the next two subsections, respectively.
A. Active Beam Training at BS

By conducting the active beam training offline, the BS
(node 0) constructs its local BRT, as shown in Fig. 2(a).
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Fig. 3. Proposed distributed beam training.

Specifically, as shown in Fig. 3(a), the BS consecutively sends
training symbols from each direction defined in WB . In the
meanwhile, each IRS controller in N0 measures its average
RSS for each active beam direction. Let Γjn denote the average
RSS (normalized by the BS transmit power) at IRS controller
j, j ∈ N0 when the n-th beam inWB is used by the BS. Then,
the index of the optimal active beamforming vector for the BS
to transmit to IRS j is obtained as k∗j = arg max1≤k≤DB

Γ
(j)
k ,

and the maximum RSS at IRS j is given by Γ(j) = Γ
(j)
k∗j

. Next,

each IRS controller j in N0 reports k∗j and Γ(j) to the BS,
which are stored in the local BRT at the BS as its optimal
(active) beamforming index and channel power gain with IRS
j, respectively, as shown in Fig. 2(a).

B. Passive Beam Training at IRS
Similar to the BS, each IRS controller performs passive

beam training to construct its BRT, as shown in Fig. 2(b), with
the help of its neighboring nodes inNj . Depending on whether
the user is involved or not (online versus offline training), we
further consider the following two cases.

Case 1: Offline training without the user. As shown in
Fig. 3(b), IRS controller j informs each node i, i ∈ N (P )

j

(either an IRS controller or the BS) which is a previous
hopping node of it to send training signal over consecutive
time slots, while it changes the reflection direction based
on WI sequentially over time slots. Meanwhile, each IRS
controller r, r ∈ N (N)

j , which is a next hopping node of
it measures the average RSS with its different reflection
directions, and sends back to it the best one that has the
maximum RSS. Note that in the case that the previous node
is the BS, i.e., i = 0, the BS can set its active beamforming
as the optimal one for IRS j, i.e., the k∗j -th beam in WB

obtained after the active beam training, so as to enhance the
RSS at each IRS. However, unlike the active beam training,
the signal propagated through the direct link from node i to
node r may interfere with the RSS measurement and thus
should be eliminated by IRS controller r. To this end, in the
passive beam training, IRS controller j can first turn off IRS
j for node r to measure the received signal only through its
direct link with node i. Then, the direct channel component
can be cancelled in the subsequent RSS measurement. By this
means, IRS controller j can determine the optimal passive
beamforming for IRS j to reflect the beam from node i to
node r given the triple of nodes (i, j, r), i ∈ N (P )

j , r ∈ N (N)
j .

Let Λ
(i,j,r)
n denote the measured RSS from node i at node r

when IRS j uses the n-th beam in WI . Then, the index of the
optimal passive beamforming vector for this triple of nodes
(i, j, r) is obtained as k∗i,j,r = arg max1≤k≤DI

Λ
(i,j,r)
k .

Note that the complexity of the above 3D beam training at
each IRS can be reduced by decoupling it into horizontal and
vertical passive beam training. For example, IRS controller j
can first fix the vertical beam direction of IRS j as any one in
W

(2)
I and search for its corresponding optimal horizontal beam

direction in W (1)
I . Then, it sets the horizontal beam direction

as the optimal one found and searches for its corresponding op-
timal vertical beam direction in W (2)

I . Although the above sim-
plified training may not find the optimal horizontal and vertical
passive beamforming pair, it significantly reduces the optimal
training complexity from O(D

(1)
I D

(2)
I ) to O(D

(1)
I +D

(2)
I ) for

each group of triple nodes. Denote by k(1)∗
i,j,r/k

(2)∗
i,j,r and Λ(i,j,r)

the index of the obtained horizontal/vertical beamforming
vector and the corresponding maximum RSS at node r for the
triple nodes (i, j, r), respectively. Both k(1)∗

i,j,r/k
(2)∗
i,j,r and Λ(i,j,r)

are collected by IRS controller j and stored in its BRT as
its optimal horizontal/vertical passive beamforming index and
cascaded channel power gain from the previous node i to the
next node r via IRS j, respectively, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).

Case 2: Online training with the user. If node r is the user,
i.e., r = J + 1, similar beam training scheme as in Case 1
can be conducted, but in an online manner. Suppose that the
user has been discovered to be a neighboring node of IRS j
via their online coordination. Then, IRS controller j informs
all nodes in N (P )

j to send training signals, while the user
measures Λ(i,j,J+1), i ∈ N (P )

j and reports them along with
k

(1)∗
i,j,J+1 and k

(2)∗
i,j,J+1 to IRS controller j, similarly as IRS

controller r in Case 1, as shown in Fig. 3(b). These parameters
are then stored in the BRT at IRS controller j, as shown in
Fig. 2(b). As such, the online complexity of the proposed beam
training is in the order of D

(1)
I +D

(2)
I per neighbor IRS of the

user, as compared to DB(D
(1)
I D

(2)
I )Land DB + LD

(1)
I D

(2)
I per

reflection path in the exhaustive and sequential beam search,
respectively.

C. Multi-hop Channel Gain Estimation and Routing Design

Each IRS controller j, j ∈ J feeds back its BRT obtained
offline as well as its average channel power gains with other
controllers in its neighborhood, i.e., Qi,j , i ∈ N (P )

j and
Qj,r, r ∈ N (N)

j , r 6= J + 1, to the BS. If a user is discovered
in its neighborhood, it also sends back the corresponding
new entries in its BRT (see, e.g., the last row of Fig. 2(b))
obtained online to the BS. Based on such feedback as well as
its own BRT, the BS can conduct a global BRT to estimate
an approximate value of the maximum end-to-end channel
power gain for any reflection path Ω. If the BS applies
the k∗a1 -th active beam in WB and each IRS al applies the
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k
(1)∗
al−1,al,al+1 /k(2)∗

al−1,al,al+1 -th horizontal/vertical passive beam
in W (1)

I /W (2)
I , the maximum channel power gain for a given

Ω is approximated as

|h̃0,J+1(Ω)|2 =


L∏

l=1

Λ(al−1,al,al+1)

L−1∏
l=1

Qal,al+1

, if L ≥ 2

Λ(0,a1,a2), if L = 1.

(2)

Note that each Qal,al+1
in the denominator in the first case of

(2) is used to approximate the large-scale path gain between
IRSs al and al+1. It can be shown that the approximate
maximum channel power gain in (2) becomes exact if only
LoS propagation exists in all constituent links of Ω [9].

Next, to determine the beam-routing solution, the BS op-
timizes the reflection path Ω to maximize the end-to-end
channel power gain |h̃0,J+k(Ω)|2 in (2), i.e.,

max
Ω
|h̃0,J+1(Ω)|2, s.t. eal,al+1

∈ EL,∀l ∈ L. (3)

Problem (3) can be viewed as a special case of the multi-
beam routing problem for multiple users studied in our prior
work [9], which can be optimally solved by utilizing a graph-
optimization approach. Due to the page limit, the details of
solving (3) are omitted in this letter. Note that the proposed
beam training scheme may only yield a suboptimal beam
training solution, as it only accounts for partial CSI in the
system involving the IRS controllers. However, as will be
shown in Section V, it is able to yield a high-quality solution
with significantly reduced complexity.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to evaluate
the performance of our proposed distributed beam training
scheme. We consider an indoor multi-IRS aided system with
two typical user locations, as shown in Fig. 4(a). Given the
user locations, it suffices to consider J = 5 IRSs shown in
Fig. 4(a). The LoS graph of this system for user location 1
is shown in Fig. 4(b). Unless otherwise stated, the simulation
parameters are set as follow. The number of BS antennas is
N = 16. If there is an LoS link between nodes i and j, i.e.,
ei,j ∈ EL, we assume that the channel between them follows
Rician fading with a Rician factor of K = 10 dB. Otherwise,
it follows Rayleigh fading with a path-loss exponent of 3.5.
The carrier frequency is set to fc = 5 GHz. The antenna and
element spacing at the BS and each IRS is set to half- and
quarter-wavelength, respectively. The numbers of elements in
each IRS’s horizontal and vertical dimensions are equal, i.e.,
M1 = M2 , M0. The number of beam patterns in WB is
set to 16, while that in W(1)

I and W(2)
I are both set to 32,

i.e., DB = 16 and D
(1)
I = D

(2)
I = 32. Accordingly, we

use 16- and 32-point discrete Fourier transform (DFT)-based
codebooks at the BS and each IRS (horizontal and vertical),
respectively. All results shown in this section are averaged over
100 independent channel realizations. Due to the formidable
complexity of the exhaustive beam search for the optimal
beam training, we consider the sequential beam search for
performance comparison.

First, Fig. 5(a) plots the effective BS-user channel power
gains at user location 1 versus M0 using the proposed beam
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Fig. 4. Simulation setups.
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Fig. 5. Effective channel power gain versus (a) number of IRS elements in
each dimension M0, (b) Rician factor K, and (c) user location; (d) Cascaded
LoS versus overall channel power gain realizations.

training or the sequential beam search. It is observed that
their performance gap is small over the whole range of M0

considered. Nonetheless, the gap becomes slightly larger as
M0 ≥ 22. This is because the hop number of the optimized
reflection path may increase with M0 to achieve higher CPB
gain to compensate for the path-loss [8], which results in
higher approximation error in our proposed distributed train-
ing. Second, Fig. 5(b) shows the effective BS-user channel
power gains at user location 1 based on the two considered
schemes versus the Rician factor K with M0 = 20. It is
observed that they both increase with K, since for a given
reflection path Ω, the LoS component between any two con-
secutive nodes in Ω becomes more dominant, thus enhancing
both the active beamforming and CPB gains in Ω. Moreover,
their performance gap is observed to decrease with K and
becomes negligible as K ≥ 15 dB. This is expected since
the approximation accuracy of the proposed distributed beam
training improves as K increases. In Fig. 5(c), we compare
their performance gaps at the two user locations. It is observed
that the performance gap is smaller when the user is at location
2. The reason is that location 2 is closer to the BS than location
1 and thus, the hop number of the optimized reflection path is
generally smaller, which helps reduce the accumulated error of
distributed training. Finally, to evaluate the strength of other
randomly scattered links under the optimized beamforming
and beam routing solutions by the two considered schemes,
we plot their respective power gains of the cascaded LoS
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channel and overall channel (cascaded LoS plus scattered
links) over the 100 channel trials in Fig. 5(d), with M0 = 20.
It is observed that the strength of the cascaded LoS channel is
comparable to that of the overall channel in both considered
schemes, which implies that the strength of the randomly
scattered links is practically negligible. It is also observed
that the sequential beam search yields less fluctuating channel
power gains than the proposed beam training, as expected.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we propose a new and efficient distributed
beam training based design for joint active/passive beamform-
ing and beam routing in a multi-IRS aided system, without
the need of high-complexity exhaustive or sequential beam
search. It is shown via simulation that the performance gap
between the proposed design and the sequential beam search
is practically small, thus validating the former as an appealing
low-complexity solution. The proposed training method for a
single user can be extended/applied to general multi-IRS aided
systems with multiple users and different design objectives by
constructing their corresponding BRTs.
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