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Blocking Probability in Obstructed Tunnels with
Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface
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Abstract—In the obstructed tunnels, the signal transmission
will suffer the risk of ray-path blocking caused by the obstacles
owing to the Snell’s law. In this letter, the reconfigurable intel-
ligent surface (RIS) that can reflect the electromagnetic waves
to any specific directions is introduced to mitigate the signal
blocking. The closed-form expressions for blocking probability
(BP) for one reflection with single RIS and multiple RISs under
various scenarios are derived. Compared with the case without
RIS, significant reduction of BP can be found with proper
configuration of the RIS. Moreover, the impact of the location
of RIS, the height of the transmitter, and the location of the
receiver, on the BP is investigated. Finally, the case of multiple
obstacles with different distributions is discussed to further verify
the effectiveness of RIS on reduction of BP.

Index Terms—Obstructed tunnel, reconfigurable intelligent
surface, blocking probability, multiple RISs.

I. INTRODUCTION

To meet the demand of excellent wireless data service

at anywhere and anytime in emerging wireless networks,

the high-reliability and even high-speed data rate wireless

communication in tunnels [1]–[3], e.g., the subway tunnels,

road tunnels and mine tunnels, etc., are required. Nevertheless,

limited by the Snell’s law, the obstacles (e.g., the mining

equipments and the rockfalls caused by the geological haz-

ards, etc.) in tunnels will result in the ray-path blocking.

The mitigation of signal blocking in tunnels with obstacles

is crucial to the link reliability, especially for the reliable

communication in the challenging environment, such as the

rescuing communication for tunnel disaster. To deal with

this challenge, the reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is

introduced in this letter to reduce the risk of signal blocking

in obstructed tunnels.

With configuration of smart controllable reflecting elements,

the radio wave can be reflected to any desired direction at the

RIS [4]–[6]. Thus, the RIS can overcome the restriction of

Snell’s law of reflection to enhance the signal coverage. Uti-

lizing tools from random spatial processes, [7] demonstrated

that the reflection probability can be significantly improved

from below 30% without RIS to more than 90% with RIS in

free space wireless networks. In recent years, the RIS-assisted

communication has attracted substantial attention. Both the

prototype measurement [8], [9] and analytical analysis [5], [6],

[10] have proved the great potential of RIS in enhancing the

wireless communication quality. Most of the contributions on
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the RIS-aided communication focus on the free space scenar-

ios (like [6], and references therein), while the application of

RIS in confined space, like the tunnels, to assist the wireless

communication has not been fully explored. The potential of

the application of RIS in underground mine tunnel commu-

nication was discussed in [11], nevertheless, the quantitative

analysis for this RIS-aided underground communication was

not presented. Moreover, it is noted that most of contributions

concerning the analysis for RIS-aided communication only

pay attention to the single RIS model. The outage probability

with multi-RIS was analyzed in [12], and a multi-hop RIS-

assisted communication system was employed in [13] for the

enhancement of network coverage. These works only focus

on the multiple RISs-assisted terrestrial communication, the

installation of multiple RISs in tunnels to assist wireless

communications needs to be further investigated.

In this letter, the closed-form expressions of signal blocking

probability (BP) in tunnels with obstacles are derived for both

single RIS-aided and multiple RISs-aided (specifically, two

RISs) scenario. It is discovered that compared with the case

without RIS, the BP can be significantly reduced with proper

configuration of RIS. With increased number of RISs, a further

decrement of BP is observed. Moreover, the impact of the

location of RIS, the height of transmitter, and the location of

receiver on the BP is discussed to provide more design insights

for its practical implementation. Lastly, the investigation for

the case of multiple obstacles with different distributions

further verifies the effectiveness of RIS on reduction of BP.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a typical straight rectangular tunnel model

[14]–[16] as shown in Fig. 1, in which the height of the tunnel

is assumed to be h m. To facilitate the analysis of signal

blocking, the two-dimensional model with image ray tracing

approach is adopted [3]. Under this model, the considered

radio signal transmission is constrained in the y − z plane,

and thus the x-coordinate is ignored as shown in Fig. 1 (e.g.,

the coordinate of the origin is expressed as (0, 0) ). Note that

this analytical method for signal reflection in y− z plane can

be directly applied to the x− z plane.

Assume that only one transmitter Tx and one receiver

Rx, the coordinates of which are respectively represented as

(yt, zt) (zt = 0, 0 < yt < h) and (yr, zr) (0 < yr < h, zr >
0), are configured in the tunnel. The intersection point of

line Rx-A (the image of Tx with respect the ceiling of the

tunnel) and the ceiling of the tunnel is F (yF , zF )(yF = h).
Then, according to the Snell’s law, the radio signal will

travel along the ray path Tx-F -Rx to the Rx. It should

be mentioned that only one reflection is considered here,

nevertheless, this image method can also be applicable for

http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.07297v1


2

Fig. 1. System model.

analysis of multiple reflections. We consider that a RIS with

coordinates (yR, zR)(yR = h, zR ≥ 0) is installed on the

ceiling of the tunnel to enhance the link reliability. Then,

owing to the RIS’s ability of manipulating the radio waves

[6], the radio signal transmission will be no longer restricted

by the Snell’s law, i.e., the signal can be directly transmitted

from the RIS to the Rx [10].
For an example in Fig. 1, if there exists an obstacle in the

tunnel, then the signal propagation in one reflection link may

be blocked. However, if the RIS is installed on the ceiling

of the tunnel (case 1), the radio signal can still be delivered

to the Rx along the path Tx-RIS-Rx. Note that for indoor

communication, the signal may also be blocked by the building

walls, etc., nevertheless, the Tx and Rx are spatially separated

in this case. Thus, the signal transmission is different from

that of the tunnel communication, in which the Tx and Rx are

all installed in the confined space.
Since it is intractable to precisely predict the location and

height of the obstacle, then it is supposed that its height,

denoted as ho, is uniformly distributed between 0 and h and

its location along the z-axis, denoted as do , follows another

uniform distribution in (0, zr) (note that if the obstacle is

located farther than zr, the signal transmission will not be

blocked). Therefore, the probability density function (PDF)

for ho and do can be respectively written as

fho
(y) =

1

h
, fdo

(z) =
1

zr
. (1)

To further justify the effectiveness of RIS, the case of mul-

tiple obstacles with other distribution models, e.g., the doubly

truncated normal distribution (DTND) [17] is also considered.

The PDF of DTND can be expressed as [17] fDTND(x) =
ϕ(u,σ2;x)

Φ((b−u)/σ)−Φ((a−u)/σ) for x ∈ [a, b], and fDTND(x) = 0 if

x /∈ [a, b]. ϕ(u, σ2;x) = exp(−(x−u)2/(2σ2))
√
2πσ

, and Φ(x) is the

cumulative density function of standard normal distribution.

III. SIGNAL BLOCKING PROBABILITY ANALYSIS WITH

RECONFIGURABLE INTELLIGENT SURFACE

In this letter, if the ray path in one reflection is obstructed

by the obstacles, then we say this signal is blocked. The BP

analysis for multiple reflections can also be done by employing

the above image method [3], and we leave it for future work.

Note that if one reflection is obstructed, then the line-of-sight

path will also be blocked. Therefore, the BP analysis will be

helpful for the justification of link reliability in challenging

situation of tunnels (e.g., the tunnel collapse, etc.).
As displayed in Fig. 1, different locations of RIS will result

in different BP. Moreover, the BP varies with different numbers

of RISs. Thus, in the following, the BP will be calculated for

different cases of RIS location and RIS quantity.

Suppose that only one RIS is installed on the ceiling of the

tunnel, the BP can be derived in the following theorem.

Theorem 1: The BP for one reflection in obstructed rectan-

gular tunnel with one RIS (OR) under the system model in

(1) can be expressed as

BP =











Pr[OR|case 1]
Pr[OR|case 2]
Pr[OR|case 3]
Pr[OR|case 4]

(2)

where Pr[OR|case 1],Pr[OR|case 2],Pr[OR|case 3] and

Pr[OR|case 4] are presented at the top of next page, with

case 1 = {yt ≥ yr or yt < yr, 0 ≤ zR ≤ zF },
case 2 = {yt ≥ yr or yt < yr,zF < zR ≤ zr},
case 3 = {yt ≥ yr,zR > zr},
case 4 = {yt < yr,zR > zr},
and, k

′

= yr−2h+yt

zr
, zF =

(

h− yr + k
′

zr

)

/k
′

, C = 1/hzr,

k0 = h−yt

zR
, k1 = h−yr

zR−zr
, k2 = h−yt

zF
, k3 = yr−h

zr−zF
,

zN = (h− yr + k4zr) /k4, k4 = yr−yt

zr
.

Proof: See Appendix A. �

Theorem 1 reveals the effects of RIS on the reduction of

BP in one reflection in the tunnels with obstacles. Moreover,

it is helpful for the investigation of the impact of system

parameters, like the location of RIS, etc., on the BP, which is

beneficial for the deployment of RIS in practice to effectively

mitigate the risk of signal blocking.

When yt → h, which leads to zF → 0,

therefore, the BP can be expressed as (4) in

Theorem 1 for zR ≤ zr (i.e., Pr[OR|case 2]). For

this case, the Pr[OR|case 2] can be simplified as

Pr[OR|case 2]
yt→h→ C [(zr − zR) (h− yr) /2] .

Furthermore, by substituting yt → h into (6) under

zR > zN , i.e., the case that without RIS, the BP can be written

as Pr[OR|case 4]
yt→h,zR>zN−−−−−−−−−→ C (h− yr) zr/2.

Obviously, from the above two equations, the BP aided by

RIS is smaller than that without RIS, and the rate of reduction

for BP is C(h− yr) /2. Hence, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 1: When yt → h under zR ≤ zr, the BP decreases

linearly with zR at the rate of C(h− yr) /2.

Corollary 1 indicates that, it is better to set the RIS closer to

the Rx for the reduction of BP under the conditions mentioned

in Corollary 1. If yt → h and zR > zr, then we have

Pr[OR|case 3] → 0 from (5), which means the BP can be

almost nulled by properly installing the RIS.

When the RIS is located closer to the Tx, for instance, zR =
0, the following conclusion can be acquired.

Corollary 2: When zR = 0, the location of Rx along the

z-axis, i.e., zr, will have no impact on the BP.

Proof: By substituting zR = 0 into (3), we can get

Pr[OR|case 1]
zR = 0
= (h− yt)

2
/ (2h (2yr − 3h+ yt)) +

(h− yr) /2h + (yr − yt) (yt − h) / (2h (yr + yt − 2h)), in

which no zr is found. �

From Corollary 2, it is discovered that proper configuration

of RIS can make the BP robust to the varying locations of Rx,

i.e., the motion of Rx. If it is further assumed that h → ∞,

then we can obtain that the BP approaches 1/3. Nevertheless,

for the case without RIS, BP is found to be about 1/2 if
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Pr[OR|case 1] = C
[

(h− yt)zR − k1z
2
R + (−k2zF + k1zR)

2
/ (k1 − k2)

]

/2 + C [(h− yr) zr + zF (yr − yt)] /2, (3)

Pr[OR|case 2]=C
[

(−h+yr−k3zr) zF +(k2+k3) z
2
F /2+(yt−yr+k3zr)

2
/ (2 (k3−k0))

]

+
C

2
[(h−yt) zR−(zR−zr) (h−yr)] , (4)

Pr[OR|case 3]=C
[

(−h+yr−k3zr) zF+(k2+k3) z
2
F /2

]

+C
[

(yt−yr+k3zr)
2
/ (2 (k3−k0))+(h−yt) zr−k0z

2
r/2

]

, (5)

Pr[OR|case 4] =

{

C
[

(−h+yr−k3zr) zF +(k2+k3) z
2
F /2

]

+C
[

(yt−yr+k3zr)
2/(2 (k3−k0))+(h−yt) zr−k0z

2
r/2

]

, zR≤zN

C
[

(−h+ yr − k3zr) zF+(k3 + k2) z
2
F /2

]

+C
[

(h− yr) zr+k3z
2
r/2

]

, zR>zN
(6)

h → ∞. This means that about 30% of BP can be reduced by

the installation of RIS.

The above corollaries along with some simple examples

confirm the validity of RIS in mitigating the BP. In the

following, to further validate the effectiveness of RIS on

reducing the BP, the BP with multiple RISs will be discussed.

Theorem 2: Suppose that two RISs (TR) are installed in

the obstructed rectangular tunnel with location 0 6 zR1
<

zF , zF < zR2
6 zr under the system model in (1), then the

BP for one reflection is given by

BP = P1,TR + P2,TR, (7)

where,

P1,TR = C
[

(−yt + h)zR1
/2− k

zR1

1 z2R1
/2
]

+C
[

(

k
zR1

1 zR1
−k2zF

)2
/
(

2
(

k
zR1

1 −k2
))

+k2z
2
F /2

]

, (8)

P2,TR = C
[

(−yr+k3zr+yt)
2/
(

2
(

k3−kzR2

0

))

−(h−yr+k3zr) zF

]

+C
[

k3z
2
F/2+(−yt+h)zR2

−
(

k
zR2

0 z2R2
+(zR2

−zr)(h−yr)
)

/2
]

, (9)

with k
zR1

1 = h−yr

zR1
−zr

, k
zR2

0 = h−yt

zR2

, and zR1
, zR2

being

the coordinates of the first and second RIS along the z-axis,

respectively.

Proof: To simplify the analysis, the locations of TR are set to

be smaller than zr. Therefore, by employing the similar means

of proof for the case 1 and case 2 in Theorem 1, the proof

can be completed. �

It should be noted that the BP in Theorem 2 is obtained

without considering the cooperation between the RISs. More

possible ray-paths will be created with the increased number of

RISs, therefore, the BP can be further reduced with two RISs.

Further discussion about the benefits of TR will be presented

in the numerical results.

Only one obstacle is investigated in above theorems, to be

more realistic, let’s consider that the number of obstacles,

N > 0 increases linearly with zr with ratio kr > 0, i.e.,

N = ⌈zrkr⌉ (⌈x⌉ indicates the smallest integer that is no

smaller than x). For this case, the BP can be calculated as

BP = 1 − (1− BP)N with assumption that the obstacles are

independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.). If the obsta-

cles follow other distributions, e.g., the DTND, we have the

following proposition.

Proposition 1: Considering that the heights of two obstacles

with location 0 < do1 < zR, zR < do2 < zC1 under the case

1 of Theorem 1 are i.i.d. by the DTND in the range (0, h),
then the BP can be expressed by

BP = 1− Po1Po2, (10)

where,

Po1 = fu,σ(k0do1 + yt)/ (fu,σ(h)) , (11)

Po2 = fu,σ(k1do2 + yR − k1zR)/ (fu,σ(h)) , (12)

with fu,σ(x) =
(

erf(u/(
√
2σ))− erf((u − x)/(

√
2σ))

)

/2
and erf(x) = 2√

π

∫ x

0
exp(−t2)dt being the error function.

The proof is similar with Theorem 1, where the PDF of

obstacles is now changed to fDTND(x). Proposition 1 is

useful to verify the effectiveness of RIS for non-uniformly

distributed multiple obstacles.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Fig. 2 is depicted to investigate the impact of location of RIS

on the BP. Unless otherwise stated, the h is set to 4 m [18]. As

shown in the left side of Fig. 2, generally, the BP under one

RIS first increases, then decreases, and finally increases with

zR. However, when yt → h, the BP linearly reduces with zR at

a fixed rate shown in the Corollary 1. Thus, the optimal value

of zR that minimizes the BP varies with the relative height

between Tx and Rx. For the case yt > yr, e.g., yt = 3.5 m,

yr = 2.5 m if zR is set to about 100 m, the BP can be reduced

from about 0.16 (without RIS) to the minimum value, about

0.04. If yt < yr, e.g., yt = 2.5 m, yr = 3 m, the BP can be

minimized when zR=0, where the BP is reduced to about half

of the case without RIS. The above specific examples indicate

that proper installation of RIS can effectively mitigate the risk

of signal path blocking in tunnels with obstacles.

Furthermore, the theoretical results are consistent with the

simulations, which verify our analysis. Lastly, if we set kr =
0.05, i.e., N = 5, we can see that, similar with the case of

one obstacle, by proper installation of RIS, the BP can also be

significantly reduced. Note that for different cases of zR, the

BP is very different according to Theorem 1, therefore, some

drastic changes of BP with zR are found in Fig. 2 when zR
changes from one case to another.

From the right side of Fig. 2, if two RISs are installed in the

tunnel, the BP can be further decreased. When zR2
= zR =

100 m in the scenario yt = 2 m, yr=2.5 m, the BP with two

RISs is only about 0.08, nevertheless, the BP is doubled with

only one RIS. However, it is noted that for some specific cases,

e.g., yt = 3.5 m, yr=2 m, the BP with two RISs is close to

that of the case where only one RIS is configured.

For the RIS with large number of intelligent reflecting meta-

surface (IRM), denoted as MR, and assume that the channel

phases for the channel from Tx to jth (j = 1, 2, ...,MR) IRM

of RIS θjtR, and the channel from jth IRM of RIS to Rx θjrR
are known. Then, to reflect the signal to the direction of Rx

and to maximize the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), the adjustable

phase induced by jth IRM of RIS ϕj
R can be set as ϕj

R =
θjtR + θjrR [5] under the case that only the cascaded channel
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Tx-RIS-Rx is found in the tunnels with obstacles. From right

side of Fig. 2, it is detected that the BP is further reduced

with the increased MR, because more possible paths can be

created by the increment of IRM.

Since the signal strength reduces rapidly with the number of

reflections in tunnels [16], then the BP can be an indicator for

the performance of signal coverage. For instance, suppose that

the signal can only be transmitted through the path Tx-RIS-Rx

created by the RIS in the obstructed tunnel, then the coverage

probability P (SNR > γ) can be calculated as P (SNR >
γ) = 1−BP under small value of threshold γ.

The impact of height of Tx and the location of Rx (i.e.,

zr) on the BP is displayed in Fig. 3, which shows that the

tendency of BP with yt is different under different locations

of RIS, i.e., zR. If zR = 0, the variation of BP with yt is U-

shaped, whereas the BP linearly decreases with yt if zR=100

m. Moreover, when zR = 20 m, the BP first decreases, then

increases, and then decreases with yt. This means the optimal

value of yt that minimizes BP varies with zR. Therefore, for

different locations of RIS, the proper adjustment for the height

of Tx can further reduce BP.

From right side of Fig. 3, it can be seen that for the case

without RIS, no impact of zr on the BP is detected. However,

different impacts of zr on the BP can be found, when only

one RIS is installed. If zR > 0, the variation of BP with

zr is spoon-shaped. When zR = 0, the BP is found to be a

constant. Note that, for this special case, there is no significant

reduction of BP with RIS. However, from left side of Fig. 3,

the height of Rx (i.e., yt) can be adjusted to further reduce

BP. Moreover, it’s discovered larger value of zR can extend

the effective range of RIS. For instance, if zR = 80 m, the

effective range of RIS is (0, 110) under the metric of BP< 0.1,

whereas the effective range of RIS shrinks to about (0, 55) if

zR = 40 m. The extended effective range of RIS is beneficial

for the mobile Rx. Further discussion about installation of RIS
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Fig. 4. The BP under multiple RISs (left side) and the BP for two
obstacles with distribution of DTND.

with considering the mobility of Rx is left for future work.

The BP with the increased number of RISs (denoted as

NR) with different intervals between the RISs is depicted in

the left side of Fig. 4, where a linear decrease of BP with the

increasing NR is discovered. The BP for two obstacles under

distribution of DTND is displayed in right side of Fig. 4 (h = 4
m, zR= 15 m). We can see that, by employing RIS, the BP

can be effectively mitigated, especially for large value of do1
and σ. This testifies the effectiveness of RIS on the reduction

of BP for multiple obstacles with different distributions.

V. CONCLUSION

The BP in tunnels with obstacles by employing RIS is

investigated in this letter. Compared with the case without RIS,

the BP can be significantly reduced with proper configuration

of RIS, and the increased number of RISs can lead to a further

decrement of BP. Moreover, for different locations of RIS,

appropriate adjustment for the height of Tx is beneficial to the

mitigation of BP. In addition, a larger distance between RIS

and Tx can extend the effective range of RIS under a given BP.

Lastly, it’s detected the BP can also be effectively reduced for

multiple obstacles with different distributions. The adjustment

of RIS phase shifts for signal enhancement in tunnels is an

interesting topic, which will be left for future work.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

As shown in Fig. 1, if yt ≥ yr and 0 ≤ zR ≤ zF (i.e., case

1), then based on the location of the obstacle, four situations,

i.e., 0 < do ≤ zR, zR < do ≤ zC1, zC1 < do ≤ zF , zF <
do < zr, need to be discussed. The point C1 is the intersection

point of line segment Tx-F and line segment RIS-Rx. When

0 < do ≤ zR, if the obstacle is higher than the intersection

point of vertical line z = d0 and line segment Tx-RIS, then

the ray path Tx-RIS-Rx will be obstructed. Therefore, for this

situation, the BP, denoted as P1,1, can be calculated as

P1,1 = P(0 < do ≤ zR, f1,1(d0) ≤ ho ≤ h)

=

∫ zR

0

∫ h

f
1,1(z)

fho
(y)fdo

(z)dydz

=C

∫ zR

0

(h−yt+k0zt−k0z)dz=C
[

(h−yt)zR−k0z
2
R/2

]

, (13)
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where f1,1(z) = k0z+ yt−k0zt and C is defined in Theorem

1. Similarly, the BP, for the case zR < do 6 zC1, denoted as

P1,2, can be computed as

P1,2 = P(zR < do 6 zC1, f1,2(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

=

∫ zC1

zR

∫ h

f
1,2(z)

fho
(y)fdo

(z)dydz

= C
[

k1zR (zC1 − zR)− k1
(

z2C1 − z2R
)

/2
]

, (14)

where f1,2(z) = k1z + yR − k1zR and zC1 =
−k2zF+k1zR

k1−k2

.

Following the same method of calculating the P1,1 and P1,2,

the BP P1,3 for the case zC1 < do 6 zF and the BP P1,4 for

the case zF < do < zr can be respectively obtained as

P1,3 = P(zC1 < do 6 zF , f1,3(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(k2zF ) (zF − zC1)− k2
(

z2F − z2C1

)

/2
]

, (15)

P1,4 = P(zF < do < zr, f1,4(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

=C
[

(h−yr+k3zr) (zr−zF )−k3
(

z2r−z2F
)

/2
]

, (16)

with f1,3(z) = k2z+yF−k2zF and f1,4(z) = k3z+yr−k3zr.

The overall BP for the case 1 is then acquired by combing the

above four different cases of BP, i.e.,

Pr[OR|case 1] = P1,1 + P1,2 + P1,3 + P1,4. (17)

By substituting zt = 0 and yR = h into (17) and with some

manipulations, the equation (3) can be obtained. Note that for

yt < yr and 0 ≤ zR ≤ zF , we can get the same expressions.

Similar to case 1, there also exist four situations in case 2,

the BP of which can be calculated as Pr[OR|case 2] =P2,1+
P2,2 + P2,3 + P2,4, where

P2,1=P(0<do 6 zF , f2,1(d0)6 ho6 h) = Ck2z
2
F /2, (18)

P2,2 = P(zF < do 6 zC2, f2,2(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

=C
[

(h−yr+k3zr) (zC2−zF )−k3
(

z2C2 − z2F
)

/2
]

, (19)

P2,3 = P(zC2 < do 6 zR, f2,3(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

=C
[

(h−yt+k0zt) (zR−zC2)−k0
(

z2R−z2C2

)

/2
]

, (20)

P2,4 = P(zR < do < zr, f2,4(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(h− yR + k1zR) (zr − zR)− k1
(

z2r − z2R
)

/2
]

, (21)

with f2,1(z) = f1,3(z), f2,2(z) = f1,4(z), f2,3(z) = f1,1(z),

f2,4(z) = f1,2(z), and zC2 = yt−yr+k3zr−k0zt
k3−k0

. After some

manipulations, Pr[OR|case 2] can be simplified as (4).

As for case 3 shown in Fig. 1, only three situations need to

be investigated, then the BP for this case can be expressed as

Pr[OR|case 3] =P3,1 + P3,2 + P3,3, where

P3,1 =P(0<do 6 zF , f2,1(d0)6 ho6 h) =Ck2z
2
F /2, (22)

P3,2 = P(zF < do 6 zC3, f2,2(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(h−yr+k3zr) (zC3−zF )−k3
(

z2C3−z2F
)

/2
]

, (23)

P3,3 = P(zC3 < do < zr, f3,3(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(h−yt+k0zt) (zr−zC3)−k0
(

z2r−z2C3

)

/2
]

, (24)

with f3,3(z) = f1,1(z), zC3 = zC2. With some manipulations,

we can get the simplified form of Pr[OR|case 3] in (5).

When regarding the case 4 shown in Fig. 5, the calculations

of BP should be divided into two parts, i.e., zR ≤ zN and

zR > zN , where the point N is the intersection point of line

Tx-Rx and line y = h. If zR ≤ zN , the BP for this case is

Fig. 5. The sketch map for case 4.

same as that of case 3, i.e., Pr[OR|case 4] = Pr[OR|case 3].
Nevertheless, if zR > zN , the installation of RIS will have no

contribution on reduction of the BP, since the intersection point

of line F-Rx and line Tx-RIS is lower than Rx. The BP of this

case is just the same as that of the case without RIS, which

can be calculated as Pr[OR|case 4] =P4,1 + P4,2, where

P4,1 = P(0 < do 6 zF , f4,1(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(h− yF + k2zF ) zF − k2z
2
F /2

]

, (25)

P4,2 = P(zF < do < zr, f4,2(d0) 6 ho 6 h)

= C
[

(h− yr + k3zr) (zr − zF )− k3
(

z2r − z2F
)

/2
]

, (26)

with f4,1(z) = f1,3(z), f4,2(z) = f1,4(z). After some manip-

ulations, the BP of case 4 can be written as in (6).
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