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Channel Estimation for Reconfigurable Intelligent
Surface-Assisted Full-Duplex MIMO with

Hardware Impairments
Alexander James Fernandes and Ioannis Psaromiligkos

Abstract—We consider the problem of channel estimation in a
multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) full-duplex (FD) wireless
communication system assisted by a reconfigurable intelligent
surface (RIS) with hardware impairments (HI) occurring at the
transceivers and RIS elements. We propose an unbiased channel
estimator that requires knowledge of only the first and second
order statistics of the HI, for which we derive closed form
expressions. The proposed estimator reduces to the maximum
likelihood estimator (MLE) in the case of ideal hardware. We also
describe FD and HD orthogonal pilot schemes that minimize the
mean square error of the MLE in the case of ideal hardware. We
verify the performance of the estimator under varying conditions
of transceiver and RIS HI via numerical simulations.

Index Terms—reconfigurable intelligent surface, full-duplex,
channel estimation, hardware impairments, MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) technology is an
appealing complement to full-duplex (FD) communications
because simultaneous transmission occurs naturally through
passive reflection without requiring any extra signal process-
ing. In RIS-assisted communication systems, knowledge of
the channel state information (CSI) is fundamental to solving
problems on beamforming, self-interference cancellation, and
sum rate maximization [1], [2], [3]. However, the literature on
channel estimation (CE) in RIS-assisted FD systems is limited
and only considers special cases of FD transmission [4],
[5], [6]. Hu et al. considers a multiple-input-multiple-output
(MIMO) system and performs CE at the access point (AP) by
using two half-duplex (HD) transmission stages: in the first
stage the AP transmits and the AP-RIS channel is estimated,
while in the second the user equipment (UE) transmits and
the UE-RIS channel is estimated [4]. A similar approach is
adopted in [5] where only one UE operates in FD while
all other UEs and the AP are HD receivers. In [6], a graph
attention network is used to estimate the cascaded (AP-RIS-
UEs) channel but only considers a single-input-single-output
transceiver model.

A major design consideration for practical systems is hard-
ware impairments (HI) that appear in cost efficient transceiver
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implementations and cause a variety of accumulating errors
(e.g., quantization, nonlinear power amplification, I/Q imbal-
ance, and oscillator phase noise) [7], [8]. HI are also present
in the RIS, where the controllable reflection coefficient takes
on discrete values or is a non-linear function of input voltage
which can result in phase errors [7], [9]. Although the RIS
provides increased power gains at the receiver as it has been
demonstrated in [10], [11], [12], the errors induced by the HI
may mitigate these benefits.

It is not surprising that the presence of HI can severely
affect the performance of CE algorithms. Indeed, it has been
shown to cause error floors in CE accuracy for HD CE
methods [7]. In FD systems, the only CE paper to consider
HI is Tekbiyik et al. [6], however, they only consider receiver
HI as random residual loop interference and a deterministic
amplitude attenuation imperfection in the RIS coefficient’s
amplitude (not phase shift offset).

In this letter, we propose a CE method for RIS MIMO FD
systems to jointly estimate all communication channels, i.e.,
the self-interference, direct, and cascaded channels. In contrast
to [4], [5], [6], our method takes into account the presence of
HI on the RIS and on both sides of the communication link.
Specifically, our main contributions are:

• We build upon the works in [1], [2], [3], [7], [9] to derive
a comprehensive system model for a narrowband FD RIS
MIMO system allowing for simultaneous transmission
from the AP and all UEs, while taking into account the
HI at the transmitters, receivers, and RIS.

• We reformulate our system model to describe the effect
of HI solely by additive error terms, and we derive closed
form expressions for the first and second order statistics
of the HI-induced errors.

• We formulate the CE as a linear inverse problem which
we solve for two cases: 1) non-ideal hardware with HI
assuming HI statistics are known, and 2) ideal hardware.

• We propose FD and HD orthogonal pilot schemes based
on minimizing the mean square error (MSE) of the least
squares (LS) estimator under ideal hardware conditions.

Notation: Column vectors are denoted as boldface lowercase
(a), matrices as boldface uppercase (A), and scalars as upper-
case (A) or lowercase (a). Matrix operations on a matrix A are
denoted as: conjugate A∗, transpose AT , conjugate transpose
AH , inverse A−1, and trace Tr(A). A diagonal square matrix
with the elements of a vector d on its diagonal is expressed as
diag(d). The function vec(A) creates a vector by stacking the
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Fig. 1: Full duplex MIMO RIS communication model.

columns of A. The identity matrix of dimensions N×N is IN
and 0M×N is an M ×N matrix of zeros. The matrix products
are denoted as: Hadamard �, Kronecker ⊗, and Khatri-Rao �.
The floor of x is bxc, and mod is the modulo operator. A
circular complex multivariate Gaussian distribution with mean
µ and covariance Σ is denoted as CN (µ,Σ). The von Mises
distribution with mean µ and concentration factor κ is denoted
as VM(µ, κ). Finally, the expectation operator with respect to
x is denoted as Ex[·] or simply E[·].

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Ideal System Model

We consider a narrowband MIMO separate-antenna FD [14]
RIS-assisted communication system comprising an AP with M
transmit and M receive antennas, K UEs with one transmit
and one receive antenna, and an RIS with N elements as
shown in Fig. 1. The channels between the (A)ccess Point,
(U)ser Equipment, and (R)IS pertinent to this work are defined
in Fig. 1. For example, HAR is the channel from the AP to
the RIS, and GA is the AP self interference channel.

Let xA be the transmitted signal from the AP with
E[xAxHA ] = PAIM where PA is the AP transmit power
per antenna. Similarly, let xU be the vector containing the
transmitted symbols of the K UEs with E[xUxHU ] = PU IK
where PU is the UEs’ transmit power. The received signal at
the AP due to the simultaneous transmission of xA and xU is:

yA = (GA + HRAΦHAR)xA + (HUA + HRAΦHUR)xU + nA
(1)

where HUA = [hUA,1, . . . ,hUA,K ], HUR =
[hUR,1, . . . ,hUR,K ], and nA ∼ CN (0, σ2IM ) is the
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the AP. Finally,
Φ = diag(φT ) = diag([ejθ1 , . . . , ejθN ]) where θn ∈ [−π, π)
is the phase of the nth RIS element, 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

The problem we consider in this work is to estimate at the
AP1 the self-interference channel GA, the direct channel HUA,
and the cascaded channels from the UEs to the AP and from
the AP to the AP through the RIS2 in the presence of HI.

1Estimation at the UEs can be done in a similar manner.
2Knowledge of the cascaded channel is sufficient for a variety of processing

tasks at the AP including beamforming [17].

B. System Model with Hardware Impairments

In this section, we build upon [1], [2], [3], [7], [9] to
describe the received signal at the AP taking into account HI
at the RIS, transmitters, and receivers.

1) RIS Hardware Impairments: With the advancement of
lossless metasurfaces [15], [16], it is possible to design the
RIS with maximum signal reflection for the given operating
frequency band. Meaning HI at the RIS can be assumed to
only induce a random offset θ̃n ∈ [−π, π) to the phase of
each RIS element, i.e., the actual phase of the nth element
is θn + θ̃n [7], [9]. All offsets are modelled as i.i.d. von
Mises random variables θ̃n ∼ VM(0, κRIS) [7], [9]. The
concentration factor κRIS ≥ 0 represents the severity of the
HI, the larger κRIS is, the more concentrated θ̃n is around zero
phase offset. The case κRIS = 0 is the worst case scenario
for θ̃n, making it a uniform distribution on [−π, π).

2) Transmitter Hardware Impairments: Transmitter HI are
modelled as zero mean additive Gaussian noise [7]. Specif-
ically, the actual transmitted signal by the AP is xA + δtA
with δtA ∼ CN (0,ΣtA) ∈ CM×1 and by the UEs is
xU + δtU with δtU ∼ CN (0,ΣtU ) ∈ CK×1. In both cases,
the covariance is proportional to the corresponding transmit
power, i.e., ΣtA = σ2

tAPAIM and ΣtU = σ2
tUPU IK with the

constants σ2
tA and σ2

tU measuring the severity of the HI.
3) Receiver Hardware Impairments: The receive signal at

the AP with HI is:

yA = (GA + HRAΦΦ̃HAR)(xA + δtA)

+ (HUA + HRAΦΦ̃HUR)(xU + δtU ) + δrA + nA (2)

where Φ̃ = diag(φ̃
T

) = diag([ejθ̃1 , . . . , ejθ̃N ]) contains the HI
phase offsets. In (2), δrA denotes the HI at the AP receiver,
which is modelled [8] as zero mean additive Gaussian noise
δrA ∼ CN (0,ΣrA) ∈ CM×1. Its covariance matrix depends
on σ2

rA as ΣrA = σ2
rA(IM � Γ) where Γ = E[yAyHA |δtA =

0, δtU = 0, δrA = 0,nA = 0] is the covariance of the received
signal with no transmitter or receiver HI:

Γ = PA(GAGH
A + ϕGAHH

ARΦ
HHH

RA + ϕHRAΦHARGH
A

+ HRAΦ(ϕ2HARHH
AR + (1− ϕ2)IN )ΦHHH

RA)

+ PU (HUAGH
A + ϕHUAHH

URΦ
HHH

RA + ϕHRAΦHURHH
UA

+ HRAΦ(ϕ2HURHH
UR + (1− ϕ2)IN )ΦHHH

RA) (3)

In (3), ϕ = E[ejθ̃n ] = I1(κRIS)
I0(κRIS) ∈ [0, 1] with Ip(·) being the

modified Bessel function of the first kind of order p. This is
an extension from HD to FD based on [7] assuming the AP
and UE transmit signals are independent E[xAxHU ] = 0.

As a final note, all HI random variables δtA , δtU , δrA , and
θ̃n are independent to each other.

III. CHANNEL ESTIMATION

To estimate the CSI at the AP, the AP and UEs transmit pilot
symbols over the training period of length T . The tth receive
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vector at the AP due to the tth pilot symbol transmitted from
the AP, xA,t, and UEs, xU,t, is:

yA,t = (GA + HRAΦtΦ̃tHAR)(xA,t + δtA,t)

+ (HUA + HRAΦtΦ̃tHUR)(xU,t + δtU ,t)

+ δrA,t + nA,t, t ∈ {1, . . . , T} (4)

where Φt = diag(φt) are the RIS phase coefficients during
the tth pilot transmission.

Using vectorization, Kronecker, and Khatri-Rao products
similar to HD systems in [18], we can rewrite (4) as:

yA,t = Zth + δrA,t + nA,t (5)

where h ∈ CM(M+K)(N+1)×1 gathers the channels as follows:

h =


vec(GA)

vec(HT
AR �HRA)

vec(HUA)

vec(HT
UR �HRA)

 (6)

and Zt ∈ CM×M(M+K)(N+1) is given by

Zt =


xA,t + δtA,t

(φt � φ̃t)⊗ (xA,t + δtA,t)
xU,t + δtU ,t

(φt � φ̃t)⊗ (xU,t + δtU ,t)


T

⊗ IM (7)

Since Zt contains multiplicative and additive random errors,
we reformulate (7) to contain only additive errors through a
similar procedure as in [19]. Specifically, we can write Zt =
(xt + et)T ⊗ IM , where xt, et ∈ C(M+K)(N+1)×1 are:

xt =
[
xTA,t φTt ⊗ xTA,t xTU,t φTt ⊗ xTU,t

]T
(8)

et =


δtA,t

(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xA,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtA,t
δtU ,t

(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xU,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtU ,t

 (9)

We can obtain the statistics of this additive error et in terms
of known values. The mean is given by

E[et] =


0M×1

((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xA,t
0K×1

((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xU,t

 (10)

and the correlation matrix is given by

E[eteHt ] = (11)
ΣtA ϕφHt ⊗ΣtA 0M×K 0M×KN

ϕφt ⊗ΣtA At 0MN×K Bt
0K×M 0K×MN ΣtU ϕφHt ⊗ΣtU

0KN×M Ct ϕφt ⊗ΣtU Dt


At = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ

H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xA,txHA,t

+ (ϕ2φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtA (12)

Bt = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xA,txHU,t (13)

Ct = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xU,txHA,t (14)

Dt = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xU,txHU,t

+ (ϕ2φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtU (15)

The complete derivation of (11) is omitted due to lack of space
but can be proved using (9) and the HI statistics.

We note that being able to rewrite Zt in terms of only
additive errors gives insight into how the actual values deviate
away from the desired values. We see from (10) that et would
only have zero mean if there were no HI in the RIS. While (11)
shows that all HI of transmitters, receivers, and RIS contribute
to the correlation of error.

Based on the first and second order statistics, the additive
HI error depends on pilot symbols and the RIS phase shifts.

A. Linear Inverse Problem

We stack the T received vectors at the AP into a column
vector ȳA = [yTA,1, . . . , yTA,T ]T ∈ CTM×1 as:

ȳA = (X + E)h + ∆rA + n̄A (16)

where X = [x1, . . . , xT ]T ⊗ IM , E = [e1, . . . , eT ]T ⊗ IM ,
∆rA = [δTrA,1, . . . , δ

T
rA,T ]T , and n̄A = [nTA,1, . . . ,nTA,T ]T .

The matrix X ∈ CTM×M(M+K)(N+1) contains the pilots and
RIS phase shifts over the training period and E contains the
corresponding additive HI errors.

We propose to estimate h by minimizing the expected value
with respect to E of the squared error:

min
h

EE[||ȳA − (X + E)h||22] (17)

which yields the following estimate

ĥHI = (18)

(XHX + XHE[E] + E[EH ]X + E[EHE])−1(X + E[E])H ȳA

where E[E] = [E[e1], . . . ,E[eT ]]T ⊗ IM and E[EHE] =
ΣTt=1E[eteHt ]∗⊗ IM . It can be shown that ĥHI is an unbiased
estimator with MSE:

MSEHI =Tr((XHX + XHE[E] + E[EH ]X + E[EHE])−2

(X + E[E])HE[ȳAȳHA ](X + E[E])) (19)

where E[ȳAȳHA ] = XhhHXH +XhhHE[EH ]+E[E]hhHXH +
E[EhhHEH ] + IT ⊗ΣrA + σ2ITM .

When there are no HI, (17) reduces to:

min
h
||ȳA − Xh||22 (20)

which leads to the LS solution which is also the maximum
likelihood estimate (MLE) of h:

ĥLS = (XHX)−1XH ȳA (21)

The MSE of ĥLS when there are no HI is:

MSELS = σ2Tr((XHX)−1) (22)

where this estimator is efficient and attains the Cramér Rao
lower bound (CRLB) under ideal hardware conditions [20, p.
529-530]. To the best of our knowledge, (18) and (21) are the
first channel estimates reported for RIS-assisted FD MIMO
with ideal and non-ideal hardware, respectively, that allow for
simultaneous transmission from both the AP and all UEs.
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B. Training scheme: Choice of pilots and RIS phase values

Ideally the pilots and RIS phase values should be cho-
sen to minimize the MSE of the proposed estimator ĥHI .
However, this is difficult to do considering (19) depends on
the channels being estimated. Instead, we propose to choose
the pilots and RIS phase values to minimize the MSE of
the LS estimator ĥLS , which corresponds to minimizing the
CRLB under ideal hardware conditions. To minimize (22),
we should choose X such that the positive semi-definite term
XHX =

∑T
t=1(xtxHt )∗ ⊗ IM is diagonal and has maximum

trace (see [13], [20, Ex 3.12]). This has the added benefit of
reducing the complexity of the matrix inversion in (18) and
(21) from O(n3) to O(n) where n is the dimension of XHX.

To that end, we see from (8) that φt, xA,t, xU,t,
φt, xA,t, and xU,t must be chosen such that: (i)
ΣTt=1φtφ

H
t = T IN , (ii) ΣTt=1φt = 0N×1, (iii)

ΣTt=1xA,txHA,t = diag([EA,1, . . . , EA,M ]), (iv) ΣTt=1xU,txHU,t =

diag([EU,1, . . . , EU,K ]), and (v) ΣTt=1xA,txHU,t = 0M×K . The
last condition implies that xA,t and xU,t are orthogonal.

To meet conditions (i) and (ii), we adopt the popular RIS
DFT method [13] where the training period is partitioned into
N+1 blocks composed of L pilots each, i.e., L = T/(N+1),
where L is assumed to be an integer. During each block
b ∈ {1, . . . , N + 1}, the RIS phase values are set to φt = φb,
t ∈ {(b − 1)L + 1, . . . , bL}. From one block to the next, the
RIS phase values are updated such that φ̄b = [1,φTb ]T cycles
through all column vectors of an (N + 1)-sized DFT matrix.
Within each block, the AP and UEs transmit L pilots cycling
over all column vectors of SA ∈ CM×L and SU ∈ CK×L, re-
spectively. All pilot transmissions from the AP and the UEs are
then given by [xA,1, . . . , xA,T ] =

√
PA[SA, . . . ,SA] ∈ CM×T

and [xU,1, . . . , xU,T ] =
√
PU [SU , . . . ,SU ] ∈ CK×T . To obtain

a unique estimate of h, X must be full column rank and we
need a pilot training overhead of T ≥ (M +K)(N + 1).

There are several ways to construct SA and SU to meet
conditions (iii)-(v). We present three such constructions in
Table I when M ≥ K. In this table, P is given by

P =

[
QK , . . . , QK︸ ︷︷ ︸

q times

,

[
Qr

0(K−r)×r

]]
∈ CK×M (23)

with q = bMK c, r = M mod K, and QM , QK and Qr are
orthonormal matrices of size M , K, and r, respectively, e.g.,
normalized DFT matrices. It is easy to check that SASHA and
SUSHU are diagonal matrices, and SASHU = 0M×K , satisfying
orthogonality conditions (iii)-(v). In Table I, Scheme 1 oper-
ates in FD while Schemes 2 and 3 operate in HD, meaning
only scheme 1 allows for the simultaneous transmission of AP
and UE pilots. Scheme 3 has the minimum value of T required
to ensure X is full rank. To satisfy conditions (iii)-(v) with FD
transmission, Scheme 1 has a slightly higher pilot overhead.
Scheme 2 has a similar pilot structure to Scheme 1 with the
same pilot overhead, except it operates in HD.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Unless stated otherwise, we simulate a system with M = 5
transmit and receive antennas at the AP, K = 2 single-
antenna UEs, and N = 100 elements at the RIS. All channels

TABLE I: Proposed orthogonal pilot transmission schemes

Scheme 1 2 3

Duplex FD HD HD
SA [QM ,QM ] [QM , 0M×M ] [QM , 0M×K ]
SU [P,−P] [0K×M ,P] [0K×M ,QK ]
T 2M(N + 1) 2M(N + 1) (M +K)(N + 1)

are modeled as uncorrelated Rayleigh fading with large-scale
fading parameters and distances adopted from [4]. Specifically,
the AP-RIS distance is 20m with path loss exponent (PLE) of
2.1, UE-RIS distances are 20m with PLE of 4.2, and AP-UE
distance is 30m with PLE of 2.2. The self-interference channel
is modeled as Rayleigh fading having normalized channel
power [5]. The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined as P/σ2

with PA = PU = P . CE performance is measured by the nor-
malized MSE (NMSE) defined as NMSE = ||h− ĥ||22/||h||22.
All results shown are obtained by Monte-Carlo simulations
over 10000 independent channel realizations.

We use a non-ideal hardware communication system to
compare the performance of the proposed estimator in (18) that
uses knowledge of HI statistics to a naive LS estimator based
on (21) that does not take into account any HI. Fig. 2a shows
the NMSE versus SNR using pilot Scheme 1 for different
severity levels of transceiver HI. The RIS HI concentration
factor is set to κRIS = 4 to describe a faulty RIS system [7],
[9]. Results for different values (1, 0.1, and 0.01) of transceiver
HI severity σ2

tA = σ2
tU = σ2

rA = σ2
TRX , corresponding to

100%, 10% and 1% of the transmit/receive signal power,
are included. For all considered levels of HI, the NMSE
reaches an error floor for SNR values larger than 0dB. This
indicates that the main source of CE error is due to HI. The
proposed estimator always outperforms the naive LS method
throughout the considered SNR range, reaching a significantly
lower NMSE error floor.

Fig. 2b shows the NMSE versus RIS HI severity κRIS using
pilot Scheme 1 at a SNR of 20 dB which implies that HI is
the main source of error as discussed earlier. The range of
RIS HI κRIS represents phase shift errors going from being
nearly uniformly distributed (low values of κRIS) to highly
concentrated around zero (high values of κRIS). We include
results for different values (1, 0.1, and 0.01) of transceiver HI
severity, the case of no transceiver HI, and ideal hardware for
reference. We see that the NMSE is significantly higher than
in the case of ideal hardware even when the transceiver HI is
1% of the transmit power. Similarly, for zero transceiver HI,
the NMSE is significantly high for moderate values of κRIS .

Fig. 2c shows the NMSE versus number of RIS ele-
ments N using all three pilot schemes in Table I, at a
SNR of 20 dB for non-ideal hardware with κRIS = 4 and
σ2
TRX = 0.1 (top figure) and ideal hardware (bottom figure).

For a fair comparison, the transmission power for each pilot
scheme is adjusted such that the total energy cost at the AP
EA =

∑M
m=1 EA,m = PA(N + 1)Tr(SASHA ) and at the UEs

EU =
∑K
k=1 EU,k = PU (N + 1)Tr(SUSHU ) are the same for

all schemes. For our setup, if P (1)
A = P

(1)
U = 1 are the

powers for Scheme 1, then Scheme 2 transmits at increased
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Fig. 2: NMSEs of the least squares (ĥLS) and the proposed (ĥHI ) estimators vs: (a) SNR, (b) κRIS , and (c) N .

powers P (2)
A = P

(2)
U = 2, and Scheme 3 at P (3)

A = 2 and
P

(3)
U = 2MK = 5. The SNR is now defined as P (1)/σ2 with
P

(1)
A = P

(1)
U = P (1). Pilot schemes 1 and 2 have a pilot

training overhead of T = 10(N + 1) while scheme 3 has
T = 7(N + 1). As the number of RIS elements N increases,
the NMSE for the scenario of ideal hardware decreases but
increases for non-ideal hardware indicating more faulty RIS
elements will not improve the NMSE. The NMSE results are
the same for each scheme under ideal hardware conditions,
while under non-ideal hardware, Scheme 1 always has the
lowest NMSE, indicating the FD scheme is more robust to HI
than the HD schemes.

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed a CE method for narrowband RIS-assisted FD
MIMO communication systems to estimate all CSI including
the self-interference channel while in the presence of HI at
the transmitters, receivers, and RIS elements. We studied the
impact that HI have on the system by formulating them in
terms of additive errors, and derived closed-form expressions
of the first and second order statistics of the HI. Assuming
knowledge of the HI statistics, our proposed channel estimator
is unbiased, and reduces to the MLE in ideal hardware
conditions. We further proposed FD and HD pilot schemes
that minimize the MSE of the MLE. Through simulations,
we showed that the proposed estimator has significantly better
accuracy than the naive LS estimator, but HI will result in
error floors regardless of antenna power gains achieved at the
receiver. Results showed that a FD pilot scheme was more
robust to the impact of HI on CE accuracy than HD pilot
schemes, but HD may still be of interest for minimum pilot
training overhead.
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APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF THE CORRELATION MATRIX

The complete expansion of (11) is as follows:

E[eteHt ] = E




δtA,t
(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xA,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtA,t

δtU ,t
(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xU,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtU ,t




δtA,t
(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xA,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtA,t

δtU ,t
(φt � φ̃t − φt)⊗ xU,t + (φt � φ̃t)⊗ δtU ,t


H


= E



δtA,tδ
H
tA,t

δtA,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xHA,t)

+δtA,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δH

tA,t)
δtA,tδ

H
tU ,t

δtA,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xHU,t)

+δtA,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δH

tU ,t)

((φt�φ̃t−φt)⊗xA,t)δ
H
tA,t

+((φt�φ̃t)⊗δtA,t)δ
H
tA,t

(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xA,txHA,t

+(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗xA,tδ

H
tA,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗δtA,txHA,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δtA,tδ

H
tA,t

((φt�φ̃t−φt)⊗xA,t)δ
H
tU ,t

+((φt�φ̃t)⊗δtA,t)δ
H
tU ,t

(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xA,txHU,t

+(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗xA,tδ

H
tU ,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗δtA,txHU,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δtA,tδ

H
tU ,t

δtU ,tδ
H
tA,t

δtU ,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xHA,t)

+δtU ,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δH

tA,t)
δtU ,tδ

H
tU ,t

δtU ,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xHU,t)

+δtU ,t((φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δH

tU ,t)

((φt�φ̃t−φt)⊗xU,t)δ
H
tA,t

+((φt�φ̃t)⊗δtU ,t)δ
H
tA,t

(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xU,txHA,t

+(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗xU,tδ

H
tA,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗δtU ,txHA,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δtU ,tδ

H
tA,t

((φt�φ̃t−φt)⊗xU,t)δ
H
tU ,t

+((φt�φ̃t)⊗δtU ,t)δ
H
tU ,t

(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗xU,txHU,t

+(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗xU,tδ

H
tU ,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )⊗δtU ,txHU,t

+(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )⊗δtU ,tδ

H
tU ,t



where all random variables are independent. Due to E[δtA,t] and E[δtU ,t] both having zero mean, E[eteHt ] becomes:

=



E[δtA,tδ
H
tA,t] E[φH

t � φ̃
H
t ]⊗ E[δtA,tδ

H
tA,t] 0M×K 0M×KN

E[φt � φ̃t]⊗ E[δtA,tδ
H
tA,t]

E[(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )]⊗xA,txHA,t

+E[(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )]⊗E[δtA,tδ

H
tA,t]

0MN×K E[(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )]⊗xA,txHU,t

0K×M 0K×MN E[δtU ,tδ
H
tU ,t] E[φH

t � φ̃
H
t ]⊗ E[δtU ,tδ

H
tU ,t]

0KN×M E[(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )]⊗xU,txHA,t E[φt � φ̃t]⊗ E[δtU ,tδ
H
tU ,t]

E[(φt�φ̃t−φt)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t −φH

t )]⊗xU,txHU,t

+E[(φt�φ̃t)(φ
H
t �φ̃

H
t )]⊗E[δtU ,tδ

H
tU ,t]



We will first calculate the following terms that commonly appear in E[eteHt ] are:

M1 = E[(φt � φ̃t − φt)(φ
H
t � φ̃

H

t − φHt )] ∈ CN×N

M2 = E[(φt � φ̃t)(φ
H
t � φ̃

H

t )] ∈ CN×N

Dropping t for easier notation, the mth row and nth column elements of M1 and M2 are:

[M1]m,n = E[φmφ̃mφ
∗
nφ̃

∗
n − φmφ̃mφ∗n − φmφ∗nφ̃∗n + φmφ

∗
n]

= φmφ
∗
nE[φ̃mφ̃

∗
n − φ̃m − φ̃∗n + 1]

= φmφ
∗
nE[ej(θ̃m−θ̃n) − ejθ̃m − e−jθ̃n + 1]

[M2]m,n = E[φmφ̃mφ
∗
nφ̃

∗
n]

= φmφ
∗
nE[ej(θ̃m−θ̃n)]

The diagonal terms (m = n) are

[M1]m,m = φmφ
∗
mE[ej(θ̃m−θ̃m) − ejθ̃m − e−jθ̃m + 1]

= ||φm||2(2− 2ϕ)

[M2]m,m = φmφ
∗
mE[ej(θ̃m−θ̃m)]

= ||φm||2
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while the off diagonal terms (m 6= n) are

[M1]m,n = φmφ
∗
nE[ejθ̃me−jθ̃n − ejθ̃m − e−jθ̃n + 1]

= φmφ
∗
n(ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)

[M2]m,n = φmφ
∗
nE[ejθ̃me−jθ̃n ]

= φmφ
∗
nϕ

2

Therefore,

M1 = (ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN

M2 = ϕ2φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN

Substituting in the solved terms for M1 and M2, we obtain the correlation matrix:

E[eteHt ] =



ΣtA ϕ(φH
t ⊗ΣtA ) 0M×K 0M×KN

ϕ(φt ⊗ΣtA )
((ϕ2−2ϕ+1)φtφ

H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗xA,txHA,t

+(ϕ2φtφ
H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtA

0MN×K ((ϕ2−2ϕ+1)φtφ
H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗xA,txHU,t

0K×M 0K×MN ΣtU ϕ(φH
t ⊗ΣtU )

0KN×M ((ϕ2−2ϕ+1)φtφ
H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗xU,txHA,t ϕ(φt ⊗ΣtU )

((ϕ2−2ϕ+1)φtφ
H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗xU,txHU,t

+(ϕ2φtφ
H
t +(1−ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtU



APPENDIX B
DIAGONAL MATRIX WITH PILOTS AND RIS PHASE VALUES

To show why the choice of pilots and RIS phase values will make (XHX+XHE[E]+E[EH ]X+E[EHE]) a diagonal matrix,
we can expand out each term into the described pilots and RIS phase shifts. All terms that result in zero due to the summation
over T transmissions are indicated with blue colouring and all terms that result in being a diagonal matrix are indicated with
red colouring.

XHX =

T∑
t=1

(xtxHt )∗ ⊗ IM (24)

=

T∑
t=1


xA,txHA,t φH

t ⊗ xA,txHA,t xA,txHU,t φH
t ⊗ xA,txHU,t

φt ⊗ xA,txHA,t φtφ
H
t ⊗ xA,txHA,t φt ⊗ xA,txHU,t φtφ

H
t ⊗ xA,txHU,t

xU,txHA,t φH
t ⊗ xU,txHA,t xU,txHU,t φH

t ⊗ xU,txHU,t

φt ⊗ xU,txHA,t φtφ
H
t ⊗ xU,txHA,t φt ⊗ xU,txHU,t φtφ

H
t ⊗ xU,txHU,t


∗

⊗ IM

XHE[E] =
T∑

t=1

(xtE[eHt ])∗ ⊗ IM (25)

=

T∑
t=1


xA,t01×M ((ϕ− 1)φH

t )⊗ xA,txHA,t xA,t01×K ((ϕ− 1)φH
t )⊗ xA,txHU,t

φt ⊗ xA,t01×M ((ϕ− 1)φtφ
H
t )⊗ xA,txHA,t φt ⊗ xA,t01×K ((ϕ− 1)φtφ

H
t )⊗ xA,txHU,t

xU,t01×M ((ϕ− 1)φH
t )⊗ xU,txHA,t xU,t01×K ((ϕ− 1)φH

t )⊗ xU,txHU,t

φt ⊗ xU,t01×M ((ϕ− 1)φtφ
H
t )⊗ xU,txHA,t φt ⊗ xU,t01×K ((ϕ− 1)φtφ

H
t )⊗ xU,txHU,t


∗

⊗ IM

E[EH ]X =

T∑
t=1

(E[et]xHt )∗ ⊗ IM (26)

=

T∑
t=1


0M×1xHA,t φH

t ⊗ 0M×1xHA,t 0M×1xHU,t φH
t ⊗ 0M×1xHU,t

((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xA,txHA,t ((ϕ− 1)φtφ
H
t )⊗ xA,txHA,t ((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xA,txHU,t ((ϕ− 1)φtφ

H
t )⊗ xA,txHU,t

0K×1xHA,t φH
t ⊗ 0K×1xHA,t 0K×1xHU,t φH

t ⊗ 0K×1xHU,t

((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xU,txHA,t ((ϕ− 1)φtφ
H
t )⊗ xU,txHA,t ((ϕ− 1)φt)⊗ xU,txHU,t ((ϕ− 1)φtφ

H
t )⊗ xU,txHU,t


∗

⊗ IM

E[EHE] =
T∑

t=1

(E[eteHt ])∗ ⊗ IM (27)

=

T∑
t=1

 ΣtA ϕφH
t ⊗ΣtA 0M×K 0M×KN

ϕφt ⊗ΣtA At 0MN×K Bt

0K×M 0K×MN ΣtU ϕφH
t ⊗ΣtU

0KN×M Ct ϕφt ⊗ΣtU Dt


∗

⊗ IM
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where

At = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xA,txHA,t + (ϕ2φtφ

H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtA

Bt = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xA,txHU,t

Ct = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xU,txHA,t

Dt = ((ϕ2 − 2ϕ+ 1)φtφ
H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ xU,txHU,t + (ϕ2φtφ

H
t + (1− ϕ2)IN )⊗ΣtU
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