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Abstract—To achieve the more signi�cant passive beamforming
gain in the double-intelligent re�ecting surface (IRS) aided
system over the conventional single-IRS counterpart, channel
state information (CSI) is indispensable in practice but also more
challenging to acquire, due to the presence of not only the single-
but also double-re�ection links that are intricately coupled and
also entail more channel coef�cients for estimation. In this paper,
we propose a new and ef�cient channel estimation scheme for
the double-IRS aided multi-user multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) communication system to resolve the cascaded CSI of
both its single- and double-re�ection links. First, for the single-
user case, the single- and double-re�ection channels are ef�ciently
estimated at the multi-antenna base station (BS) with both the
IRSs turned ON (for maximal signal re�ection), by exploitin g the
fact that their cascaded channel coef�cients are scaled versions of
their superimposed lower-dimensional CSI. Then, the proposed
channel estimation scheme is extended to the multi-user case,
where given an arbitrary user's cascaded channel (estimated as
in the single-user case), the other users' cascaded channels can
also be expressed as lower-dimensional scaled versions of it and
thus ef�ciently estimated at the BS. Simulation results verify
the effectiveness of the proposed channel estimation scheme and
joint training re�ection design for double IRSs, as compared to
various benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—Intelligent re�ecting surface (IRS), double
IRSs, channel estimation, training re�ection design, multi-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO).

I. I NTRODUCTION

I NTELLIGENT re�ecting surface (IRS) has recently
emerged as an innovative solution to the realization of

smart and recon�gurable environment for wireless communi-
cations [2]–[5]. Speci�cally, IRS consists of a large number of
passive re�ecting elements with ultra-low power consumption,
each being able to control the re�ection phase shift and/or
amplitude of the incident signal in a programmable manner so
as to collaboratively reshape the wireless propagation channel
in favor of signal transmission. As such, different from the
existing transmission techniques that can only adapt to but
have no control over the random wireless channels, IRS pro-
vides a new means to effectively combat with wireless channel
fading impairment and co-channel interference. Furthermore,
as being of light weight and free of radio frequency (RF)
chains, large-scale IRSs can be densely deployed in various
wireless communication systems [6]–[12] to enhance their
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performance at low as well as sustainable energy and hardware
cost.

Prior works on IRS mainly considered the wireless com-
munication systems aided by one or multiple distributed
IRSs (see, e.g., [13]–[23]), each independently serving its
nearby users without taking into account the inter-IRS signal
re�ection, which, however, fails to capture the cooperative
beamforming gains between IRSs to further improve the sys-
tem performance. Only recently, the cooperative beamforming
over inter-IRS channel has been explored in the double-IRS
aided communication system [24]–[26], which was shown
to achieve a much higher-order passive beamforming gain
than that of the conventional single-IRS aided system (i.e.,
O(M 4) versusO(M 2) with M denoting the total number of
re�ecting elements/subsurfaces in both systems [24]). How-
ever, achieving this more appealing passive beamforming gain
requires more channel training overhead in practice, due to
the signi�cantly more channel coef�cients to be estimated
over the inter-IRS double-re�ection link, in addition to the
single-re�ection links in the conventional single-IRS system.
Note that existing works on IRS channel estimation mainly
focused on the channel state information (CSI) acquisition
for the single-re�ection links only [27]–[36], which, however,
are inapplicable to the double-IRS aided system with the co-
existence of single- and double-re�ection links as shown in
Fig. 1. In [24], the authors assumed that the two IRSs in the
double-IRS system are equipped with receive RF chains to
enable signal sensing for estimating their channels with the
base station (BS)/user, separately. However, even with receive
RF chains integrated to IRSs, the channel estimation for the
inter-IRS (i.e., IRS 1! IRS 2 in Fig.1) link still remains a
dif�cult task in practice (unless active sensors that can both
transmit and receive signals are mounted on the IRSs, which
inevitably incurs additional hardware cost and complexity).
In contrast, the double-IRS channel estimation with fully-
passive IRSs was investigated in [26], but without the single-
re�ection links considered and for the single-user case only.
In [1], we presented a decoupled channel estimation scheme
for the general double-IRS aided system with multiple BS
antennas/users, which successively estimates the two single-
re�ection channels (each corresponding to one of the two IRSs
turned ON with the other turned OFF, respectively) and then
the double-re�ection channel (with the signals canceled over
the two single-re�ection channels estimated) in a decoupled
manner. Although this scheme substantially reduces the train-
ing overhead of that in [26], it suffers from not only residual
interference due to imperfect signal cancellation (based on
the estimated single-re�ection channels) but also considerable
re�ection power loss due to the ON/OFF re�ection control of
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Fig. 1. A double-IRS cooperatively aided multi-user MIMO communication
system in the uplink.

the two IRSs during the channel training, which thus degrade
the channel estimation accuracy.

To overcome the above issues, we propose in this paper a
new and ef�cient channel estimation scheme for the double-
IRS aided multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
communication system shown in Fig. 1, where two fully-
passive IRSs are deployed near a multi-antenna BS and a
cluster ofK users, respectively, to assist their communications.
Different from the decoupled channel estimation scheme in
[1], we propose to jointly estimate the cascaded CSI of the
single- and double-re�ection links with the always-ON training
re�ection (i.e., all the re�ecting elements/subsurfaces of the
two IRSs are switched ON with the maximum re�ection
amplitude during the entire channel training) while properly
tuning their re�ection phase-shifts over time, which thus
achieves the full-re�ection power for improving the channel
estimation accuracy signi�cantly. Note that with the always-
ON re�ection of both IRSs, the two single-re�ection channels
(each corresponding to one of the two IRSs, respectively) are
superimposed with the double-re�ection channel at all time,
which makes them dif�cult to be estimated separately at the
BS based on the received user pilot signals over the intricately
coupled single- and double-re�ection links. To tackle this
dif�culty, we explore the intrinsic relationship between the
single- and double-re�ection channels as well as that among
different users and design the training re�ection phase-shifts of
the two IRSs accordingly to achieve low training overhead and
yet high channel estimation accuracy. Speci�cally, the main
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows (please
refer to Fig. 1 for the channel illustration).

� First, for the single-user case, the superimposed CSI of
the single- and double-re�ection channels related to IRS 2
is estimated at the multi-antenna BS with dynamically
tuned re�ection phase-shifts of IRS 2 over time and
those of IRS 1 being �xed. Then, the high-dimensional
double-re�ection (i.e., user! IRS 1! IRS 2! BS) chan-
nel and the single-re�ection (i.e., user! IRS 2! BS)
channel are ef�ciently estimated, by exploiting the fact
that their cascaded channel coef�cients are scaled ver-
sions of their superimposed CSI due to their commonly
shared IRS 2! BS link; as a result, by taking the su-
perimposed CSI as the reference CSI, only the lower-

dimensional scaling factors and the other single-re�ection
(i.e., user! IRS 1! BS) channel need to be estimated at
the multi-antenna BS, thus greatly reducing the training
overhead. The proposed channel estimation scheme is
further extended to the multi-user case, where given an
arbitrary user's cascaded channel estimated as in the
single-user case, the other users' cascaded channels are
also (lower-dimensional) scaled versions of it and thus
can be ef�ciently estimated at the BS with low training
overhead.

� Moreover, for the proposed channel estimation scheme,
we jointly optimize the training re�ection phase-shifts
of the two IRSs to minimize the channel estimation
error over different training phases, for which some
closed-form optimal solutions are derived with desired
orthogonality. In addition, we analytically characterize
the minimum training overhead of the proposed scheme,
which is shown to decrease with the increasing number
of BS antennasN until reaching its lower bound with
N > M . We also show an interesting trade-off in training
time allocation over different training phases with the
intricate error propagation effect taken into account.

� Last, we provide extensive numerical results to vali-
date the superiority of our proposed channel estimation
scheme to other benchmark schemes in terms of both
training overhead and channel estimation error. Besides,
the effectiveness of the proposed joint training re�ection
phase-shift design for double IRSs is also corroborated by
simulation results, as compared to other heuristic training
re�ection designs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the system model for the double-IRS aided multi-
user MIMO system. In Sections III and IV, we propose
ef�cient channel estimation schemes with optimized training
re�ection phase-shift designs for the single-user and multi-
user cases, respectively. Simulation results are presented in
Section V to evaluate the performance of the proposed channel
estimation scheme and training re�ection phase-shift design.
Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section VI.

Notation:Upper-case and lower-case boldface letters denote
matrices and column vectors, respectively. Superscripts(�)T ,
(�)H , (�)� (�) � 1, and (�)y stand for the transpose, Hermitian
transpose, conjugate, matrix inversion, and pseudo-inverse
operations, respectively.Ca� b denotes the space ofa � b
complex-valued matrices. For a complex-valued vectorx , kx k
denotes its̀2-norm anddiag(x ) returns a diagonal matrix with
the elements inx on its main diagonal. For a general matrixA ,
rank (A ) returns its rank,kA �kF denotes its Frobenius norm,
vec (A ) denotes the vectorization ofA by stacking its columns
into a column vector, and[A ]a:b;c:d denotes the submatrix
of A with its rows from a to b and columns fromc to d.
O(�) denotes the standard big-O notation,d�e is the ceiling
function, 
 denotes the Kronecker product, andEf�g stands
for the statistical expectation.I , 1, and0 denote an identity
matrix, an all-one vector/matrix, and an all-zero vector/matrix,
respectively, with appropriate dimensions. The distribution of
a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random
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vector with mean vector� and covariance matrix� is denoted
by Nc(� ; � ); and � stands for “distributed as”.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a double-IRS cooperatively aided multi-user
MIMO communication system shown in Fig. 1, in which
two distributed IRSs (referred to as IRS 1 and IRS 2) are
deployed to assist the communications between a cluster ofK
single-antenna users and anN -antenna BS.1 As in [25], we
consider a practical scenario where the direct links between
the users in the cluster of interest and the BS are severely
blocked due to obstacles (e.g., walls/corners in the indoor
environment) and thus can be ignored.2 To bypass the blockage
as well as minimize the path loss, IRSs 1 and 2 are properly
placed near the cluster of users and the BS, respectively,
such that theK users can be effectively served by the BS
through both the single- and double-re�ection links created
by them. LetM denote our budget on the total number of
passive subsurfaces for the two distributed IRSs, where IRSs 1
and 2 compriseM 1 and M 2 subsurfaces, respectively, with
M 1 + M 2 = M . Similar to the element-grouping strategy
in [27], [37], each of these IRS subsurfaces is composed of
an arbitrary number of adjacent re�ecting elements that share
a common phase shift for reducing the channel estimation
and re�ection design complexity.3 In this paper, we assume
the quasi-static �at-fading channel model for all channels
involved, which remain approximately constant during each
channel coherence interval.

Let u k , [uk; 1; : : : ; uk;M 1 ]T 2 CM 1 � 1, ~u k ,
[~uk; 1; : : : ; ~uk;M 2 ]T 2 CM 2 � 1, D , [d1; : : : ; dM 1 ] 2
CM 2 � M 1 , G1 2 CN � M 1 , and G2 2 CN � M 2 denote
the baseband equivalent channels in the uplink for the
userk! IRS 1, userk! IRS 2, IRS 1! IRS 2, IRS 1! BS, and
IRS 2! BS links, respectively, withk = 1 ; : : : ; K . Let � � ,
[� �; 1; : : : ; � �;M � ]T =

�
� �; 1ej� �; 1 ; : : : ; � �;M � ej� �;M �

� T
2

CM � � 1 denote the equivalent re�ection coef�cients of IRS
� with � 2 f 1; 2g, where� �;m 2 [0; 1] and � �;m 2 [0; 2� )
are the re�ection amplitude and phase shift of subsurfacem
at IRS� , respectively. Thus, the effective channel from userk
to the BS is the superimposition of the double-re�ection link4

1The results in this paper can be readily extended to the case of multiple
user clusters each with a helping IRS deployed locally, by e.g., treating these
distributed IRSs as an equivalent IRS (i.e., IRS 1) of largersize accordingly.

2If the direct links are non-negligible, the BS can estimate them by using
the conventional channel estimation method with orthogonal/sequential pilots
sent from the users and the two IRSs both turned OFF.

3In this paper, we consider the IRS element-based product-distance path-
loss model [2], where each IRS element is assumed to be located suf�ciently
far from the transmitters/receivers (i.e., with the distance larger than several
wavelengths, which usually holds in practice) and thus the far-�eld propa-
gation condition is valid. Also note that without changing the IRS hardware
or path-loss model, the resultant subsurface-wise cascaded channels can be
obtained from the element-wise cascaded channels with proper aggregation,
as shown in [26].

4Although there exists another double-re�ection link over the
userk! IRS 2! IRS 1! BS channel, it suffers from much higher path loss
due to the much longer propagation distance (see Fig. 1) and thus is ignored
in this paper.

and the two single-re�ection links (see Fig. 1), which is given
by

h k = G2� 2D � 1u k + G2� 2 ~u k + G1� 1u k (1)

where� � = diag ( � � ) denotes the diagonal re�ection matrix
of IRS � with � 2 f 1; 2g. With fully-passive IRSs 1 and
2, it is infeasible to acquire the CSI between the two IRSs
as well as that with the BS/users separately. Nonetheless,
it was shown in [25] that the cascaded CSI (to be speci-
�ed below) is suf�cient for designing the cooperative re�ec-
tion/passive beamforming at the two IRSs to maximize the
data transmission rate without loss of optimality. As such,
let R k = G1diag (u k ) 2 CN � M 1 ( ~R k = G2diag (~u k ) 2
CN � M 2 ) denote the cascaded userk! IRS 1 (IRS 2)! BS
channel (without taking the effect of IRS re�ection yet) for
the single-re�ection link re�ected by IRS 1 (IRS 2), and
~D k ,

h
~dk; 1; : : : ; ~dk;M 1

i
= D diag (u k ) 2 CM 2 � M 1 denote

the cascaded userk! IRS 1! IRS 2 channel (without IRS
re�ection) with ~dk;m = dm uk;m 2 CM 2 � 1; 8m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1.
Then, the channel model in (1) can be equivalently expressed
as

h k = G2� 2 ~D k � 1 + ~R k � 2 + R k � 1

= G2

h
� 2

~dk; 1; : : : ; � 2
~dk;M 1

i
� 1 + ~R k � 2 + R k � 1

= G2

h
diag

�
~dk; 1

�
� 2; : : : ; diag

�
~dk;M 1

�
� 2

i
� 1

+ ~R k � 2 + R k � 1

=
M 1X

m =1

G2 diag
�

~dk;m

�

| {z }
Q k;m

� 2� 1;m + ~R k � 2 + R k � 1 (2)

where Qk;m 2 CN � M 2 denotes the cascaded
user k! IRS 1! IRS 2! BS channel associated with
subsurfacem of IRS 1, 8m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1 for the double-
re�ection link. According to (2), it is suf�cient to acquirethe
knowledge of the cascaded channelsf Qk;m gM 1

m =1 , ~R k , and
R k for jointly designing the passive beamformingf � 1; � 2g
for uplink/downlink data transmission in the double-IRS
aided multi-user MIMO system, which is applicable to, but
not limited to, the max-min SINR problem considered in
[25].

However, the total number of channel coef�cients in the
cascaded channelsf Qk;m gM 1

m =1 , ~R k , andR k is prohibitively
large, which consists of two parts:

� The number of channel coef�cients (equal toK �
NM 1M 2) for the high-dimensional double-re�ection link
(i.e.,f Qk;m gM 1

m =1 ), which are newly introduced due to the
double IRSs.

� The number of channel coef�cients (equal toK �
N (M 1 + M 2)) for the two single-re�ection links (i.e.,
R k and ~R k ), which exist in the conventional single-IRS
aided system (with either IRS 1 or IRS 2 present).

As such, the number of channel coef�cients for the double-
re�ection link is of much higher-order than that for the two
single-re�ection links due to the fact thatM 1M 2 � M 1 + M 2

given largeM 1 andM 2 in practice, which makes the channel
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estimation problem more challenging for the double-IRS aided
system, as compared to the single-IRS counterpart. Note that
given a limited channel coherence interval, such a considerably
larger number of channel coef�cients may require signi�cantly
more training overhead that renders much less or even no time
for data transmission, thus resulting in reduced achievable
rate for the double-IRS aided system (despite the higher-
order passive beamforming gain over the double-re�ection
link assuming perfect CSI as shown in [25]). Moreover, the
cascaded CSI of the double-refection link needs to be ef�-
ciently estimated along with that of the two single-re�ection
links. However, the pilot signals from the users are intricately
coupled over the single- and double-re�ection links when both
the two IRSs are turned ON for maximizing the re�ected signal
power, which thus calls for new designs for their joint channel
estimation at the multi-antenna BS.

To tackle the above challenges, we propose a new and
ef�cient channel estimation scheme for the considered double-
IRS aided system that achieves practically low training over-
head and yet high channel estimation accuracy.5 We �rst
consider the single-user setup, i.e.,K = 1 , to illustrate
the main idea of the proposed channel estimation scheme
and training re�ection design in Section III, and then extend
the results to the general multi-user case in Section IV. To
reduce the hardware cost and maximize the signal re�ection
power, we consider the always-ON training re�ection design
for which all the re�ecting elements/sub-surfaces at the two
IRSs are turned ON during the entire channel training and their
re�ection amplitudes are set to the maximum value of one
(i.e., � �;m = 1 ; 8m = 1 ; : : : ; M � ; � 2 f 1; 2g), and thereby
focus on the dynamically tuned re�ection phase-shift design
for achieving ef�cient joint channel estimation of the single-
and double-re�ection links.

III. D OUBLE-IRS CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR

SINGLE-USERCASE

In this section, we study the cascaded channel estimation
and training design for the single-user case withK = 1 . For
notational convenience, the user indexk is omitted in this
section.

A. Proposed Channel Estimation Scheme

Note that with both IRSs 1 and 2 turned ON simultane-
ously, the double-re�ection channelf Qm gM 1

m =1 and two single-

re�ection channels
n

R ; ~R
o

are superimposed in (2), which
are dif�cult to be estimated separately at the BS as the received
pilot signals from the user are intricately coupled over the
single- and double-re�ection links. To tackle this dif�culty,
we propose an ef�cient channel estimation scheme, which
includes two phases as elaborated below.

5Note that the proposed channel estimation scheme is also applicable to
the multi-IRS aided multiuser system considered in [38], where a multi-
antenna BS serves multiple users with the aid of two types of IRSs, which
are deployed near the BS and distributed users, and thus can be treated as two
equivalent (aggregated) IRSs (i.e., IRS 2 and IRS 1, respectively) of larger
size accordingly.

Phase I: In this phase, we �x the re�ection phase-shifts of
IRS 1, i.e.,� ( i )

1;I = � 1;I ; 8i = 1 ; : : : ; I 1 and dynamically tune

the re�ection phase-shifts of IRS 2, i.e.,� ( i )
2;I , over different

pilot symbols to facilitate the cascaded channel estimation,
whereI 1 denotes the number of pilot symbols in Phase I. For
simplicity, we set� 1;I = 1M 1 � 1 and thus the effective channel
in (2) during symboli of Phase I, denoted byh ( i )

I , is given
by6

h ( i )
I =

M 1X

m =1

Qm � ( i )
2;I + ~R� ( i )

2;I + G1u

=
M 1X

m =1

G2 diag
�

~dm

�
� ( i )

2;I + G2diag (~u) � ( i )
2;I + G1u

= G2diag

 

~u +
M 1X

m =1

~dm

!

� ( i )
2;I + G1u ; i = 1 ; : : : ; I 1: (3)

For notational convenience, we letg1 , G1u 2 CN � 1, �d ,
~u +

P M 1
m =1

~dm 2 CM 2 � 1, and

�Q , G2 diag
� �d

�
= ~R +

M 1X

m =1

Qm (4)

where �Q 2 CN � M 2 can be regarded as the superimposed CSI
of the single- and double-re�ection channels related to IRS2.
As such, the effective channel in (3) can be simpli�ed as

h ( i )
I = �Q� ( i )

2;I + g1; i = 1 ; : : : ; I 1: (5)

Based on the channel model in (5) withx( i )
I = 1 being

the pilot symbol transmitted by the (single) user, the received
signal at the BS during symboli of Phase I is expressed as

z ( i )
I = �Q � ( i )

2;I + g1 + v ( i )
I ; i = 1 ; : : : ; I 1 (6)

where v ( i )
I � N c(0; � 2I N ) is the additive white Gaus-

sian noise (AWGN) vector with normalized noise power of
� 2 at the BS (with respect to user transmit power). By

stacking the received signal vectors
n

z ( i )
I

o I 1

i =1
into Z I =

h
z (1)

I ; z (2)
I ; : : : ; z ( I 1 )

I

i
2 CN � I 1 , we obtain

Z I =
�
g1; �Q

�
"

1; 1; : : : ; 1
� (1)

2;I ; � (2)
2;I ; : : : ; � ( I 1 )

2;I

#

| {z }
�� 2; I

+ VI : (7)

where �� 2;I 2 C(M 2 +1) � I 1 denotes the training re�ection
matrix of IRS 2 in Phase I andVI =

h
v (1)

I ; v (2)
I ; : : : ; v ( I 1 )

I

i
2

CN � I 1 is the corresponding AWGN matrix. By properly con-
structing the training re�ection matrix of IRS 2 in Phase I such
that rank

� �� 2;I
�

= M 2 + 1 , the least-square (LS) estimates of
g1 and �Q based on (7) are given by

h
ĝ1; �̂Q

i
= Z I

�� y
2;I =

�
g1; �Q

�
+ VI

�� y
2;I (8)

where �� y
2;I = �� H

2;I

� �� 2;I �� H
2;I

� � 1
. Note thatI 1 � M 2 + 1

6Note that� 1;I can be arbitrarily set in Phase I for our proposed channel
estimation scheme without affecting its performance.
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is required to ensurerank
� �� 2;I

�
= M 2 + 1 and thus the

existence of�� y
2;I .

Lemma 1. With the superimposed CSI�Q available after
Phase I, the channel model in(2) for the single-user case
can be simpli�ed as

h =
� �Qdiag (� 2) E ; R

� ~� 1 (9)

where ~� 1 ,
�
1; � T

1 ; � T
1

� T
2 C(2M 1 +1) � 1 and E ,

[e0; e1; : : : ; eM 1 ] 2 CM 2 � (M 1 +1) is the scaling matrix
that collects all the (lower-dimensional) scaling vectors
f em gM 1

m =0 with e0 , diag
� �d

� � 1
~u 2 CM 2 � 1 and em ,

diag
� �d

� � 1 ~dm 2 CM 2 � 1; 8m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1.

Proof. Recall from (2) that~R andf Qm gM 1
m =1 are respectively

expressed as

~R = G2diag (~u) ; Qm = G2 diag
�

~dm

�
(10)

with m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1. It is observed that~R and f Qm gM 1
m =1

in (10) share the same (common) IRS 2! BS link (i.e, G2)
as the superimposed CSI�Q in (4). As such, if taking the
superimposed CSI�Q in (4) as the reference CSI, we can re-
express (10) as

~R = G2 diag
� �d

�

| {z }
�Q

� diag
� �d

� � 1
diag (~u )

| {z }
diag( e0 )

(11)

Qm = G2 diag
� �d

�

| {z }
�Q

� diag
� �d

� � 1
diag

�
~dm

�

| {z }
diag( em )

(12)

with m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1, wheree0 , diag
� �d

� � 1
~u 2 CM 2 � 1

andem , diag
� �d

� � 1 ~dm 2 CM 2 � 1; 8m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1 denote
the scaling vectors normalized by�d. As compared to the
cascaded channel matrices~R and f Qm gM 1

m =1 , the scaling
vectorsf em gM 1

m =0 are of lower dimension with�Q being the
reference CSI. By substituting~R and Qm of (11) and (12)
into (2), the channel model in (2) for the single user case can
be equivalently expressed as

h =
M 1X

m =1

�Qdiag (em ) � 2� 1;m + �Qdiag (e0) � 2 + R� 1

= �Qdiag (� 2) [e0; e1; : : : ; eM 1 ]
| {z }

E

�
1
� 1

�
+ R� 1: (13)

Let ~� 1 ,
�
1; � T

1 ; � T
1

� T
2 C(2M 1 +1) � 1 for notational simplic-

ity and after some simple transformations, the channel model
in (13) can be further expressed in a more compact form as
in (9), thus completing the proof.

According to Lemma 1, it is suf�cient to acquire the CSI of� �Q; E ; R
	

for our considered cascaded channel estimation.
Moreover, it is worth pointing out that as compared to (2)
with totally N (M 1 + M 2) + NM 1M 2 channel coef�cients inn

f Qm gM 1
m =1 ; ~R ; R

o
under the single-user setup withK = 1 ,

the number of channel coef�cients in
� �Q; E ; R

	
based on (9)

is substantially reduced toN (M 1 + M 2) + M 2(M 1 + 1) when

N � 1 in practice. Moreover, with the superimposed CSI�Q
estimated in Phase I according to (8), we only need to further
estimatef E ; R g in the subsequent Phase II, as elaborated in
the next.

Phase II (Estimation of f E ; R g): In this phase, we
dynamically tune the re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs,
i.e.,

n
� ( i )

1;II ; � ( i )
2;II

o
, over different pilot symbols to facilitate the

joint estimation off E ; R g, where the number of pilot symbols
in Phase II is denoted byI 2. As such, the effective channel in
(9) during symboli of Phase II, denoted byh ( i )

II , is given by

h ( i )
II =

h
�Qdiag

�
� ( i )

2;II

�
E ; R

i
~� ( i )

1;II ; i = 1 ; : : : ; I 2 (14)

where~� ( i )
1;II ,

h
1; (� ( i )

1;II )T ; (� ( i )
1;II )T

i T
.

Based on the channel model in (14) withx( i )
II = 1 being

the pilot symbol transmitted by the (single) user, the received
signal at the BS during symboli of Phase II is given by

z ( i )
II =

h
�Qdiag

�
� ( i )

2;II

�
E ; R

i
~� ( i )

1;II + v ( i )
II (15)

wherev ( i )
II � N c(0; � 2I N ) is the AWGN vector at the BS.

Note that �Q can be regarded as the spatial observation matrix
for E in (15) and its column rank will affect the training
re�ection design and the corresponding minimum training
overhead of Phase II. As such, for the joint estimation of
f E ; R g, we consider the following two cases depending on
whether �Q is of full column rank or not.

1) Case 1: N � M 2. In this case, we design the time-
varying re�ection phase-shifts of IRS 2 as� ( i )

2;II =  ( i )
II � 2;II ,

where  ( i )
II with j ( i )

II j = 1 denotes the time-varying com-
mon phase shift that is applied to all the re�ecting ele-
ments/subsurfaces of IRS 2 (given the initial re�ection phase-
shifts of IRS 2 in Phase II as� 2;II ). For simplicity, we set
� 2;II = 1M 2 � 1 and the resultant received signal in (15) reduces
to7

z ( i )
II =

h
 ( i )

II
�QE ; R

i
~� ( i )

1;II + v ( i )
II

=
� �QE ; R

�

| {z }
F

2

6
4

 ( i )
II

 ( i )
II � ( i )

1;II

� ( i )
1;II

3

7
5 + v ( i )

II (16)

where F 2 CN � (2M 1 +1) denotes the composite CSI of� �Q; E ; R
	

. By stacking the received signal vectors
n

z ( i )
II

o

over I 2 pilot symbols asZ II =
h
z (1)

II ; z (2)
II ; : : : ; z ( I 2 )

II

i
2

CN � I 2 , we obtain

Z II = F

2

6
4

 (1)
II ;  (2)

II ; : : : ;  ( I 2 )
II

 (1)
II � (1)

1;II ;  (2)
II � (2)

1;II ; : : : ;  ( I 2 )
II � ( I 2 )

1;II

� (1)
1;II ; � (2)

1;II ; : : : ; � ( I 2 )
1;II

3

7
5

| {z }

 II

+ VII

(17)

7Note that� 2;II can be arbitrarily set in Phase II for our proposed channel
estimation scheme in the case ofN � M 2 without affecting its performance.
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where
 II 2 C(2M 1 +1) � I 2 denotes the joint training re�ection

matrix of the phase shifts
n

� ( i )
1;II

o I 2

i =1
at IRS 1 and the

(common) phase shifts
n

 ( i )
II

o I 2

i =1
at IRS 2, andVII =

h
v (1)

II ; v (2)
II ; : : : ; v ( I 2 )

II

i
2 CN � I 2 is the corresponding AWGN

matrix in Phase II. By properly constructing the joint training
re�ection matrix 
 II such thatrank (
 II ) = 2 M 1 + 1 , the LS
estimate ofF based on (17) is given by

F̂ = Z II 
 y
II = F + VII 
 y

II (18)

where 
 y
II = 
 H

II

�

 II 
 H

II

� � 1
. Note that I 2 � 2M 1 + 1

is required to ensurerank (
 II ) = 2 M 1 + 1 and thus the
existence of
 y

II . With the CSI of �Q and F estimated in
(8) and (18), respectively, the LS estimates ofE and R are
respectively given by

Ê =
�

�̂QH �̂Q
� � 1

�̂QH
h
F̂

i

:;1:M 1 +1
(19)

R̂ =
h
F̂

i

:;M 1 +2:2 M 1 +1
: (20)

With the CSI of
� �Q; E ; R

	
estimated in (8) and (18)-

(20) for the case ofN � M 2, we can then recover the
estimated CSI of the double-re�ection channelsf Qm gM 1

m =1
and the single-re�ection channel~R according to (11) and (12)
in the proof of Lemma 1. As such, accounting for both Phases
I and II, the minimum training overhead in terms of number
of pilot symbols required is2M 1 + M 2 + 2 for the proposed
channel estimation scheme in the case ofN � M 2 under the
single-user setup.

2) Case 2:N < M 2. Recall from (16) that[F ]:;1:M 1 +1 =
�QE . In this case, since�Q is (column) rank-de�cient, i.e.,
rank

� �Q
�

= N < M 2, we cannot estimateE according to
(19). As such, we propose to simultaneously tune the training
re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs over time to jointly
estimatef E ; R g for the case ofN < M 2. Speci�cally, the
received signal at the BS during symboli of Phase II in (15)
can be re-expressed as

z ( i )
II = �Qdiag

�
� ( i )

2;II

�
E ~� ( i )

1;II + R� ( i )
1;II + v ( i )

II

(a)
=

�
( ~� ( i )

1;II )T 
 �Qdiag
�

� ( i )
2;II

��
vec(E )

+
�

(� ( i )
1;II )T 
 I N

�
vec(R ) + v ( i )

II

=
h
( ~� ( i )

1;II )T 
 �Q	 ( i )
II ; (� ( i )

1;II )T 
 I N

i �
vec(E )
vec(R )

�
+ v ( i )

II

(21)

where (a) is obtained according to the property of Kro-
necker product for vectorization,~� ( i )

1;II ,
�
1; (� ( i )

1;II )T
� T

,

and 	 ( i )
II , diag

�
� ( i )

2;II

�
. By stacking the received sig-

nal vectors
n

z ( i )
II

o
over I 2 pilot symbols as zII =

h
(z (1)

II )T ; (z (2)
II )T ; : : : ; (z ( I 2 )

II )T
i T

2 CI 2 N � 1, we obtain

zII =

2

6
6
6
4

( ~� (1)
1;II )T 
 �Q	 ( i )

II ;
�

(� (1)
1;II )T 
 I N

�

...
...

( ~� ( I 2 )
1;II )T 
 �Q	 ( i )

II ;
�

(� ( I 2 )
1;II )T 
 I N

�

3

7
7
7
5

| {z }
� 2 CI 2 N � ( M 2 + M 1 M 2 + NM 1 )

�
vec(E )
vec(R )

�
+ v II

(22)

wherev II =
h
(v (1)

II )T ; (v (2)
II )T ; : : : ; (v ( I 2 )

II )T
i T

2 CI 2 N � 1 is
the corresponding AWGN vector in Phase II. Accordingly, if

we design the training re�ection phase-shifts
n

� ( i )
1;II ; � ( i )

2;II

o I 2

i =1
at the two IRSs properly such thatrank (� ) = M 2 + M 1M 2 +
NM 1, the LS estimates ofE and R based on (22) can be
obtained as

�
vec(Ê )
vec(R̂ )

�
= � yzII =

�
vec(E )
vec(R )

�
+ � yv II (23)

where � y =
�
� H �

� � 1
� H . Note that sinceI 2N � M 2 +

M 1M 2 + NM 1 is required to ensurerank (� ) = M 2 +
M 1M 2 + NM 1 with I 2 being an integer, we haveI 2 �� M 2 + M 1 M 2 + NM 1

N

�
=

l
(M 1 +1) M 2

N

m
+ M 1.

Similar to the case ofN � M 2, after estimating the CSI
of

� �Q; E ; R
	

based on (8) and (23) for the case ofN <
M 2, we can also obtain the estimated CSI off Qm gM 1

m =1 and
~R according to (11) and (12) in the proof of Lemma 1. As
such, the corresponding minimum training overhead in terms
of number of pilot symbols is

l
(M 1 +1) M 2

N

m
+ M 1 + M 2 + 1

over Phases I and II for the case ofN < M 2 under the single-
user setup. Finally, it is worth pointing out that although the LS
channel estimation based on (22)-(23) for the case ofN < M 2

can also be applied to the case ofN � M 2, it is generally less
ef�cient due to the more re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs
required during Phase II as well as the higher complexity of
the larger-size matrix inversion operation for� y, as compared
to the case ofN � M 2 in Section III-A1.

B. Training Re�ection Phase-Shift Design

In this subsection, we optimize the training re�ection phase-
shift design to minimize the channel estimation error over the
two training phases proposed in Section III-A.

Phase I: The mean squared error (MSE) of the LS channel
estimation in (8) is given by

" I =
1

N (M 2 + 1)
E

� 


h
ĝ1; �̂Q

i
�

�
g1; �Q

� 



2

F

�

=
1

N (M 2 + 1)
E

� 

 VI �� y

2;I





2

F

�

=
1

N (M 2 + 1)
tr

� �
�� y

2;I

� H
E

�
V H

I VI
	 �� y

2;I

�

=
� 2

M 2 + 1
tr

n � �� 2;I �� H
2;I

� � 1
o

(24)

whereE
�

V H
I VI

	
= � 2N I I 1 . Similar to [27], [28], the MSE

in (24) can be minimized if and only if�� 2;I
�� H

2;I = I 1I M 2 +1 .
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Accordingly, we can design the training re�ection matrix�� 2;I

of IRS 2 in Phase I as e.g., the submatrix of theI 1 � I 1 discrete
Fourier transform (DFT) matrix with its �rstM 2 +1 rows and
thus achieve the minimum MSE as"min

I = � 2

I 1
for Phase I.

Phase II: Next, we jointly optimize the training re�ection
phase-shifts of the two IRSs in Phase II to minimize the MSE,
which is divided into the following two cases forN � M 2

andN < M 2, respectively, as in Section III-A.
1) Case 1: N � M 2. The MSE of the LS channel

estimation in (18) is given by

" II =
1

N (2M 1 + 1)
E

� 

 F̂ � F





2

F

�

=
1

N (2M 1 + 1)
E

� 

 VII 
 y

II





2

F

�

=
1

N (2M 1 + 1)
tr

� �

 y

II

� H
E

�
V H

II VII
	


 y
II

�

=
� 2

2M 1 + 1
tr

n�

 II 
 H

II

� � 1
o

(25)

whereE
�

V H
II VII

	
= � 2N I I 2 . Similarly, the MSE in (25) can

be minimized if and only if
 II 
 H
II = I 2I 2M 1 +1 . However,

recall from (17) that
 II is the joint training re�ection matrix

of the phase-shifts
n

� ( i )
1;II

o I 2

i =1
at IRS 1 and the (common)

phase shifts
n

 ( i )
II

o I 2

i =1
at IRS 2, whose design is more

involved as compared to that of�� 2;I in Phase I. For the
purpose of exposition, let H

II =
h
 (1)

II ; : : : ;  ( I 2 )
II

i
2 C1� I 2

denote the (common) phase-shift vector at IRS 2 and� 1;II =h
� (1)

1;II ; : : : ; � ( I 2 )
1;II

i
2 CM 1 � I 2 denote the re�ection phase-shift

matrix at IRS 1 in Phase II. By substituting H
II and � 1;II

into the joint training re�ection matrix
 II in (17), we have


 II 
 H
II =

2

4
 H

II
� 1;II diag( H

II )
� 1;II

3

5
�
 II ; diag( II )� H

1;II ; � H
1;II

�

(b)
=

2

4
I 2 11� I 2 � H

1;II  H
II � H

1;II
� 1;II 1I 2 � 1 � 1;II � H

1;II � 1;II diag( H
II )� H

1;II
� 1;II  II � 1;II diag( II )� H

1;II � 1;II � H
1;II

3

5

(26)

where(b) holds since H
II  II = I 2, diag( H

II ) II = 1I 2 � 1,
and diag( H

II )diag( II ) = I I 2 for the (common) phase-shift
vector at IRS 2. Then the optimal condition of
 II 
 H

II =
I 2I 2M 1 +1 to achieve the minimum MSE in (25) is equivalent
to the following conditions:

� 1;II � H
1;II = I 2I M 1 ; (27)

� 1;II 1I 2 � 1 = 0M 1 � 1; (28)

� 1;II  II = 0M 1 � 1; (29)

� 1;II diag( H
II )� H

1;II = 0M 1 � M 1 : (30)

As such, we need to carefully construct� 1;II and  H
II to

satisfy all the conditions in (27)-(30) under the full-re�ection
constraint with the always-ON IRSs so as to minimize the
MSE in (25), which, however, is not a trivial task.

Fortunately, we notice that the DFT matrix has the perfect
orthogonality desired and the summation of each row (except

2
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1 1
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H
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•
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Fig. 2. Illustration of constructing an optimal joint training design of� 1;II
and  II .

the �rst row with all-one elements) is0, which can be exploited
for the joint training re�ection design of� 1;II and  II . In
particular, we need to carefully selectM + 1 rows from the
DFT matrix to construct� 1;II and  II for achieving perfect
orthogonality in 
 II , so as to minimize the MSE in (25).8

To this end, we propose to construct an optimal joint training
re�ection design of� 1;II and II as follows.

Let W denote theI 2 � I 2 DFT matrix, whereI 2 � 2M 1 +1
is required for the LS estimation in (18). First, we move the
�rst row of W to the last and form a newI 2 � I 2 matrix
denoted by ~W . To satisfy the conditions in (27)-(28), we let
the training re�ection matrix at IRS 1 as the �rstM 1 rows
of ~W , i.e., � 1;II = [ ~W ]1:M 1 ;:. Then it can be observed that,
if we design the common phase-shift vector at IRS 2 as the
(M 1 + 1) -th row of ~W , i.e.,  H

II = [ ~W ]M 1 +1 ;:, we then
have � 1;II diag( H

II ) = [ ~W ]M 1 +2:2 M 1 +1 ;: due to the row-
shifting effect ofdiag( H

II ) on � 1;II and thus the conditions
in (29)-(30) can be simultaneously satis�ed due to the pairwise
orthogonality among rows in~W . The above optimal training
re�ection matrix construction is illustrated in Fig. 2. With
the optimal� 1;II and  II that satisfy
 II 
 H

II = I 2I 2M 1 +1 ,
the minimum MSE of (25) is achieved, which is given by
"min

II = � 2

I 2
for Phase II.

2) Case 2: N < M 2. The MSE of the LS channel
estimation in (23) is given by

"0
II =

1
M 2 + M 1M 2 + NM 1

E

( 




�
vec(Ê )
vec(R̂ )

�
�

�
vec(E )
vec(R )

� 




2)

=
1

M 2 + M 1M 2 + NM 1
E

� 

 � yv II





2
�

=
1

M 2 + M 1M 2 + NM 1
tr

n
� yE

�
v II vH

II

	 �
� y� H

o

=
� 2

M 2 + M 1M 2 + NM 1
tr

n �
� H �

� � 1
o

(31)

8The performance of the heuristic training re�ection designof � 1;II and
 II by drawing arbitraryM 1 +1 rows from the DFT matrix will be evaluated
by simulations in Section V, which is shown to be much worse than that of
our proposed training re�ection design.
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� H � =

"
( ~� (1)

1;II )� 
 ( �Q	 (1)
II )H � � � ( ~� ( I 2 )

1;II )� 
 ( �Q	 ( I 2 )
II )H

(� (1)
1;II )� 
 I N � � � (� ( I 2 )

1;II )� 
 I N

#
2

6
6
4

( ~� (1)
1;II )T 
 �Q	 (1)

II (� (1)
1;II )T 
 I N

...
...

( ~� ( I 2 )
1;II )T 
 �Q	 ( I 2 )

II (� ( I 2 )
1;II )T 
 I N

3

7
7
5

(c)
=

I 2X

i =1

2

4

�
( ~� ( i )

1;II )� ( ~� ( i )
1;II )T

�



�
( �Q	 ( i )

II )H �Q	 ( i )
II

� �
( ~� ( i )

1;II )� (� ( i )
1;II )T

�



�
( �Q	 ( i )

II )H
�

�
(� ( i )

1;II )� ( ~� ( i )
1;II )T

�



�
�Q	 ( i )

II

� �
(� ( i )

1;II )� (� ( i )
1;II )T

�

 I N

3

5 (32)

where E
�

v II vH
II

	
= � 2I I 2 N . Moreover, according to the

expression of� given in (22), we have (32) shown at the
top of next page, where(c) in (32) is obtained according to
the mixed-product property of Kronecker product.

It is noted that for any arbitrary�Q involved in (32), it is
generally dif�cult (if not impossible in some special cases)
to jointly design the optimal training re�ection phase-shiftsn

� ( i )
1;II ; � ( i )

2;II

o I 2

i =1
at the two IRSs in Phase II to minimize

the MSE in (31). Alternatively, we can construct the training

re�ection phase-shifts
n

� ( i )
1;II ; � ( i )

2;II

o I 2

i =1
based on some orthog-

onal matrices (e.g., the DFT matrix, Hadamard matrix, and
circulant matrix generated by Zadoff-Chu sequence [39]) to
achieverank (� ) = M 2 + M 1M 2 + NM 1 required by the LS
estimation in (23).

IV. D OUBLE-IRS CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR

MULTI -USERCASE

For the multi-user channel estimation, a straightforward
method is by adopting the single-user channel estimation in
Section III to estimate the cascaded channels ofK users
separately over consecutive time, which, however, increases
the total training overhead byK times as compared to the
single-user case and thus is practically prohibitive ifK is
large. To achieve more ef�cient channel training, we extend
the proposed channel estimation scheme and training re�ection
design for the single-user case in Section III to the general
multi-user case in this section in a different way. The key
idea is to exploit the fact that given the cascaded channel of
an arbitrary user (referred to as the reference user) estimated
as in the single-user case (cf. Section III), the other users'
cascaded channels can be expressed as lower-dimensional
scaled versions of it and thus estimated with substantially
reduced channel training. The detailed channel estimation
scheme and training re�ection design for the general multi-
user case are elaborated in the two subsequent subsections,
respectively.

A. Extended Channel Estimation Scheme for Multiple Users

After estimating the cascaded channel of an arbitrary user
as in the single-user case of Section III, the cascaded channels
of the other users can be ef�ciently estimated by exploiting
the property that all the users share the common IRS 2! BS
(i.e, G2), IRS 1! BS (i.e, G1), and IRS 1! IRS 2 (i.e,D )
links in their respective single- and double-re�ection channels
(see Fig. 1). In particular, we have the following lemma for
the cascaded channels of the other users.

Lemma 2. With the cascaded CSI of an arbitrary user
(say, f Q1;m gM 1

m =1 , ~R 1, and R 1 of user 1) available as the
reference CSI, we only need to estimate the scaling vectors
bk = diag ( u 1)� 1 u k 2 CM 1 � 1 and ~bk = diag ( ~u 1)� 1 ~u k 2
CM 2 � 1 to acquire the cascaded CSI of the remainingK � 1
users withk = 2 ; : : : ; K .

Proof. If given the cascaded CSI of user 1 as the refer-
ence CSI, we can rewrite the two single-re�ection channelsn

R k ; ~R k

o
; 8k = 2 ; : : : ; K in (2) as

R k = G1diag (u k ) = G1diag (u 1) � diag (u 1)� 1 u k

= R 1diag (bk ) (33)
~R k = G2diag (~u k ) = G2diag (~u 1) � diag (~u 1)� 1 ~u k

= ~R 1diag
�

~bk

�
(34)

and the double-re�ection channelsf Qk;m gM 1

m =1 ; 8k =
2; : : : ; K in (2) as

Qk;m = G2diag
�

~dk;m

�
= G2diag (dm uk;m )

= G2diag (dm u1;m ) � u� 1
1;m uk;m = Q1;m bk;m (35)

with m = 1 ; : : : ; M 1, where bk , [bk; 1; : : : ; bk;M 1 ]T =
diag (u 1)� 1 u k 2 CM 1 � 1 and ~bk = diag ( ~u 1)� 1 ~u k 2
CM 2 � 1 are two scaling vectors of userk! IRS 1 and
user k! IRS 2 channels normalized byu 1 and ~u 1, respec-
tively. As such, with the cascaded CSI of user 1 available as the

reference CSI, we only need to further estimate
n

bk ; ~bk

oK

k=2
to acquire the cascaded CSI of the remainingK � 1 users
according to the channel relationship in (33)-(35), thus com-
pleting the proof.

According to Lemma 2, after acquiring the cascaded CSI
of user 1 as for the single-user case in Section III, we only

need to further estimate the scaling vectors
n

bk ; ~bk

oK

k=2
for

the remainingK � 1 users. By substituting (33)-(35) into (2),
we can re-express the channel model in (2) as

h k =
M 1X

m =1

Q1;m � 2� 1;m bk;m + ~R 1diag
�

~bk

�
� 2 + R 1diag (bk ) � 1

= [ Q1;1� 2; : : : ; Q1;M � 2] diag (� 1) bk

+ ~R 1diag (� 2) ~bk + R 1diag (� 1) bk

=
h
([Q1;1� 2; : : : ; Q1;M � 2] + R 1) � 1; ~R 1� 2

i

| {z }
B 2 CN � ( M 1 + M 2 )

�
bk
~bk

�

| {z }
� k

(36)
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where � k 2 C(M 1 + M 2 ) � 1 denotes the the stacked scaling
vector of userk. Following Phases I-II for estimating the
cascaded CSI of the single user (i.e., user 1) in Section III,
we propose the joint estimation off � k gK

k=2 in the subsequent
Phase III, which is elaborated in the next.

Phase III (Estimation of f bk ; ~bk gK
k=2 ): In this phase, we

�x the re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs for simplicity9,
i.e., � ( i )

1;III = � 1;III and � ( i )
2;III = � 2;III , and design the

concurrent pilot symbols for the remainingK � 1 users
to facilitate the joint estimation off � k gK

k=2 . Based on the
channel model in (36) with the �xed re�ection phase-shifts
f � 1;III ; � 2;III g of the two IRSs, the received signal at the BS
during symbol periodi of Phase III can be expressed as

z ( i )
III =

KX

k=2

x( i )
k B� k + v ( i )

III = B [� 2; : : : ; � K ]
| {z }

�

x ( i ) + v ( i )
III (37)

where i = 1 ; : : : ; I 3 with I 3 denoting the number of (pilot)

symbol periods in Phase III,x ( i ) =
h
x( i )

2 ; : : : ; x( i )
K

i T
2

C(K � 1) � 1 denotes the pilot symbol vector transmitted by the
remainingK � 1 users, andv ( i )

III � N c(0; � 2I N ) is the AWGN
vector with normalized noise power of� 2. Note thatB can
be regarded as the spatial observation matrix for (37) and its
column rank will affect the training design and the correspond-
ing minimum training overhead of Phase III. As such, for the
joint estimation of� , [� 2; : : : ; � K ] 2 C(M 1 + M 2 ) � (K � 1) ,
we consider the following two cases depending on whetherB
is of full column rank or not.

1) Case 1: N � M 1 + M 2. In this case, we stack the
received signal vectors

n
z ( i )

III

o
over I 3 symbol periods as

Z III =
h
z (1)

III ; z (2)
III ; : : : ; z ( I 3 )

III

i
2 CN � I 3 and thus obtain

Z III = B � X + VIII (38)

whereX =
�
x (1) ; x (2) ; : : : ; x ( I 3 )

�
2 C(K � 1) � I 3 is the pilot

symbol matrix of the remainingK � 1 users andVIII =h
v (1)

III ; v (2)
III ; : : : ; v ( I 3 )

III

i
2 CN � I 3 is the corresponding AWGN

matrix. By properly designing the training re�ection phase-
shifts f � 1;III ; � 2;III g of the two IRSs as well as the pilot
symbol matrix X such that rank (B ) = M 1 + M 2 and
rank (X ) = K � 1, the LS estimate of� based on (38) is
given by

�̂ = B yZ III X y = � + B yVIII X y (39)

where B y =
�
B H B

� � 1
B H and X y = X H

�
XX H

� � 1
.

Note thatI 3 � K � 1 is required to ensurerank (X ) = K � 1
and thus the existence ofX y for the case ofN � M 1 + M 2.

2) Case 2: N < M 1 + M 2. In this case, sinceB is
(column) rank-de�cient, i.e.,rank (B ) = N < M 1 + M 2,
we cannot estimate� according to (39). Alternatively, we
stack the received signal vectorsf z ( i )

III g overI 3 symbol periods

as zIII =
h
(z (1)

III )T ; (z (2)
III )T ; : : : ; (z ( I 3 )

III )T
i T

= vec (Z III ) 2

9Note that since the cascaded CSI off Q 1;m gM 1
m =1 , ~R 1 , and R 1 has

been acquired in Phases I-II, we can next optimize the IRS re�ection phase-
shifts

�
� 1;III ; � 2;III

	
in B to facilitate the joint estimation off � k gK

k =2 in
Phase III.

CI 3 N � 1 and thus obtain

zIII =
�
X T 
 B

�
vec (� ) + v III (40)

wherev III =
h
(v (1)

III )T ; (v (2)
III )T ; : : : ; (v ( I 3 )

III )T
i T

2 CI 3 N � 1 is
the corresponding AWGN vector in Phase III. Accordingly, if
we design the training re�ection phase-shiftsf � 1;III ; � 2;III g of
the two IRSs as well as the pilot symbol matrixX properly
such thatrank

�
X T 
 B

�
= ( K � 1)(M 1 + M 2), the LS

estimate ofvec (� ) based on (40) is given by

vec
�

�̂
�

=
�
X T 
 B

� y
zIII =vec ( � ) +

�
X T 
 B

� y
v III (41)

where
�
X T 
 B

� y
=

��
X T 
 B

� H �
X T 
 B

�� � 1�
X T 
 B

� H
.

Note that sinceI 3N � (K � 1)(M 1 + M 2) is required to
ensure rank

�
X T 
 B

�
= ( K � 1)(M 1 + M 2) with I 3

being an integer, we haveI 3 �
l

(K � 1)( M 1 + M 2 )
N

m
for the

case of N < M 1 + M 2. Moreover, it is worth pointing
out that the LS channel estimation based on (41) for the
case ofN < M 1 + M 2 can also be applied to the case of
N � M 1 + M 2, but it incurs higher complexity due to the
larger-size matrix inversion operation for

�
X T 
 B

� y
.

B. Training Design for Multiple Users

It can be veri�ed that for the case ofN � M 1 + M 2, the
LS channel estimation based on (41) is also equivalent to that
based on (39) with proper vectorization. As such, we focus on
the MSE derivation for the LS channel estimation based on
(41), which is given by

" III =
1

(K � 1)(M 1 + M 2)
E

� 

 vec

�
�̂

�
� vec (� )





2
�

=
1

(K � 1)(M 1 + M 2)
E

� 



�
X T 
 B

� y
v III





2
�

=
1

(K � 1)(M 1 + M 2)
tr
�
�
X T 
 B

� y
E

�
v III vH

III

	 � �
X T 
 B

� y
� H

�

=
� 2

(K � 1)(M 1 + M 2)
tr

� � �
X T 
 B

� H �
X T 
 B

� � � 1
�

(d)
=

� 2

(K � 1)(M 1 + M 2)
tr

n�
XX H � � 1

o
tr

n�
B H B

� � 1
o

(42)

whereE
�

v III vH
III

	
= � 2I I 3 N and(d) is obtained according to

the mixed-product and trace properties of Kronecker product.
As such, the MSE minimization in (42) is equivalent to min-
imizing tr

n �
XX H

� � 1
o

and tr
n �

B H B
� � 1

o
, respectively.

Speci�cally, the minimization of tr
n �

XX H
� � 1

o
can be

achieved if and only ifXX H = I 3I K � 1, which implies
that the pilot sequences from the remainingK � 1 users
should be orthogonal to each other in Phase III. Accordingly,
we can design the pilot symbol matrixX in Phase III as
e.g., the submartix of theI 3 � I 3 DFT matrix with its �rst
K � 1 rows. On the other hand, since the matrixB involves
the cascaded CSI off Q1;m gM 1

m =1 , ~R 1, and R 1 which can
be arbitrary in practice, it is generally dif�cult to design
the optimal training re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs
to minimize tr

n �
B H B

� � 1
o

. Alternatively, we can design
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the training re�ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs based on
some orthogonal matrices/sequences (e.g., the DFT matrix),
to satisfy the rank conditions required by the LS channel
estimations in (39) and (41), whose performance will be
examined by simulations in Section V.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to validate the
effectiveness of our proposed channel estimation scheme as
well as the corresponding training design for the double-IRS
aided multi-user MIMO system. Under the three-dimensional
(3D) Cartesian coordinate system, we assume that the central
(reference) points of the BS, IRS 2, IRS 1, and user cluster
are located at(1; 0; 2), (0; 0:5; 1), (0; 49:5; 1), and (1; 50; 0)
in meter (m), respectively. Moreover, we assume that the BS
is equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA); while the
two distributed IRSs are equipped with uniform planar arrays
(UPAs). As the element-grouping strategy adopted in [27],
[37], each IRS subsurface is a small-size UPA composed of
5 � 5 adjacent re�ecting elements that share a common phase
shift for reducing design complexity. The distance-dependent
channel path loss is modeled as =  0=d� , where 0 denotes
the path loss at the reference distance of 1 m which is set as
 0 = � 30 dB for all individual links,d denotes the individual
link distance, and� denotes the path loss exponent which is set
as2:2 for the link between the user cluster/BS and its nearby
serving IRS (due to the short distance) and set as3 for the
other links (due to the relatively longer distances). Without
loss of generality, all the users are assumed to have equal
transmit power, i.e.,Pk = P; 8k = 1 ; : : : ; K and the noise
power at the BS is set as� 2

N = � 65 dBm. Accordingly, the
normalized noise power at the BS is given by� 2 = � 2

N =P.
Note that there has been very limited work on channel

estimation for the double-IRS aided system with the co-
existence of single- and double-re�ection links. As such, we
consider the following two benchmark channel estimation
schemes for comparison.

� Decoupled scheme with ON/OFF IRSs [1]:For the
single-user case of this scheme, the cascaded channels of
the two single-re�ection links, each corresponding to one
of the two IRSs respectively, are successively estimated
at the multi-antenna BS with the other IRS turned OFF.
Then, after canceling the signals over the two single-
re�ection channels estimated, the higher-dimensional
double-re�ection (i.e., user! IRS 1! IRS 2! BS) chan-
nel is ef�ciently estimated at the BS by exploiting the fact
that its cascaded channel coef�cients are scaled versions
of those of the single-re�ection (i.e., user! IRS 2! BS)
channel due to their commonly shared IRS 2! BS link.
For the multi-user case, by leveraging the same (common)
channel relationship among users in Lemma 2, the scaling

vectorsf bk gK
k=2 and

n
~bk

o K

k=2
are separately estimated

at the BS with one of the two IRSs turned OFF.
� Benchmark scheme based on [26]:We extend the

channel estimation method proposed in [26] as another
benchmark scheme, where the double-re�ection channel
is estimated at each BS antenna in parallel without

0 10 20 30 40 50
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104

(a) Training overhead versus number of BS antennasN .

0 5 10 15 20

102

103

104

(b) Training overhead versus number of usersK .
Fig. 3. Training overhead comparison of different channel estimation
schemes.

exploiting the (common) channel relationship with the
single-re�ection channels, and the cascaded channels of
K users are separately estimated over consecutive time.
Moreover, as the single-re�ection channels were ignored
in [26], the same decoupled channel estimation for the
two single-re�ection channels in [1] is adopted for each
user in this benchmark scheme.

A. Training Overhead Comparison

The training overhead comparison between the proposed
channel estimation scheme and the two benchmark schemes
is shown in Table I, whereM 1 = M 2 = M=2 is assumed for
ease of exposition. As can be seen in Table I, by exploiting the
peculiar channel relationship over single- and double-re�ection
channels as well as that among multiple users, both the pro-
posed channel estimation scheme with always-ON IRSs and
the decoupled channel estimation scheme with ON/OFF IRSs
incur much lower-order training overhead than the benchmark
scheme based on [26], especially whenN � M . In the rest of
this section, given the total number of subsurfacesM = 40,
we setM 1 = M 2 = M=2 = 20 for the two distributed IRSs.

In Fig. 3(a), we show the required training overhead versus
the number of BS antennasN . It is observed that for both
the proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes, their
training overheads decrease dramatically with the increasing
number of BS antennasN , which is in sharp contrast to
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TABLE I
TRAINING OVERHEAD COMPARISON FORDIFFERENTCHANNEL ESTIMATION SCHEMES(ASSUMEM 1 = M 2 = M=2)

Minimum number of (pilot) symbol periods
N � M M > N � M=2 N < M= 2

Proposed scheme with always-ON IRSs 3
2 M + K + 1 3

2 M + 2 +
l

(K � 1)M
N

m
M + 1 +

l
(M +2) M

4N

m
+

l
(K � 1)M

N

m

Decoupled scheme with ON/OFF IRSs [1] 3
2 M + 2( K � 1) M +

l
M 2

4N

m
+ 2

l
(K � 1)M

2N

m

Benchmark scheme based on [26] KM + 1
4 KM 2

the benchmark scheme based on [26] where its training
overhead is independent ofN . This is expected since both the
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes exploit
the (common) channel relationship and the multiple antennas
at the BS for joint cascaded channel estimation to reduce their
training overheads substantially; whereas in the benchmark
scheme based on [26], the BS estimates its cascaded channels
associated with different antennas/users independently in par-
allel without exploiting the channel relationship betweenthem.
When the number of BS antennas is suf�ciently large (i.e.,
N � M = 40), the required training overheads of the pro-
posed and decoupled channel estimation schemes reach their
respective lower bounds of32 M + K + 1 and 3

2 M + 2( K � 1)
pilot symbols, as given in Table I.

In Fig. 3(b), we show the required training overhead versus
the number of usersK . One can observe that the training
overhead increment is marginal in both the proposed and
decoupled channel estimation schemes as the number of users
K increases. In contrast, the training overhead required by
the benchmark scheme based on [26] increases dramatically
with K since it estimates the channels of different users
separately over consecutive time. In particular, the additional
training overhead with one more user is maxf 1;

�
M
N

�
g and

maxf 2; 2
�

M
2N

�
g for the proposed and decoupled channel esti-

mation schemes, respectively; whereas that for the benchmark
scheme based on [26] isM + 1

4 M 2, which is considerably
higher whenM is large.

B. Normalized MSE Comparison for Single-User Case

In the following simulations, we calculate the normalized
MSE for different channels estimated over1; 000 independent
fading channel realizations. For example, the normalized MSE
of the cascaded user! IRS 1! BS channelR estimated is
given by

"R =
1

NM 1
E

� 

 R̂ � R





2

F

.
kR k2

F

�
: (43)

The normalized MSE of other channels estimated can be
similarly calculated as the above.

We �rst compare different training re�ection designs of
the proposed channel estimation scheme under the single-user
setup with N = 25. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we show the
normalized MSE versus user transmit powerP for different
training re�ection designs in Phases I and II, respectively. It
is observed that the theoretical (theo.) analysis of MSE given
in Section III-B is in perfect agreement with the simulation
(sim.) results for our proposed optimal training design in the
two Phases. For Phase I shown in Fig. 4(a), the proposed
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User transmit power,  P (dBm)
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(a) Normalized MSE of�Q in Phase I versus user transmit powerP .
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(b) Normalized MSE ofF in Phase II versus user transmit powerP .

Fig. 4. Normalized MSE comparison of different training re�ection designs
for the single-user case withN = 25 .

DFT-based design achieves up to10 dB power gain over the
random phase-shift design where the training re�ection phase-
shifts of �� 2;I are randomly generated following the uniform
distribution within [0; 2� ). For Phase II shown in Fig. 4(b),
the joint training re�ection design of the two IRSs is more
involved and we consider the heuristic DFT-based design with
� 1;II and II drawn from the �rst (or any randomly selected)
M 1 +1 rows of theI 2 � I 2 DFT matrix as another benchmark
design for comparison. It is observed from Fig. 4(b) that by
carefully choosingM 1 + 1 rows from the DFT matrix to
ensure the perfect orthogonality of
 II with the joint training
re�ection design of� 1;II and  II , our proposed DFT-based
design achieves much lower MSE than the heuristic DFT-based
design as well as the random phase-shift design.

In Fig. 5, we show the normalized MSE versus the number
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(a) Normalized MSE versus number of pilot symbols allocatedto Phase I
for estimating

� �Q ; E ; R
	

in (9) of Lemma 1.

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

10-4

10-3

(b) Normalized MSE versus number of pilot symbols allocatedto Phase I
for estimating

n
f Q m gM 1

m =1 ; ~R ; R
o

in (2).

Fig. 5. Normalized MSE versus number of pilot symbols allocated to Phase
I for the single-user case, where the total number of pilot symbols over the
two phases is �xed asI 1 + I 2 = 1062 , P = 15 dBm, andN = 25 .

of pilot symbols allocated to Phase I,I 1, for estimating
different CSI required for the channel models in (9) and (2),
respectively, where the total number of pilot symbols over
the two training phases is �xed asI 1 + I 2 = 1062 for the
single-user case. It is observed from Fig. 5 that the MSE ofn

E ; f Qm gM 1
m =1 ; ~R

o
�rst decreases and then increases with

the increasing number of pilot symbols allocated to Phase I.
This is expected since the channel estimation error of PhaseI
will affect the channel estimation performance of Phase II due
to the channel estimation error propagation. Intuitively,for the
estimation of

n
E ; f Qm gM 1

m =1 ; ~R
o

, if more pilot symbols are
allocated to Phase I, the error propagation effect to Phase II
will be reduced, while less time is left for channel estimation
in Phase II given the �xed overall training overhead. In
contrast, as the CSI�Q (R ) is estimated in Phase I (Phase II)
only without suffering from the error propagation issue, the
corresponding MSE thus monotonically decreases (increases)
with the increasing number of pilot symbols allocated to
Phase I given the �xed overall training overhead.

As shown in Fig. 3, the benchmark scheme based on [26] is
much less ef�cient due to its higher-order training overhead.
Moreover, it was shown in [1] that given the same train-

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
User transmit power,  P (dBm)
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(a) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powerP for estimating the CSI
of the two single-re�ection links

n
~R ; R

o
.
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User transmit power,  P (dBm)

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

(b) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powerP for estimating the CSI
of the double-re�ection linkf Q m gM 1

m =1 .

Fig. 6. Normalized MSE comparison of different channel estimation schemes
with N = 25 .

ing overhead, the decoupled channel estimation scheme with
ON/OFF IRSs already achieves much better performance than
the benchmark scheme based on [26] in terms of normalized
MSE. As such, we mainly focus on the normalized MSE
comparison between the proposed and decoupled channel
estimation schemes in Fig. 6, considering their comparable
minimum training overheads shown in Table I withK = 1 .

In Fig. 6(a), we compare the normalized MSE of the
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes versus
user transmit powerP for estimating the cascaded CSI
of the two single-re�ection links

n
~R ; R

o
. It is observed

that the proposed channel estimation scheme has different
(asymmetric) normalized MSE performance for estimating the
cascaded CSI of the two single-re�ection links. This can be
understood by the fact that the estimation of~R is affected
by the error propagation from Phase I to Phase II; while the
estimation ofR involves Phase II only without suffering from
the error propagation issue, as discussed for Fig. 5. In con-
trast, the decoupled channel estimation scheme has the same
(symmetric) normalized MSE performance for estimating the
cascaded CSI of the two single-re�ection links, which is
due to the successive/separate channel estimation of

n
~R ; R

o
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with equal training time. Two interesting observations are
also made as follows in comparing the performance of the
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes. First,
by exploiting the full-re�ection power of the two IRSs for
estimatingR , the proposed channel estimation scheme with
always-ON IRSs achieves up to 3 dB power gain over the
decoupled counterpart with only one of the two IRSs turned
ON successively over training. Second, the proposed channel
estimation scheme is observed to achieve lower normalized
MSE whenP � 12 dBm while higher normalized MSE when
P > 12 dBm for estimating~R , as compared to the decoupled
scheme. This is because the normalized MSE performance
of the proposed channel estimation scheme for estimating~R
is limited by the error propagation in the two phases, thus
suffering from a lower deceasing rate of the normalized MSE
as user transmit powerP increases.

In Fig. 6(b), we compare the normalized MSE of the
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes versus
user transmit powerP for estimating the cascaded CSI of the
double-re�ection linksf Qm gM 1

m =1 . As discussed in Fig. 5, the
estimation off Qm gM 1

m =1 is affected by the error propagation
from Phase I to Phase II in the proposed scheme. On the
other hand, with the signals canceled over the two single-
re�ection channels estimated and the estimated~R taken as
the reference CSI, the decoupled channel estimation scheme
encounters not only the error propagation issue but also the
residual interference due to imperfect signal cancellation for
estimating f Qm gM 1

m =1 , thus resulting in higher normalized
MSE than the proposed scheme.

C. Normalized MSE Comparison for Multi-User Case

Last, we compare the normalized MSE performance be-
tween the proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes
for the multi-user case withK = 10 in Fig. 7, considering
their comparable minimum training overheads as shown in
Fig. 3(b). Note that both the proposed and decoupled chan-
nel estimation schemes reduce the training overhead for the
multi-user case by exploiting the fact that the other users'
cascaded channels are lower-dimensional scaled versions of
an arbitrary (reference) user's cascaded channel; as a result,
both the two schemes only need to estimate the scaling vectorsn

bk ; ~bk

o K

k=2
, with user 1 taken as the reference user. For

the decoupled channel estimation scheme, the scaling vectors

f bk gK
k=2 and

n
~bk

oK

k=2
are successively estimated at the BS

with one of the two IRSs turned OFF; while for the proposed

channel estimation scheme,
n

bk ; ~bk

oK

k=2
are jointly estimated

at the BS with always-ON IRSs.
In Fig. 7(a), we show the normalized MSE of the scaling

vectors
n

bk ; ~bk

o K

k=2
by the proposed and decoupled channel

estimation schemes versus user transmit powerP under the
multi-user setup, where the cascaded CSI of user 1 (i.e.,
f Q1;m gM 1

m =1 , ~R 1, andR 1) is assumed to be perfectly available
as the reference CSI for ease of comparison. Some important
observations are made as follows. First, with the always-ON
IRSs for maximizing the signal re�ection power, the proposed
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(a) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powerP for estimating the

scaling vectors
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o K

k =2
.
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(b) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powerP for estimating the
cascaded CSI of all users.

Fig. 7. Normalized MSE comparison of different channel estimation schemes
with N = 45 andK = 10 .

channel estimation scheme achieves much better performance
than the decoupled scheme with the ON/OFF IRS re�ection
design, in terms of the normalized MSE off bk gK

k=2 andn
~bk

o K

k=2
. Second, the proposed channel estimation scheme

has different (asymmetric) normalized MSE performance for

estimatingf bk gK
k=2 and

n
~bk

oK

k=2
. This can be understood

from (33)-(35) that eachbk is associated with both the single-
re�ection (i.e., userk! IRS 1! BS) channel and the double-
re�ection (i.e., userk! IRS 1! IRS 2! BS) channel, thus
reaping higher re�ection power for channel estimation than
each ~bk that is associated with the single-re�ection (i.e.,
user k! IRS 2! BS) channel only. On the other hand, the
decoupled channel estimation scheme has the same (symmet-
ric) normalized MSE performance for estimatingf bk gK

k=2 andn
~bk

o K

k=2
, which is due to the successive/separate channel

estimation of them with nearly equal training time and single-
re�ection power.

In Fig. 7(b), we show the normalized MSE of the pro-
posed and decoupled channel estimation schemes versus user
transmit powerP accounting for all the cascaded CSI (i.e.,n

f Qk;m gM 1

m =1 ; ~R k ; R k

o
; 8k) under the multi-user case. It



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. XX, NO. XX, XXX 2021 14

is observed that the proposed channel estimation scheme
outperforms the decoupled counterpart signi�cantly. Thisis
expected due to the cumulative superior performance of the
proposed channel estimation scheme as shown in Figs. 6 and
7(a).

VI. CONCLUSIONS ANDFUTURE DIRECTIONS

In this paper, we proposed an ef�cient uplink channel
estimation scheme for the double-IRS aided multi-user MIMO
system with both IRSs always turned ON during the entire
channel training for maximizing their re�ected signal power.
For the single-user case, minimum training time is achieved
by exploiting the fact that the cascaded CSI of the single- and
double-re�ection links related to IRS 2 is lower-dimensional
scaled versions of their superimposed CSI. For the multi-
user case, by further exploiting the fact that all other users'
cascaded channels are also lower-dimensional scaled versions
of an arbitrary (reference) user's cascaded channel (estimated
as in the single-user case), the multi-user cascaded channels
are estimated with minimum training overhead. Moreover, for
the proposed channel estimation scheme, we designed the
corresponding training re�ection phase-shifts for the double
IRSs to minimize the channel estimation error over different
training phases. In addition, we showed an interesting trade-
off of training time allocation over different training phases
with their intricate error propagation effect taken into account.
Simulation results demonstrated the effectiveness of the pro-
posed channel estimation scheme and training re�ection phase-
shift design, as compared to the existing channel estimation
schemes and other heuristic training designs.

In the future, it is an interesting direction to study the
more general multi-IRS aided multi-user communication sys-
tem with multi-hop signal re�ection [38], [40], which calls
for more technically challenging system designs on channel
estimation, joint passive beamforming, and multi-IRS deploy-
ment. Moreover, besides the CSI-based (robust) beamforming
design, the beam training [31] and machine learning [41]
based methods (that do not require the CSI explicitly) are
also promising solutions to the multi-IRS aided multi-user
communication system, which deserve more investigation in
the future.
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