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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, charel
state information (CSI) is indispensable in practice but aso more
challenging to acquire, due to the presence of not only thersjle-
but also double-re ection links that are intricately coupled and
also entail more channel coef cients for estimation. In ths 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 efently
estimated at the multi-antenna base station (BS) with both te
IRSs turned ON (for maximal signal re ection), by exploitin g the
fact that their cascaded channel coef cients are scaled verons of
their superimposed lower-dimensional CSI. Then, the propsed
channel estimation scheme is extended to the multi-user aas
where given an arbitrary user's cascaded channel (estimatkas
in the single-user case), the other users' cascaded chanselan
also be expressed as lower-dimensional scaled versions band
thus ef ciently estimated at the BS. Simulation results veify
the effectiveness of the proposed channel estimation scherand
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, mult-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO).

I. INTRODUCTION

performance at low as well as sustainable energy and haedwar
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 servisg it
nearby users without taking into account the inter-IRS &ign
re ection, which, however, fails to capture the cooperativ
beamforming gains between IRSs to further improve the sys-
tem performance. Only recently, the cooperative beamfogmi
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*) 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 beamformiirg ga
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 toeh
single-re ection links in the conventional single-IRS &%.
Note that existing works on IRS channel estimation mainly
focused on the channel state information (CSI) acquisition
for the single-re ection links only([2[7]+[36], which, hower,
are inapplicable to the double-IRS aided system with the co-
existence of single- and double-re ection links as shown in
Fig.[d. In [24], the authors assumed that the two IRSs in the

NTELLIGENT reecting surface (IRS) has recentlydouble-IRS system are equipped with receive RF chains to
emerged as an innovative solution to the realization ehable signal sensing for estimating their channels with th
smart and recon gurable environment for wireless communiase station (BS)/user, separately. However, even witsivec

cations[[2]-[5]. Speci cally, IRS consists of a large numioé¢
passive re ecting elements with ultra-low power consuropfi

RF chains integrated to IRSs, the channel estimation for the
inter-IRS (i.e., IRS L IRS 2 in Figd) link still remains a

each being able to control the re ection phase shift and/dif cult task in practice (unless active sensors that cathbo
amplitude of the incident signal in a programmable manner g@nsmit and receive signals are mounted on the IRSs, which

as to collaboratively reshape the wireless propagationrotla

inevitably incurs additional hardware cost and compléxity

in favor of signal transmission. As such, different from thén contrast, the double-IRS channel estimation with fully-
existing transmission techniques that can only adapt to passive IRSs was investigated in[26], but without the singl
have no control over the random wireless channels, IRS pre-ection links considered and for the single-user casey.onl
vides a new means to effectively combat with wireless chianrle [1], we presented a decoupled channel estimation scheme
fading impairment and co-channel interference. Furtheemofor the general double-IRS aided system with multiple BS
as being of light weight and free of radio frequency (RRantennas/users, which successively estimates the twdesing
chains, large-scale IRSs can be densely deployed in varisasction channels (each corresponding to one of the twesIRS
wireless communication systems| [6]-[12] to enhance thdirrned ON with the other turned OFF, respectively) and then
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the double-re ection channel (with the signals canceledrov

the two single-re ection channels estimated) in a decodiple
manner. Although this scheme substantially reduces tle-tra

ing overhead of that i [26], it suffers from not only resitiua

interference due to imperfect signal cancellation (based o
the estimated single-re ection channels) but also conaidle

re ection power loss due to the ON/OFF re ection control of
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——» Double-reflection link ----p Single-reflection link dimensional scaling factors and the other single-re attio

‘ 1}
I ‘
{ | 1 IRS subsurface Reflecting element 1 (i.e., user IRS 11 BS) channel need to be estimated at

IR_ 2 ~ IRS1 the multi-antenna BS, thus greatly red_ucing the training_
= /I | 1I~--F\1 overhead. The proposed channel estimation scheme is
P D L] further extended to the multi-user case, where given an
=) ’J. ________________________ o~ 1---!“5\1 arbitrary user's cascaded channel estimated as in the
L/‘IG",_(-B_##:"_' """"" DAy A TR single-user case, the other users' cascaded channels are
;‘Q - also (Ioweridlmensm_nal) scaled versions of it anc_zl _thus
ol *"'.; can be ef ciently estimated at the BS with low training
3 overhead.
Multi-antenna BS User cluster Moreover, for the proposed channel estimation scheme,
we jointly optimize the training re ection phase-shifts
Fig. 1. A double-IRS cooperatively aided multi-user MIMOnmmunication of the two IRSs to minimize the channel estimation

system in the uplink. 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 antennad\ 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 trginin
re ection designs.

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 (MI®)
communication system shown in Figl 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 traig
re ection (i.e., all the re ecting elements/subsurfacefstioe
two IRSs are switched ON with the maximum re ection
amplitude during the entire channel training) while prdper
tuning their re ection phase-shifts over time, which thus
achieves the full-re ection power for improving the chahne The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Secfidn I
estimation accuracy signi cantly. Note that with the alsay presents the system model for the double-IRS aided multi-
ON re ection of both IRSs, the two single-re ection changseluser MIMO system. In Sections Il and 1V, we propose
(each corresponding to one of the two IRSs, respectively) af cient channel estimation schemes with optimized tragni
superimposed with the double-re ection channel at all timee ection phase-shift designs for the single-user and mult
which makes them dif cult to be estimated separately at theser cases, respectively. Simulation results are presente
BS based on the received user pilot signals over the inélicat SectiorL Y to evaluate the performance of the proposed clhanne
coupled single- and double-re ection links. To tackle thigstimation scheme and training re ection phase-shift glesi
dif culty, we explore the intrinsic relationship betweehet Finally, conclusions are drawn in Sectibnl VI.
single- and double-re ection channels as well as that amonggtation: Upper-case and lower-case boldface letters denote
different users and design the training re ection phasésbf matrices and column vectors, respectively. Supersctipts
the tvyo IRSs accord|r)gly 'Fo achieve low tralm_ng overheadl an )H O O 1 and ()’ stand for the transpose, Hermitian
yet h_|gh_channel _estlma'uon accuracy._Spem cally, the Makranspose, conjugate, matrix inversion, and pseudogever
contnbutl(_)ns of this paper are _summgrlzed as follows @eaoperations, respectivelyC? ° denotes the space af b
refer to Fig[1 for the channel illustration). complex-valued matrices. For a complex-valued vegtdx k

First, for the single-user case, the superimposed CSI @énotes its,-norm anddiag(x ) returns a diagonal matrix with
the single- and double-re ection channels related to IRStBe elements i on its main diagonal. For a general matfix

is estimated at the multi-antenna BS with dynamicallsank (A) returns its rankkA k- denotes its Frobenius norm,
tuned re ection phase-shifts of IRS 2 over time andec (A) denotes the vectorization éf by stacking its columns
those of IRS 1 being xed. Then, the high-dimensionahto a column vector, andA Ja-b.c.a denotes the submatrix
double-re ection (i.e., usér IRS 1! IRS 2 BS) chan- of A with its rows froma to b and columns front to d.
nel and the single-re ection (i.e., uselRS 2 BS) O() denotes the standard big-O notatiahe is the ceiling
channel are ef ciently estimated, by exploiting the facfunction, denotes the Kronecker product, akflg stands
that their cascaded channel coef cients are scaled véor the statistical expectation., 1, and0 denote an identity
sions of their superimposed CSI due to their commonliyatrix, an all-one vector/matrix, and an all-zero vectatirix,
shared IRS 2 BS link; as a result, by taking the su-respectively, with appropriate dimensions. The distidiuif
perimposed CSI as the reference CSI, only the lowes- circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random
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vector with mean vector and covariance matrix is denoted and the two single-re ection links (see Fig. 1), which is giv
by N¢( ; ); and stands for “distributed as”. by

he =Gz 2D 1ux+ Gy st + Gy 1Uk 1)

II. SYSTEM MODEL where  =diag( ) denotes the diagonal re ection matrix
of IRS with 2 f1;2g9. With fully-passive IRSs 1 and

Consider a double-IRS cooperatively aided multi-usé it is infeasible to acquire the CSI between the two IRSs
MIMO communication system shown in Fig] 1, in whichas well as that with the BS/users separately. Nonetheless,
two distributed IRSs (referred to as IRS 1 and IRS 2) afewas shown in[[25] that the cascaded CSI (to be speci-
deployed to assist the communications between a clustér of €d below) is suf cient for designing the cooperative re ec
single-antenna users and Ahantenna B As in [25], we tion/passive beamforming at the two IRSs to maximize the
consider a practical scenario where the direct links betwe@ata transmission rate without loss of optimality. As such,
the users in the cluster of interest and the BS are sever@ng = Gadiag(ux) 2 CN Mt (R¢ = Godiag (k) 2
blocked due to obstacles (e.g., walls/corners in the indoef "2) denote the cascaded user IRS 1 (IRS 2) BS
environment) and thus can be ignoEe'tb bypass the blockage channel (without taking the effect of IRS re ection yet) for
as well as minimize the path loss, IRSs 1 and 2 are propefiie single-re ection link re ected by IRS 1 (IRS 2), and
placed near the cluster of users and the BS, respectivély, , di.1;:::;dkm, = Ddiag(ux) 2 CM2 M1 denote
such that theK users can be effectively served by the Bshe cascaded usdd IRS 11 IRS 2 channel (without IRS

by them. LetM denote our budget on the total number ofhen, the channel model ifl(1) can be equivalently expressed
passive subsurfaces for the two distributed IRSs, whers [RSas
and 2 compriseM; and M, subsurfaces, respectively, with

M1+ M, = M. Similar to the element-grouping strategy "k = G2 h2Dk 1+ Ri 2+ R"«, 1
in [27], [37], each of these IRS subsurfaces is composed of = G, ,di1;:::; 2dikm, 1+ Rk 2+ Rk 1
an arbitrary number of adjacent re ecting elements thatesha h i

a common phase shift for reducing the channel estimation Gy diag dik1 2;:ii;diag dim, 2 1
and re ection design complexiE/.In this paper, we assume

. . . + +
the quasi-static at-fading channel model for all channels Ric 2+ Rk 1

involved, which remain approximately constant during each _ X .
channel coherence interval. = ) |Gz dla?z dicm } 21m*+* Rk 2+ Rk 1 (2
m=
Let ux , [ueziiiUem,]” 2 CMt 1w Qum
..... T M, 1 e '
bhe 1000 b 2 CcM2 1 D | dq;:::;d
[th1 ki 2] [d: M) where  Qgm 2 cN M2 denotes the cascaded

CMz2 Mi G, 2 CN Mi and G, 2 CN M2 denote , .
the baseband equivalent channels in the uplink for g€ K! IRS 1 IRS 2 BS channel associated with

userk! IRS1,usek! IRS2,IRS1 IRS2,IRS1 BS,and Subsurfacem of IRS 1,8m = 1;:::;M, for the double-
IRS 2 BS links, respectively, with = 1:::: K . Let re ection link. According to [2), it is suf cient to acquir¢he

_____ T o P T knowledge of the cascaded chann&f3y.m gmil, Rk, and
[;1,..., ‘M ] = ;1e' Y e

. ! _ Rk for jointly designing the passive beamformifigs; »g
CM 1 denote the equivalent re ection coef cients of IRS - - e :
for uplink/downlink data transmission in the double-IRS
with 2 f1;2g, where m 2 [0:1]and . 2 [0;2 ) HpinKrtownl Ission | .

. i , aided multi-user MIMO system, which is applicable to, but
are the re ection amplitude and phase shift of subsurface not limited to, the max-min SINR problem considered in

at IRS |, respectively. Thus, the effective channel from user [25]

to the BS is the superimposition of the double-re ectiorkiin . .
P P rdl However, the total number of channel coef cients in the
cascaded channel®Q.m gmil , Rk, andRy is prohibitively
1The results in this paper can be readily extended to the dasmuliple large, which consists of two parts:
user clusters each with a helping IRS deployed locally, by, ¢reating these
distributed IRSs as an equivalent IRS (i.e., IRS 1) of lagjee accordingly. The number of channel coefcients (equal té

2If the direct links are non-negligible, the BS can estimatent by using NM ;M) for the high-dimensional double-re ection link

the conventional channel estimation method with orthogsequential pilots . M 1 . .
sent from the users and the two IRSs both turned OFF. ("e"f Qkim Om=1 )' which are neWIy introduced due to the

3In this paper, we consider the IRS element-based prodatdstdie path- double IRSs.
loss model[[2], where each IRS element is assumed to be tbsafeciently The number of channel coefcients (equal 16

far from the transmitters/receivers (i.e., with the diseaharger than several : _ : : :
wavelengths, which usually holds in practice) and thus e éld propa- N (Ml + Mz)) for the two smgle re ection links (I'e"

gation condition is valid. Also note that without changitige RS hardware Rk andRY), which exist in the conventional single-IRS
or path-loss model, the resultant subsurface-wise cadceldannels can be aided system (with either IRS 1 or IRS 2 present).
obtained from the element-wise cascaded channels withepraggregation,

as shown in[[26]. As such, the number of channel coef cients for the double-

4Although there exists another double-re ection link overhet re ection link is of much higher-order than that for the two
userk! IRS 2 IRS 2! BS channel, it suffers from much higher path loss

due to the much longer propagation distance (see[Fig. 1)rarlis ignored si_ngle-re ection links dl_"e to th_e fact thM 1Mz M1+ M3
in this paper. given largeM; andM in practice, which makes the channel
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estimation problem more challenging for the double-IR®did Phase I:In this phase, we x the re ection phase-shifts of
system, as compared to the single-IRS counterpart. Note tiRS 1, i.e., g';? = 1.;8 =1;:::;1; and dynamically tune
given a limited channel coherence interval, such a comslilgr ihe e ection phase-shifts of IRS 2, i.e.g.f, over different
larger number of channel coef cients may require signi 8gn pijot symbols to facilitate the cascaded channel estimatio
more training overhead that renders much less or even no tifpRere|; denotes the number of pilot symbols in Phase I. For
for data transmission, thus resulting in reduced achi@valimpiicity, we set 1, = 1y, 1 and thus the effective channel

rate for the double-IRS aided system (despite the highcﬁg— duri boli of Ph | denoted b is qi
order passive beamforming gain over the double-re ecti (2) during symboli o ase I, denoted by, ", is given

link assuming perfect CSI as shown [n_[25]). Moreover, the
cascaded CSI of the double-refection link needs to be ef- (;, X
ciently estimated along with that of the two single-re exti hy
links. However, the pilot signals from the users are intaba
coupled over the single- and double-re ection links whethbo
the two IRSs are turned ON for maximizing the re ected signal

Qm 51+ R 51+ Gy

m=1

=" Gpdiag dn )+ Gydiag(w) )+ Gyu

power, which thus calls for new designs for their joint chelnn m=t " !
estimation at the multi-antenna BS. = G,diag u + a g? +Giui=1: 0 (3)
To tackle the above challenges, we propose a new and m=1 ’

ef cient channel estimation scheme for the considered tub

. _ _ e - : N1
IRS aided system that achieves practically low trainingrove™©F potational convenience, we lgi , Giu 2 C¥ =, d,

head and yet high channel estimation accufasye rst o+ miy dm 2 CM2 1, and

consider the single-user setup, i.&, = 1, to illustrate W1

the main idea of the proposed channel estimation scheme Q, Gydiagd =R+ Qm 4)
and training re ection design in Sectidnllll, and then exden m=1

the results to the general multi-user case in Sedfidn IV. m']ereQ 2 CN M2 can be regarded as the superimposed CSI
reduce the hardware cost and maximize the signal re ectiof the single- and double-re ection channels related to RS

power, we consider the always-ON training re ection desigﬂS such, the effective channel il (3) can be simpli ed as
for which all the re ecting elements/sub-surfaces at the tw

IRSs are turned ON during the entire channel training anid the h,(i) =Q S;i +01; =100 (5)
re ection amplitudes are set to the maximum value of one . i) .
(e, . =1:8m=1;::::M ; 2 f1;2g), and thereby Based on the channel model il (5) wmﬁ = 1 being

focus on the dynamically tuned re ection phase-shift desigh® Pilot symbol transmitted by the (single) user, the nesi
for achieving ef cient joint channel estimation of the siag Signal at the BS during symbelof Phase | is expressed as

and double-re ection links. ZI(i) =Q éi;? +gp+ V|(i)i =1 (6)

where v? N (0; 2Iy) is the additive white Gaus-
sian noise (AWGN) vector with normalized noise power of

2 at the BS (with respect to user tr&msmit power). By
In this section, we study the cascaded channel estimation i !

IIl. DoOUBLE-IRS CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR
SINGLE-USERCASE

1
and training design for the single-user case vidth= 1. For ﬁtacklng the rece|\|(ed signal vectors, i=1 nto Z, =
notational convenience, the user indiexis omitted in this z,‘l) ;z,‘z);:::;zl('l) 2 CcN ' we obtain
section. " #
1; 1, 1
Zi= 910 . @. ... an *Vii (7)
A. Proposed Channel Estimation Scheme | Ze 2l ’{7 ozl
Note that with both IRSs 1 and 2 turned ON simultane- 231

ously, the double-rg ectiog channeQ m gm 2, and two single-
re ection channels R;R are superimposed i](2), which v v
) | 1ttty |

are dif cult to be estimated separately at the BS as the vecki CN 11 is the corresponding AWGN matrix. By properly con-

pilot signals from the user are intricately coupled over th . . h . 4
single- and double-re ection links. To tackle this dif cyl gtructmg the training re ection matrix of IRS 2 in Phase thu

. . . . . = + - 1
we propose an ef cient channel estimation scheme, whidhatrank 21 =M, +1, the least-square (LS) estimates of

includes two phases as elaborated below. g1 andQ l%ased ionl]?) are given by

where ,; 2 C(Mz*D) 11 denotgs the training re getion
matrix of IRS 2 in Phase | and, = vl(l) @..... (1) o

JAY

o o 01:Q =21 3= 9uQ +Vi 3, (8)

5Note that the proposed channel estimation scheme is ald@atp to ' '
the multi-IRS aided multiuser system considered [in] [38],eveha multi- 1
antenna BS serves multiple users with the aid of two typesR&s| which where é;l = g;l 2;1 g;l . Note thatl, Mz +1
are deployed near the BS and distributed users, and thusecaiadted as two
equivalent (aggregated) IRSs (i.e., IRS 2 and IRS 1, resp8ot of larger 6Note that 1., can be arbitrarily set in Phase | for our proposed channel
size accordingly. estimation scheme without affecting its performance.
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is required to ensureank ,; = M, + 1 and thus the N 1 in practice. Moreover, with the superimposed C3l
existence of Y.,. estimated in Phase | according fd (8), we only need to further

2
estimatef E ; Rg in the subsequent Phase IlI, as elaborated in
Lemma 1. With the superimposed CSD available after ine next.

Phase |, the channel model i) for the single-user case

can be simpli ed as Phase Il (Estimation of fE;Rg): In this phase, we

dyngmically tuge the re ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs
h= Qdiag( 2)E; R 71 9 e, U 9 overdifferent pilot symbols to facilitate the

T joint estimation off E ; R g, where the number of pilot symbols

- LT. T (2M1+1) 1

whfare. ) 1 ' Lo ,&, (M2+1)C. j apd E . in Phase Il is denoted bly,. As such, the effectlve channel in
[€o;€1;::im,] 2 Ch2 T is the scaling matrix during symbol of Phase II denoted bbx is given b
that coIIects all the (lower-dimensional) scaling vectorgg) gh y 1S9 y
femghi, With e, diagd ‘w2 CM2 !anden , h()= Qdiag () E; R S0 =1, (14)

. L
diag d Yg, 2CM2 Lgm=1:::1:My. i
~(i) 0 D NT. (DT

Proof. Recall from [2) thaR andf Qg% are respectively where™ . L (1) 5 C i)
expressed as Based on the channel model in)14) witl)’ = 1 being

_ ; . _ ; the pilot symbol transmitted by the (single) user, the nesebi

R = G.dia = G, diag d; 10
2diag ()i Qnm 2 d1ag m (10) signal at the BShduring symbolof Phase Il is given by
[

with m = 1;:::; M. It is observed thaR andemgm o ;0= odiag @ E-RrR ~O 4@ 15
in (@0) share the same (common) IRS BS link (i.e, G») I Qdiag 2u E: L (15)
as the superimposed C® in (4). As such, if taking the Wherev(l) N ¢(0; 2Iy) is the AWGN vector at the BS.

superimposed CSQ in @) as the reference CSl, we can "®Note thatQ can be regarded as the spatial observation matrix
express[(I0) as for E in (I8) and its column rank will affect the training

R = G, diag d. diag d 1diag (& (11) reection design and the corresponding minimum training
|—{ —1 | {z f overhead of Phase Il. As such, for the joint estimation of
diag( o) fE;Rg, we consider the following two cases depending on
Qm = G>» d|ag d. diag d 1diag din (12) whetherQ is of full column rank or not.
l_{Q — | - {z } 1) Case 1:N  My. In this case, we design the time-
ao(em) varying re ection phase-shifts of IRS 2 a$\), = " 2,

with m = 1;:::; Ml, whereep , diag d ‘&2 CMz: 1 \where () with j ’j = 1 denotes the time-varying com-
ande, , d|ag d d‘m 2 CM2 1:8m=1;::::M; denote mon phase shift that is applied to all the re ecting ele-

the scaling vectors normalized hy As compared to the ments/subsurfaces of IRS 2 (given the initial re ection péa
cascaded channel matricé® and fQmgh:,, the scaling shifts of IRS 2 in Phase Il asz; ). For simplicity, we set

vectorsfenght, are of lower dimension witlQ being the 21 = 1m, 1and the resultant received signallin(15) reduces
reference CSI. By substituting and Q, of (I1) and [IR) tdl
into (@), the channel model iftl(2) for the single user case can 20 = (')QE R ~() V(I)
be equivalently expressed as I L
(')
X ( I<|) (0
h=" Qdiag(en) 2 1m *+ Qaiag(es) 2+ R 1 QE; R & P 08+ (16)
o1 |—{ 2+ "
1 Ll
= Qdiag ( 2)580 AT p A 19 , TR (13) where F 2 CN @Mi*) denotes the compositg CSy of
E Q;E;R . By stacking the recewed signal vectors(')
Let=, 1, T; T T 2cC@M*D 1 for notational simplic- over I, pilot symbols asZ, = zl(ll),zl(lz);;;;;zl(l'z) 2
ity and after some simple transformations, the channel inogen 1, . we obtain
in (I3) can be further expressed in a more compact form as 2 3
(1). 2. (|2)
in @), thus completing the proof. O 0o
R N T TR L Y
According to Lemma 1, it is suf cient to acquire the CSI of @ . @. ... (12)

) o ;i Ll Ll
Q;E;R for our considered cascaded channel estimation. | {z }

Moreover, it is worth pointing out that as compared b (2) n
With totaIIy N(Mig M2)+ NM 1M, channel coef cients in
megm 2, ;R;R under the single-user setup with = 1,

_the number of channel coef cients iQ;E;R based 0rl]9) “Note that ».;; can be arbitrarily set in Phase Il for our proposed channel
is substantially reduced td (M1 + M)+ M(M1+1) when estimation scheme in the caseldf M without affecting its performance.

(17)
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h it
where |, 2 C@M1+l) 12 deHoteséhe joint training re ection (z(M)T;(z@)T::::; ()T~ 2 2N 1, we obtain
matrix of the phase shifts g'?, ’ at IRS 1 and the 2 _
n i=1 ~1) T (). MNT
) (i 0y, ( 1;||) Q I ( 1;||) N
F]common) phase ish|1‘ts (- at IRS 2, andV, = ) ) zvec(E) N
= Z) = . Vi
vl(,l),vl(,z);:::;vl(,'Z) 2 CN 'z js the corresponding AWGN T i) (T vecR)
( 111 ) Q 0o ( 11 ) I'n

matrix in Phase Il. By properly constructing the joint tiaip

re ection matrix |, such thatank( ;;)=2M;+1,the LS {z

2CI2N (M2+M M2+ NM 7)

estimate ofF based on[(17) is given by (22)
F=z, Y=F+V ! 18 h br
I 1l 1] 1 ( ) WhereV” - (Vlll) )T (V(2))T ..... (V“|2))T 2 C'ZN 1 is
where } = I, | ! Note thatl, 2M1 + 1  the corresponding AWGN vector in Phasg II. Accor%lngly, if
is required to ensureank( ;) = 2Mj + 1 and thus the \ye gesign the training re ection phase- shn‘tsg'fl, ;'}I '2

existence of }|. With the CSI ofQ and F estimated in
() and [I8), respectively, the LS estimatestofandR are
respectively given by

i=1
at the two IRSs properly such thank( )= M+ M 1M2+
NM 4, the LS estimates oE and R based on[(22) can be

. obtained as
aoov6 e e (19) ®) €)
= o vec _ y, _ Vec y
b S1M 4L vec®) Z) vecR) Vi (23)
R= F : (20) .
"M 1#22 M+l where Y= H H . Note that sincd ;N M, +
MM, + NM, is required to ensurgank( ) = My +
M1iM, + NM with| 1, being @n integer, we have,
+ + _  (Mi+) M
With the CSI of Q;E;R estimated in[(8) and(18)- MetMiMot My = (MM 4 My
(20) for the case ofN M, we can then recover the Similar to the case oN My, after estimating the CSI
estimated CSI of the double-re ection channé®ngy:, of Q;E;R based on[{8) and(23) for the case Mf <

and the single-re ection chann& according to[(Tl1) andIlZ) M2, we can also obtain the estimated CSIfQ)mgm Z, and

in the proof of Lemma 1. As such, accounting for both Phas&s according to[(I1) and_(12) in the proof of Lemma 1. As

I and Il, the minimum training overhead in terms of numbesuch, the corresponding minjmum trainjyg overhead in terms
of pilot symbols required i2M; + M, + 2 for the proposed of number of pilot symbols is M + M1+ Mo+1
channel estimation scheme in the caséNof M, under the qgyer Phases | and Il for the CaseN,f< M , under the single-

single-user setup. user setup. Finally, it is worth pointing out that although .S
channel estimation based dnl(22)1(23) for the cade &fM ,
can also be applied to the caseMNdf My, it is generally less
ef cient due to the more re ection phase-shifts of the twd&@R

2) Case 2:N <M ,. Recall from [IB) thafF ]..,. — required during Phase Il as well as the higher complexity of
QE . In this case, sinc& is (column) rank-déyti'\éml i o the larger-size matrix inversion operation fof, as compared

rank Q = N < M ,, we cannot estimaté according to [©© the case oN Mz in Section [I-Al.
(19). As such, we propose to simultaneously tune the trginin

re ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs over time to jointlys. Training Re ection Phase-Shift Design
estimatef E ; Rg for the case ofN < M ,. Speci cally, the
received signal at the BS during symbobf Phase Il in[(Ib)
can be re-expressed as

In this subsection, we optimize the training re ection p&as
shift design to minimize the channel estimation error ober t
two training phases proposed in Section TlI-A.

z”') = Qdiag g_?l E *ﬁ'fl +R g'?l + v(') Phase I: The mean squared error (MSE) of the LS channel
@ . ' estimation in[(B) is given by
= (“(l';fl)T Qdiag g';fl vec(E) ) 1 c hg éi 0 2
. | = =y 1 01,
(U7 I veeR)+ v N(Mz+1) j
h [ _ 1 :
() M. (0 vec(E) (i) =S E Vo2
= ( l|;||)T Q ||I »( ll;ll)T In vecR) V“I N(Mi+1) 2’||-| ]
where (a) is obtained according to the property of Kro- 2 n o)
(i) N T - HooL
necker product for vectorizationy.y, ,  1,( 13)" = M2+1tr 21 2 (24)
and (i) , diag ;‘;}, . By stacking the received sig-

whereE V\HV, = 2NI,,. Similar to [27], [28], the MSE

() over I pilot symbols asz; = in (Z4) can be minimized if and only if 2,1 5, = l1lm,+1.

nal vectors 1z
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Accordingly, we can design the training re ection matrix; a w0 W wzt h
of IRS 2 in Phase | as e.g., the submatrix of the | ; discrete 6 W W WAl D a
Fourier transform (DFT) matrix with its rsM,+1 rows and < l,Jj>- i =[Whay,
thus achieve the minimum MSE 48" = — for Phase I. g 3
Phase II: Next, we jointly optimize the training re ection g owhoow whl=d
phase-shifts of the two IRSs in Phase Il to minimize the MSE, [§ M1 \2MeD) WMz D gi>, H = [\W]
which is divided into the following two cases fof M, zl—a— T \XFTM?Z—)————WM?Z—)(,—Z—)'L—I ! e
andN < M »,, respectively, as in Sectidn IIHA. Ia i
1) Case 1: N M,. The MSE of the LS channel g wht w3
estimation in[(IB) is given by :@ ﬂ;‘>' 1”d|ag( )
; 1 E P F 2 :gl WAMIHD AR M L )d _[\N]Mﬂ.mlﬂ_
1 N@EML D) ; - f
< - —a 2P,
_ ;E v y 2 g]_ 1 1 1 F:I wherew=¢e
N(2M 4 + 1) e
1 H Fig. 2. lllustration of constructing an optimal joint traig design of 1.
= mtr ?ll E V”H V|| ?ll and -
2 n .0
= ———1r I ” (25) ) ) ) ]
2M; +1 the rst row with all-one elements) i8, which can be exploited
whereE V"V = 2NIy,. Similarly, the MSE in[(Zb) can for the joint training re ection design of 1., and . In
be minimized if and only if | = 121 u,+1 . However, particular, we need to carefully selelet + 1 rows from the

recall from [I7) that |§)the joint training re ection matrix DFT matrix to construct 1, and  for achieving perfect
Gy 'z orthogonality in , so as to minimize the MSE i (2H).
of the phase-shifts |, at IRS 1 and the (common)
n o i=1 To this end, we propose to construct an optimal joint trajnin

phase shifts '2 at IRS 2, whose design is morer® €ction design of 1, and y as TOHOWS-
involved as compared to that gf 2y in Phasg I. For the LetW denote thd, |, DFT matrix, wherd,  2M;+1

; tion, letH = @..... (1) 5 o1 12 is required for the LS estimation ifi{{18). First, we move the
PUrpose ot exposi ! L _ rst row of W to the last and form a new, |, matrix
fenote the (common) phase-shift vector at IRS 2 angh = genoted by . To satisfy the conditions ifR7=(28), we let

@i 2. €M 12 denote the re ection phase-shiftthe training re ection matrix at IRS 1 as the rdvl; rows

matrix at IRS 1 in Phase Il. By substituting} and y, Of W, i€, 1y =[W ]um,;. Then it can be observed that,
into the joint training re ection matrix ;; in @7), we have if we design the common phase-shift vector at IRS 2 as the
(M1 + 1)-th row of W, i.e,, [} = [W]m,+1::, we then

H
N . have pqdiag( ) = [W ]Im,+22m,+1:: due to the row-
H-4 Hy5 : H . H ve I 1 1+ ra
mon i diag( i) ns diagC i) Tz shifting effect ofdiag( {) on 1., and thus the conditions
2 L y . 3 in ([29)-(30) can be simultaneously satis ed due to the piiew
(b) 2 111, 1 o orthogonality among rows iV . The above optimal training
=4 il 1 I ?;” vndiag( i) T;IIS re ection matrix construction is illustrated in Fidl 2. Wit
Lo wndiag( ) oy the optimal 1. and  that satisfy | || = I2lom,+1,
(26) the m|n|mum MSE of [[2b) is achieved, which is given by
nmin —
where(b) holds since !y = 15, diag( 1) o = 1,, 1, 1. - 717 or Phasell
anddiag( [} )diag( ) = 1, for the (common) phase—shift 2) C:_:\se_2. N < M. The MSE of the LS channel
vector at IRS 2. Then the optimal condition of, i = estimation in[(ZB) is given b3(/ )
lzltﬂ\ﬂl;l”to achlevedt?e minimum MSE if_(R5) is equwalent B 1 . vec(l‘:“) vecE) 2
o the following conditions: i My + MM, + NM vec(R) vec(R)
we = Telyg (27) 1 y 2
wnli, 1= 0m, 1 (28) T Mo+ MM, + NMlE Vi
0= Ou, i @) L " ey M
pidiag( {f) Ty = Om, w,: (30) M2+M1'\22+NM1 n o
H = H !
As such, we need to carefully construct;;; and | to M, + MM, + NM ltr (32)

satisfy all the conditions ir [(27)-(B0) under the full-reton
constraint with the always-ON IRSs so as to minimize the8
i i i ivi The performance of the heuristic training re ection desigin 1., and
M?:E In m)l, which, h_OWG;}/er, IhS ng::jill_ t”VIa.I tE}E\Sk. h fect! by drawing arbitraryM 1 +1 rows from the DFT matrix will be evaluated
Ortunat_e Ys We_ notice that the _matrlx as the perfegy simulations in SectiofV, which is shown to be much worsantthat of
orthogonality desired and the summation of each row (excejpt proposed training re ection design.
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2
D @D D @ GWr QW ()
i | (11|)| In ( (1IZ)) I'n :
LT Q {7 (i‘”)T In
X d‘;?. (BT @ e W () (BT @
__ (i) (—-(i) )T Q (i) ( (i)) ( (i) )T [ (32)
i=1 ;1 1 I iHl 11 N

where E v”vII = 2l,,n. Moreover, according to the Lemma 2. Wth the cascaded CSI of an arbitrary user
expression of given in (22), we have (32) shown at the(say,lemgm Z,» R1, and Ry of user 1) available as the
top of next page, wheréc) in (32) is obtained according to reference CSI, we only need to estimate the scaling vectors

the mixed-product property of Kronecker product. by = diag (uq) Yug 2 M 1 andby = diag (1) )
It is noted that for any arbitrar®) involved in (32), itis CMz ! to acquire the cascaded CSI of the remainkag 1
generally dif cult (if not impossible in some special casesusers withk =2;:::;K.

jointly design the optimal training re ection phase-&i
P ﬂl)l %I) 8 9 pY ning 'on p ! Proof. If given the cascaded CSI of user 1 as the refer-

s au o at the two IRSs in Phase Il to m'”'m'zeﬁnce CS), we can rewrite the two single-re ection channels

the MSE in (31) Altgrnatively, we can construct the train R, -R, ;8k=2;:::;K in (2) as

I2
re ection phase-shifts {!),; &) _, based on some orthog-

_ . _ . . 1
onal matrices (e.g., the DFT matrix, Hadamard matrix, and Rk = Gidiag(ux) = Gidiag (us) diag (u1)

circulant matrix generated by Zadoff-Chu sequence [39]) to = Rdiag (bx) (33)
achieverank( )= M2+ M1M2+ NM required by the LS Ry = Gydiag (t) = Godiag (t1) diag (t1) -
estimation in (23).

= R.diag by (34)

IV. DOUBLE-IRS CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR

; M1 . _
MULTI-USER CASE and the double-re ection channel$Qym gz, ;8k =

2;:::;K in (2) as
For the multi-user channel estimation, a straightforward

method is by adopting the single-user channel estimation in Qxm =Gz2diag dim = Gadiag (dmUkm)

Section Il to estimate trle cascaded_ channeIsKofu_sers = G ,diag (dmU1m) U1;r%1 Ukm = Qumbem  (35)
separately over consecutive time, which, however, ine®as
the total training overhead bi{ times as compared to thewith m = 1;:::;Mj, whereby , [b 1:22"h<M 1]
single-user case and thus is practically prohibitiveKifis diag (u1) Ty 2 CM: 1 and by = drag(ul) 2
large. To achieve more ef cient channel training, we extengMz2 1 gre two scaling vectors of usek! IRS 1 and
the proposed channel estimation scheme and training ierectuserk! IRS 2 channels normalized hy; and t, respec-
design for the single-user case in Section Ill to the genetdlely. As such, with the cascaded CSI of user 1 avallebbldaast
multi-user case in this section in a different way. The kerye{erence CSl, we only need to further estimatg : b
idea is to exploit the fact that given the cascaded channel

an arbitrary user (referred to as the reference user) dstima {0 acquire the cascaded CSI of the remainitg 1 users

as in the single-user case (cf. Section l1ll), the other use cording to the channel relationship in (33)-(35), thusico
cascaded channels can be expressed as lower-dimensiB |ng the proof. =
scaled versions of it and thus estimated with substantially

reduced channel training. The detailed channel estimationAccording to Lemma 2, after acquiring the cascaded CSI
scheme and training re ection design for the general multdf user 1 as for the single-user case in §ectrorblll we only
user case are elaborated in the two subsequent subsectiQasy to further estimate the scaling vectots ; Bi
respectively.

for

the remainingK 1 users. By substituting (33)- (35} into (2),
we can re-express the channel model in (2) as
A. Extended Channel Estimation Scheme for Multiple Users

W1
After estimating the cascaded channel of an arbitrary udef = Qim 2 1mbem + Radiag b 2+ Ridiag(bk) 1
as in the single-user case of Section Ill, the cascaded elf&nn m=1
of the other users can be ef ciently estimated by exploitings [Q1.1 2;:::;Qum 2]diag( 1) bk
the property that all the users share the common IRB3 + Radiag ( 2) B + Radiag( 1) by
(i.,e,G2), IRS I BS (i.e,G1), and IRS 1 IRS 2 (i.e,D) h i
links in their respective single- and double-re ection nhals = Qi1 2;:::;Qum 2]+ R1) 1, R1 2 b (36)
(see Fig. 1). In particular, we have the following lemma for | {z }|-?IZ<-}

the cascaded channels of the other users. B2CN (M1+Mp)
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where | 2 C(M1*M2) 1 denotes the the stacked scaling'sN ! and thus obtain
vector of userk. Following Phases I-ll for estimating the _ T
cascaded CSI of the single user (i.e., user 1) in Section I, Zn = X B vec( )+ Vi (40)

we propose the joint estimation bf kgK: in the subsequent _ DT DNT ... .. I T .
Phase IIl, which is elaborated in the kné-xt. wherevy, = (\_/'(“))T’(V'(“))T""'_(V'(“3))T 2 Clst _1 S
Phase IIl (Estimation of fby; Bcgk., ): In this phase, we the corresponding AWGN vector in Phase IIl. Accordingly, if

x the re ection phase-shifts of the two IRSs for simplicky We design the training re ection phase-shiftsy;u ; 2.1 g of
(i) (i) the two IRSs as well as the pilot symbol matXx properly

e, py = umoand oy = 2, and design the h thatrank X T B = (K 1)(M;+ My), the LS
concurrent pilot symbols for the remaining 1 users SYC atran = ( ) )( 1 2), the
estimate ofvec( ) based on (40) is given by

to facilitate the joint estimation of «g\_, . Based on the
channel model in (36) with the xed re ection phase—shiftsvec Ao xT B yZm =vec( )+ XT B yV”l (41)
f 1.m; 2:m g of the two IRSs, the received signal at the BS

during symbol period of Phase Ill can be expressed as 1
g symboip P where XT B Y= xT B " x7 B ~XxT B".
(i) _ 0 () [ oeeee 0 0) Note that sincel 3N (K 1)(M1 + My) is required to
Zin - X'B kv =B [2_ z'i}]x Vit B0 ensurerank XT B = (K | DMy + M) with I3
. . _ ~_being an integer, we havks (K_DM1*M2) - for the
wherei = 1;:::;13 with I3 denoting tne ‘number‘olfT(pllot) case ofN < M 1 + M,. Moreover, it is worth pointing
symbol periods in Phase llix® = x(z');:::;x,(g) 2 out that the LS channel estimation based on (41) for the

c(K D 1 denotes the pilot symbol vector transmitted by th§2S€ OfN < M 1 + M can also be applied to the case of
remainingk 1 users, and’|(|||) N o(0; 2Iy) is the AWGN N M.l + Mz,. bgt it incurs hlghgr compTIexny c)i/ue to the
vector with normalized noise power of. Note thatB can larger-size matrix inversion operation fox B "

be regarded as the spatial observation matrix for (37) and it

column rank will affect the training design and the corresppo B. Training Design for Multiple Users

ing minimum training overhead of Phase Ill. As such, for the | .an be veri ed that for the case i M+ My, the

L N - S M1+ M K 1
joint estimation of , [ 2;:::; k]2 C i 2 (D 5 channel estimation based on (41) is also equivalent to tha
we consider the following two cases depending on wheher paqeq on (39) with proper vectorization. As such, we focus on

is of full column rank or not. _ the MSE derivation for the LS channel estimation based on
1) Case 1: N Mn+ Mg. In this case, we stack the(41) which is given by
received signal vectors z,(il'l) over I3 symbol periods as 1 5
" —_ N
Zw = 2029 :::5,209) 2 CN 12 and thus obtain K DM+ Mg)E vec vec( )
Zyy =B X +Vy (38 = = E xT B vy i
(K 1)(M1+ My)
whereX = x@;x®@:::::x0s) 2 cK 1 1s jg the pilot 1 y y
i ini = = tr X' B EV|||VH XxT B
gymbol matrix of the remainingC 1 users andVy, (K DML+ My) I
v ov@ v 2 N 1 s the corresponding AWGN 2 ; HoUr 1
matrix. By properly designing the training re ection phase = G qyv, + Mz)tr X B X B
shifts f 1.1; 2.1 g of the two IRSs as well as the pilot § 2 n 0o n 0
symbol matrix X such thatrank(B) = M; + M, and @ r xx " ‘¢ BHB ! (42)
rank (X ) = K 1, the LS estimate of based on (38) is (K 1M1+ M)
given by whereE vy vii = 21,y and(d) is obtained according to
NoBYZ XY=+ BV XY (39) the mixed-product and trace properties of Kronecker produc

As such, the MSE mijmizatioR in (42) is gquivalent to min-
whereBY = BHB 'BH andXV¥ = xH" xx H % imizing tr XX M Y“"andtr BHB ', respectively.
Note thatl3 K 1lisrequiredto ensurmank(X )= K 1 : °
and thus the existence &fY for the case oN M + M». i i ] " o
2) Case 22N < M 1 + M,. In this case, sinced is achieved if and only ifXX = lIzlk 1, which implies
(column) rank-de cient, i.e.fank(B) = N < M 1 + M, that the pilot sequences from the remainikg 1 users
we cannot estimate according to (39). Alternatively, we should be orthogonal to each other in Phase IIl. Accordingly

stack the rﬁceived signal vectdrzq(,',)g overls symbol periods W€ ¢an design the pilot symbol matri in Phase Ill as
~ DT ONT Ut T _ e.g., the submartix of thés 13 D_FT matrix Wl-th. its rst
aszi = (zy) s (zi) s (ze™) =vec(Zm) 2 K 1rows. On the other hand, since the matBixinvolves
the cascaded CSI dfQ1.nm gmil, R, and R1 which can

®Note that since the cascaded CSIf@1m ght, . R1, andR1 has be arbitrary in practice, it is generally dif cult to design

been acquired in Phases I-Il, we can next optimize the IR8atéon phase- ; i ; _ahi
shifts  1.m; 2 in B to facilitate the joint estimation of ygi—, in the optimal trgining re ecipn phase-shifts of the two IRSs

Phase . to minimize tr B"B ' . Alternatively, we can design

Speci cally, the minimization of tr XX H ' can be
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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 validage th
effectiveness of our proposed channel estimation scheme a
well as the corresponding training design for the doubl&-IR
aided multi-user MIMO system. Under the three-dimensional
(3D) Cartesian coordinate system, we assume that the tentra
(reference) points of the BS, IRS 2, IRS 1, and user cluste
are located a(]_; o: 2)’ (0; 0:5: 1)’ (0; 49:5:; 1)’ and (1; 50; O) (a) Training overhead versus number of BS anterivas
in meter (m), respectively. Moreover, we assume that the B
is equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA); while the
two distributed IRSs are equipped with uniform planar asray
(UPAs). As the element-grouping strategy adopted in [27],
[37], each IRS subsurface is a small-size UPA composed 0
5 5 adjacent re ecting elements that share a common phas
shift for reducing design complexity. The distance-depand
channel path loss is modeled as o=d , where o denotes
the path loss at the reference distance of 1 m which is set a

o= 30dB 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 nearb
serving IRS (due to the short distance) and seBdsr the
other links (due to the relatively longer distances). Witho

’ (b) Training overhead versus number of uskrs
loss of generality, all the users are assumed to have edHgl 3. Training overhead comparison of different channstineation

transmit power, i.e.Px = P;8k = 1;:::;K and the noise schemes.
power at the BS is set as, = 65 dBm. Accordingly, the
) . N B
normalized noise power at the BS is given b= § =P. exploiting the (common) channel relationship with the

Note that there has been very limited work on channel  gngie.re ection channels, and the cascaded channels of
estimation for the double-IRS aided system with the co- 1 ysers are separately estimated over consecutive time.
existence of single- and double-re ection links. As sucte w Moreover, as the single-re ection channels were ignored
consider the following two benchmark channel estimation ;, [26], the same decoupled channel estimation for the
schemes for comparison. two single-re ection channels in [1] is adopted for each

Decoupled scheme with ON/OFF IRSs [1]:For the user in this benchmark scheme.
single-user case of this scheme, the cascaded channels of
the two single-re ection links, each corresponding to ong Training Overhead Comparison

of the two IRSs respectively, are successively estimated_l_he training overhead comparison between the proposed
at the multi-antenna BS with the other IRS turned OFF 9 P prop

) . .~ channel estimation scheme and the two benchmark schemes
Then, after canceling the signals over the two single-

. . . . . 'ﬁ shown in Table I, wherél; = M, = M=2 is assumed for
re ection channels ‘estimated, the hlgher-d|men3|0nzé\ase of exposition. As can be seen in Table I, by exploitieg th
double-re ection (i.e., usér IRS 1! IRS 2 BS) chan- P : » DY €xp 9

nel is ef ciently estimated at the BS by exploiting the fac{JeCUIIar channel relationship over smglle- and doublection
channels as well as that among multiple users, both the pro-

that its cascaded channel coef cients are scaled versions N .
. ) . posed channel estimation scheme with always-ON IRSs and
of those of the single-re ection (i.e., uselRS 2 BS) S .
; . the decoupled channel estimation scheme with ON/OFF IRSs
channel due to their commonly shared IRS BS link. . -
For the multi-user case. by leverading the same (commolpl ur much lower-order training overhead than the benckmar
ed ging eme based on [26], especially wi¢n M. In the rest of

) ; . S
channel relationship ﬁlm%n;? usersin Lemma 2, the Scallﬁ'ﬁs section, given the total number of subsurfabks= 40,
vectorsfbyg_, and by o, e separately estimatedye setM; = M, = M=2 = 20 for the two distributed IRSs.

at the BS with one of the two IRSs turned OFF. In Fig. 3(a), we show the required training overhead versus
Benchmark scheme based on [26]We extend the the number of BS antennds. It is observed that for both
channel estimation method proposed in [26] as anothiéie proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemas, the
benchmark scheme, where the double-re ection chanrtehining overheads decrease dramatically with the inangas

is estimated at each BS antenna in parallel withonumber of BS antennahl, which is in sharp contrast to
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TABLE |
TRAINING OVERHEAD COMPARISON FORDIFFERENTCHANNEL ESTIMATION SCHEMES(ASSUMEM 1 = M2 = M=2)

Minimum number of (pilot) symbol periods
N M M>N, M=2 _ | N<M=2 -
Proposed scheme with always-ON IRSs 3M + K +1 | 3M +2+ DM\ 414 | %I + %
Decoupled scheme with ON/OFF IRSs [f] M +2(K 1) M+ MZo4p (K DM
Benchmark scheme based on [26] KM + 2KM ?

the benchmark scheme based on [26] where its training
overhead is independent bf. This is expected since both the b ‘ " [ o Random phase-shifs design
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes explo e v ggggzzj e gzzgj o ]
the (common) channel relationship and the multiple antenna '
at the BS for joint cascaded channel estimation to redude the
training overheads substantially; whereas in the benckmar
scheme based on [26], the BS estimates its cascaded channe
associated with different antennas/users independenihai-
allel without exploiting the channel relationship betwéleam.
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 the g6
respective lower bounds @M + K +1 and3M +2(K 1)
pilot symbols, as given in Table I. (
In Fig. 3(b), we show the required training overhead versus
the number of user& . One can observe that the training
overhead increment is marginal in both the proposed and
decoupled channel estimation schemes as the number of use
K increases. In contrast, the training overhead required by
the benchmark scheme based on [26] increases dramaticall
with K since it estimates the channels of different users
separately over consecutive time. In particular, the @ufthd
training overhead with one more user is rhax “N"— g and
max 2; 2 % g for the proposed and decoupled channel esti-
mation schemes, respectively; whereas that for the bengéhma
scheme based on [26] ¥ + %M 2, which is considerably

Normalized MSE of Q in Phase I

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
User transmit powerP (dBm)

a) Normalized MSE ofQ in Phase | versus user transmit povirer

1°

--o-- Random phase-shift design
e, - - - Heuristic DFT-based design

101 F &‘\-\_\ v Proposed DFT-based design, sim. |3

h Proposed DFT-based design, theo.

Normalized MSE of F in Phase II

higher whenM is large. 100 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Y
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
User transmit powerP (dBm)
B. Normalized MSE Comparison for Single-User Case (b) Normalized MSE ofF in Phase Il versus user transmit povrer

In the following simulations, we calculate the normalized. . , . - . .
. . . ig. 4. Normalized MSE comparison of different training eetion designs

MSE for different channels estimated o&000independent for the single-user case with = 25.

fading channel realizations. For example, the normaliz&EM

of the cascaded uderlRS 1 BS channelR estimated is

given by DFT-based design achieves up16 dB power gain over the
1 5. random phase-shift design where the training re ectionggha
"p = E R R kR kE : (43) shifts of 5, are randomly generated following the uniform
NM F distribution within [0;2 ). For Phase Il shown in Fig. 4(b),
The normalized MSE of other channels estimated can b® joint training re ection design of the two IRSs is more
similarly calculated as the above. involved and we consider the heuristic DFT-based desigh wit

We rst compare different training re ection designs of 1., and ; drawn from the rst (or any randomly selected)
the proposed channel estimation scheme under the singte-ld, +1 rows of thel, |, DFT matrix as another benchmark
setup withN = 25. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we show thedesign for comparison. It is observed from Fig. 4(b) that by
normalized MSE versus user transmit povierfor different carefully choosingM; + 1 rows from the DFT matrix to
training re ection designs in Phases | and Il, respectivélly ensure the perfect orthogonality of; with the joint training
is observed that the theoretical (theo.) analysis of MSEmivre ection design of 3., and , our proposed DFT-based
in Section IlI-B is in perfect agreement with the simulatiomlesign achieves much lower MSE than the heuristic DFT-based
(sim.) results for our proposed optimal training designhia t design as well as the random phase-shift design.
two Phases. For Phase | shown in Fig. 4(a), the proposedn Fig. 5, we show the normalized MSE versus the number
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1
T = T T 10 T T T T T
- = - Superimposed CSI related to IRS 2, Q
—v— Scaling matrix, E 7
---o--Single reflection link via IRS 1, R
2 4
L’.él 51} 10
= /A =
el g =
S \ -1 =
g ¥ e = 103 1
5 b . /,,@/ g 10 Sk
Z . e Z
4 g o sl —s—Decoupled scheme, R,
o o o—"~7g__ - ] - - - Decoupled scheme, R
S o e - 14 | |—©—Proposed scheme, R v
} | } } | | ‘G"“G-._‘EM_L - —+ - Proposed scheme, R
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000 : ‘ ) ‘ ‘
Number of time slos for Phase I, I} 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

User transmit powerpP (dBm)
(a) Normalized MSE versus number of pilot symbols allocdate&hase |

for estimating Q:E:R i (9) of Lemma 1. (@) Normall;ed MSE vgrsug usgr trangmit powefor estimating the CSI
of the two single-re ection links R; R

3 - = - Single reflection link via IRS 2, R 10 T T T T T
» PRI M
. —v—Double reflection link, {Q,,},,-; ... o Decoupled scheme, {ka}M],
--o-- Single reflection link via IRS 1, R S A;:L—l

e —v— Proposed scheme, {Qk,m }

m=1

Normalized MSE

Normalized MSE

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
Number of time slos for Phase I, I;

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
User transmit powerP (dBm)

(b) Normalizeg MSE versus numper of pilot symbols allocate&®hase |

for estimating fQm g2, ;R;R in (2). (b) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powefor estimating the CSlI
of the double-re ection linkf Qm gm L.
Fig. 5. Normalized MSE versus number of pilot symbols alledato Phase

| for the single-user case, where the total number of pilohlsyls over the Fig. 6. Normalized MSE comparison of different channelreation schemes
two phases is xed as1 + 12 = 1062, P =15 dBm, andN =25. with N =25.

of pilot symbols allocated to Phase 13, for estimating ing overhead, the decoupled channel estimation scheme with
different CSI required for the channel models in (9) and (2DN/OFF IRSs already achieves much better performance than
respectively, where the total number of pilot symbols ovéhe benchmark scheme based on [26] in terms of normalized
the two training phases is xed ag + |, = 1062 for the MSE. As such, we mainly focus on the normalized MSE
gingle-user case. §t is observed from Fig. 5 that the MSE obmparison between the proposed and decoupled channel
E?megmil ‘R rst decreases and then increases witgstimation schemes in Fig. 6, considering their comparable

the increasing number of pilot symbols allocated to Phaseinimum training overheads shown in Table | wkh=1.

This is expected since the channel estimation error of Phase In Fig. 6(a), we compare the normalized MSE of the
will affect the channel estimation performance of Phasaui#t d proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes versus

to the channg| estimation errorgropagation. Intuitivedy,the user transmit powerP for estimating ghe cascaded CSI

estimation of E;megm;l ;R , if more pilot symbols are of the two single-re ection links R;R . It is observed

allocated to Phase |, the error propagation effect to Phasdhat the proposed channel estimation scheme has different
will be reduced, while less time is left for channel estiroati (asymmetric) normalized MSE performance for estimatirey th
in Phase Il given the xed overall training overhead. Ircascaded CSI of the two single-re ection links. This can be
contrast, as the CSD (R) is estimated in Phase | (Phase llunderstood by the fact that the estimationRfis affected
only without suffering from the error propagation issueg thby the error propagation from Phase | to Phase IlI; while the
corresponding MSE thus monotonically decreases (incs¢asestimation ofR involves Phase Il only without suffering from
with the increasing number of pilot symbols allocated tthe error propagation issue, as discussed for Fig. 5. In con-
Phase | given the xed overall training overhead. trast, the decoupled channel estimation scheme has the same
As shown in Fig. 3, the benchmark scheme based on [26](8&mmetric) normalized MSE performance for estimating the
much less ef cient due to its higher-order training overtheacascaded CSI of the two single-re ection links, whigh is
Moreover, it was shown in [1] that given the same traindue to the successive/separate channel estimatiorRoR
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with equal training time. Two interesting observations are

1

also made as follows in comparing the performance of the o Docoupled scheme, by},
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes. Firs o Decoupled scheme, {bz},
by exploiting the full-re ection power of the two IRSs for o = ﬂ:gg;’:g - }ggiﬁ—z
estimatingR, the proposed channel estimation scheme with £ - - R
always-ON IRSs achieves up to 3 dB power gain over the 510’2’
decoupled counterpart with only one of the two IRSs turned 7%
ON successively over training. Second, the proposed channe £ 10°;

Z

estimation scheme is observed to achieve lower normalizec
MSE whenP 12 dBm while higher normalized MSE when 104}
P > 12 dBm for estimatingR, as compared to the decoupled
scheme. This is because the normalized MSE performanct 145
. . . . 0
of the proposed channel estimation scheme for estimaing
is limited by the error propagation in the two phases, thu§
suffering from a lower deceasing rate of the normalized MSE___. .
. . scaling vectors by ; by .
as user transmit powd? increases. k=2
In Fig. 6(b), we compare the normalized MSE of the
proposed and decoupled channel estimation schemes versu o~ Decoupled scheme, {{Qu}17 R R} v
user transmit powelP for estimating the cascaded CSI of the 1P L. |—o— Proposed scheme, {{Qk.,”}iflz;ﬁbRk}YVk ]
double-re ection Iinkszmgm;l . As discussed in Fig. 5, the T
estimation off ngmil is affected by the error propagation
from Phase | to Phase Il in the proposed scheme. On the
other hand, with the signals canceled over the two single-
re ection channels estimated and the estimaRdtaken as
the reference CSlI, the decoupled channel estimation scheme
encounters not only the error propagation issue but also the
residual interfere’\?ce due to imperfect signal cancelafar I
estimatingfQmg,,2, , thus resulting in higher normalized 10°; : 0 " - o ”
MSE than the proposed scheme. User transmit powerP (dBm)

5 10 15 20 25 30
User transmit powerpP (dBm)

a) Normalizeq1 MSE XeKrsus user transmit povierfor estimating the

Normalized MSE

(b) Normalized MSE versus user transmit powerfor estimating the

. . . cascaded CSI of all users.
C. Normalized MSE Comparison for Multi-User Case

. Fig. 7. Normalized MSE comparison of different channelreation schemes
Last, we compare the normalized MSE performance bgih N =45 andK = 10.

tween the proposed and decoupled channel estimation ssheme

for the multi-user case witilK = 10 in Fig. 7, considering

their comparable minimum training overheads as shown dghannel estimation scheme achieves much better perfoemanc
Fig. 3(b). Note that both the proposed and decoupled chahan the decoupled scheme with the ON/OFF IRS re ection
nel estimation schemes reduce the training overhead for trI{EsQn in terms of the normalized MSE bbkgfzz and
multi-user case by exploiting the fact that the other users,. ~X
cascaded channels are lower-dimensional scaled versions o oh:‘?
an arbitrary (reference) user's cascaded channel; as &, rejhas e
Roth th%&wo schemes only need to estimate the scaling \wectestimatingf by gl'fzz and By . This can be understood

k=2 . .
by ; B . with user 1 taken as the reference user. F&iom (33)-(35) that eachy is associated with both the single-

the decolﬁzsleg crbannel estimation scheme, the scaling reecl& ect@on (i_.e., userk! IRS 1 BS) channel and the double-
K re ection (i.e., userk! IRS 11 IRS 2 BS) channel, thus

K . .
fbegc, and b are successively estimated at the Bisaping higher re ection power for channel estimation than
with one of the two fRSs fyrned QKFF; while for the proposeglach b, that is associated with the single-re ection (i.e.,
channel estimation schemeby ; bi are jointly estimated userk! IRS 2 BS) channel only. On the other hand, the
at the BS with always-ON IRSs. = decoupled channel estimation scheme has the same (symmet-

. . . . K
In Fig, 7(a),0v¥e show the normalized MSE of the scalinf® 80Krmal|zed MSE performance for estimatifigcg,_, and

vectors by : by, i by the proposed and decoupled channelbk <o’ which is due to the successive/separate channel

estimation schemes versus user transmit poweinder the €Stimation of them with nearly equal training time and singl
multi-user setup, where the cascaded CSI of user 1 (i.EE,€ction power.

M i i In Fig. 7(b), we show the normalized MSE of the pro-
fQ1mgy1, » R1, andR ) is assumed to be perfectly available g ) _ _ p
as the reference CSlI for ease of comparison. Some importa@ged and decoupled channel estimation schemes versus user
observations are made as follows. First, with the always-Of@nsmit powerP acceunting for all the cascaded CSlI (i.e.,
IRSs for maximizing the signal re ection power, the propdse fQi:m gmil iR«; Rk ;8k) under the multi-user case. It

. Second, the proposed channel estimation scheme
rent (asymmetr'j]c) ra?(rmalized MSE performance for
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is observed that the proposed channel estimation scherji¢ C. Pan, H. Ren, K. Wang, W. Xu, M. Elkashlan, A. Nallanatha

outperforms the decoupled counterpart signi cantly. This

expected due to the cumulative superior performance of the
proposed channel estimation scheme as shown in Figs. 6 aByl Y. Yang, S. Zhang, and R. Zhang, “IRS-enhanced OFDMAnNtoé-

7(a).

VI. CONCLUSIONS ANDFUTURE DIRECTIONS

[0

In this paper, we proposed an efcient uplink channel
estimation scheme for the double-IRS aided multi-user MIMB0]
system with both IRSs always turned ON during the entire

channel training for maximizing their re ected signal pawe

For the single-user case, minimum training time is achievéd!

by exploiting the fact that the cascaded CSI of the single- a
double-re ection links related to IRS 2 is lower-dimensibn
scaled versions of their superimposed CSI. For the mul

user case, by further exploiting the fact that all other siser, .

cascaded channels are also lower-dimensional scaledrsrs
of an arbitrary (reference) user's cascaded channel (atgun

n
[12]
ti-

as in the single-user case), the multi-user cascaded clsanfé!
are estimated with minimum training overhead. Moreovar, fo
the proposed channel estimation scheme, we designed the pp. 4157-4170, Aug. 2019.

corresponding training re ection phase-shifts for the dieu

[15]

IRSs to minimize the channel estimation error over differen
training phases. In addition, we showed an interestingetrad16]

off of training time allocation over different training pbes
with their intricate error propagation effect taken int@awnt.
Simulation results demonstrated the effectiveness of tbhe p
posed channel estimation scheme and training re ectios@ha
shift design, as compared to the existing channel estimati
schemes and other heuristic training designs.

[17]

(s

In the future, it is an interesting direction to study the

more general multi-IRS aided multi-user communication sy
tem with multi-hop signal re ection [38], [40], which calls

PLoj

for more technically challenging system designs on channel

estimation, joint passive beamforming, and multi-IRS dgpl
ment. Moreover, besides the CSl-based (robust) beamfgrm

[20]
in

design, the beam training [31] and machine learning [41

based methods (that do not require the CSI explicitly) a

and L. Hanzo, “Multicell MIMO communications relying on &iligent
re ecting surfaces,"IJEEE Trans. Wireless Commurvol. 19, no. 8, pp.
5218-5233, Aug. 2020.

source allocation and passive beamforming optimizatitfEE Wireless
Commun. Lett.vol. 9, no. 6, pp. 760-764, Jun. 2020.

Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Joint active and passive beamformopg-
mization for intelligent re ecting surface assisted SWIRMNder QoS
constraints,”IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commurwvol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1735—
1748, Aug. 2020.

C. Pan, H. Ren, K. Wang, M. Elkashlan, A. NallanathanWang, and
L. Hanzo, “Intelligent re ecting surface aided MIMO broaakting for
simultaneous wireless information and power transféEEE J. Sel.
Areas Commun.yol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1719-1734, Aug. 2020.

M. Cui, G. Zhang, and R. Zhang, “Secure wireless comication via
intelligent re ecting surface,”IEEE Wireless Commun. Lettvol. 8,
no. 5, pp. 1410-1414, Oct. 2019.

F. Zhou, C. You, and R. Zhang, “Delay-optimal schedglifor IRS-
aided mobile edge computing/EEE Wireless Commun. Lettdoi:
10.1109/LWC.2020.3042189, Dec. 2020.

] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Intelligent re ecting surface enlkad wireless

network via joint active and passive beamformin@&EE Trans. Wireless
Commun. vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5394-5409, Nov. 2019.

C. Huang, A. Zappone, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. Debbahd
C. Yuen, “Recon gurable intelligent surfaces for energycigicy in
wireless communicationJEEE Trans. Wireless Commuynwol. 18, no. 8,

Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Beamforming optimization for wies network
aided by intelligent re ecting surface with discrete phas$efts,” IEEE

Trans. Commun.vol. 68, no. 3, pp. 1838-1851, Mar. 2020.

W. Mei and R. Zhang, “Performance analysis and user citson

optimization for wireless network aided by multiple inigént re ecting

surfaces,”arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.025512020.

S. Zhang and R. Zhang, “Intelligent re ecting surfacieledl multiple
access: Capacity region and deployment strategyPrioc. |EEE Int.

Wkshps. Signal Process. Adv. Wireless Commun. (SPAMIENta, GA,

USA, May 2020, pp. 1-5.

Z. Yang, M. Chen, W. Saad, W. Xu, M. Shikh-Bahaei, H. V.oRo
and S. Cui, “Energy-ef cient wireless communications wilstributed
recon gurable intelligent surfacesarXiv preprint arXiv:2005.00269
2020.

Z. Zhang and L. Dai, “Capacity improvement in widebaretan g-

urable intelligent surface-aided cell-free network,” fmoc. |IEEE Int.

Wkshps. Signal Process. Adv. Wireless Commun. (SPAMtIENta, GA,

USA, May 2020, pp. 1-5.

X. Li, J. Fang, F. Gao, and H. Li, “Joint active and pasdbeamforming
for intelligent re ecting surface-assisted massive MIMZ&ms,"arXiv

preprint arXiv:1912.007282019.

] L. Yang, Y. Yang, D. B. da Costa, and I|. Trigui, “Outageobpability

also promising solutions to the multi-IRS aided multi-user

communication system, which deserve more investigation
the future.
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