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Mixing RIS-Assisted Sources with FSO Link
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Abstract—This letter proposes and evaluates the performance
of reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS)-assisted source mixed
radio frequency (RF)/free space optical (FSO) relay network
with opportunistic source scheduling. Closed-form analytical
approximations are derived for the outage probability and
average symbol error probability (ASEP) assuming Rayleigh and
Gamma-Gamma fading models for the RF and FSO channels,
respectively. Moreover, the system is studied at the high signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) regime, whereby the diversity order and
coding gain are derived and analyzed. The results illustrate that
the system performance is dominated by the worst hop and that
the diversity order is equal to Gd = min(KN,α, β, ζ2), where
K is the number of RF sources, N is the number of reflecting
elements at each source, α and β are the atmospheric turbulence
parameters of the FSO link, and ζ2 is a measure for the alignment
quality of the FSO source and receiver. In addition, findings
show that for the same Gd, N is more impactful on the system
performance than K through the coding gain Gc.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable intelligent surface, opportunistic
source scheduling, Rayleigh fading, Gamma-Gamma fading.

I. INTRODUCTION

Free space optical (FSO) communication represents an

efficient means to deal with the “last-mile” problem in wireless

networks [1]. In such systems, the data transmission takes

place between an optical transmitter and a receiver located, for

example, on high buildings, separated by several hundred me-

ters. Relay networks are also efficient in handling the multipath

fading problem in wireless networks [2]. A mixture of relay

and FSO networks has been widely introduced to increase the

coverage distance of FSO networks, which is usually limited to

a few hundred meters due to atmospheric turbulence conditions

[3]. The mixed radio frequency (RF)/FSO relaying can be used

to multiplex multiple RF users into a single FSO link [4].

Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have recently

attracted a noticeable attention as a promising technique

for future wireless communication networks. An RIS is an

artificial surface, made of electromagnetic material, that is

capable of customizing the propagation of the radio waves

impinging upon it [5]. It represents a new low-cost and less

complicated solution to realize wireless communication with

high energy and spectrum efficiencies [6].

In [7], it has been shown that RIS has better performance

than conventional massive multiple-input multiple-output sys-

tems as well as better performance than multi-antenna amplify-

and-forward relaying networks with smaller number of anten-

nas, while reducing the system complexity and cost. Authors
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in [8] considered a dual-hop mixed FSO/RF network, where

an RIS has been used on the second hop to forward the source

message to destination. Most of the existing works considered

the scenario, where an RIS is used to replace relays. There

exists another important scenario, where the RIS could be used

as part of the transmitter along with the RF signal generator to

help the source in its data communications [5], [9]. Recently,

the idea of using an RIS as a transmitter was validated with

the aid of a testbed platform in [10].

In this letter, we consider this scenario where multiple RIS-

assisted sources are connected to a relay node via RF links

and the relay is connected to a destination via a FSO link.

Opportunistic source scheduling is used to select among RF

sources. Closed-form analytical approximations are derived for

the outage probability and average symbol error probability

(ASEP) assuming Rayleigh and Gamma-Gamma fading chan-

nels for the RF and FSO links, respectively. The system is also

studied at the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime, where

the diversity order and coding gain are provided.

II. SYSTEM AND CHANNEL MODELS

Consider a dual-hop mixed RF/FSO relay network consisted

of K RIS-assisted sources on the first hop Uk (k = 1, . . . ,K),

one decode-and-forward (DF) relay R, and one destination

D. The sources are connected with the relay through RF

links, and the relay is connected with a destination through a

FSO link. It is assumed that each source is equipped with N

reflecting elements, the relay is equipped with a single antenna

and a single photo-aperture transmitter, and the destination is

equipped with a single antenna. The communication happens

over two phases: selected source USel → R and R → D. The

received signal at R from the kth source can be expressed as

yk,r =
√

Pk

N
∑

i=1

hk,r,ie
jφk,r,ixk,r + nr, (1)

where Pk is the transmit power of the kth source, N is the

number of reflecting elements, hk,r,i = αk,r,ie
−jθk,r,i is the

channel coefficient of the ith reflecting element at Uk and R,

where αk,r,i is the amplitude and θk,r,i is the phase shift, φk,r,i

is the adjustable phase induced by the ith reflecting element,

xk is the transmitted symbol of Uk with E{|xk|2} = 1, and

nr ∼ N (0, N0,r) is an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)

term, where E{·} is the mathematical expectation. Using (1),

the SNR at R due to Uk can be written as [6]

γUk,R =
Pk

N0,r

(

N−1
∑

i=1

|αk,r,i|
)2

. (2)

Using opportunistic source scheduling, the source selection

takes place such that γUSel,R = max
k

{γUk,R}. The subcarrier

http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.05612v2


2

intensity modulation (SIM) scheme is employed at R, where a

standard RF coherent/noncoherent modulator and demodulator

can be used for transmitting and recovering the source data

[11]. At R, after filtering by a bandpass filter, a direct current

(DC) bias is added to the filtered RF signal to ensure that the

optical signal is non-negative. Then the biased signal is sent

to a continuous wave laser driver. The retransmitted optical

signal at R is written as [3]

yOpt
r

=
√

POpt(1 +MySel,r), (3)

where POpt denotes the average transmitted optical power and

it is related to the relay electrical power Pr by the electrical-to-

optical conversion efficiency η1 as POpt = η1Pr, M denotes

the modulation index, and ySel,r is the RF received signal at R

from the selected source. The optical signal at D received from

R at the second phase of communication can be expressed as

yr,D =gr,d

{

√

POpt

[

1 +M
(

√

PSel

N
∑

i=1

αSel,r,ixSel,r + nr

)]}

+ nd, (4)

where nr ∼ N (0, N0,d) is an AWGN term at D. Moreover, the

channel coefficient of the R→ D link, which is given by gr,d
is modelled as gr,d = gagf , where ga and gf are the average

gain and the fading gain of the FSO link, respectively [12].

When the DC component is filtered out at D and an optical-

to-electrical conversion is performed and assuming M = 1,

the received signal can be expressed as

yr,d = gr,d
√

PEle

(

√

PSel

N
∑

i=1

αSel,r,ixSel,r + nr

)

+ nd, (5)

where PEle = η2POpt = η1η2Pr is the electrical power

received at D with η2 is the optical-to-electrical conversion

efficiency and Pr is the transmit power at R. From (5), the

end-to-end (e2e) SNR at D can be written using the standard

approximation γD ∼= min(γUSel,R, γR,D) as [4]

γD =
γUSel,RγR,D

γUSel,R + γR,D
, (6)

where γUSel,R = PSel

N0,r

(

∑N

i=1 |αSel,r,i|
)2

and γR,D =
η1η2Pr

N0,d
|gr,d|2, which can be also represented by γR,D =

PEle

N0,d
|gr,d|2 =

η2POpt

N0,d
|gr,d|2.

We assume that the channel coefficients between the sources

and the relay R {αk,r,i, k = 1, ...,K; i = 1, ..., N} to be

Rayleigh distributed with mean
√
π

2 and variance
(4−π)

4 . That

is, their mean powers E{|αk,r,i|2} = 1. The cumulative

distribution function (CDF) of γUSel,R assuming independent

identically distributed (i.i.d.) channels {γ̄1,r = γ̄2,r = ... =
γ̄K,r = γ̄u,r =

Pu

N0,r
} is given by [9]

FγUu,R
(γ) = 1− e

− γ
Cγ̄u,r

N−1
∑

i=0

γi

(Cγ̄u,r)ii!
, (7)

where C = 1 + (N − 1)Γ2
(

3
2

)

, with Γ(.) is the Gamma

function as defined in [13, Eq. (8.310)].

We assume that the FSO link experiences a unified Gamma-

Gamma fading model with pointing errors effect whose SNR

probability density function (PDF) is given by [4], [14]

fγR,D
(γ) =

ζ2

rγΓ(α)Γ(β)
G3,0

1,3

[

αβ

(

γ

γ̄r,d

)
1
r
∣

∣

∣

∣

ζ2+1

ζ2,α,β

]

, (8)

where ζ is the ratio between the equivalent beam radius at the

receiver and the pointing error displacement standard deviation

(jitter) at the receiver (i.e. when ζ → ∞, we get the non-

pointing error case) [4], r is the parameter defining the type of

detection technique (i.e. r = 1 represents heterodyne detection

and r = 2 represents intensity modulation (IM)/direct detec-

tion (DD)), α and β are the fading parameters related to the at-

mospheric turbulence conditions [15], γ̄r,d =
PEle

N0,r
E{|gr,d|2} =

η2POpt

N0,r
E{|gr,d|2} = η1η2Pr

N0,r
E{|gr,d|2} = η1η2Pr

N0,d
µr,d, and G(.)

is the Meijer G-function as defined in [13, Eq. (9.301)].

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

A. Outage Probability

The outage probability is defined as Pout = Pr [γD ≤ γout],
where Pr[.] is the probability operation and γout is a fixed

outage threshold. The CDF of γD can be written as [11]

FγD
(γ) = 1− (1− FγUSel,R

(γ))(1 − FγR,D
(γ))

= FγUSel,R
(γ) + FγR,D

(γ)− FγUSel,R
(γ)FγR,D

(γ), (9)

where FγUSel,R
(γ), FγR,D

(γ) are the CDFs of first hop and

second hop SNRs, respectively.

1) First Hop Link: Using opportunistic scheduling, the

CDF FγUSel,R
(γ) can be written for i.i.d. sources channels as

FγUSel,R
(γ) =

(

FγUu,R
(γ)
)K

, (10)

where FγUu,R
(γ) is the CDF provided by (7). Upon substituting

(7) in (10) and using the Binomial rule, we get

FγUSel,R
(γ) =

K
∑

k=0

(

K

k

)

(−1)ke
− k

Cγ̄u,r
γ
N−1
∑

j1=0

...

N−1
∑

jk=0

γ
∑k

n=1
jn

× 1

(Cγ̄u,r)
∑

k
n=1

jn
∏k

n=1 jn!
. (11)

2) Second Hop Link: The CDF FγR,D
(γ) can be obtained

by integrating the PDF in (8) using
∫ γ

0
fγR,D

(t)dt to get [11]

FγR,D
(γ) = AG3r,1

r+1,3r+1

[

B

γ̄r,d
γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

1,χ1

χ2,0

]

, (12)

where A = rα+β−2ζ2

(2π)r−1Γ(α)Γ(β) , B = (αβ)r

r2r
,

χ1 = ζ2+1
r

, . . . , ζ2+r
r

comprises of r terms, and

χ2 = ζ2

r
, . . . , ζ2+r−1

r
, α
r
, . . . , α+r−1

r
, β
r
, . . . , β+r−1

r

comprises of 3r terms. Upon substituting (11) and (12)

in (9) and after some simplifications, we get (13). By

replacing γ by γout, the outage probability is obtained.

B. Average Symbol Error Probability

The ASEP is expressed in terms of the CDF of γD as [16]

ASEP =
a
√
b

2
√
π

∫ ∞

0

exp (−bγ)√
γ

FγD
(γ)dγ, (15)
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FγD (γ) =

K
∑

k=0

(

K
k

)

(−1)ke
−

k
Cγ̄u,r

γ
N−1
∑

j1=0

...

N−1
∑

jk=0

γ
∑k

n=1 jn (Cγ̄u,r)
−

∑k
n=1 jn

∏k
n=1

jn!

(

1− AG3r,1
r+1,3r+1

[

B

γ̄r,d
γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

1,χ1

χ2,0

])

+AG3r,1
r+1,3r+1

[

B

γ̄r,d
γ

∣

∣

∣

∣

1,χ1

χ2,0

]

.

(13)

ASEP =
a
√

b

2
√

π

{

K
∑

k=0

(

K
k

)

(−1)k
N−1
∑

j1=0

...

N−1
∑

jk=0

(Cγ̄u,r)
−

∑k
n=1 jn

∏k
n=1

jn!
(

k
Cγ̄u,r

+ b
)δ

{

Γ (δ)− AG3r,2
r+2,3r+1





B
(

k
Cγ̄u,r

+ b
)

γ̄r,d

∣

∣

∣

∣

−

∑k
n=1 jn+ 1

2
,1,χ1

χ2,0





}

+ Ab−1/2G3r,2
r+2,3r+1

[

B

bγ̄r,d

∣

∣

∣

∣

1
2
,1,χ1

χ2,0

]

, where δ =
k

∑

n=1

jn + 1/2. (14)

where a and b are modulation-specific parameters. Substituting

(13) in (15) and using [17, Eq. (07.34.21.0088.01)] and [13,

Eq. (3.381.4)], we get (14).

IV. ASYMPTOTIC OUTAGE PERFORMANCE

At high SNR values, we have Pout ≃ (GcSNR)−Gd , where

Gc and Gd are the system coding gain and diversity order,

respectively [11]. Here, the CDF in (9) becomes as [11]

FγD
(γ) ≃ FγUSel,R

(γ) + FγR,D
(γ). (16)

1) First Hop Link: At high average SNR values (γ̄u,r →
∞), the CDF of a source channel SNR is approximated by

FγUu,R
(γ) ≃ γN

(Cγ̄u,r)NN !
. (17)

Now, upon substituting (17) in (10), we get

FγUSel,R
(γ) ≃ γKN

(Cγ̄u,r)KN (N !)K
. (18)

2) Second Hop Link: From [17, Eq. (07.34.06.006.01)], as

γ̄r,d → ∞, or equivalently as z → 0, the Meijer G-function

can be approximated using the following series representation

Gm,n
p,q

[

z

∣

∣

∣

∣

a1,...,ap

b1,...,bq

]

=
m
∑

k=1

∏m

j=1,j 6=k Γ(δ1)
∏n

j=1 Γ(1− δ2)
∏p

j=n+1 Γ(δ3)
∏q

j=m+1 Γ(1− δ4)

× zbk(1 + o(z)), (19)

where δ1 = bj − bk, δ2 = aj + bk, δ3 = aj − bk, δ4 = bj + bk,

and p ≤ q is required. Defining ν = min{α, β, ζ2}, we get

FγR,D
(γ) ≃ Υ

(

γ

γ̄r,d

)
ν
r

, (20)

where Υ is constant. Upon substituting (18) and (19) in (16),

the asymptotic outage probability can be written as

P∞
out

=

(

C

γout(N !)−N−1
γ̄u,r

)−KN

+

(

Υ− r
ν

γout
γ̄r,d

)− ν
r

. (21)

It is clear from (21) that the performance of the considered

system is dominated by the worst hop, which depends on the

parameters of these two hops. Therefore, the diversity order

Gd is equal to min(KN, ν
r
) and based on this value, the

system performance could be dominated by either: 1) the first

hop (i.e. K and N ) when it is worst, 2) or the second hop

(i.e. α, β, ζ2, and r) when it is worst.

V. SIMULATION AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

A good matching between the derived results and simu-

lations is clear in Fig. 1. It is obvious that as K increases,

the diversity order Gd increases and better the achieved

performance. This is expected as when the first hop dominates

the performance, Gd = KN . As γ̄r,d is kept constant, a noise

floor appears in the results when γ̄u,r becomes close to or

larger than γ̄r,d. This is because in this region, the second hop

becomes dominant and no gain is achieved in the performance

when γ̄u,r keeps increasing. All the curves converge to the

same performance in this region as they have no effect here.

-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

RF SNR (dB)

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

P
ou

t

out rd

Asymptotic
Analytical
Simulation

Fig. 1: Pout vs SNR for different values of K .

Fig. 2 shows that as N increases, Gd increases and better the

achieved performance. To study the impact of N , γ̄r,d is kept

constant here. This also results in a noise floor in the results,

where when γ̄u,r becomes close to or larger than γ̄r,d, no gain

is achieved in the performance as the second hop becomes

dominant. Accordingly, all the curves converge to the same

performance in this region as they have no effect here.

Fig. 3 compares the performance under different values of

K and N . It is obvious that when (K = N = 1), Gd = 1. For

the cases where (K = 2, N = 1) and (K = 1, N = 2), Gd =
2, but the later gives better results in terms of coding gain Gc.

This informs us that one source with two reflecting elements

outperforms two sources each of one reflecting element. When

(K = N = 2), Gd = 4 and the best performance is achieved.

A noise floor appears as γ̄r,d is kept constant here.

The ASEP is studied in Fig. 4 for BPSK modulation scheme

(p = q = 1). γ̄u,r is kept constant and r = 1. Clearly,

when the FSO link’s minimum parameter is increased (ζ2), Gd

increases and the performance is more enhanced as increasing
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Fig. 2: Pout vs SNR for different values of N .
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Fig. 3: Pout vs SNR for different values of K and N .

ζ2 reduces the alignment error. On the other hand, when

ζ2 = 0.9 is kept constant and α and β are increased, only

Gc is enhanced. This is because Gd, when the FSO link is

dominant, Gd = min(α, β, ζ2). Again, as γ̄u,r is kept constant

here, a noise floor appears in the results when γ̄u,r becomes

close to or larger than γ̄r,d, as expected.

The ASEP for two modulation schemes is shown in Fig.

5: BPSK (p = q = 1) and QPSK (p = 1, q = 0.5). We can

see that the QPSK is outperforming the BPSK, as expected.

This impact comes in terms Gc. In addition, the impact of

increasing K is clear here through increasing Gd.

VI. CONCLUSION

Closed-form analytical approximations were derived for the

outage probability and ASEP of RIS-assisted sources mixed

RF/FSO relay network. Moreover, the system was studied at

the SNR regime whereby Gd and Gc were provided. The

results illustrated that the system performance is dominated

by the worst hop and that Gd is equal to min(KN,α, β, ζ2).
In addition, findings showed that for the same Gd, N is more

impactful on the system performance than K through Gc.
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