
1

Distributed Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces

Assisted Wireless Communication: Asymptotic

Analysis under Imperfect CSI

Bayan Al-Nahhas, Student Member, IEEE,

Qurrat-Ul-Ain Nadeem, Member, IEEE, and Anas Chaaban, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract

This work studies the net sum-rate performance of a distributed reconfigurable intelligent surfaces

(RISs)-assisted multi-user multiple-input-single-output (MISO) downlink communication system under

imperfect instantaneous-channel state information (I-CSI) to implement precoding at the base station

(BS) and statistical-CSI (S-CSI) to design the RISs phase-shifts. Two channel estimation (CE) protocols

are considered for I-CSI acquisition: (i) a full CE protocol that estimates all direct and RISs-assisted

channels over multiple training sub-phases, and (ii) a low-overhead direct estimation (DE) protocol

that estimates the end-to-end channel in a single sub-phase. We derive the deterministic equivalents

of signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and ergodic net sum-rate under Rayleigh and Rician

fading and both CE protocols, for given RISs phase-shifts, which are then optimized based on S-CSI.

Simulation results reveal that the low-complexity DE protocol yields better net sum-rate than the full

CE protocol when used to obtain CSI for precoding. A benchmark full I-CSI based RISs design is also

outlined and shown to yield higher SINR but lower net sum-rate than the S-CSI based RISs design due

to the large overhead associated with full I-CSI acquisition. Therefore the proposed DE-S-CSI based

design for precoding and reflect beamforming achieves high net sum-rate with low complexity, overhead

and power consumption.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In order to meet the requirements of high data rates and low power consumption for the

next generation communication systems, an important challenge is to utilize energy-efficient

technologies that can provide dynamic control over the propagation of radio waves in different

propagation environments. A transformative solution that addresses this challenge is to deploy

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) [2]–[5] on structures in the environment to customize

the propagation of radio waves through controlled reflections. Specifically, an RIS constitutes

of a large number of low-cost passive reflecting elements that induce phase shifts onto the

incident signals, that can be smartly tuned to realize desired communication objectives [5]. For

example, the works in [6], [7] and [8] jointly optimize the precoding at the base station (BS) and

passive reflect beamforming at the RIS to solve the sum-rate maximization problem, the transmit

power minimization problem and the minimum rate maximization problem respectively for the

RIS-assisted multiple-input single-output (MISO) system. The authors in [9] proposed designs

for power allocation at the BS and phases-shifts at the RIS elements to maximize the energy

efficiency of the RIS-assisted multi-user MISO system that employs zero-forcing precoding.

While significant performance gains have been shown using a single RIS, the use of distributed

RISs in wireless communication settings can more effectively enhance coverage, enable com-

munication when multiple direct BS-users links are weak or blocked, improve the rank of the

overall channel, and increase the spectral and energy efficiency of the system [10], [11]. Some

notable works studying distributed RISs-assisted communication systems include [10]–[15]. The

authors in [12] studied a multiple RISs-assisted simultaneous wireless information and power

transfer (SWIPT) system and proposed joint active and passive beamforming designs to minimize

the transmit power at the BS subject to signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints

at information users and energy harvesting constraints at energy users. The authors in [11]

consider multiple single-antenna source-destination pairs assisted by a distributed RISs network

and maximize the sum-rate by optimizing transmit power at sources and phase shifts matrices

at the RISs. The authors in [13] consider a wireless network where multiple BSs serve their

associated single-antenna users with the aid of distributed RISs. Considering Rayleigh fading

and maximum ratio transmission (MRT) precoding, they derive an average-signal-to-average-

interference-plus-noise ratio (ASAINR) expression in terms of RIS-user association parameters,

which are then optimized to maximize the minimum ASAINR among all users.
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Most of the current literature on RIS-assisted systems assumes perfect channel state informa-

tion (CSI) of all links to be available for beamforming design, which is very impractical given

the RIS elements have no radio resources to send, receive or process pilot symbols, rendering

channel estimation (CE) very challenging. To address this limitation, CE algorithms that exploit

the sparsity of the RIS-assisted channel have been proposed in [16], [17]. Further, least-square

and minimum mean squared error (MMSE) channel estimates of the direct BS-user links and

RIS-assisted links have been derived in [18], [19] and [20], using a pilot training based CE

protocol requiring N + 1 training sub-phases in each coherence block, where N is the number

of RIS elements. There are some works that develop lower overhead CE protocols, for example:

the idea of grouping adjacent RIS elements into sub-surfaces was introduced in [21] and [22],

which decreases the training overhead but also reduces the beamforming gains. More recently,

the authors in [23] and [24] propose three-phase and two-phase CE frameworks respectively,

in which the RIS-assisted channels of a typical user are estimated in the first phase, while the

channels of other users are estimated with lower overhead in the next phase. The authors in [25]

propose an MMSE-discrete Fourier transform (DFT) based CE protocol that exploits the static

nature of the BS-RIS channel to reduce the CE overhead. However, these protocols still require

the training time to grow proportionally large with N , which compromises the net sum-rate.

Moreover, even if we overlook the large training overhead associated with estimating all direct

and RIS-assisted channels and assume instantaneous CE, optimizing the RIS phase-shifts based

on instantaneous CSI (I-CSI) at the pace of a fast-fading channel significantly increases the

system complexity. To mitigate these challenges, the authors in [10], [15], [26]–[28] design

the RIS parameters using only statistical CSI (S-CSI) without requiring the I-CSI of individual

BS-RIS and RIS-users channels. The only I-CSI then needed is of the aggregate end-to-end

channel to design beamforming at the BSs. Since the S-CSI changes at a much slower pace

than the I-CSI, the RIS designs based on S-CSI not only reduce the training overhead associated

with estimation of all links, but also relax the need for frequently reconfiguring the RISs. In this

context, the authors in [10] study a multi-RIS assisted multi-user MIMO system and optimize the

beamforming vectors at the BS and users as well as the RISs to maximize the sum-rate, without

requiring I-CSI of all involved channels. The proposed approach is implemented in an offline

phase in which RIS phases are optimized relying only on statistical distribution of the locations

of the users, and an online phase in which the beamforming at BS and users is optimized based

on I-CSI of the end-to-end channel. The authors in [15] consider a two-timescale beamforming
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scheme for a distributed RISs-assisted multi-user MISO communication system that relies on

the knowledge of second-order channel statistics to design the RIS phase shifts and I-CSI of the

aggregate end-to-end channel to implement MRT precoding. However the phase shifts at each

RIS are optimized to maximize the received energy at the closest user and not the sum-rate, and

inter-user interference is tackled by controlling the positions at which RISs are deployed.

While the works in [10] and [15] have studied multi-user wireless communication systems

under I-CSI based precoding implementation at the BS and S-CSI based RIS phase shifts design,

they assumed the I-CSI of the aggregate end-to-end channel to be perfectly known for the

implementation of precoding, which is not a practical assumption. Secondly, they did not compare

the performance of S-CSI and I-CSI based RIS designs in terms of training overhead, SINR and

net sum-rate performance to draw insights as to which scheme performs better in different

operating regimes. These constitute the main questions of this paper, in which we study a

distributed RISs-assisted multi-user MISO communication system under Rayleigh and Rician

fading channel models, considering the scenarios of (i) full imperfect I-CSI versus aggregate

imperfect I-CSI availability at the BS to implement precoding, and (ii) I-CSI versus S-CSI

availability to design the RIS phase-shifts. To this end, we analytically study the ergodic net

sum-rate performance achievable under MRT precoding, that is implemented at the BS using

imperfect I-CSI of the end-to-end channel obtained using two different CE methods, and utilize

the derived expressions to optimize the RIS phase shifts based on S-CSI. Later we also study

the net-sum rate performance when RIS phase shifts are designed based on imperfect I-CSI.

The results help us investigate whether the net sum-rate is better when we acquire I-CSI of the

aggregate end-to-end channel or when we acquire I-CSI of all individual channels that constitute

the end-to-end channel, while accounting for the training overheads of both methods.

We consider two CE protocols to obtain I-CSI for precoding. The first acquires full I-CSI using

the MMSE-DFT CE protocol from [25] that exploits the static nature of BS-RISs channels to

estimate all RISs-user channels and direct BS-user channel, and uses them to construct the

aggregate BS-user channel estimate. The estimates are computed under an optimized RIS phase

shifts solution that minimizes the CE error. While the number of training symbols required by

this protocol is less as compared to others [18]–[20], [23], [24], it still scales linearly with the

number of RIS elements. Recognizing this large overhead, we consider a second CE protocol,

the direct estimation (DE) protocol, which estimates each end-to-end BS-user channel in a single

sub-phase for given RISs phase shifts matrices, which have been optimized based on S-CSI to
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maximize the net sum-rate. The derived estimates under both protocols are used to implement

MRT precoding at the BS. While DE is not useful for designing RISs phase shifts instantaneously,

as that requires knowledge of all direct and RISs-assisted channels, we show that it is a viable

protocol when combined with the S-CSI based RISs design, especially for large system sizes.

To do this, we resort to asymptotic analysis and develop deterministic equivalents of the ergodic

achievable net sum-rate under both MMSE-DFT and DE CE protocols for implementing MRT

precoding for given RISs phase-shifts matrices. Under Rician fading, the derived deterministic

equivalents turn out to be functions of the large-scale channel statistics as well as the RISs phase-

shifts that are then optimized using a projected gradient ascent algorithm based on S-CSI. Under

Rayleigh fading, the deterministic equivalents do not depend on the RISs phase-shifts, implying

that the RISs do not yield reflect beamforming gains under Rayleigh fading, but we show that they

still yield an array gain which becomes significant in noise-limited systems. As a performance

benchmark, we also formulate an instantaneous achievable net-sum rate maximization problem

to design the RISs phase shifts based on the full I-CSI of all channels obtained using the MMSE-

DFT CE protocol. This work results in the following technical contributions:

• Explicit expressions of the MMSE estimates of each BS-user, RIS-user as well as the

resulting aggregate end-to-end channel using the MMSE-DFT CE protocol under Rician

and Rayleigh fading, presented in Lemma 1 and Corollary 1 respectively.

• Expressions of the MMSE estimates of aggregate end-to-end channels using the DE protocol

under Rician and Rayleigh fading, presented in Lemma 3 and Corollary 3 respectively.

• Deterministic equivalents of the SINR and net sum-rate under Rician fading for given RISs

phase shifts matrices. The results are presented for MMSE-DFT protocol in Theorem 1,

and for MMSE-DE protocol in Theorem 2. The deterministic equivalents are simplified for

Rayleigh fading in Corollary 6 and 7 for MMSE-DFT and MMSE-DE protocols respectively.

• A projected gradient ascent algorithm, outlined in Algorithm 1, to design the RISs phase

shifts to maximize the ergodic net sum-rate using the derived deterministic equivalents. The

resulting algorithm only requires S-CSI for implementation which reduces complexity.

• Simulation results that illustrate the excellent match yielded by the deterministic equivalents

of the ergodic net sum-rate for moderate system sizes, as well as the large gains that can

be achieved by using passive low-power RISs. The results further reveal that:

1) The asymptotic net sum-rate is larger when using DE to acquire I-CSI for precoding
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Fig. 1: Distributed RISs-assisted multi-user MISO system model.

as compared to when using MMSE-DFT protocol, because the former avoids the large

overhead associated with estimating all RISs-assisted channels. Since the net sum-rate

approaches a deterministic quantity for large systems, we can design the RISs phase

shifts using S-CSI. As a result DE suffices to obtain enough I-CSI to implement MRT.

2) The full I-CSI based RISs design that maximizes the instantaneous net sum-rate yields

high SINR but its net sum-rate performance is worse than the DE+S-CSI based scheme.

3) Deploying RISs yields both reflect beamforming and array gains under Rician fading

channels that become dominant for higher Rician factors, while it yields only an array

gain under Rayleigh fading which becomes dominant in noise-limited scenarios.

4) Distributed RISs deployment outperforms centralized RIS deployment upto a certain

distribution of RIS elements over multiple surfaces.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II presents the system model and problem

formulation. In Sec. III, we present the CE protocols and the asymptotic analysis of the net sum-

rate under Rician and Rayleigh fading channels. The RISs phase-shifts designs are proposed in

Sec. IV. Simulation results and conclusions are provided in Sec. V and VI respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a BS equipped with M antennas communicating with K

single antenna users, with the assistance of L RISs composed of N reflecting elements each that

are connected to the BS via a control link. The signal model of this system is explained next.

A. Signal Model

The BS wants to send information at rate Rk to user k, k = 1, . . . , K. To this end, the

BS constructs codewords with symbols sk ∼ CN (0, 1), and combines them into the transmit
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(Tx) signal vector x given as x =
∑K

k=1

√
pkgksk, with gk ∈ CM×1 and pk > 0 being the

precoding vector and signal power for user k respectively. The Tx signal satisfies the average

Tx power constraint E[||x||2] = E[tr(PGHG)] ≤ Pmax, where Pmax is the Tx power budget,

P = diag(p1, . . . , pK) and G = [g1, . . . ,gK ]. The received signal yk at user k is given as

yk = hH
k x+ nk, (1)

where nk ∼ CN (0, σ2) is the noise, and hk is the channel between the BS and user k given as

hk = hdk +
L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh2lk, (2)

where H1l ∈ CM×N is the channel between the RIS l and the BS, and h2lk ∈ CN×1 and

hdk ∈ CM×1 are the channel vectors between user k and RIS l, and user k and the BS respectively.

Also Θl = diag(ϕl1, . . . , ϕlN) represents the response of RIS l, where ϕln = αlne
jθln , θln ∈ [0, 2π]

is the phase-shift introduced by element n, and αln = 1 is the amplitude reflection constant.

B. Channel Models

Each BS-RIS channel is considered to be line-of-sight (LoS) dominated. This assumption,

made in many other related works [8], [14], [20], [29]–[32], is supported in the literature using

two points. First, the LoS path between the BS and RIS can be guaranteed through appropriate

deployment of the RIS. Second, the path loss for non-LoS (NLoS) paths is much larger than that

for the LoS path in the next generation systems, with the typical value of Rician factor reported

as being between 20dB and 40dB [30], which is sufficiently large to neglect any NLoS paths in

H1l. Under these remarks, we assume BS-RIS channels to be LoS dominated as modeled next.

A uniform rectangular array (URA) of N = N1×N2 reflecting elements is considered at each

RIS, where N1 and N2 are the number of elements placed with inter-element spacing d
(1)
RIS and

d
(2)
RIS along the two principal directions of the URA. A uniform linear array (ULA) is considered

at the BS, with an antenna spacing of dBS . Under the spherical wave model and considering a

channel attenuation coefficient of β1l, the entries of the LoS channel H1l are given as [33]

[H1l]m,n =
√
β1l exp

(
j
2π

λ
l̄(m),(n1,n2)l

)
, (3)

where n = (n1 − 1)N2 + n2, n1 = 1, . . . , N1, n2 = 1, . . . , N2, and l̄(m),(n1,n2)l is the path length

between BS antenna m and RIS l’s element (n1, n2), given as l̄(m),(n1,n2)l = ||a(n1,n2)l
RIS − a

(m)
BS ||.

Here a
(n1,n2)l
RIS is the steering vector from the global origin to RIS l’s element (n1, n2), and a

(m)
BS
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is the steering vector from the global origin to BS antenna m. The expressions of a
(m)
BS and

a
(n1,n2)l
RIS , found in [33, equations (12) and (13)], depend on d

(1)
RIS , d(2)RIS , dBS , and the distance D̄l

between the BS and RIS l. This model is developed under the spherical wavefront assumption,

and imposes no restriction on rank of H1l, which can be high for moderate D̄l and large N [33].

For the RIS-user channels h2lk and the BS-user channels hdk, we consider Rician and Rayleigh

fading models. Under Rician fading, the channels are expressed as

hric
2lk = hn

2lk + h̄2lk, hric
dk = hn

dk + h̄dk (4)

where hn
2lk and hn

dk are the NLoS components, and h̄2lk and h̄dk are the LoS components.

The NLoS components are given by hn
2lk =

√
1

κ2lk+1
hray
2lk where hray

2lk ∼ CN (0, β2lkIN), and

hn
dk =

√
1

κdk+1
hray
dk where hray

dk ∼ CN (0, βdkIM). The LoS components are modeled as h̄dk =√
βdkκdk

κdk+1
[1, ej2πdBS cos(ϕdk), . . . , ej2πdBS(M−1) cos(ϕdk)] and h̄2lk =

√
β2lkκ2lk

κ2lk+1
[b2lkz ⊗ b2lkx], where

b2lkz = [1, ej2πd
(1)
RIS cos(ϕ2lk), . . . , ej2πd

(1)
RIS(N1−1) cos(ϕ2lk)], b2lkx = [1, ej2πd

(2)
RIS cos(ϕ2lk), . . . ,

ej2πd
(2)
RIS(N2−1) cos(ϕ2lk)], and ϕdk and ϕ2lk are the angles of departure (AoD) of the wave-vector

from the BS and RIS l to user k respectively, defined in the azimuth plane from the x-axis.

Moreover, βdk and β2lk are the channel attenuation factors, and κdk and κ2lk are the Rician

factors for the BS-user k link and RIS l-user k link respectively. Under Rician fading, the

channels are distributed as hric
2lk ∼ CN

(
h̄2lk,

β2lk

κ2lk+1
IN

)
, and hric

dk ∼ CN
(
h̄dk,

βdk

κdk+1
IM

)
. The

overall channel between user k and the BS can be written as

hric
k = hn

dk + h̄dk +
L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh
n
2lk +

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk (5)

which is statistically equivalent to the following representation:

hric
k = h̄dk +

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk +Aric1/2

k zk, (6)

where zk ∼ CN (0, IM) and Aric
k = βdk

κdk+1
IM +

∑L
l=1

β2lk

κ2lk+1
H1lH

H
1l .

The Rayleigh fading channels hray
dk and hray

2lk are as defined below (4), and can also be obtained

from the Rician channel models by setting the Rician factors κdk and κ2lk as 0.

C. Channel State Information and Precoding

There are two ways to estimate the channels in an RISs-assisted system. The first is to acquire

the CSI of all individual RISs-assisted channels, i.e. the RIS-user channels h2lk’s and the direct

BS-user channels hdk’s, and use this full I-CSI for precoding at the BS as well as for optimizing

the RISs phase shifts to obtain favourable instantaneous channels. However, as discussed in
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the introduction, many existing CE protocols require a training time that grows proportionally

with N to acquire this CSI [18]–[20], [23]–[25]. The second way is to acquire the I-CSI of

only the aggregate end-to-end channel hk for given Θl’s that are optimized based on S-CSI to

obtain favourable channel statistics. The BS then uses the estimated end-to-end hk to implement

precoding. In this work we focus on the latter and consider the first method as a benchmark. To

implement precoding, we consider the BS to have imperfect I-CSI of each aggregate BS-user

channel hk, k = 1, . . . , K, represented as hk = ĥk + h̃k, where ĥk is the channel estimate and

h̃k is the estimation error. Two CE protocols to estimate hk will be discussed in Sec. III-A.

The estimate ĥk is used to implement precoding at the BS. Linear precoding schemes like MRT

and zero-forcing (ZF) are asymptotically optimal for a MISO broadcast channel as M grows large

[34], [35]. In this work, we focus on the large (M,K) regime given the massive connectivity

supported by 5G networks and consider MRT precoding, since it reduces the computational

complexity greatly as compared to ZF that involves the inversion of the Gram matrix of joint

users’ channel matrices, which has a prohibitive computational complexity proportional to K2M .

The precoding vectors are given as gk = ζĥk, where ζ satisfies the power constraint E[||x||2] ≤
Pmax as ζ2 = Pmax/Ψ, where Ψ = E

[
tr
(
PĤĤH

)]
and ĤH = [ĥ1, ĥ2 . . . ĥK ] ∈ CM×K .1

D. Achievable Rate and Problem Formulation

For the considered system model, we present an ergodic achievable net-rate expression for each

user, exploiting a technique from [37], which is widely applied in works on large-scale MIMO

systems [38], [39]. The technique exploits the channel hardening property of large-scale MIMO

systems which states that as M grows large, the effective channel hH
k gk of user k approaches

its average value E[hH
k gk]. Under this property, the authors of [37] assume the availability of

only S-CSI (i.e. knowledge of E[hH
k gk]) at the users to compute the SINR. The main idea then

is to decompose yk in (1) using the definition of x as yk =
√
pkE[hH

k gk]sk +
√
pk(h

H
k gk −

E[hH
k gk])sk+

∑
f ̸=k

√
pfh

H
k gfsf +nk and assume that the average effective channel E[hH

k gk] is

perfectly known at user k. Then by treating interference and channel uncertainty as worst-case

independent Gaussian noise, we conclude that user k can achieve the ergodic net rate

Rk =

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log2(1 + γk), (7)

1The extension of the analysis in this work to other precoding schemes like ZF is possible using the methodology in [36].

However the resulting expressions will be complex and will yield no direct insights into the impact of the RIS on the sum-rate.
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where S is the number of CE sub-phases of length τS symbols, τC is the length of each coherence

block, and γk is the downlink SINR of user k. The expression of γk, under MRT precoding

defined in Sec. II-C, is obtained using the decomposition of yk given above (7) as

γk =
pk|E[hH

k ĥk]|2
pkVar[hH

k ĥk] +
∑

f ̸=k pfE[|hH
k ĥf |2] + Ψ

ρ

, (8)

where ρ = Pmax

σ2 and Ψ = E
[
tr
(
PĤĤH

)]
. The ergodic achievable net sum-rate is given as

Rsum =
K∑

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log2(1 + γk). (9)

Our goal is to analyze the ergodic achievable net sum-rate in (9) above in the large system limit

under different CE protocols and channel models, and study its behaviour versus the network

parameters like M , N and K. We will consider the use of imperfect I-CSI at the BS to implement

precoding, and the use of S-CSI to optimize the RISs phase shifts. The analysis will be done

with the objectives of (i) developing optimized RISs designs under different CSI assumptions, (ii)

comparing the net sum-rate performance under two different CE protocols for I-CSI acquisition,

and (iii) assessing the performance difference between S-CSI and I-CSI based RISs designs.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present our main results starting with preliminaries related to CE, followed

by asymptotic expressions of the net sum-rate under Rician and Rayleigh fading.

A. Preliminaries

We first present two CE protocols used to obtain I-CSI of hk to implement precoding.

1) MMSE-DFT CE Protocol: The first CE protocol we consider is the MMSE-DFT protocol

from [25] which constructs the estimate of the aggregate channel hk by estimating h2lk’s and

hdk over S CE sub-phases. In this protocol, RIS l applies the reflect beamforming matrix Θls =

diag(ϕls1, . . . , ϕlsN) ∈ CN×N in sub-phase s ∈ {1, . . . , S}, resulting in the RISs training matrix

Vtr =




1 vT
11 . . . vT

L1

...
...

...

1 vT
1S . . . vT

LS


 ∈ CS×(NL+1) (10)

where vls = diag(Θls). The optimal Vtr that minimizes the CE error is derived to be the NL+1

leading columns of a DFT matrix as [Vtr]s,n = e−j2π(n−1)(s−1)/S in [25]. This protocol exploits

the LoS nature of the BS-RISs channels to reduce the required number of training sub-phases
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to S = NL
M

+ 1 as compared to other CE protocols in [18]–[20] which require S = NL + 1

sub-phases to estimate all channels. This training overhead is also less than that imposed by

the more recent three-phase and two-phase CE protocols in [23], [24], while achieving a better

estimation quality. Moreover this protocol does not assume any channel sparsity [16], [17] or

consider RIS elements grouping [21], [22]. The protocol is detailed in [25], and here we extend

its results to the channel models in our work, and derive the channel estimates and their statistics

as follows, which will be useful to characterize the SINR later on.

Lemma 1: The MMSE estimate of hric
k in (5) under the Rician channel models in (4) and the

MMSE-DFT CE protocol is given as

ĥric
k = ĥn

dk + h̄dk +
L∑

l=1

H1lΘlĥ
n
2lk +

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk, (11)

where ĥn
dk and ĥn

2lk are the MMSE estimates of hn
dk and hn

2lk given as

ĥn
dk =

βn
dk

βn
dk +

1
SρpτS

(r̃tr0k − h̄dk), ĥn
2lk =

βn
2lk

βn
2lk +

1
SρpτSMβ1l

(r̃trlk − h̄2lk), (12)

where βn
dk =

βdk

κdk+1
, βn

2lk =
β2lk

κ2lk+1
, and the observation vectors r̃tr0k and r̃trlk are given as

r̃tr0k = hn
dk + h̄dk +

1

S
(vtr

1 ⊗ IM)Hntr
k , r̃trlk = hn

2lk + h̄2lk +
1

SMβ1l

H̄H
1l(V

tr
l ⊗ IM)Hntr

k , (13)

where ntr
k ∈ CMS×1 is the received noise across S CE sub-phases, ρp is the training SNR, τS

is the length of each training sub-phase, vtr
1 is the first S × 1 column of Vtr and Vtr

l ∈ CS×N

comprises of the N(l − 1) + 2 to Nl + 1 columns of Vtr for l = 1, . . . , L. Moreover H̄1l =

diag(h̄1l1, . . . , h̄1lN)∈CMN×N, where h̄1ln is the nth column of H1l, known due to its LoS nature.

Proof: The proof follows by applying the definition of MMSE estimate on the observation

vectors in (13) following similar steps as [25, Sec. III].

Note that under the orthogonality property of MMSE estimates, the CE error h̃n
dk = hn

dk− ĥn
dk,

which is also Gaussian, is independent of ĥn
dk. A similar discussion applies to h̃n

2lk = hn
2lk− ĥn

2lk.

Using these results, ĥric
k is statistically equivalent to a correlated Rician channel as follows.

Lemma 2: The channel estimate ĥric
k in (11) can be represented as

ĥric
k = h̄dk +

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk +Cric1/2

k qk, (14)

where qk ∼ CN (0, IM) and Cric
k =

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

IM +
∑L

l=1

βn2

2lk

βn
2lk+

1
SρpτSMβ1l

H1lH
H
1l .

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix A.

For Rayleigh fading, the following corollaries can be obtained from Lemma 1 and Lemma 2.
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Corollary 1: The MMSE estimate of hray
k = hray

dk +
∑L

l=1 H1lΘlh
ray
2lk under Rayleigh fading

hdk’s and h2lk’s and the MMSE-DFT CE protocol is given as

ĥray
k = ĥray

dk +
L∑

l=1

H1lΘlĥ
ray
2lk , (15)

where the MMSE estimates of hray
dk and hray

2lk are ĥray
dk = βdk

βdk+
1

SρpτS

r̃tr0k, ĥray
2lk = β2lk

β2lk+
1

SρpτSMβ1l

r̃trlk,

where r̃tr0k = hray
dk + 1

S
(vtr

1 ⊗ IM)Hntr
k , and r̃trlk = hray

2lk +
1

SMβ1l
H̄H

1l(V
tr
l ⊗ IM)Hntr

k .

Corollary 2: The channel estimate ĥray
k in (15) is statistically equivalent to

ĥray
k = Cray1/2

k qk, (16)

where qk ∼ CN (0, IM) and Cray
k =

β2
dk

βdk+
1

SρpτS

IM +
∑L

l=1

β2
2lk

β2lk+
1

SρpτSMβ1l

H1lH
H
1l .

Proof: These results follow by setting κ2lk and κdk to 0 in Lemma 1 and 2.

The MMSE-DFT protocol estimates all channels accurately at the expense of a large overhead

which may compromise the net sum-rate. Next, we present a lower overhead CE protocol.

2) DE Protocol: In the DE scheme, instead of estimating the individual channels hdk’s and

h2lk’s, the BS directly estimates the aggregate channel hk = hdk +
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh2lk for given

RISs beamforming matrices Θl’s in a single sub-phase. The received training signal is correlated

with each user’s pilot sequence to obtain the received observation vectors ytr
k = hk + ntr

k , k =

1, . . . , K, where nk ∼ CN (0, 1
ρpτS

IM), that are used to estimate hk. Since DE is done for given

Θl’s, the channel estimate of hk will depend on the choice of RIS phase shifts. We consider

RISs to implement the same Θl’s over multiple CE and downlink data transmission phases,

that are found by optimizing the ergodic net sum-rate performance based on S-CSI. In terms of

implementation, we define a time-frame consisting of several coherence periods over which the

channel statistics stay constant, where each coherence period is further divided into a CE phase

and a downlink transmission phase. When the time-frame starts the BS uses its knowledge of

channel statistics to find Θl’s that maximize the net sum-rate (as discussed in the next section),

which are then used during the CE phase (in which hk’s are estimated) as well as during the

downlink transmission phase of each coherence interval in that time-frame. Once the time-frame

ends, the channel statistics are re-acquired and Θl’s are re-computed for the next time frame.

The MMSE estimate of hk under DE, for given Θl’s, is stated next for both fading models.

Lemma 3: The MMSE estimate of hric
k (5) under Rician fading and DE protocol is given as

ĥric
k = h̄dk +

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk +Rric
k Qric

k (ytr
k − h̄dk −

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlh̄2lk), (17)
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where ytr
k = hric

dk +
∑L

l=1 H1lΘlh
ric
2lk + ntr

k , Qric
k =

(
Rric

k + IM
ρpτS

)−1

, and Rric
k = βn

dkIM +
∑L

l=1 β
n
2lkH1lH

H
1l . The channel estimate ĥric

k is statistically equivalent to ĥric
k = CDE,ric1/2

k qk,

where qk ∼ CN (0, IM) and CDE,ric
k = Rric

k Qric
k Rric

k .

Proof: The proof follows from writing hric
k as a sum of LoS and NLoS channels and

estimating the NLoS part hn
k = hn

dk +
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh
n
2lk using ytr

k − h̄dk −
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk.

Corollary 3: The MMSE estimate of hray
k under Rayleigh fading and DE protocol is given as

ĥray
k = Rray

k Qray
k ytr

k , (18)

where Rray
k = βdkIM +

∑L
l=1 β2lkH1lH

H
1l , Q

ray
k =

(
Rray

k + IM
ρpτS

)−1

, and ytr
k = hray

dk

+
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh
ray
2lk+ntr

k . The channel estimate ĥray
k is statistically equivalent to ĥray

k = CDE,ray1/2

k qk,

where qk ∼ CN (0, IM) and CDE,ray
k = Rray

k Qray
k Rray

k .

Proof: The proof follows from setting κdk and κ2lk as 0 in Lemma 3.

While this protocol does not provide full I-CSI of the individual RIS-assisted links, it provides

enough information to implement precoding at the BS, which only requires the estimate of the

aggregate channel ĥk. It also saves the large training overhead associated with S ≥ NL
M

+1 sub-

phases to obtain the full I-CSI under MMSE-DFT protocol, and requires only a single training

sub-phase. The downside is that the estimates in (17) and (18) can not be used to design the

RIS phases instantaneously as that will require the estimates ĥdk’s and ĥ2lk’s. However, if the

RISs phases are designed using S-CSI which we will investigate next, then DE is a desirable

scheme because the BS can use (17) and (18) instead of (11) and (15) to implement precoding.

B. Asymptotic Analysis under Rician Fading

While the users’ ergodic rates in (7) are generally difficult to study for finite system di-

mensions, they tend to approach deterministic quantities as the system dimensions grow large,

which are referred to as deterministic equivalents. While these deterministic equivalents are

almost surely (a.s.) tight in the asymptotic limit, they are very accurate for moderate system

dimensions as well as observed in [8], [36], [38]–[40]. Consequently, they can be used to gain

insights into the behaviour of the system when M and K are finite. Moreover, they depend only

on the channel statistics and are very useful to solve important optimization problems in massive

MIMO literature based on S-CSI. Under this motivation, we exploit the statistical distribution of

hk and large values of M,N,K envisioned for beyond 5G networks to compute the deterministic

approximations of the users’ ergodic rates under the following required assumptions [8], [38].
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Assumption 1. M , N and K grow large with a bounded ratio as 0 < lim infM,K→∞
K
M

≤
lim supM,K→∞

K
M

< ∞ and 0 < lim infM,N→∞
M
N

≤ lim supM,N→∞
M
N

< ∞.

Assumption 2. The LoS channel matrix H1 satisfies lim sup
M,N→∞

||H1H
H
1 ||< ∞.

Now we are ready to present the asymptotic analysis under the two considered channel models

and CE protocols. We first present the deterministic equivalents of the SINR under Rician fading.

Theorem 1: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the SINR of user k in (8), for the channel in (5) and

its estimate in (14) under the MMSE-DFT protocol satisfies γric
k − γric◦

k
a.s−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0, where

γric◦
k =

pk

∣∣∣∣ 1
M

tr
(
Dk +

∑L
l=1

βn2

2lk

βn
2lk+

1
SρpτSMβ1l

H1lH
H
1l +

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

IM

)∣∣∣∣
2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr((Df + Cric
f )(Dk +Aric

k )) +
pk
M

∑K
k=1

1
M

tr(Dk+Cric
k )

ρ

, (19)

Dk = h̄dkh̄
H
dk+h̄dk

∑L
l=1 h̄

H
2lkΘ

H
l H

H
1l+
∑L

l=1 H1lΘlh̄2lkh̄
H
dk+
∑L

l=1

∑L
l′=1H1lΘlh̄2lkh̄

H
2l′kΘ

H
l′ H

H
1l′ ,

Aric
k is defined in (6) and Cric

k is defined in Lemma 2.

Proof: The proof of Theorem 1 is provided in Appendix B.

Theorem 2: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the SINR of user k in (8), for the channel in (5)

and its estimate in (17) under the MMSE-DE protocol, satisfies γric
k − γric◦

k
a.s−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0, where

γric◦
k =

pk| 1
M

tr(Dk +Rric
k Qric

k Rric
k )|2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr((Df +Rric
f Qric

f Rric
f )(Dk +Rric

k )) + 1
M

∑K
k=1

pk
M

tr(Dk+Rric
k Qric

k Rric
k )

ρ

, (20)

where Rric
k and Qric

k are defined in Lemma 3, and Dk is defined in Theorem 1.

Proof: The proof of Theorem 2 is similar to the proof of Theorem 1 while considering the

MMSE channel estimates defined in Lemma 3.

Next, we simplify the result under perfect CSI, which will be used in the sequel for comparison.

Corollary 4: Under the setting of Theorem 1, and assuming perfect CSI , γric◦
k is given as

γric◦
k =

pk| 1
M

tr(Dk +Aric
k )|2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr((Df +Aric
f )(Dk +Aric

k )) + pk
Mρ

∑K
k=1

1
M

tr(Dk +Aric
k )

. (21)

Proof: The proof follows by letting ρp → ∞ in Theorem 1.

We also simplify the result in Theorem 2 for the scenario without RISs for comparison.
Theorem 3: Consider the setting of Theorem 2 without RISs, then γric◦

k is given as

γric◦
k =

pk

∣∣∣∣ 1
M

(
h̄H
dkh̄dk +

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
ρpτS

M

)∣∣∣∣
2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf

M tr
((

h̄df h̄H
df +

βn2

df IM

βn
df+

1
ρpτS

)(
h̄dkh̄H

dk +
βn2

dk IM
βn
dk+

1
ρpτS

))
+ 1

M

∑K
k=1

pk

Mρ

(
h̄H
dkh̄dk +

βn2

dk M

βn
dk+

1
ρpτS

) .

(22)

Proof: The proof of Theorem 3 follows by setting N and L as zero in Theorem 2.
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Using these results, we can obtain the deterministic equivalents of ergodic net rates as follows.

Corollary 5: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the users’ ergodic achievable net rates in (7)

under Rician fading, denoted by Rric
k , converge as Rric

k − Rric◦
k

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0, where Rric◦
k =

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log(1 + γric◦

k ) and γric◦
k is given by (19) with S = NL

M
+ 1 for the MMSE-DFT CE

protocol, or given by (20) with S = 1 for the MMSE-DE CE protocol.

Proof: The proof follows by applying the continuous mapping theorem on Rric
k .

An asymptotic approximation for the ergodic achievable net sum-rate can be obtained as

Rric◦
sum =

K∑

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log(1 + γric◦

k ). (23)

The deterministic equivalents in (19), (20) and (22) provide some insights into the behaviour

of massive MIMO under Rician fading. The desired signal energy in the numerator of these

expressions stays constant with respect to M since each term is a ratio of the trace of an

M ×M matrix to M . On the other hand, following [41], the interference term and noise term

in the denominators of all three expressions vanish as M → ∞ while K,N and L are kept

fixed. Therefore, the SINR grows with M for fixed K, which is referred to as the “massive

MIMO” effect in [38]. We also note from (19) and (20) that asymptotically, the RIS reflect

beamforming matrices Θl’s appear in all terms involving the LoS channel components and do

not appear in the NLoS terms. Therefore RISs will yield higher performance gains for large

Rician factors κ. Moreover, the desired signal and interference (first term in denominator) terms

scale quadratically with N and L, while the noise term scales linearly with N and L, when

considering fixed RISs phases indicating more RIS gains in noise limited scenarios. However,

we can optimize the phase shifts to improve SINR significantly in interference limited scenarios.

C. Analysis under Rayleigh Fading

While RISs provide beamforming gains under Rician fading, we will see from the deterministic

equivalents presented next that they only provide an array gain under Rayleigh fading.

Corollary 6: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the SINR of user k defined in (8), for the channel

estimate in (16) under the MMSE-DFT CE protocol satisfies γray
k − γray◦

k

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0, where

γray◦

k =

pk

∣∣∣∣ 1
M

tr
(∑L

l=1

β2
2lk

β2lk+
1

SρpτSMβ1l

H1lH
H
1l +

β2
dk

βdk+
1

SρpτS

IM

)∣∣∣∣
2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr(Cray
f Aray

k ) +
pk
M

∑K
k=1

1
M

tr(Cray
k )

ρ

(24)

where Aray
k =

∑L
l=1 β2lkH1lH

H
1l + βdkIM and Cray

k is defined in Corollary 2.
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Proof: The proof follows by setting κdk and κ2lk as 0 in Theorem 1.

Corollary 7: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the SINR of user k defined in (8), for the channel

estimate in (18) under the MMSE-DE protocol, satisfies γray
k − γray◦

k

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0, where

γray◦

k =
pk
∣∣ 1
M

tr(Rray
k Rray

k Qray
k )
∣∣2

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr(Rray
k Rray

f Qray
f Rray

f ) + 1
M

∑K
k=1

pk
M

tr(Rray
k Rray

k Qray
k )

ρ

, (25)

and Rray
k and Qray

k are defined in Corollary 3.

Proof: The proof is obtained by setting κdk and κ2lk as 0 in Theorem 2.

Corollary 8: Under the setting of Corollary 6 and 7 and assuming perfect CSI, we have

γray◦

k =
pk| 1

M
tr(Aray

k )|2
1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M

tr(Aray
f Aray

k ) +
pk
M

∑K
k=1

1
M

tr(Aray
k )

ρ

. (26)

Proof: The proof follows by letting ρtr → ∞ in Corollary 6 and 7.

Next we express the deterministic equivalents of users’ ergodic rates in the following corollary.

Corollary 9: Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the users’ ergodic net rates under Rayleigh fading,

denoted by Rray
k , converge as Rray

k −Rray◦

k

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0, where Rray◦

k =
(
1− SτS

τC

)
log(1+γray◦

k )

and γray◦

k is given by (24) with S = NL
M

+ 1 for the MMSE-DFT protocol, and given by (25)

with S = 1 for the MMSE-DE protocol. The ergodic achievable net sum-rate is given as

Rray◦
sum =

K∑

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log(1 + γray◦

k ). (27)

Proof: The proof is similar to the one for Corollary 5.

Two important insights can be drawn from these expressions. First, the phase-shifts applied

by the RISs, i.e. ϕln = exp(jθln), do not appear in the deterministic equivalents of the SINR

under Rayleigh fading, implying that the RISs will not yield any reflect beamforming gain. This

phenomenon also observed in [26] is caused by the spatial isotropy that holds upon the RIS-

assisted channel, which is insensitive to the beamforming between H1 and hray
2lk under Rayleigh

fading hray
2lk . Second, the RISs can still yield an array gain due to the sum over N and L terms

in the numerator. However, there are also terms with sum over N and L in the denominator. We

will draw insights next as to when is deploying RISs useful under independent Rayleigh fading.

How Useful is the RIS under Rayleigh Fading?: To gain explicit insights into the impact of

RISs on the SINR under Rayleigh fading, we consider a special case which assumes

H1l =
√

β1lNUl, (28)

where Ul ∈ CM×N is composed of M ≤ N leading rows of an arbitrary N ×N unitary matrix

[38]. Since in practice each diagonal entry of H1lH
H
1l is the sum of N exponential terms of unit
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norm as can be seen from (3), so we have normalized Ul by
√
N . Moreover N is assumed to be

large but fixed to ensure a bounded spectral norm. The model implies that H1l has orthogonal

rows. Such a LoS scenario can be realized in practice through specific placement of the RISs

with respect to the BS array. This special case will act as an upper-bound on the RIS performance

under arbitrary H1l’s. Moreover, we let β1lβ2lk = clβdk, ∀l, k, that is justified in scenarios where

each RIS is located close to the BS. For this special case, the performance of the RISs-assisted

system under perfect CSI is given in a compact closed-form as follows.

Corollary 10: For the special case in (28), γray◦

k in Corollary 8 under pk = 1, ∀k is given as

γray◦

k =
1

1

M

∑

f ̸=k

βdf

βdk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference

+

∑K
k′=1 βdk′

Mβ2
dkρ(c̄N + 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Noise

, (29)

where c̄ =
∑L

l=1 cl.

Proof: The proof follows by substituting (28) for H1l’s and β1lβ2lk = clβdk in (26).

This corollary yields two important insights. First it verifies the “massive MIMO effect”

observed in [38], that the SINR increases with M for fixed N , L, and K. Second, the use of

RISs under Rayleigh fading h2lk’s is only useful in large systems when the average received

SNR is low, i.e. either ρ is low or the path loss is high. This is often the case for cell-edge users.

In such a noise-limited scenario, the second term in the denominator of (29) will dominate the

first and increasing N and L will produce a noticeable increase in the SINR. In an interference-

limited scenario, the use of RISs yields no substantial benefit. This is because under Rayleigh

fading, each RIS yields an array gain of N asymptotically, which appears in both the energy of

desired and interfering signals and the net effect becomes negligible if interference is dominant.

IV. PERFORMANCE OPTIMIZATION

Since in the large system limit, the RISs yield reflect beamforming gains under Rician fading

only, therefore we focus on the design of RISs phase shifts for Rician fading channels.

A. Ergodic Net Sum-Rate Maximization using S-CSI

In this section, we optimize the RIS phase-shifts by utilizing the deterministic equivalents of

the ergodic net sum-rate derived in Sec. III-B in (23). This approach allows us to optimize the

RISs phase shifts using knowledge of only the large-scale channel statistics that characterize these

deterministic equivalents. This S-CSI changes much slower than the actual fast fading channel

itself, and therefore the RISs phase shifts need to be optimized only once after several coherence
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Algorithm 1 Projected Gradient Ascent Algorithm for the RISs Design

1: Initialize: ϕ1, Rric◦
1

sum = f(ϕ1) where f(.) is given by (23), ϵ > 0, s = 1.

2: Repeat

3: R̄ric◦
sum = Rric◦

s

sum ;

4: [ps]N(l−1)+n = ∂Rric◦
sum

∂ϕln
|ϕs , n = 1, . . . , N , l = 1, . . . , L;

5: ϕ̃
s+1

= ϕs + µps;

6: ϕs+1 = exp(jarg (ϕ̃
s+1

));

7: Rric◦
s+1

sum = f(ϕs+1); Update s = s+ 1;

8: Until ||Rric◦
s

sum − R̄ric◦
sum||2< ϵ; Output ϕ∗ = ϕs;

periods which reduces complexity. The net sum-rate maximization problem is formulated below.

(P1) max
ϕ

K∑

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log(1 + γric◦

k ) (30a)

s.t. |ϕln|= 1, ∀l, n. (30b)

where ϕln is the nth diagonal element of Θl, and ϕ = [ϕ11, . . . , ϕ1N , ϕ21, . . . , ϕLN ]
T ∈ CNL×1.

(P1) is a constrained maximization problem that can be solved using projected gradient ascent

as outlined in Algorithm 1. We increase the objective function by iteratively updating the RISs

phase-shift vector ϕs at iteration s in a step proportional to the positive gradient ps as ϕ̃
s+1

=

ϕs + µps, where the step size µ is obtained using backtracking line search. The solution ϕ̃
s+1

is projected to the closest feasible point satisfying (30b) as ϕs+1 = exp(jarg (ϕ̃
s+1

)) [8]. Since

(P1) is a non-convex problem, gradient ascent only provides a local optimum, but we verify the

large gains yielded by the proposed design in simulations. The derivative of Rric◦
sum, which is the

objective in (30a), with γric◦
k given by (19) under MMSE-DFT protocol, with respect to ϕln is

∂Rric◦
sum

∂ϕln

= η

K∑

k=1

2dk
√

pkqk
K

(tr(h̄0lknh̄
H
dk) + tr(h̄dkh̄

H
0lkn) + 2tr(

∑L
l=1

∑N
i=1 h̄0lkiϕlih̄

H
0lkn))− qkd

′
k

(1 + γrico
k ) ln(2)d2k

,

where η =
(
1− SτS

τC

)
, qk and dk are the numerator and the denominator of (19) respectively,

h̄0lki = h̄1lih̄2lki, h̄1li is the ith column of H1l, h̄2lki is the ith element of h̄2lk and

d′k =
∑

f ̸=k

pf
K

(
tr

(
(Dk +Aric

k )(2
L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lfih̄
H
0lfn + 2h̄0lfnh̄

H
df )

)
+ tr

(
(Df +Cric

f )

× (2
L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lkih̄
H
0lkn + h̄0lknh̄

H
dk)

))
+

K∑

k=1

pk
Kρ

tr

(
2

L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lkih̄
H
0lkn + h̄0lknh̄

H
dk

)
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The derivative of Rric◦
sum, which is the objective in (30a), with γric◦

k given by (20) under the

MMSE-DE CE protocol, with respect to ϕln is given as

∂Rric◦
sum

∂ϕln

= η

K∑

k=1

2dk
√

pkqk
K

(2tr(
∑L

l=1

∑N
i=1 ϕlih̄0lkih̄

H
0lkn) + tr(h̄0lknh̄

H
dk))− qkd

′
k

(1 + γrico
k ) ln(2)d2k

, (31)

where qk and dk are the numerator and denominator of (20), respectively, and

d′k =
∑

f ̸=k

pf
K

(
tr

(
(Df +Rric

f Qric
f Rric

f )(2
L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lkih̄
H
0lkn + 2h̄0lknh̄

H
dk)

)
+ tr

(
(Dk +Rric

k )

× (2
L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lfih̄
H
0lfn + h̄0lfnh̄

H
df )

))
+

K∑

k=1

pk
Kρ

tr

(
2

L∑

l=1

N∑

i=1

ϕlih̄0lkih̄
H
0lkn + h̄0lknh̄

H
dk

)
.

The proof of both derivatives follow from direct application of complex derivatives in [42, 4.1].

Using these derivatives along with Algorithm 1, we can optimize reflect beamforming at the

RISs to improve the ergodic net sum-rate of the system using only S-CSI.

B. Instantaneous Net Sum-Rate Maximization Using Full I-CSI

Since we obtain the full I-CSI of all channels under the MMSE-DFT protocol, we formulate the

instantaneous achievable net sum-rate expression and propose to maximize it using a genetic algo-

rithm in this section, as a performance benchmark for the S-CSI based RISs design. Recall that the

received signal in (1) under MRT precoding can be written as yk =
∑K

f=1 ζ
√
pfh

ricH

k ĥric
f sf +nk.

Since the BS does not know the true channels and only has the estimates, we can write yk as

yk = ζ
√
pkĥ

ricH

k ĥric
k sk + ζ

K∑

f ̸=k

√
pf ĥ

ricH

k ĥric
f sf + ζ

K∑

f=1

√
pf h̃

ricH

k ĥric
f sf + nk (32)

where h̃ric
k is the estimation error, that is independent of the MMSE estimate ĥric

k , and is

distributed as h̃ric
k ∼ CN (0, C̃ric

k ) where C̃ric
k = Aric

k − Cric
k , and Aric

k and Cric
k are defined

in (6) and Lemma 2 respectively. Note that ĥric
k and h̃ric

k are functions of Θl’s as evident in their

expressions in Lemma 2. Treating the last two terms in (32) as uncorrelated effective noise and

assuming I-CSI to be available at users, the instantaneous net rate of user k is presented below.

Theorem 4: An achievable instantaneous net rate expression of user k under the MMSE-DFT

CE protocol is Rinst
k =

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log2(1 + γinst

k ), where the instantaneous SINR γinst
k is given as

γinst
k =

pk|ĥricH

k ĥric
k |2

∑
f ̸=k pf |ĥricH

k ĥric
f |2+∑K

f=1 pf ĥ
ricH

f C̃ric
k ĥric

f + Ψinst
ρ

, (33)

where Ψinst = tr
(
PĤricĤricH

)
as defined in Sec. II-C and ρ = Pmax

σ2 .
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Proof: Treating the last two terms in (32) as noise, we compute E[nkn
H
k ] = σ2, and

∑K
f=1 pfEh̃ric

k
[|h̃ricH

k ĥric
f |2] =∑K

f=1 pfEh̃ric
k
[h̃ricH

k ĥric
f ĥricH

f h̃ric
k ] =

∑K
f=1 pf tr(C̃

ric
k ĥric

f ĥricH

f ).

The instantaneous net sum-rate is then given as

Rinst
sum =

K∑

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log2(1 + γinst

k ), (34)

Next, we formulate the net sum-rate maximization problem similar to Problem (P1) with

the objective
∑K

k=1

(
1− SτS

τC

)
log2(1 + γinst

k ). The RIS phase shifts are designed to solve this

problem using the genetic algorithm outlined in [43]. Note that this full I-CSI based RISs design

is expected to yield high sum-rate as the phase shifts are designed for each channel realization to

meet the desired objective. On the other hand, S-CSI based RISs design only optimizes the phase

shifts when channel statistics change. However the I-CSI based RISs design requires full CSI

of all channels, i.e. ĥdk and ĥ2lk’s, which imposes a large training overhead of S = NL/M +1

sub-phases. This would compromise the net sum-rate, as we will see in the simulations next,

because the training loss factor represented by
(
1− SτS

τC

)
in (34) will reduce as N increases.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

To generate the simulation results, the BS equipped with an M -antenna ULA is considered to

be deployed at (0, 0, 0)m along the z-axis, where (x, y, z) denotes the Cartesian coordinates. The

K users are placed along an arc of radius 400m that spans angles from −30◦ to 30◦ with respect

to the y-axis, and the multiple RISs are placed equidistantly on an arc of radius 250m while

spanning angles from −30◦ to 30◦ with respect to the y-axis. Each RIS planar array is placed in

the x-z plane. We define pk = 1/K, ∀k and Pmax = 10 W. The path loss model is represented

as βk = C0

dᾱ
, with C0 set as 30dB for all links. The receiver noise variance σ2 is −94dBm. The

path loss coefficient for the BS-RIS LoS links is set as ᾱ1l = 2, that for RIS-user links is set as

ᾱ2lk = 2.8, and that for BS-user links is set as ᾱdk = 3.5 [7]. The coherence interval is set as

τc = 2000 symbols. The Rician factor is calculated as κek = 13− 0.03dek, where e ∈ {d, l} and

dek is the associated link distance. The rest of the parameters are mentioned under each figure.

A. Simulation Results under Rician Fading

We first validate the tightness of the deterministic equivalents of the SINR under Rician fading

in Fig. 2. The theoretical (Th) deterministic equivalents of the SINR under MMSE-DFT CE in

Theorem 1, under MMSE-DE CE in Theorem 2, and under perfect CSI in Corollary 4 are plotted

under random (rand.) phase shifts at all RISs as well as under RISs phase shifts optimized (opt.)



21

5 10 15 20
0

5 · 10−2

0.1

Pmax (W )

A
ve

ra
ge

SI
N

R
Perfect CSI-opt. RISs (Th)
DFT-CE-opt. RISs (Th)
DE-CE-opt. RISs (Th)
DFT-CE-opt. RISs (MC)
DE-CE-opt. RISs (MC)
Perfect CSI-rand. RISs (Th)
DFT-CE-rand. RISs (Th)
DE-CE-rand. RISs (Th)
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Fig. 3: Validation of deterministic equivalents

of net sum-rate forM,N = 60 and L,K = 20.

using Algorithm 1 based on S-CSI. We also plot on this figure the Monte-Carlo (MC) simulated

SINR values in (8) under both CE protocols for I-CSI acquisition that is used to implement

precoding, while considering Algorithm 1 to design RISs phase shifts using S-CSI. The figure

shows an excellent match between the Monte-Carlo simulated SINR values and its deterministic

equivalents under both CE protocols, even for moderate system sizes of M = 60 and K = 20.

Therefore the deterministic equivalents are a powerful tool for the performance analysis of

massive MIMO systems, without relying on time-consuming Monte-Carlo simulations.

Next we observe that optimizing the RISs phase shifts using Algorithm 1 based only on S-

CSI yields significant SINR gains over choosing these phase shifts randomly. We also observe

that the SINR values are higher under MMSE-DFT CE protocol than those under MMSE-DE

protocol, where both these protocols are used to construct the estimate of the aggregate channel

hric
k for MRT precoding. This is because the former achieves a much better estimation quality

by using an optimal DFT based solution for the phase shifts at all RISs during the CE phase.

Note that Fig. 2 does not capture the penalty due to the channel training overhead since it

only plots the average SINR. To take this into account, in Fig. 3, we plot the ergodic net sum-

rate in (23) using the deterministic equivalent of the SINR in Theorem 1 for MMSE-DFT, the

one in Theorem 2 for MMSE-DE, and the one in Corollary 4 for perfect CSI, under random

and optimized (Alg. 1) RISs phase shifts. We also plot the Monte-Carlo simulated net sum-rate
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0 10 20 30 40

1

1.5

2

2.5

Number of RISs L

N
et

su
m

ra
te

(b
ps

/H
z)

Dist. RISs, DFT-CE
Dist. RISs, DE-CE
Dist. RISs, perfect CSI
Cent. RIS, DFT-CE
Cent. RIS, DE-CE
Cent. RIS, perfect CSI
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in (9) under both CE protocols using optimized (Alg. 1) RISs phase shifts. In contrast to the

observation from Fig. 2, we see here that the net sum-rate under MMSE-DFT is lower than that

under MMSE-DE CE protocol, where both protocols are used for I-CSI acquisition to implement

precoding. This is because the higher SINR obtained under the MMSE-DFT CE protocol due

to the better channel estimation quality comes at the expense of a large training overhead of

SτS = (NL/M+1)K symbols to construct ĥric
k ’s using full CSI. On the other hand, the MMSE-

DE protocol estimates all hric
k ’s in just τS = K symbols. The impact of larger training overhead

on the net sum-rate in (23) compromises the effect of the increased SINR under MMSE-DFT

CE protocol, resulting in lower net sum-rate values as compared to those under DE protocol.

Comparing the net sum-rate values under the optimized RISs-assisted system and the system

without RISs in Fig. 3, we see that using RISs introduces a 3.6× gain in the net sum-rate for

Pmax = 2W, while this gain is around 2.4× for Pmax = 20W. Therefore the proposed RISs

phase shifts design based on only S-CSI yields significant performance gains in both noise and

interference-limited scenarios under Rician fading compared to a system without RISs, making

a RISs a promising energy efficient solution for future mobile broadband networks.

Next in Fig. 4 we compare the net sum-rate performance of an RISs-assisted system against

N for three scenarios: (i) the RISs phase shifts are designed using full I-CSI of all links under

MMSE-DFT CE protocol as outlined in Sec. IV-B, (ii) the RISs phase shifts are designed based
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on S-CSI using Algorithm 1 while considering I-CSI obtained using the MMSE-DFT protocol

to implement MRT, and (iii) the RISs phase shifts are designed based on S-CSI using Algorithm

1 while considering I-CSI obtained using MMSE-DE protocol to implement MRT. Note that for

scenario (i) the average instantaneous net sum-rate in (34) is plotted, while for scenarios (ii) and

(iii) the deterministic equivalents of the ergodic net sum-rate in (23) are plotted. Additionally,

the ergodic net sum-rate under perfect CSI in Corollary 4, and without RISs in Theorem 3 are

also plotted. The net sum-rate of RISs-assisted system under perfect CSI and under DE CE

protocol increases considerably with N , with the gap from the “No RISs” scenario becoming

significant. Next we observe that the net sum-rate under MMSE-DFT CE protocol increases

until a certain point (N = 100) and then starts to decrease. This is because after this point the

increase in the training overhead given by SτS = (NL/M + 1)K symbols, plotted in blue on

the right y-axis, becomes dominant over the increase in SINR that comes with the use of more

reflecting elements, and overall the net sum-rate in (23) starts to deteriorate. On the other hand

the training overhead of the MMSE-DE CE protocol is τS = K symbols as plotted in blue on

the figure, irrespective of the values of N and L, since the number of required sub-phases S

is one. This results in scenario (iii) to perform better than scenario (ii) due to the significantly

improved training loss factor
(
1− SτS

τC

)
in the net sum-rate expression in (23).

Next we compare the performance of S-CSI and I-CSI based designs for RISs phase shifts in

Sec. IV. We observe that (i) shows a similar trend as (ii) with the net sum-rate first increasing

and then decreasing with N due to the large training overhead incurred by the MMSE-DFT

CE protocol. However the net sum-rate is higher under (i) than that under (ii) because we are

using full I-CSI to optimize the RISs phase shifts to realize favorable instantaneous channels

that maximize the average instantaneous net sum-rate, instead of optimizing the phase shifts

only to realize favorable channel statistics after several coherence periods as done in scenario

(ii). However when comparing all three, scenario (iii) performs the best due to the very low

training overhead of the MMSE-DE CE protocol in which the aggregate channel hric
k is directly

estimated. Even though this scenario will have lower SINR values compared to (i) since we only

use S-CSI to design the RISs phase shifts, but overall the MMSE-DE+S-CSI based RISs design

outperforms the I-CSI based RISs design for N > 100, making it a desirable scheme.

In Fig. 5 we again plot the deterministic equivalents of the ergodic net sum-rate under perfect

I-CSI, imperfect I-CSI using MMSE-DFT CE protocol, and imperfect I-CSI using MMSE-DE

protocol, to implement precoding, while using Algorithm 1 to design the RISs phase shifts based
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on S-CSI. The curves are plotted against the number of RISs L while keeping the total number

of reflecting elements in the whole system constant at NL = 1200. We also plot on this figure

the net sum-rate under the centralized RIS scenario, where all the NL reflecting elements are

placed in one central RIS positioned at the center of the arc. The net sum-rate first increases with

L, because as the NL reflecting elements are distributed over the arc, the RISs are able to better

exploit the spatial degrees of freedom to improve the performance of the users who are also

distributed and can now have some RISs that are closer than the centralized RIS. However as we

divide the NL elements into more than L = 20 RISs, the net sum-rate starts to drop under the

distributed RISs setup. This is because increasing L beyond 20 reduces the number of reflecting

elements per RIS to less than 60, which causes the gain from each RIS to decrease. This decrease

in performance gain per RIS starts to dominate over the increase in performance that comes with

distributing the RIS elements into more surfaces over a geographical area. As a result for a fixed

number of total RIS elements, it is important to balance the elements across the distributed RISs

to achieve the optimal performance. However we note that even with L = 40 RISs each having

30 elements, the performance of distributed RISs setup is better than the centralized RIS setup,

due to each user having stronger reflected channels with atleast some RISs that are closer to it.

B. Simulation Results under Rayleigh Fading

We plot in Fig. 6 the net sum-rate in (27) under Rayleigh fading using the deterministic

equivalent of the SINR in Corollary 6 for MMSE-DFT CE protocol and the one in Corollary

7 for MMSE-DE CE protocol. These results do not depend on RIS phase shifts as discussed

in Sec. III-C, indicating that RISs do not yield any reflect beamforming gains in terms of the
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ergodic net sum rate under Rayleigh fading. To highlight this we plot the Monte-Carlo (MC)

simulated ergodic net sum-rate in (9) using random RISs phase shifts as well as using the RISs

phase shifts matrix Θ that is selected from a random set of F NL×NL Θl’s to maximize the

MC simulated net sum-rate. We refer to this case as optimized (opt.) RISs. As expected, the

performance of the RISs-assisted system under random and optimized phase shifts is the same.

However, with an increasing number of RIS elements, the RISs-assisted system still outperforms

the conventional (No RISs) system due to the array gain that the RISs yield even under Rayleigh

fading. Comparing the curves in Fig. 4 and Fig. 6, we also observe that the net sum-rate for all

considered systems is better under Rician fading due to the presence of LoS components.

Similar to the result under Rician fading, the net sum-rate under DFT-CE protocol first

increases and then starts to decrease after N = 150 because of the increase in training overhead.

Contrary to the trend in Fig. 4, the performance under MMSE-DFT CE protocol is better than

that under MMSE-DE CE protocol for the considered range of N . The main reason is that

unlike the case in Rician fading, the RIS phase shifts do not play a major role in improving

the downlink ergodic rates under Rayleigh fading. However, they still play an important role in

the uplink to improve the CE accuracy. Optimization of the RIS phase shifts in MMSE-DFT

protocol to achieve accurate estimate of hray
k for precoding provides a significant SINR gain over

MMSE-DE protocol for a large range of N . However, eventually for N > 320 the MMSE-DE

CE protocol will start outperforming the MMSE-DFT CE protocol.

Fig. 7 studies the performance of RIS-assisted system against ρ under the simplified channel

model considered in Corollary 10 for perfect CSI. The match between the Monte-Carlo simulated

average SINR and the theoretical result (29) in Corollary 10 is good. We also observe that the

RIS is only beneficial under Rayleigh fading when ρ takes small to moderate values, i.e. the

system is noise-limited. For interference-limited scenarios under Rayleigh fading (i.e. high ρ), the

performance of RIS-assisted system approaches that of the conventional MISO system, studied

in [38]. These observations corroborate our analysis and insights from Sec. III-C.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied the net sum-rate performance of a distributed RISs-assisted multi-user

MISO communication system under Rician and Rayleigh fading environments. We considered

two CE protocols, namely the DFT-CE and the DE-CE protocols, and derived the MMSE esti-

mates of the aggregate channel under each protocol. Considering imperfect I-CSI for precoding
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at the BS and given RISs phase shifts, we derived the deterministic equivalents of the SINR

and achievable net sum-rate under Rician and Rayleigh fading scenarios and under each CE

protocol. The RIS phase shifts were then optimized using these expressions based on S-CSI. As

a benchmark, we also devised a scheme where the phase shifts were instantaneously optimized

using full I-CSI obtained using the DFT-CE protocol. Results showed that DE of the overall

channel for precoding with S-CSI based design for the RISs phase shifts outperforms both DFT-

CE based schemes, i.e. the one with RISs designed using S-CSI as well as the one with RISs

designed using full I-CSI, owing to the significantly lower training overhead of the DE scheme.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma 2

Recall ĥric
k = ĥn

dk + h̄dk +
∑L

l=1 H1lΘlh
n
2lk +

∑L
l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk, with mean E[ĥric

k ] = h̄dk +
∑L

l=1 H1lΘlh̄2lk and covariance matrix Cric
k = E[ĥric

k ĥricH

k ] − E[ĥric
k ]E[ĥric

k ]H . Noting that ĥn
2lk

and ĥn
dk are independent, we can define the covariance matrix as

Cric
k = E[ĥric

k ĥricH

k ]− E[ĥric
k ]E[ĥric

k ]H = E[ĥn
dkĥ

nH

dk ] + E[
L∑

l=1

L∑

l′=1

H1lΘlĥ
n
2lkĥ

nH

2l′kΘ
H
l′ H

H
1l′ ]. (35)

We compute E[ĥn
dkĥ

nH

dk ] =
βn2

dk E[(r̃tr0k−h̄dk)(r̃
tr
0k−h̄dk)

H ]

(βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

)2
=

βn2

dk (βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

)

(βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

)2
IM =

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

IM using the

definitions of ĥn
dk and r̃tr0k in Lemma 1. Next compute E[

∑L
l=1

∑L
l′=1H1lΘlĥ

n
2lkĥ

nH

2l′kΘ
H
l′ H

H
1l′ ] by

using the expression of ĥn
2lk from (12) and noting the independence between ĥn

2lk for l ̸= l′ as

E[
L∑

l=1

L∑

l′=1

H1lΘlĥ
n
2lkĥ

nH

2l′kΘ
H
l′ H

H
1l′ ] =

L∑

l=1

H1lΘlE[ĥn
2lkĥ

nH

2lk ]Θ
H
l H

H
1l , (36)

(a)
=

L∑

l=1

(
βn2

2lk

βn
2lk +

1
SρpτS

Mβ1l

)
H1lΘlΘ

H
l H

H
1l

(b)
=

L∑

l=1

(
βn2

2lk

βn
2lk +

1
SρpτS

Mβ1l

)
H1lH

H
1l (37)

where (a) is obtained by computing E[ĥn
2lkĥ

nH

2lk ] =
βn2

2lk

(βn
2lk+

1
SρpτSMβ1l

)2
E[(r̃trlk− h̄2lk)(r̃

tr
lk− h̄2lk)

H ] =

βn2

2lk

βn
2lk+

1
SρpτSMβ1l

IN . Also (b) is obtained by noting that ΘlΘ
H
l = IN . Putting (37) and E[ĥn

dkĥ
nH

dk ] =

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

IM together in (35) yields the expression of Cric
k . The proof is completed by defining

ĥric
k as a complex Gaussian vector with mean h̄dk +

∑L
l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk and covariance Cric

k .

B. Proof of Theorem 1

The proof starts by dividing the numerator and denominator of (8) by M and working sepa-

rately on the four terms: 1) scaled signal power pk|E[ 1
M
hricH

k ĥric
k ]|2, 2) scaled interference power

1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M
E[|hricH

k ĥric
f |2], 3) power normalization 1

M2Ψ and 4) variance term pk
M2Var[hricH

k ĥric
k ].
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1) Deterministic equivalent of 1
M
hricH

k ĥric
k : Using the definition of the RIS-assisted chan-

nel under Rician fading in (5), we write 1
M
hricH

k ĥric
k = 1

M
(hn

dk + h̄dk +
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh
n
2lk +

∑L
l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk)

H(ĥn
dk + h̄dk +

∑L
l=1 H1lΘlĥ

n
2lk +

∑L
l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk). Noting that ĥn

dk and hn
2lk

are independent vectors, hn
dk and ĥn

2lk are independent vectors, and using the result that quadratic

forms with one deterministic vector and one random zero mean vector converge to 0, as well as

applying [38, Lemma 4 (iii)], we get

1

M
hricH

k ĥric
k − 1

M

(
tr Dk + hnH

dk ĥ
n
dk +

L∑

l=1

L∑

l′=1

hnH

2lkΘ
H
l H

H
1lH1l′Θl′ĥ

n
2l′k

)
a.s.−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0. (38)

where Dk = h̄dkh̄
H
dk + h̄dk

∑L
l=1 h̄

H
2lkΘ

H
l H

H
1l +

∑L
l=1H1lΘlh̄2lkh̄

H
dk

+
∑L

l=1

∑L
l′=1H1lΘlh̄2lkh̄

H
2l′kΘ

H
l′ H

H
1l′ .

We work with the two random terms in (38) separately. Using (12), we obtain

1

M
hnH

dk ĥ
n
dk =

1

M

βn
dk

βn
dk +

1
SρpτS

hnH

dk (h
n
dk +

1

S
(vtr

1 ⊗ IM)Hntr
k ) (39)

Since 1
S
(vtr

1 ⊗ IM)Hntr
k and hnH

dk are independent, we apply [38, Lemma 4 (iii)] to get
1
M
hnH

dk ĥ
n
dk− 1

M

βn
dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

hnH

dk h
n
dk

a.s.−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0. Given hdk ∼ CN (0, βn
dkIM), we apply [38, Lemma

4 (ii)] to obtain,
1

M
hnH

dk ĥ
n
dk −

1

M

βn2

dkM

βn
dk +

1
SρpτS

a.s.−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0. (40)

Next we work on the second term in (38) using ĥn
2lk from (12) to write

∑L
l=1

∑L
l′=1 h

nH

2lkΘ
H
l H

H
1l

H1l′Θl′ĥ
n
2l′k =

∑L
l=1

∑L
l′=1 h

nH

2lkΘ
H
l H

H
1lH1l′Θl′

βn
2l′k

βn
2l′k+

1
SρpτSMβ1l′

(
hn
2l′k +

H̄H
1l′ (V

tr
l′ ⊗IM )Hntr

k

SMβ1l′

)
. Not-

ing that hn
2lk is independent of 1

SMβ1l′
H̄H

1l′(V
tr
l′ ⊗ IM)Hntr

k , and independent of hn
2l′k for l ̸= l′,

we apply [38, Lemma 4 (iii)] to obtain

1

M

L∑

l=1

L∑

l′=1

hnH

2lkΘ
H
l HH

1lH1l′Θl′ ĥ
n
2l′k − 1

M

L∑

l=1

hnH

2lkΘ
H
l HH

1lH1lΘl

(
βn
2lk

βn
2lk + 1

SρpτSMβ1l

)
hn
2lk

a.s.−−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0.

(41)

Applying [38, Lemma 4 (ii)] on the quadratic term in h2lk ∼ CN (0, βn
2lkIN) and noting that

tr(ΘH
l H

H
1lH1lΘl) = tr(H1lΘlΘ

H
l H

H
1l) = tr(H1lH

H
1l) we obtain

1

M

L∑

l=1

hnH

2lkΘ
H
l HH

1lH1lΘl

(
βn
2lk

βn
2lk + 1

SρpτSMβ1l

)
hn
2lk − 1

M

L∑

l=1

tr(H1lH
H
1l)

(
βn2

2lk

βn
2lk + 1

SρpτSMβ1l

)
a.s.−−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0.

(42)

Therefore putting (40) and (42) together in (38) we obtain

1

M
hricH

k ĥric
k − 1

M
tr

(
Dk +

βn2

dk

βn
dk + 1

SρpτS

IM +
L∑

l=1

(H1lH
H
1l)

(
βn2

2lk

βn
2lk + 1

SρpτSMβ1l

))
a.s−−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0.
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2) Deterministic equivalent of 1
M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M
|hricH

k ĥric
f |2 : Note that 1

M

∑
f ̸=k

pf
M
|hricH

k ĥric
f |2=

1
M2h

ricH

k ĤricH

[k] P[k]Ĥ
ric
[k]h

ric
k , where Ĥric

[k] = [ĥric
1 , . . . , ĥric

k−1, ĥ
ric
k+1, . . . , ĥ

ric
K ]H . Note that

ĤricH

[k] P[k]Ĥ
ric
[k] is independent of hric

k . Moreover hric
k ∼ CN (µric

k ,Aric
k ) where µric

k = h̄dk +
∑L

l=1H1lΘlh̄2lk and Aric
k is defined in (6). Using these observations and defining Dk = µric

k µricH

k ,

we apply [38, Lemma 4 (ii)] to obtain

1

M2
hricH

k ĤricH

[k] P[k]Ĥ
ric
[k]h

ric
k − 1

M2
tr((Dk +Aric

k )ĤricH

[k] P[k]Ĥ
ric
[k])

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0. (43)

Note that tr((Dk+Aric
k )ĤricH

[k] P[k]Ĥ
ric
[k]) =

∑
f ̸=k pf ĥ

ricH

f (Dk+Aric
k )ĥric

f . Applying [38, Lemma

4 (ii)] on the quadratic form in ĥric
f ∼ CN (µric

f ,Cric
f ) (14), yields

1

M

∑

f ̸=k

pf
M

ĥricH

f (Dk +Aric
k )ĥric

f − 1

M

∑

f ̸=k

pf
M

tr((Df +Cric
f )(Dk +Aric

k ))
a.s−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0 (44)

where Cric
f is defined in Lemma 2. Therefore we obtain

1

M

∑

f ̸=k

pf
M

|hricH

k ĥric
f |2− 1

M

∑

f ̸=k

pf
M

tr((Df +Cric
f )(Dk +Aric

k ))
a.s−−−−−−→

M,N,K→∞
0 (45)

3) Deterministic equivalent of 1
M2Ψ = 1

M2 tr(PĤricĤricH) : Note that 1
M2Ψ =

1
M

∑K
k=1

pk
M
ĥricH

k ĥric
k . Applying [38, Lemma 4 (ii)] on the quadratic form in ĥric

k ∼ CN (µric
k ,Cric

k ),

we obtain 1
M

∑K
k=1

pk
M
ĥricH

k ĥric
k − 1

M

∑K
k=1

pk
M

tr(Dk +Cric
k )

a.s−−−−−−→
M,N,K→∞

0.

4) Deterministic equivalent of pk
M2Var[hricH

k ĥric
k ]: Note that pk

M2Var[hricH

k ĥric
k ] = Var(x + y +

x̄ + ȳ), where x = pk
M2h

ricH

k ĥn
dk, x̄ = pk

M2h
ricH

k h̄dk, y = pk
M2h

ricH

k

∑L
l=1H1lΘlĥ

n
2lk and ȳ =

pk
M2h

ricH

k

∑L
l=1 H1lΘlh̄2lk. We know that Var(x + y + x̄ + ȳ) ≤ Var(x) + Var(y) + Var(x̄) +

Var(ȳ). The variance of x is bounded by E[|x|2] which converges to 0. To see this note that
pk
M
hricH

k ĥn
dk − pk

M

βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

tr(IM)
a.s−−−−−→

M,K→∞
0 by using the same steps as done to get (40). Then

E[|x|2] = p2kM
2

M4

(
βn2

dk

βn
dk+

1
SρpτS

)2

+ o(1), and E[|x|2] a.s−−−−−→
M,K→∞

0. The variance of y, x̄ and ȳ can

also be proved to converge to zero similarly. Therefore pk
M2Var[hricH

k ĥric
k ]

a.s−−−−−→
M,K→∞

0.

Combining the results of these subsections completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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