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Abstract—Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) represent
a new technology that can shape the radio wave propagation and
thus offers a great variety of possible performance and implemen-
tation gains. Motivated by this, we investigate the achievable sum-
rate optimization in a broadcast channel (BC) in the presence
of RISs. We solve this problem by exploiting the well-known
duality between the Gaussian multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) BC and the multiple-access channel (MAC), and we
correspondingly derive three algorithms which optimize the
users’ covariance matrices and the RIS phase shifts in the
dual MAC. The users’ covariance matrices are optimized by a
dual decomposition method with block coordinate maximization
(BCM), or by a gradient-based method. The RIS phase shifts are
either optimized sequentially by using a closed-form expression,
or are computed in parallel by using a gradient-based method.
We present a computational complexity analysis for the proposed
algorithms. Simulation results show that the proposed algorithms
tend to converge to the same achievable sum-rate overall, but
may produce different sum-rate performance for some specific
situations, due to the non-convexity of the considered problem.
Also, the gradient-based optimization methods are generally more
time efficient. In addition, we demonstrate that the proposed
algorithms can provide a significant gain in the RIS-assisted
BC assisted by multiple RISs and that the gain depends on the
placement of the RISs.

Index Terms—Achievable sum-rate, alternating optimization
(AO), broadcast channel (BC), multiple-access channel (MAC),
reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS).

I. INTRODUCTION

The need to satisfy constantly increasing data rate demands

in wireless communication networks motivates the develop-

ment of new technology solutions such as reconfigurable

intelligent surfaces (RISs). An RIS is a metasurface that

consists of a large number of small, low-cost, and passive
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elements, as well as low-power electronic circuits such as

diodes or varactors. Since each of these elements can reflect

the incident signal with an adjustable phase shift, an RIS can

effectively shape the propagation of the impinging waves [2],

[3]. Therefore, the introduction of RISs offers a wide variety

of possible implementation gains and potentially presents a

new milestone in wireless communications.

In order to fully exploit the gains that arise from the use of

RISs, we need to obtain a deep understanding of different as-

pects of RIS-assisted wireless communication systems. Prob-

ably the most important aspect is concerned with the optimal

design of the RIS phase shifts, so that the incoming radio wave

is altered in a way that maximizes the aforementioned gains. In

this regard, the development of algorithms for optimizing the

achievable rate is of particular interest for RIS-aided commu-

nications. A significant body of research work in this area con-

centrates on optimizing the achievable rate for point-to-point

multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) communications. The

algorithms proposed in [4] and [5] provide efficient methods

for optimizing the transmit covariance matrix; however, these

works do not deal with multi-user MIMO. The optimization

of the achievable rate for a single-stream MIMO system in

an indoor millimeter-wave (mmWave) environment with a

blocked direct link was analyzed in [6]. The optimization

schemes proposed in [6] provide a near-optimal achievable rate

and require a low computational and hardware complexity. As

far as discrete signaling is concerned, the authors of [7] have

demonstrated that the achievable rate in RIS-aided systems

can be efficiently maximized by using the cutoff rate as a

more tractable optimization metric. The spectral efficiency

enhancement arising from the addition of a small number of

active elements to the RIS was considered in [8].

The optimization of the sum-rate in multi-user RIS-aided

systems has received increasing research attention as well.

In [9], the authors introduced an optimization method that

increases the receive signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and con-

sequently enhances the achievable rate in multiple-input

single-output (MISO) systems. The proposed solution is based

on the alternating optimization (AO) method, which adjusts

the transmit beamformer and the RIS phase shifts in an alter-

nating fashion. The AO technique has also been successfully

utilized to increase the data rate for secure communications

in environments with multiple RISs and single-antenna users

[10]. In [11], the authors employed a gradient-based algorithm

to enhance the receive signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio

(SINR), and hence the achievable rate, for single-antenna

users that do not have a direct link with the base station

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.01700v3
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(BS). The sum-rate optimization for multi-user downlink com-

munications based on a deep reinforcement learning based

algorithm was introduced in [12]. In [13], the authors derived

an expression for the ergodic achievable rate that depends on

the statistical channel state information (CSI). As a result,

configuring the RIS in [13] only requires knowledge of the CSI

statistics, which are assumed to change slowly. An analytical

framework for analyzing and optimizing the uplink and down-

link transmissions of RIS-assisted cell-free massive MIMO

systems when spatial correlation is present among the elements

of the RIS was introduced in [14]. In [15], the achievable sum-

rate in a multi-cell non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA)

network was optimized with respect to different network

resources such as user association, subchannel assignment,

power allocation, phase shift design, and decoding order.

The aforementioned papers consider single-antenna user

devices in multi-user RIS-aided communications. On the

other hand, a relatively small number of papers study the

use of multi-antenna user devices in multi-user RIS-aided

communications. This is due to the high intractability of the

resulting optimization problems. The use of an RIS in multi-

cell MIMO systems was investigated in [16] with the aim of

improving the weighted sum-rate, in particular for application

to the downlink transmission of cell-edge users. Because of

the inherent non-convexity of the optimization problem, it

was first reformulated and then solved by using the block

coordinate descent (BCD) algorithm, according to which the

precoding matrices and the RIS phase shifts are alternately

optimized. Replacing some BSs with RISs in a multi-user

MIMO cell-free network with multi-carrier transmission was

studied in [17]. For the considered system, the authors pro-

posed an AO-based optimization method, which takes the

specific features of multi-carrier transmission into account

for maximizing the weighted sum-rate. The achievable rate

optimization in cell-free networks with multiple BSs and RISs

was studied in [18]. Therein, optimization algorithms for the

BS transmit beamforming matrices and the RIS phase shifts

were separately derived, and later combined in an alternating

manner. An AO-based algorithm for maximizing a closed-

form expression for the asymptotic ergodic sum-rate in an

RIS-aided MIMO multiple-access channel (MAC) without

a direct link between users and the BS was presented in

[19]. An AO algorithm for maximizing the global energy

efficiency for uplink transmission when only partial CSI is

known was proposed in [20]. More precisely, statistical CSI

was used for resource allocation in the considered multi-

user MIMO uplink networks, under the assumption that all

the signals are transmitted to the BS only via the RIS. The

achievable sum-rate optimization based on a priori statistical

knowledge of the users’ locations for computing the phase

shifts of the RIS elements was introduced in [21]. In [22],

the authors introduced an algorithm for optimizing the RISs

and the hybrid-structured precoders/combiners, in addition to a

corresponding channel estimation method, for application to an

RIS-aided network operating in the Terahertz frequency band.

All of the aforementioned papers assume, however, linear

transmit beamforming/precoding, which does not necessarily

achieve the capacity of the broadcast channel (BC). On the

other hand, dirty paper coding (DPC) is an efficient technique

for achieving the channel capacity in the MIMO BC. In

[23], it was shown that implementing DPC in a BC achieves

the maximum sum-rate. However, the analysis in [23] was

constrained to a broadcast communication system with only

two single-antenna user terminals. The work in [23] was ex-

tended to the case with multiple users equipped with multiple

antennas in [24]. A duality between the capacity region of

a MIMO system with DPC in a BC and the capacity region

of the MIMO MAC was established in [25]. Accordingly, the

capacity region of a MIMO BC with DPC was proved to be the

same as the capacity region of the dual MIMO MAC, under

the assumption that the transmitters have the same sum power

constraint as the MIMO BC. Utilizing this duality, the authors

proposed simple and fast iterative algorithms that provide the

sum capacity achieving strategy for the dual MAC, which can

easily be converted to the equivalent optimal strategies for the

BC [26]. An application of the BC-MAC duality to a multi-

user MISO system was studied in [27]. More precisely, the

duality between a BC with zero-forcing (ZF)-DPC and a MAC

with ZF-based successive interference cancellation (SIC) was

used to design the transmit beamformer. To the best of the

authors’ knowledge, the only paper that exploits the BC-MAC

duality for studying the capacity/achievable rate regions for the

MAC and for the BC in RIS-aided communications is [28].

However, the analysis presented in [28] was limited to single-

antenna user terminals and a single-antenna BS, and can not

be directly extended to multi-antenna devices.

The contributions of this paper are listed as follows:

• We exploit the Gaussian MIMO BC-MAC duality to max-

imize the achievable sum-rate of a multi-user MIMO sys-

tem equipped with RISs communicating over a BC, and

formulate an optimization problem of the users’ covari-

ance matrices and the phase shifts of the RIS elements.

• Due to the non-convexity of the optimization problem

and the possibility that a local optimization method may

be trapped in a bad local optimum, we propose three

different iterative algorithms which operate in the dual

MAC, each of which provides a locally optimum solution.

The first algorithm, which we call the AO algorithm, opti-

mizes the users’ covariance matrices and the phase shifts

of the RIS elements in an alternating manner. The users’

covariance matrices are obtained by a dual decomposition

method with a block coordinate maximization (BCM),

while the phase shifts of the RIS elements are com-

puted sequentially and are formulated in a closed-form

expression. As it can be desirable to increase the time

efficiency of the aforementioned sequential optimization,

we introduce the approximate AO algorithm, which uses a

gradient-based method for optimizing simultaneously the

phase shifts of the RIS elements. Finally, the alternating

projected gradient method (APGM) algorithm applies a

gradient-based method for optimizing the users’ covari-

ance matrices and the phase shifts of the RIS elements.

• For the proposed algorithms, we provide the computa-

tional complexity in terms of the number of complex

multiplications.
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• We show through simulations that the proposed algo-

rithms provide the same achievable sum-rate with a low

number of iterations, when the degree of freedom is

high. The AO algorithm requires the least number of

iterations, but has the longest execution time. This is

mainly attributed to the sequential optimization of the

phase shifts of the RIS elements. The gradient-based

optimization of the users’ covariance matrices and the

phase shifts of the RIS elements for the APGM algorithm

is, on the other hand, the most efficient in terms of

execution time. On the other hand, when the degree

of freedom is low, the proposed algorithms may yield

different sum-rate performance. In such cases, all the

proposed algorithms need to be executed so that the best

achievable sum-rate is obtained with high probability.

• We show that the achievable sum-rate increases ap-

proximately logarithmically with the number of transmit

antennas and the number of users in the BC. Also, we

demonstrate that DPC always provides a larger achievable

sum-rate than linear precoding and that the gains increase

with the number of RIS elements. Moreover, we show

that substantial achievable sum-rate gains can be obtained

in the multi-RIS case and that these gains depend on the

placement of the RISs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,

we introduce the system model of the considered RIS-aided

MIMO BC. In Section III, we formulate the optimization

problem to maximize the achievable sum-rate. In Section

IV, we propose and derive three optimization algorithms to

solve the formulated optimization problem. The analysis of

the computational complexity of the proposed optimization

algorithms is presented in Section V. In Section VI, we provide

simulation results that illustrate the achievable sum-rate of the

proposed algorithms. Finally, Section VII concludes this paper.

Notation: Bold lower and upper case letters represent vec-

tors and matrices, respectively. Cm×n denotes the space of

m×n complex matrices. HT and H† denote the transpose and

Hermitian transpose of H, respectively; |H| is the determinant

of H. Tr(H) denotes the trace of H and rank(H) denotes the

rank of H. λmax(H) denotes the largest singular value of H.

log2(·) is the binary logarithm, ln(·) is the natural logarithm

and (x)+ denotes max(0, x). E
{
·
}

denotes the expectation

operator and (·)∗ denotes the complex conjugate. ‖H‖ denotes

the Frobenius norm of H which reduces to the Euclidean norm

if H is a vector. vecd(H) is the vector comprised of the diag-

onal elements of H. PC(u) denotes the Euclidean projection

of u onto the set C, i.e., PC(u) = argminx∈C ||x − u||. The

notation A � (≻)B means that A−B is positive semidefinite

(definite). I represents an identity matrix whose size depends

from the context.ℜ(x) and ℑ(x) denote the real and imaginary

part of x, respectively. For a vector x, diag(x) denotes a diag-

onal matrix with the elements of x on the diagonal. CN (µ, σ2)

denotes a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random

variable with mean µ and variance σ2. The symbol ⊙ denotes

the Hadamard product, i.e., the element-wise product, of two

matrices. |x| denotes the modulus of the complex number x,

and |x|, x ∈ CN×1, is defined as |x| =
[
|x1||x2|· · ·|xN |

]T
.

...

BS

User 1
(0, lt, ht)

(d1, l1, h1)

x· · · · · ·

User k
(dk, lk, hk)

y

z

RIS 1 RIS 2

Dk

U1

U2

G1,k G2,k

G1,1
G2,1

D1

...

Fig. 1: Aerial view of the considered communication system

for the case of 2 RISs.

Similarly, we define 1
|x| =

[
1

|x1|
1

|x2|
· · · 1

|xN |

]T
. Finally, we

denote by ∇xf(·) the complex gradient of f(·) with respect

to x∗, i.e., ∇xf(·) =
1
2

(
∂f(·)
∂ℜ(x) + j ∂f(·)

∂ℑ(x)

)
.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a BC in which one BS simultaneously serves

K users, as shown in Fig. 1. Both the BS and the users are

equipped with multiple antennas, such that the BS and the k-th

user have Nt and nk antennas, respectively. The BS antennas

are placed in a uniform linear array (ULA) with inter-antenna

separation st. In a similar manner, all the antennas of a single

user are placed in a ULA with inter-antenna separation sr.

In order to improve the system performance, Ns RISs are

also present in the considered communication environment.

Each RIS consists of Nris reflecting elements1 which are

placed in a uniform rectangular array (URA), so that the

separation between the centers of adjacent RIS elements in

both dimensions is sris.
The received signal at the k-th user is given by

yk = Hkxk +

K∑

j=1,j 6=k

Hkxj + nk (1)

where Hk ∈ C
nk×Nt is the channel matrix for the k-th user,

xk ∈ CNt×1 is the transmitted signal intended for the k-th

user, and xj ∈ CNt×1 for j 6= k are the transmitted signals

intended for the other users, which act as interference for the

detection of xk. The noise vector nk ∈ Cnk×1 consists of

independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) elements that

are distributed according to CN (0, N0), where N0 is the noise

variance. The channel matrix for the k-th user can be written as

Hk = Dk +

Ns∑

i=1

Gi,kF(θi)Ui (2)

where Dk ∈ Cnk×Nt is the direct link channel matrix

between the BS and the k-th user, Ui ∈ CNris×Nt is

the channel matrix between the BS and the i-th RIS, and

Gi,k ∈ Cnk×Nris is the channel matrix between the i-th

RIS and the k-th user. The signal reflection from the i-th

RIS is modeled by F(θi) = diag(θi) ∈ CNris×Nris , where

θi = [θi,1, θi,2, . . . , θi,Nris
]T ∈ C

Nris×1. For mathematical

convenience, we equivalently rewrite the channel matrix Hk

in a compact form as

Hk = Dk +GkF(θ)U (3)

1To simplify the mathematical presentation, we assumed that all RISs have
the same number of reflecting elements, but the considered system model and
proposed algorithms are also applicable to case where RISs have a different
number of reflecting elements.
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where Gk = [G1,k G2,k · · · GNs,k] ∈ Cnk×NsNris , U =
[UT

1 UT

2 · · · U
T

Ns
]T ∈ CNsNris×Nt , θ = [θT

1 θ
T

2 . . . θT

Ns
]T ∈

CNsNris×1 and F(θ) = diag(θ). We assume that the signal

reflection from any RIS element is ideal (i.e., without any

power loss) and therefore we may write θl = ejφl for l =
1, 2, . . . , NsNris, where φl is the phase shift induced by the

l-th RIS element. Equivalently, this can be written as

|θ| = 1⇔ |θl| = 1, l = 1, 2, . . . , NsNris. (4)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this paper, we are interested in maximizing the achievable

sum-rate of the considered RIS-assisted wireless communi-

cation system. To accomplish this, we exploit the fact that

the achievable rate region of a Gaussian MIMO BC can be

achieved by DPC [29]. DPC enables us to perfectly eliminate

the interference term
∑

j<k Hkxj for the k-th user, assuming

that the BS has full (non-causal) knowledge of this interference

term. Let π be an ordering of users, i.e., a permutation of the

set {1, 2, . . . ,K}. Then for this ordering, the achievable rate

for the k-th user can be computed as [25, Eq. (3)]

Rπ(k) = log2

∣∣∣I+Hπ(k)

(∑
j≥k Sπ(j)

)
H

†
π(k)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣I+Hπ(k)

(∑
j>k Sπ(j)

)
H

†
π(k)

∣∣∣
, k = 1, . . . ,K

(5)

where Sk = E
{
xkx

†
k

}
� 0 is the input covariance matrix of

user k. In this paper, we consider a sum-power constraint at

the BS, i.e.,
K∑

k=1

Tr
(
Sk

)
≤ P (6)

where P is the maximum total power at the BS. Therefore,

the achievable rate optimization problem for the RIS-assisted

MIMO BC can be expressed as

maximize
S,θ

K∑

k=1

log2

∣∣∣I+Hπ(k)

(∑
j≥k Sπ(j)

)
H

†
π(k)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣I+Hπ(k)

(∑
j>k Sπ(j)

)
H

†
π(k)

∣∣∣
(7a)

subject to

K∑

k=1

Tr
(
Sk

)
≤ P ;Sk � 0, ∀k, (7b)

|θ| = 1, (7c)

where S , (Sk)
K
k=1. It is worth mentioning that the achievable

sum-rate in (7) is independent of the ordering of users π [25].

We remark that the objective function of the above problem is

neither convex nor concave with the input covariance matrices

and the phase shifts, and thus directly solving (7) is difficult.

In [25], Vishwanath et al. established what is now well-known

as the BC-MAC duality, and showed that the achievable sum-

rate of the MIMO BC equals the achievable rate of the dual

Gaussian MIMO MAC. As a result, (7) is equivalent to

maximize
S̄,θ

f(θ, S̄) , ln
∣∣∣I+

K∑

k=1

H
†
kS̄kHk

∣∣∣ (8a)

subject to S̄ ∈ S (8b)

θ ∈ Θ. (8c)

where S̄ , (S̄k)
K
k=1, H

†
k is referred to as the dual MAC

channel corresponding to Hk and S̄k ∈ Cnk×nk is the input

covariance matrix of user k in the dual MAC. The sets S and

Θ in (8) are defined as

S = {S̄ |
K∑

k=1

Tr
(
S̄k

)
≤ P ; S̄k � 0 ∀k} (9)

Θ =
{
θ ∈ C

NsNris×1 |
∣∣θ
∣∣ = 1

}
. (10)

Once the input covariance matrices (S̄k)
K
k=1 in the dual MAC

are found, the corresponding covariance matrices (Sk)
K
k=1 in

the BC are computed as [25, Eq. (11)]

Sk = B
−1/2
k FkG

†
kA

1/2
k S̄kA

1/2
k GkF

†
kB

−1/2
k (11)

where Ak = I + Hk(
∑k−1

i=1 Si)H
†
k and Bk = I +∑K

i=k+1 H
†
i S̄iHi, and the singular value decomposition

(SVD) of B
−1/2
k H

†
kA

−1/2
k is FkΛkG

†
k. We also note that

the expression for the MAC-BC conversion is obtained under

the assumption that the encoding ordering of the users in the

BC channel is from the last user to the first user. To make

(11) applicable to the case of an arbitrary encoding ordering

of users, the index k needs to be replaced with π(k).

IV. PROPOSED OPTIMIZATION METHODS

A. Alternating Optimization (AO)

To solve (8), we propose an efficient AO method, which

adjusts the covariance matrices and the phase shifts of the

RIS elements in an alternating fashion. First, we propose an

iterative approach which optimizes all the covariance matrices

in the dual MAC by using a BCM approach. Next, the optimal

phase shift for each RIS element is obtained using a closed-

form expression, similar to [5].

1) Covariance Matrix Optimization: For a given θ, the

achievable rate optimization problem in (8) is simplified as

maximize
S̄

ln
∣∣∣I+

K∑

k=1

H
†
kS̄kHk

∣∣∣ (12a)

subject to S̄ ∈ S. (12b)

The above optimization problem is convex and thus it can

be solved by off-the-shelf convex solvers. In this paper, we

propose a more efficient method which combines the dual

decomposition method and accelerated block coordinate max-

imization method to solve (12). The details are given next.

Following the dual decomposition method, we first form the

partial Lagrangian function of (12) as

L(µ, S̄) = ln
∣∣∣I+

K∑

k=1

H
†
kS̄kHk

∣∣∣−µ

[ K∑

k=1

Tr
(
S̄k

)
−P

]
(13)

where µ is the Lagrangian multiplier for the constraint in

(12b). For mathematical convenience, we use the natural

logarithm in (13) without affecting the optimality of (12). For

a given µ, the dual function is given as

g(µ) = max
S̄�0

L
(
µ, S̄

)
(14)

where the constraint S̄ � 0 is understood as S̄k � 0,

∀k. To evaluate g(µ), in [1] we have presented a cyclic

block maximization method which cyclically optimizes each

S̄k while keeping the other S̄j (j 6= k) fixed, and

which was first applied in [30] to a system without an

RIS. For the purpose of exposition, let us define S̄(n) ,(
S̄
(n)
1 , . . . , S̄

(n)
k−1, S̄

(n)
k , S̄

(n)
k+1, . . . , S̄

(n)
K

)
which represents the
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Algorithm 1: S̄⋆ ← CBCM(S̄(0))

Input: S̄(0)

1 Set n← 0
2 repeat

3 Compute S̄
(n+1)
k according to (17) for k = 1, 2, . . . , K

4 n← n+ 1
5 until a stopping criterion is met

Output: S̄⋆ = S̄
(n)

current iterate. The k-th element S̄k of the next iterate is found

to be the optimal solution of the following problem:

maximize
S̄k�0

ln
∣∣∣I+ H̄

−1/2
k H

†
kS̄kHkH̄

−1/2
k

∣∣∣− µTr
(
S̄k

)
(15)

where

H̄k = I+

K∑

j=1,j 6=k

H
†
jS̄jHj . (16)

It can be seen that the optimal solution to (15) is given by [30]

S̄⋆
k = Vk diag

([( 1
µ
−

1

σ1

)
+
,
( 1
µ
−

1

σ2

)
+
, . . . ,

( 1
µ
−

1

σr

)
+

]T)
V

†
k

(17)

where HkH̄
−1
k H

†
k = Vk diag

(
σ1, σ2, . . . , σr

)
V

†
k is the

eigenvalue decomposition (EVD) of HkH̄
−1
k H

†
k and r =

rank(Hk) ≤ min(Nt, nk). The cyclic block coordinate max-

imization (CBCM) method for solving (14) is summarized in

Algorithm 1.

We remark that the solution to (15) is unique and thus

Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to converge to the optimal solution

of (14). Since Algorithm 1 is then repeatedly used to solve

(14), it is important to analyze its convergence rate, which has

not been studied previously. In this regard, the next theorem

is in order.

Theorem 1. Let M = max1≤k≤K λ2
max

(
HkH

†
k

)
and

R(S̄initial) = maxS̄�0

{
||S̄ − S̄initial|| : L

(
µ, S̄

)
≥

L
(
µ, S̄initial

)}
. Then we have

L∗µ − L
(
µ, S̄(n)

)
≤ 2cMK2R2 1

n
, ∀n ≥ 1, (18)

where c = max
(

2
MK2R2 − 2, 2,L∗µ − L(µ, S̄

(1))
)

and L∗µ is

the optimal objective of (14).

Proof: See Appendix B.

Theorem 1 indicates that the convergence rate of Algo-

rithm 1 is O(1/n) where n is the number of iterations.

Also, the optimality gap depends on K2. This means that

Algorithm 1 requires a large number of iterations to return a

highly accurate solution. Thus, in the following we present a

variant of the block coordinate maximization method which we

refer to as the greedy block coordinate maximization (GBCM).

This method is based on the Gauss-Southwell rule which

has been numerically shown to achieve a good convergence

rate in practice [31]. The proposed GBCM is described in

Algorithm 1*. The notation [X]+ indicates the projection of

a Hermitian matrix X onto the positive semidefinite cone.

In each iteration of Algorithm 1* we compute the partial

gradient of L
(
µ, S̄(n)

)
for each S̄i, denoted by ∇iL

(
µ, S̄(n)

)

(cf. (43)), and use the step size 1/λ2
max

(
HiH

†
i

)
to move along

this direction. As we show in Appendix B, λ2
max

(
HiH

†
i

)

is an upper bound of L
(
µ, S̄(n)

)
and thus the step size of

Algorithm 1*: S̄⋆ ← GBCM(S̄(0))

Input: S̄(0)

1 Set n← 0
2 repeat
3 k =

argmax
1≤i≤K

∥

∥S̄
(n)
i −

[

S̄
(n)
i + 1

λ2
max

(

HiH
†
i

)∇iL
(

µ, S̄(n)
)]+∥

∥

4 Compute S̄
(n+1)
k according to (17) for the chosen k

5 n← n+ 1
6 until a stopping criterion is met

Output: S̄⋆ = S̄
(n)

Algorithm 2: Dual decomposition for solving (12).

Input: µmin = 0, µmax > 0, ǫ > 0: desired accuracy, S̄(0)

1 Set i← 0
2 repeat

3 Set µ = µmax+µmin

2

4 Call Algorithm 1* to obtain S̄
(i+1) ← GBCM(S̄(i))

5 if P < Tr
(

S̄
(i+1)

)

then Set µmin = µ
6 else Set µmax = µ
7 i← i+ 1
8 until µmax − µmin < ǫ

1/λ2
max

(
HiH

†
i

)
always increases the objective. The resulting

point is projected to the positive semidefinite cone, which is

then used to compute the corresponding step length. Among

all users, we select one who has the maximum step length

and optimize the covariance matrix of that user. We remark

that, compared to Algorithm 1, Algorithm 1* only updates

the covariance matrix of one user in each iteration. In our

numerical experiments, Algorithm 1* is shown to achieve a

better convergence rate and thus is used to solve (19).

Let S̄⋆ = (S̄⋆
k)

K
k=1 be the optimal solution of (14) for a

given µ. Then, the dual problem is

minimize {g(µ)
∣∣ µ ≥ 0}. (19)

Since P −
∑K

k=1 Tr
(
S̄⋆
k

)
is a subgradient of g(µ), the dual

problem in (19) can be efficiently solved by a bisection search.

In particular, we increase µmin if P −
∑K

k=1 Tr
(
S̄⋆
k

)
< 0 and

decrease µmax otherwise. In summary, the method for solving

(12) is outlined in Algorithm 2.

In [30], the authors proposed a heuristic way to find an

appropriate value for µmax. We now analytically derive a

possible upper limit for the bisection search in Algorithm 2

as follows. From the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condition of

(15) we have

Hk

(
H̄

−1/2
k

)†(
I+ H̄

−1/2
k H

†
kS̄kHkH̄

−1/2
k

)−1

×H̄
−1/2
k H

†
k +Mk = µI

where Mk � 0 is the Lagrangian multiplier of the constraints

S̄k � 0. Further, this yields

Hk

(
H̄

−1/2
k

)†(
I+ H̄

−1/2
k H

†
kS̄kHkH̄

−1/2
k

)−1
H̄

−1/2
k H

†
kS̄k = µS̄k

and thus

Tr
((
I+ H̄

−1/2
k H

†
kS̄kHkH̄

−1/2
k

)−1
H̄

−1/2
k H

†
k

×S̄kHk

(
H̄

−1/2
k

)†)
= µTr

(
S̄k

)
. (20)

Note that Tr
((
I +A

)−1
A
)
= Tr

((
I +A−1

)−1)
≤ Nt and

thus the above equality implies µTr
(
S̄k

)
≤ Nt. Combining

this inequality for all users, we have µ ≤ KNt/P . Hence,

setting µmax = KNt/P in Algorithm 2 guarantees finding
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the optimal solution to (12). We note that this upper limit for

µ was not available in [30].

2) RIS Optimization: The RIS optimization is based on the

closed-form solution in [5]. Specifically, for fixed {S̄k}Kk=1

and {θm,m 6= l}NsNris

m=1 , the optimization problem in (8) with

respect to θl can be explicitly written as

maximize
θl

ln
∣∣∣I+

K∑

k=1

H
†
kS̄kHk

∣∣∣ (21a)

subject to |θl| = 1. (21b)

To proceed further, we rewrite the objective of (21) as

log2

∣∣∣Al + θlBl + θ∗l B
†
l

∣∣∣, where

Al = I+

K∑

k=1

(
D

†
k +

NsNris∑

m=1
m 6=l

θ∗mu†
mg

†
k,m)S̄k

×
(
Dk +

NsNris∑

n=1
n 6=l

θngk,nun) +

K∑

k=1

u
†
lg

†
k,lS̄kgk,lul, (22)

Bl =

K∑

k=1

(
D

†
k +

NsNris∑

m=1
m 6=l

θ∗mu†
mg

†
k,m

)
S̄kgk,lul, (23)

U = [uT

1 uT

2 · · · uT

NsNris
]T and Gk =

[gk,1 gk,2 · · · gk,NsNris
].

The optimal solution to (21) is then given by [5]

θ⋆l = exp(−j arg(σl)), (24)

where σl is the only non-zero eigenvalue of A−1
l Bl. To

compute σl, a natural way is to calculate Al and Bl explic-

itly, and then find the maximum eigenvalue of A−1
l Bl. We

now present a more efficient way to achieve the same goal.

First, we can compute a temporary vector bl =
K∑

k=1

(
D

†
k +

Nris∑
m=1
m 6=l

θ∗mu†
mg

†
k,m

)
S̄kgk,l. Then, Bl can be expressed as Bl =

blul and thus A−1
l Bl = A−1

l blul. Thanks to this rewriting,

it is easy to see that the only non-zero eigenvalue of A−1
l Bl

is ulA
−1
l bl. In practice, we do not need to compute A−1

l

explicitly since the term A−1
l bl is the solution to the linear

system Alx = b. We remark that this efficient implementation

is not available in [5].

In summary, the description of the proposed AO algorithm

is given in Algorithm 3. At first, we compute the optimal co-

variance matrices for all users, {S̄k}Kk=1. Next, we sequentially

optimization steps constitute one iteration of Algorithm 3. It

is apparent that each iteration of the AO algorithm increases

the achievable sum-rate. Also, the solution in each iteration of

the AO method is unique and the feasible set is compact. Thus,

the convergence of the AO method to a stationary solution is

guaranteed. However, since the problem (7) is non-convex, the

global optimality of the obtained solution cannot be ensured.

B. Approximate AO

Although each step in Algorithm 3 proceeds via a closed-

form solution, it may take considerable time to return a

solution in practice when the number of RIS elements is

Algorithm 3: AO algorithm for solving (8).

Input: θ(0) ∈ Θ, S̄(0) ∈ S ,n← 0
1 repeat

2 Set S̄(n+1) = argmax
S̄∈S

f(θ(n), S̄) using Algorithm 2

3 for l = 1, 2, . . . , NsNris do

4 θ
(n+1)
l = exp(−j arg(σl)) using (24)

5 end
6 n← n+ 1
7 until convergence

large, since (21) needs to be sequentially solved for each

RIS element. To make the aforementioned optimization more

efficient, we propose the approximate AO algorithm, in which

we improve Algorithm 3 by considering an approximation

when optimizing θ for a given S̄. More specifically, θ
(n+1)

is

found as

θ
(n+1) = argmax

θ∈Θ
Qµ(θ, S̄; θ

(n)) , f(θ(n), S̄)

+
〈
∇θf

(
θ
(n), S̄), θ − θ

(n)
〉
−

1

µ

∥∥θ − θ
(n)

∥∥2 (25)

where 〈x,y〉 = 2ℜ(xTy). Note that the right-hand side

Qµ(θ, S̄; θ
(n)) is a quadratic model of f(θ, S̄) around θ

(n) for

µ > 0. We need to find µ such that Qµ(θ, S̄; θ
(n)) becomes

a lower bound of f(θ, S̄). In this regard, let Lθ(S̄) > 0
be a Lipschitz constant for ∇θf(θ, S̄) for a given S̄, i.e.,∥∥∇θf(θ, S̄) − ∇θf(θ

′, S̄)
∥∥ ≤ Lθ(S̄)

∥∥θ − θ
′
∥∥, ∀θ, θ′ ∈ Θ.

Then the following inequality holds

f(θ, S̄) ≥ Qµ(θ, S̄; θ
(n)), ∀θ ∈ Θ (26)

for all µ ≤ 1
Lθ(S̄)

. This above result is in fact an extension of

[32, Lemma 2.1] to complex-valued variables and its proof is

given in Appendix C. It is easy to see that (25) is equivalent to

θ
(n+1) = argmin

θ∈Θ

∥∥θ −
(
θ
(n) + µ∇θf

(
θ
(n), S̄)

)∥∥2 (27a)

= PΘ

(
θ
(n) + µ∇θf

(
θ
(n), S̄

))
. (27b)

Since the Lipschitz constant of ∇θf(θ, S̄), Lθ(S̄), is not easy

to find, µ is normally found by a backtracking line search

in practice. The proposed approximate AO is described in

Algorithm 4.

The gradient ∇θf
(
θ, S̄) and the projection PΘ(θ) needed

to implement Algorithm 4 are given next.

Lemma 1. The complex gradient of f
(
θ, S̄

)
with respect to

θ
∗ is given by

∇θf
(
θ, S̄) = vecd

( K∑

k=1

G
†
kS̄kHk

(
I+

K∑

n=1

H†
nS̄nHn

)−1
U†

)
.

(28)

Proof: See Lemma 1 in [4].

The constraint
∣∣θl

∣∣ = 1 states that θl lies on the unit circle

in the complex plane. Thus, for a given point θ ∈ CNsNris×1,
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Algorithm 4: Approximate AO algorithm for solving

(8).

Input: θ(0) ∈ Θ, S̄(0) ∈ S , n← 0, µ0 > 0, ρ < 1
1 repeat

2 Set S̄(n+1) = argmax
S̄∈S

f(θ(n), S̄) using Algorithm 2

3 repeat /* line search */

4 θ
(n+1) = PΘ

(

θ
(n) + µn∇θf

(

θ
(n), S̄(n+1)

))

5 if f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) < Qµn
(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1);θ(n))

then
6 µn ← ρµn

7 end

8 until f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1) ≥ Qµn
(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1);θ(n))

9 n← n+ 1
10 until convergence

θ̃ = PΘ(θ) is given by2

θ̃l =

{
θl
|θl|

θl 6= 0

ejφ, φ ∈ [0, 2π] θl = 0
, l = 1, 2, . . . , NsNris. (29)

In particular, θ̃l can be any point on the unit circle if θl = 0,

and thus PΘ(θ) is not unique.

We remark that the RIS phase shifts are on the unit circle in

the complex plane, which is a manifold. This suggests the pos-

sibility of using the Riemann gradient for the RIS phase shift

optimization, as was done in some previous publications (e.g.,

[33]). More specifically, the Riemann gradient is given by

∇̂θf
(
θ, S̄) = ∇θf

(
θ, S̄)−ℜ

(
∇θf

(
θ, S̄)∗ ⊙ θ

)
⊙ θ (30)

which is obtained by projecting the Euclidean gradient

∇θf
(
θ, S̄) onto the tangent space of the complex unit circle.

However, our numerical experiments have shown that the

use of the Riemann gradient method has no advantage over

the Euclidean gradient. Therefore, we adopt the Euclidean

gradient throughout this paper.

C. Alternating Projected Gradient Method (APGM)

The main drawback of Algorithms 3 and 4 is that they rely

on Algorithm 2 to solve the optimization of the covariance

matrices when the phase shifts are fixed. Since Algorithm 2 is

a combination of a bisection procedure and a BCM optimiza-

tion of {S̄k}, it may not be numerically efficient when the

number of users is large. Motivated by the projected gradient

step in the θ-update, in the following we also consider a

projected gradient step for the optimization of the covariance

matrices. Specifically, S̄(n+1) is found as

S̄(n+1) = PS

(
S̄(n) + µ̄∇S̄f

(
θ
(n), S̄(n))

)
(31)

where µ̄ is the step size for the projected gradient with respect

to S̄. In the above equation, the notation ∇S̄f
(
θ
(n), S̄(n))

stands for
(
∇S̄k

f
(
θ
(n), S̄(n))

)K
k=1

where ∇S̄k
f
(
θ, S̄) is given

by [4]

∇S̄k
f
(
θ, S̄) = Hk

(
I+

K∑

m=1

H†
mS̄mHm

)−1
H

†
k. (32)

2In practical phase shift models, the amplitude of θl is not necessarily
independent of the phase of θl. In this case the projection of θl onto the set of
feasible reflection coefficients is performed by finding the feasible reflection
coefficient that is closest, based on the Frobenius norm, to θl . The same
projection can be used for θl computed in (24), so that practical phase shift
models can be handled by using Algorithm 4.

The projection of a given point S̄ onto S admits a water-

filling solution as follows. First, PS(S̄) is explicitly written as

minimize
S̃k�0

∥∥S̃− S̄
∥∥2

=
K∑

k=1

∥∥S̃k − S̄k

∥∥2

subject to
K∑

k=1

Tr(S̃k) = P.

(33)

Let VkĒkV
†
k = S̄k be the EVD of S̄k, where Vk is unitary

and Ēk is diagonal. Then we can write S̃k = VkẼkV
†
k for

some Ẽk � 0. Since Vk is unitary, it holds that Tr(S̄k) =
Tr(Ēk) and Tr(S̃k) = Tr(Ẽk), and hence

∥∥S̃k−S̄k

∥∥ =
∥∥Ẽk−

Ēk

∥∥. That is to say, (33) is equivalent to

minimize
Ẽk�0

K∑
k=1

||Ẽk − Ēk||
2

subject to
K∑

k=1

Tr(Ẽk) = P.

(34)

By direct inspection, we evince that Ẽk must be diagonal

to minimize the objective of (34). Let us define Ēk =
diag(ēk), Ẽk = diag(ẽk), ē = [ēT1 , ē

T

2 , . . . , ē
T

K ]T, and

ẽ = [ẽT1 , ẽ
T

2 , . . . , ẽ
T

K ]T. Then, (34) is reduced to

minimize
ẽ≥0

||ẽ− ē||2

subject to 1M ẽ = P
(35)

where M =
∑K

k=1 nk and 1M is the all-ones vector of

length M . We can see that the problem in (35) admits the

following water-filling solution

ẽk =
[
ēk − η

]
+

(36)

where η is the solution to the equation

1M

[
ēk − η

]
+
= P, (37)

which can be found by bisection. More efficient algorithms to

find η, which use sorting of the entries of the vectors ēk, are

presented in [34]. This leads to an algorithm that is referred

to as the APGM and which is summarized in Algorithm 5.

The term Q̄µn
(θ(n), S̄; S̄(n)) in Algorithm 5 is the quadratic

approximation of f(θ(n), S̄) around S̄(n) which is defined as

Q̄µ̄(θ, S̄; S̄
(n)) = f(θ, S̄(n))

+
K∑

k=1

Tr
((
∇S̄k

f
(
θ, S̄(n))

)(
S̄k − S̄

(n)
k

))

−
1

2µ̄

K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄k − S̄
(n)
k

∥∥2. (38)

Accordingly, the projected gradient step in (31) is equivalent

to S̄(n+1) = argmin {Q̄µ̄(θ, S̄; S̄
(n))|S̄ ∈ S}. Again, a proper

step size µ̄ is chosen such that

f(θ, S̄) ≥ Q̄µ̄(θ, S̄; S̄
(n)). (39)

In Algorithm 5, an appropriate value for µ̄ is also found

by backtracking line search. Since ∇S̄f
(
θ, S̄) is Lipschitz

continuous, the back tracking line search has a finite number

of steps, i.e., when µ̄ ≤ 1/LS̄(θ) where LS̄(θ) is the Lipschitz

constant of ∇S̄f
(
θ, S̄) for a given θ.

The proposed line search procedure ensures that the ob-

jective sequence strictly decreases after each iteration. The

detailed convergence analysis of the APGM can be found

in Appendix D. Thus, the APGM algorithm is guaranteed to

converge to a stationary point of (8), which is, however, not
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Algorithm 5: APGM algorithm for solving (8).

Input: θ(0) ∈ Θ, S̄(0) ∈ S , µ0 > 0, µ̄0 > 0, n← 0, ρ < 1.
1 repeat

2 repeat /* line search for S̄ */

3 S̄
(n+1) = PΘ

(

S̄
(n) + µ̄n∇θf

(

θ
(n), S̄(n)

))

4 if f(θ(n), S̄(n+1)) < Q̄µ̄n
(θ(n), S̄(n+1); S̄(n)) then

5 µ̄n ← ρµ̄n

6 end

7 until f(θ(n), S̄(n+1)) ≥ Q̄µ̄n
(θ(n), S̄(n+1); S̄(n))

8 repeat /* line search for θ */

9 θ
(n+1) = PΘ

(

θ
(n) + µn∇θf

(

θ
(n), S̄(n+1)

))

10 if f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) < Qµn
(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1);θ(n))

then
11 µn ← ρµn

12 end

13 until f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) ≥ Qµn
(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1);θ(n))

14 n← n+ 1
15 until convergence

necessarily a globally optimal solution.

D. Important Remarks on the Proposed Algorithms

In this section, we explain the novelty of the considered

methods compared to the existing literature and the reasons

for proposing three different optimization methods. First, to

efficiently solve the nonconvex optimization problem (7) we

convert it to (8) which is convex and more tractable. Also, the

size of each Sk in the BC is Nt×Nt and the size of S̄k in the

dual MAC is nk × nk, so solving (8) certainly requires lower

complexity as Nt > nk.

Second, we prove in Theorem 1 that the convergence rate

of Algorithm 1 becomes slow when K is large, which is

a new and important result. This motivates us to consider

Algorithm 1* which can speed up the convergence rate and

also has lower complexity.

Third, we realize that optimizing each phase shift sequen-

tially admits a closed-form solution as done in Algorithm 3

and is numerically efficient for a small number of reflecting

elements. When the number of reflecting elements is large,

however, it may not lead to an efficient solution, since many

iterations are required. Due to this, we derive Algorithm 4

where all reflecting elements are simultaneously optimized by

a projected gradient step. In this regard, we have found that the

Riemann gradient, which is more complex, has no advantages

over the Euclidean gradient adopted in this paper.

Fourth, following the same motivation for developing Al-

gorithm 4, we optimize all input covariances simultaneously

in Algorithm 5. This algorithm differs from our previous

work in [4], which is dedicated to single-user MIMO and the

covariance matrix and the reflecting elements are optimized

simultaneously. To make the method in [4] converge fast, a

scaling step is required in [4] due to the different dynamic

ranges of the covariance matrix and the phase shifts. We have

found that it is not practically efficient to perform a similar

scaling step for multi-user MIMO due to the significantly

different ranges of the different channels (due to the varying

positions of the users and the presence of multiple RISs in the

system). Thus, in Algorithm 5 we propose to optimize the

input covariances and the phase shifts alternately.

Finally, we propose three different algorithms for solving

(8) and each of them has its own advantages. Algorithm 3 is

efficient for small-scale problems and is parameter-free, i.e.,

no line search step or data scaling is required. Algorithm 4

becomes more efficient if the number of reflecting elements is

large. On the other hand, Algorithm 5 is generally the most

efficient in terms of complexity if the number of users and the

number of RIS elements are both large. However, its conver-

gence rate is also sensitive to the local Lipschitz constant of the

gradient with respect to each optimization variable. From Ap-

pendix B, it follows that an upper bound on the Lipschitz con-

stant of ∇S̄f
(
θ
(n), S̄(n)) is max1≤k≤K λ2

max

(
HkH

†
k

)
. Thus,

if Nr increases, the Lipschitz constant of ∇S̄f
(
θ
(n), S̄(n)) is

likely to increase accordingly. As a result, the step size in each

iteration of Algorithm 5 is decreased, and thus Algorithm 5

takes more iterations to converge. However, the numerical

effectiveness of the three proposed algorithms can only be seen

in practice. More importantly, the considered optimization

problem is nonconvex and the proposed algorithms are only

local optimization methods and thus they can be trapped in

poor-performing local optima. Thus, it could be possible that

one of them may avoid this issue to provide a good solution

since they are derived by different optimization frameworks.

Based on extensive numerical experiments we obtain that the

three proposed algorithms come up with different solutions

when Nt <
∑K

k=1 nk. It is likely that the degrees of freedom

of the resulting system are reduced in such cases, making it

difficult to find a good solution.

The considerations above are the main motivation for us to

propose three different optimization methods. Furthermore, in

situations where computing resources are abundantly available

(e.g., multiple processors), the three proposed optimization

methods can be exploited in a concurrent optimization ap-

proach. More specifically, for a given set of channel real-

izations, we can run the three algorithms in parallel, can

terminate all of them after a given per-determined time, and

can select the best solution among them. This is practically

useful in wireless communications since any algorithm needs

to be executed within the channel coherent time. Alternatively,

if there is an indication that the three proposed algorithms

may produce different performances, we can let them fully

converge and choose the best algorithm. In particular, if all the

proposed methods yield approximately the same performance

this indicates that there is a strong possibility that an optimal

solution is reached in the considered simulated settings.

V. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY

In this subsection, the computational complexity of each

of the proposed algorithms is obtained by counting the re-

quired number of complex multiplications. In the following

complexity derivations, for ease of exposition, we assume that

each user has the same number of antennas, i.e., nk = Nr

for all k = 1, 2, . . . ,K . Also, we assume that the number of

RIS elements Nris is significantly larger than the number of

transmit and receive antennas, Nt and Nr, respectively.

The computational complexity for the proposed algorithms

is presented in Table I. The optimization of the covariance
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Algorithm Computational Complexity

AO O(TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +KN3
r ) +NsNris(KNtN

2
r +KN2

t Nr +N3
t ))

Approximate AO O(TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +KN3
r ) + IΘKNsNrisNtNr)

APGM O(IS(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +N3
t +K2N2

r ) + IΘKNsNrisNtNr)

TABLE I: Computational complexity of one iteration of the AO, approximate AO and APGM algorithms.

matrices for the AO and the approximate AO algorithms is

performed by a dual decomposition method in Algorithm 2,

which requires O(KNsNrisNtNr+TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr+
KN3

r )) multiplications, where T is the number of outer

iterations (i.e., lines 3 to 7) in Algorithm 2 and I is the average

number of iterations of Algorithm 1*. The complexity of

optimizing the RIS phase shifts for the AO algorithm primarily

depends on (22) and (23), and is equal toO(NsNris(KNtN
2
r+

KN2
t Nr+N3

t )). On the other hand, the complexity of optimiz-

ing the RIS phase shifts for the approximate AO and APGM

algorithms is O(IΘKNsNrisNtNr), where IΘ is the number

of search steps of the line search procedure for optimizing

θ. Optimizing the users covariance matrices for the APGM

algorithm requires O(IS(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr+N3
t +K2N2

r ))
multiplications, where IΘ is the number of search steps

of the line search procedure. Detailed derivations of the

aforementioned computational complexities are presented in

Appendix A.

For all three optimization algorithms, we observe that

their complexities increase linearly with the number of RIS

elements. While the AO algorithm requires a fixed complexity

to optimize the RIS phase shifts in each iteration, the ap-

proximate AO and APGM algorithms require a complexity for

optimizing the RIS phase shifts that depends on the number of

line search steps IΘ . Noticeably, the per-iteration complexity

of the proposed algorithms increases linearly with the number

of RIS elements, which is practically appealing. As for the

optimization of the covariance matrix, the complexity of an

iteration of Algorithm 1* for the AO and approximate AO

algorithms is approximately comparable to that of an iteration

of the line search procedure for the APGM algorithm. Hence,

the ratio of the total number of iterations of Algorithm 1*

(TI) and the number of line search steps (IS) determines

whether the dual decomposition method for optimizing the

covariance matrices is more computationally efficient than the

gradient-based optimization method or not. Further details on

this complexity comparison are presented in Table II.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the proposed algorithms in the

single-RIS and multi-RIS setups, with the aid of Monte Carlo

simulations. First, in the single-RIS case, we compare the

achievable sum-rates and the run times of the proposed algo-

rithms. Furthermore, we show the variation of the achievable

sum-rate with the number of transmit antennas at the BS, with

the number of users, and with the number of RIS elements.

We also show the change of the achievable sum-rate with the

non-blockage probability of the direct links. Specifically, we

consider the following three different scenarios: (i) only the

direct link (i.e., the first term in (3)) is present; (ii) only the

link via the RIS (i.e., the second term in (3)) is present; and

(iii) both of these links are present. In the multi-RIS case,

we study the change of the achievable sum-rate with the RIS
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Fig. 2: Average achievable sum-rate for the proposed opti-

mization methods with the direct and RIS-aided links.

positions. More specifically, this study is performed for a

constant number of RIS elements per RIS and for a constant

number of RIS elements in the network.

The locations of the BS, the RIS and the users are specified

by a three-dimensional (3D) Cartesian coordinate system. The

BS ULA is placed parallel to the y-axis and the position of its

midpoint is (0, lt, ht). The RIS is located in the xz-plane and

the position of its midpoint is (dris, 0, hris). For simplicity,

we assume that all of the users’ ULAs are parallel to the

y-axis and the midpoint of the k-th user’s ULA is (dk, lk, hk).
For the considered system geometry, the distance between the

midpoint of the BS ULA and the midpoint of the RIS is

dt,ris =
√
d2ris + l2t + (ht − hris)2, the distance between the

midpoint of the RIS and the midpoint of the k-th user’s ULA is

dris,k =
√
(dris − dk)2 + l2k + (hris − hk)2, and the distance

between the midpoint of the BS ULA and the midpoint of the

k-th user’s ULA is dt,k =
√
d2k + (lt − lk)2 + (ht − hk)2.

In the following simulations, all the channel matrices are

modeled according to the Rician fading channel model with
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Fig. 3: Achievable sum-rate for the proposed optimization

methods with the RIS-aided link only.

Rician factor equal to 1, as specified in [4]. Also, we neglect

the spatial correlation among the elements of matrices U and

Gk. The distance-dependent path loss for the direct link of the

k-th user is βDIR,k = (4π/λ)2dαDIR

t,k , where αDIR denotes the

path loss exponent of the direct link. The far-field free space

path loss (FSPL) for the RIS-aided link of the k-th user βRIS,k

is equal to β−1
RIS,k = GtGrλ

4 cos γt cosγr/(256π
2d2t,risd

2
ris,k),

where γt is the angle between the propagation direction of

the incident wave and the normal to the RIS, and γr is the

angle between the normal to the RIS and the propagation

direction of the reflected wave [35, Eq. (7), (9)]. Hence, we

have cos γt = lt/dt,ris and cos γr = lk/dris,k. Also, Gt and

Gr represent the transmit and receive antenna gains respec-

tively, which are both set to 2, since we assume that these

antennas radiate/sense signals to/from the relevant half-space

[35]. Finally,
√
β−1
DIR,k/N0 and

√
β−1
RIS,k/N0 are embedded as

scaling factors in Dk and Gk, respectively.

As for the simulation setup, the parameters are f = 2GHz
(i.e., λ = 15 cm), st = sr = sris = λ/2 = 7.5 cm,

lt = 20m, ht = 10m, dris = 30m, hris = 5m, Nt = 8,

αDIR = 3, P = 1W, and N0 = −110 dB. The RIS consists

of Nris = 225 elements placed in a 15× 15 square formation.

We assume that all users are equipped with Nr = 2 antennas.

The users’ coordinates are randomly selected such that dk

is chosen from a uniform distribution between 200m and

500m with a resolution of 2m, lk is chosen from a uniform

distribution between 1m and 70m with a resolution of 1m,

and hk is chosen from a uniform distribution between 1.5m
and 2m with a resolution of 1 cm. For the dual decompo-

sition optimization methods, we have µmax = KNt/P and

ǫ = 10−5. For the gradient-based optimization methods, the

initial step size value is 10000. All results are averaged over

1000 independent channel realizations.

The achievable sum-rate for the proposed methods when

the channel consists of the direct and RIS-aided links, and the

RIS-aided link only, are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.

We assume that each iteration of Algorithms 3, 4 and 5

consists of two sub-iterations, so that in each sub-iteration

we optimize all the users’ covariance matrices or all the RIS

phase shifts. Hence, the achievable sum-rate in Figs. 2 and

3 is computed after every sub-iteration. For presenting the

achievable sum-rate versus the rum time of the algorithms,

we neglect the initial achievable sum-rate which is the same

for all the algorithms and present first the achievable sum-

rate obtained after the first sub-iteration. All the algorithms

have the same initial values of the users’ covariance matri-

ces and the initial values of the RIS phase shifts that are

randomly generated for each channel realization. Also, all

of the algorithms are executed on the same laptop computer

(4 core processors with a frequency of 1.5 GHz and 16 GB

RAM). From the figures, we see that the proposed optimization

algorithms reach the same objective value which is a locally

optimal achievable sum-rate. In addition, all the algorithms

achieve the same objective value for a relatively low number

of iterations. This is particularly visible for the AO algorithm.

However, each iteration for the optimization of the RIS phase

shifts of the AO algorithm is very time intensive because of

the sequential optimization of the RIS phase shifts. In addition,

the approximate AO and the APGM algorithms show approx-

imately the same convergence behavior with respect to the

number of iterations for a system with two users, while for a

larger number of users the approximate AO algorithm has only

a slight advantage compared to the APGM algorithm. On the

other hand, the APGM algorithm requires less time to reach a

locally optimal achievable rate. For a larger number of users

(e.g., K = 12) the approximate AO algorithm has almost the

same convergence time as the AO algorithm. It seems that the

gradient-based optimization of the users’ covariance matrices

is generally more time efficient than the GBCM optimization

method, especially in a system with large K . As expected, the

achievable sum-rate in multi-user communications is higher

when the direct link is present, similar to the achievable rate

in point-to-point communications reported in [4]. Moreover,

the achievable sum-rate increases with the number of users

K , and the increase is more substantial when the direct link

is present. It seems that the lack of capability of adjusting

the amplitude of the reflection coefficients prevents the RIS

from achieving a significant suppression of the multi-user

interference. Therefore, higher achievable sum-rate gains can

be expected when a part of a signal is transmitted via the

direct link, since the BS, thanks to its amplitude adjustment

capabilities, is better equipped to suppress the aforementioned
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Fig. 4: Average achievable sum-rate for the proposed opti-

mization methods with the RIS-aided link only, and slightly

changed simulation parameters setup compared to Fig. 3

(K = 2).

interference.

In the previous setting, the APGM algorithm is shown

to provide the best performance. However, as explained in

Section IV-D, the convergence rate of the APGM algorithm

depends on the Lipschitz constant of the gradients. Thus,

the APGM algorithm is not universally the best. To illustrate

this point, we consider a slightly different setting, where the

number of receive antennas per user is Nr = 4, the number of

RIS elements is Nris = 100 and dk = 100m for all the users.

The other parameters are kept to their default values as for

Fig. 3. Fig. 4 shows the achievable sum-rate of the proposed

methods when only the RIS-aided link is present. Compared

to Fig. 3, the number of receive antennas is larger in Fig. 4,

which likely increases the Lipschitz constant of the gradients

∇S̄f
(
θ
(n), S̄(n)) as explained analytically in Section IV-D.

This in turn forces the APGM algorithm to take more iterations

to converge. As can be seen in Fig. 4, the AO algorithm needs

the least number of iterations and time to converge. On the

other hand, the APGM algorithm requires more time and more

than a magnitude of order of iterations to return a solution.

In the next numerical experiment, we show that the three

proposed optimization algorithms can produce different sum-

rate performance since the considered problem is non-convex.
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Fig. 5: Average achievable sum-rate of each proposed algo-

rithm and their best sum-rate performance.

This justifies our motivation for proposing three algorithms

for attaining the best achievable sum-rate. To this end, we

consider a scenario where the are 3 users and the number

of transmit antennas is Nt = 4. The users’ positions are

randomly generated. The other simulation parameters are the

same as those in Fig. 4. In this considered scenario, we

remark that the degrees of freedom, i.e., the multiplexing

gain, is very low and upper-bounded to Nt = 4 3. Hence,

this multi-user system can transmit up to 4 independent data

streams, which is equal to the maximum number of data

streams for an individual user. Thus, most of the eigenvalues

of (S̄k)
K
k=1 are 0 (i.e., the corresponding eigenchannels receive

no power) to maximize the achievable sum-rate. Consequently,

it becomes more challenging to find an optimal solution

according to [36, Appendix A]. To illustrate this, we plot in

Fig. 5 the average performance of the proposed algorithms

over 100 channel realizations. For each channel realization,

we also compute the best performance of the three algorithms

when they are convergent, which is dubbed “Best” in Fig.

5. We notice that the algorithms achieve different sum-rates.

Therefore, in systems with low degrees of freedom, all three

algorithms need to be run to increase the probability that the

maximum sum-rate is obtained. In general, through a large

number of numerical experiments, we have observed that the

APGM algorithm usually provides good trade-offs between

the achievable sum-rate and complexity, and thus it is the

recommended choice in most scenarios.

In Fig. 6, we show the achievable sum-rate for the best

of the three methods versus the number of transmit antennas

Nt. The achievable sum-rate has an approximately logarithmic

shape. Also, it can be observed that the achievable sum-rate

increases with the number of users. However, it seems that this

increase gradually declines with the increase of the number of

users. At the same time, the achievable sum-rate increases with

the number of transmit antennas. For 6 users and 2 transmit

antennas, for example, a 99 % increase in the achievable sum-

rate is obtained by adding the RIS to the multi-user system.

In Fig. 7, we present the achievable sum-rate for the best of

3The maximum number of degrees of freedom, i.e., the multiplexing gain,
for the considered system is given by min(Nt,KNr) = Nt.
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(K) in the case of direct and RIS-aided links (solid lines) and

direct link only (dashed lines).

the three proposed methods versus the number of users. Since

we aim to investigate the increase of the achievable sum-rate

due to the presence of the RIS, we show the rate in the two

cases where the channel consists of the direct and RIS-aided

links (solid lines), and the direct link only (dashed lines). The

achievable sum-rate has an approximately logarithmic shape.

In more detail, we observe that, due to the multi-user diversity

gain, the achievable sum-rate is approximately proportional

to min(Nt,KNr). This means that, with the increase of the

number of users, the rate becomes proportional to the number

of transmit antennas Nt. Hence, the difference between the

achievable sum-rates for two different values of Nt increases

with the number of users. Also, we see that the presence of

the RIS increases the achievable sum-rate and influences the

slope of each achievable sum-rate. Specifically, the slope of

the achievable rate is slightly larger when the RIS is present,

particularly for small values of K . As the aforementioned

slope reduces with K , the achievable sum-rate negligibly

increases for large values of K when the RIS is present and

the same occurs for systems without an RIS, as was already

shown in [37].

In Fig. 8, we examine the benefits of DPC over linear pre-

coding in the presence of RIS. Specifically, we plot the sum-

rate versus the number of RIS elements obtained by DPC and
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Fig. 8: Average achievable sum-rates for DPC and linear

precoding versus the number of quantization bits for the phase

shifts of the RIS. The parameter setup is the same as for Fig.

2 and K = 6.

by linear precoding. For linear precoding, we slightly modify

the method introduced in [38] to find the sum-rate. Also, to

understand how DPC and linear precoding perform in the case

of discrete phase shifts at the RIS, we show the achievable

sum-rates for DPC and linear precoding when the phase shifts

are quantized with 1 or 2 bits. For these cases, the sum-rates

are achieved by mapping the continuous phase shifts (when the

corresponding algorithm convergences) to the closest discrete

phase shift. Note that for DPC we report the best performance

among the three proposed algorithms. The achievable sum-

rates for DPC and linear precoding increase approximately

logarithmically with the number of RIS elements. Due to

the ability of DPC to presubtract the known interference, the

proposed algorithms always provide a larger achievable sum-

rate than the algorithm in [38]. Moreover, the performance

advantage of DPC becomes more noticeable when the number

of RIS elements is large. This may be attributed to the

assumption that the amplitudes of the reflection coefficients

of the RIS are not tunable [1]. It can also be seen that even a

low resolution (i.e., 1- or 2-bit resolution) for the phase shifts

of the RIS is sufficient to achieve performance comparable to

the case with continuous phase shifts.

Since perfect CSI is hard to obtain, particularly in RIS-aided

communication systems, the achievable sum-rate subject to

imperfect CSI is shown in Fig. 9. We assume that the estimated

channel matrix can be represented as a sum of the true

channel matrix and an estimation error matrix, which consists

of i.i.d. elements that are distributed according to CN (0, σ2).
Also, it is assumed that imperfect CSI does not influence the

FSPL. We see that the achievable sum-rate exhibits a moderate

decrease even for relatively large values of σ2. For example,

the achievable sum-rate reduces by 1.3 bit/s/Hz for σ2 = 0.9.

Hence, the proposed optimization algorithms can be efficiently

used in RIS-aided communications even if the CSI knowledge

is imperfect.

In the previous simulations, we considered communication

scenarios when the direct link is present or blocked. However,

in most practical scenarios the direct link is blocked only

for a certain fraction of time. Hence, to obtain a more
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Fig. 10: Average achievable sum-rate versus the non-blockage

probability of the direct links (K = 2).

comprehensive picture, Fig. 10 presents (for the case of

2 users) the achievable sum-rate versus the “non-blockage

probability” of the direct links (i.e., the probability that each

direct link is unblocked). Specifically, it is assumed that the

non-blockage probability is the same for all users, and that the

blockage of the direct link occurs independently for each user

[14]. When the direct and RIS-aided links are present, the

achievable sum-rate changes linearly with the non-blockage

probability. When the non-blockage probability is equal to one,

the achievable sum-rate boils down to the corresponding rate in

Fig. 6, and when the non-blockage probability is equal zero,

the achievable sum-rate is the same as when only the RIS-

aided link is considered. If only the direct link is present, the

achievable sum-rate has an approximately logarithmic shape

and its maximum value coincides with the corresponding rate

in Fig. 6.

The per-iteration computational complexities of the pro-

posed optimization algorithms when the direct link (DL) is

present or blocked are shown in Table II. The relevant numbers

of iterations of the dual decomposition method T and I , and

the number of line search steps IS and IΘ are averaged over

the first five iterations of the proposed algorithms, since all

the algorithms converge within five iterations. As expected,

the AO algorithm has the largest computational complexity

DL K
AO Approximate AO APGM

T I CAO T I IΘ CA−AO IS IΘ CAPGM

P
re

se
n
t 2 24 3 211392 21 3 1 28368 4 1 10592

6 26 8 540864 23 8 1 207072 4 1 28064
12 27 14 1309248 24 14 1 720576 5 1 58240

B
lo

ck
ed 2 24 3 211392 21 3 1 28368 3 1 9744

6 26 7 514656 23 7 1 183888 3 1 26448
12 27 13 1254816 24 13 1 672192 3 2 95424

TABLE II: Comparison of the per-iteration computational

complexities of the AO, approximate AO and APGM algo-

rithms (Nt = 8, Nr = 2, Nris = 225).

which is mainly due to the sequential optimization of the RIS

phase shifts. The approximate AO algorithm achieves a lower

complexity than the AO algorithm, due to the more efficient

gradient-based optimization of the RIS phase shifts. For a large

number of users, the number of line search steps IS for the

APGM algorithm is significantly lower than the total number

of iterations TI of Algorithm 1* for the AO and approximate

AO algorithms. Therefore, the APGM algorithm is particularly

suitable for application to systems with a large number of

users.

In the rest of this section, we analyze the performance of

the proposed algorithms in the multi-RIS case. The simulation

setup has the same parameters as in the single-RIS case except

that the BS coordinate lt is 30 m; the x-coordinates dk are

chosen from a uniform distribution between 275m and 325m
with a resolution of 1m, and lk is chosen from a uniform

distribution between 5m and 55m with a resolution of 1m 4.

The midpoint of the BS is aligned with the center of the user-

populated area, and the distance between them is D = 300m.

Besides the aforementioned RIS, which is denoted as RIS 1,

three more RISs are added in the considered communication

system. They are denoted as RIS 2, RIS 3 and RIS 4, and the

positions of their midpoints are located at (D − dris, 0, 5m),
(dris, 60m, 5m) and (D− dris, 60m, 5m), respectively5. The

achievable sum-rate for the considered system versus dris is

presented in Fig. 11. As expected, the largest achievable rate

is obtained when the RISs are located close to the BS and

to the user-populated area. Interestingly, the achievable sum-

rate shows only a very modest increase when RIS 1 and RIS 2

simultaneously reflect the incoming signals, as compared to the

case when only one of these two surfaces performs reflection,

although the number of RIS elements is doubled (i.e., it is

now equal to 450). A 15 % increase in the achievable sum-

rate is obtained for the RISs placed close to the center and an

increase of around 35 % for the RISs placed in the vicinity of

the BS and the user-populated area is obtained. This confirms

the fact that the best placements for the RISs are close to

the transmitter or the receiver. Similar trends can be observed

when all four RISs are simultaneously reflecting the incoming

signals and the total number of RIS elements is 900.

Lastly, we study the achievable sum-rate for the multi-RIS

case where the total number of RIS elements in the system

is constant. More precisely, all of the RIS elements can be

located on a single RIS or equally distributed among a subset

of the RISs. The achievable sum-rate when the total number

4In order to fully understand the influence of the positions of the RISs, the
users are randomly placed over a smaller area of size 50× 50m.

5It is worth noting that RIS 1 and RIS 3 are always at the same distance
from the midpoint of the BS, and that RIS 2 and RIS 4 are always at the
same distance from the center of the user-populated area.
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Fig. 11: Average achievable sum-rates versus dris (K = 6).
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Fig. 12: Average achievable sum-rates for a constant total

number of RIS elements (K = 6).

of RIS elements is equal to 400 is shown in Fig. 12. Using

more RISs for signal transmission is only beneficial for small

values of dris, i.e., when the RISs are in the vicinity of the

BS and the user-populated area. On the other hand, the single-

RIS transmission provides superior rates for larger values of

dris, i.e., when the RISs are located far from the BS and the

user-populated area. It seems that placing all of the reflecting

elements on a single RIS can provide a higher array gain which

is essential for signal transmission via weak communication

links (i.e., when the RISs are located far from the BS and the

user-populated area).

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we exploited the well-known BC-MAC duality

for the achievable sum-rate optimization in a multi-user BC in

the presence of one or multiple RISs. Due to the non-convexity

of the considered optimization problem, we proposed three

algorithms that provide the same achievable sum-rate. In

the proposed algorithms, the users’ covariance matrices were

optimized by a dual decomposition method with a BCM

or a gradient-based method, while the optimal RIS phase

shifts were sequentially computed by using a closed-form

expression or in parallel by a gradient-based method. Also,

we presented a computation complexity analysis for the pro-

posed algorithms. Simulation results showed that the proposed

algorithms usually achieve the same sum-rate. However, they

can produce different sum-rates for some specific situations,

due to the non-convexity of the considered problem. Also,

the gradient-based optimization methods were generally more

time efficient, particularly when the number of RIS elements

is large. Furthermore, we demonstrated that the proposed

algorithms are easily implementable in the multi-RIS case as

well, and that can provide significant achievable sum-rate gains

that depend on the placement of RIS elements in a BC.

APPENDIX A

COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITIES

The complexity of the AO algorithm is determined by

the computation of the covariance matrices {S̄k}Kk=1 and the

RIS phase shifts {θm}
NsNris

m=1 in Algorithm 3. At first, we

need to compute all the users’ channel matrices. To compute

F(θ)U requires NrisNt multiplications and it is common

for all users. To obtain all GkF(θ)U matrices, we need

O(KNsNrisNtNr) multiplications. To reduce the complexity

of computing H̄k, instead of implementing (16) directly, we

compute and store Hsum = I+
∑K

j=1 H
†
jS̄jHj , which requires

O(KNtN
2
r + KN2

t Nr) multiplications. In each iteration of

Algorithm 1*, we first compute each gradient ∇iL
(
µ, S̄(n)

)

according to (43). The matrix inversion H−1
sum is executed

only once per Algorithm 1* iteration, so its complexity is

neglected. The product HkH
−1
sumH

†
k needs O(NtN

2
r +N2

t Nr)

multiplications. The complexity of obtaining all λ2
max

(
HkH

†
k

)

terms can be neglected since they can be calculated once and

used in every iteration of Algorithm 1*. The projection onto

the semidefinite cone requires O(N3
r ) multiplications and the

complexity of line 3 of Algorithm 1* can be approximated

by O(KNtN
2
r + KN2

t Nr + KN3
r ). The computation of

H̄−1
k = (Hsum − H

†
kS̄kHk)

−1 has a complexity of O(N3
t )

and the computation of HkH̄
−1
k H

†
k has a complexity of

O(NtN
2
r +N2

t Nr). The EVD of HkH̄
−1
k H

†
k requires O(N3

r )

multiplications, while the complexity of computing S̄
(n+1)
k

is O(N3
r ). Finally, the complexity of one iteration of Algo-

rithm 1* is O(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +KN3
r ). As a result, the

computational complexity of one iteration of Algorithm 2 is

O(KNsNrisNtNr+TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr+KN3
r )), where

T is the required number of outer iterations (i.e., lines 3 to

7) in Algorithm 2, and I is the average number of iterations

of Algorithm 1*. In our case, T is the smallest integer that

satisfies the inequality µmax/2
T < ǫ.

The complexity of computing the optimal RIS phase shifts

is primarily dependent on (22) and (23). Let us define Ck =
Hk − θlgk,lul to simplify the derivation. The complexity of

computing the matrix CkS̄kCk is O(NtN
2
r + N2

t Nr). In a

similar manner, the complexity of computing u
†
lg

†
k,lS̄kgk,lul

is equal to O(NtN
2
r + N2

t Nr). Hence, the complexity of

computing Al in (22) is O(KNtN
2
r + KN2

t Nr). Also, we

need O(KN2
t Nr) more multiplications to obtain Bl in (23).

Inverting Al requires O(N3
t ) multiplications. The same com-

plexity is required for computing A−1
l Bl and for obtaining

the EVD of that product. The complexity of computing a

single RIS phase shift is O(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr+N3
t ), which

gives a total of O(NsNris(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr+N3
t )) complex

multiplications for the whole RIS.
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In summary, the complexity of one overall iteration (i.e.,

lines 2 to 6 in Algorithm 3) of the AO algorithm is given by

CAO =O(TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +KN3
r )

+NsNris(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +N3
t )). (40)

The complexity of the approximate AO algorithm differs

from the complexity of the AO algorithm in the optimization

of the RIS phase shifts. To optimize the RIS phase shifts

of the approximate AO algorithm, we have to calculate the

gradient ∇θf
(
θ, S̄) in (28). The computation of H−1

sumU
†

requires O(NsNrisN
2
t ) complex multiplications. Since the

complexity of G
†
kS̄kHk is O(NsNrisNtNr), the complex-

ity of
∑K

k=1 G
†
kS̄kHk is O(KNsNrisNtNr). In addition,

we need O(NsNrisN
2
t ) multiplications to compute the di-

agonal elements of
∑K

k=1 G
†
kS̄kHkH

−1
sumU

†. As a result,

the complexity of computing the gradient ∇θf
(
θ, S̄) is

O(NsNrisN
2
t +KNsNrisNtNr). The projection PΘ(·) has a

negligibly small complexity. The complexity of the line search

procedure assuming IΘ search steps is O(IΘKNsNrisNtNr).
The upper-bound on IΘ corresponds to the smallest integer

that satisfies the inequality µ0/ρ
IΘ < Lθ, where µ0 is the

initial step size and Lθ is the Lipschitz constant of ∇θf(θ, S̄).

Therefore, the complexity of one overall iteration (i.e., lines

2 to 9 in Algorithm 4) of the approximate AO algorithm is

given by

CA−AO =O(TI(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +KN3
r )

+ IΘKNsNrisNtNr). (41)

The complexity of the APGM algorithm is determined by

two gradient optimization loops: one for the optimization of

the covariance matrices (lines 2 to 7 in Algorithm 5) and the

other for the optimization of the RIS phase shifts (lines 8 to

13 in Algorithm 5). To compute the gradient ∇S̄k
f
(
θ, S̄)

in (32), we need to calculate HkH
−1
sumH

†
k which requires

O(NtN
2
r +N2

t Nr) multiplications. Therefore, the complexity

of calculating ∇S̄f
(
θ, S̄

)
is O(KNtN

2
r + KN2

t Nr). Ad-

ditional O(K2N2
r + KN3

r ) multiplications are required to

calculate the projection PS(·). To compute f(θ(n), S̄(n+1)),
we need O(KNtN

2
r + KN2

t Nr + N3
t ) multiplications. The

additional complexity for calculating Q̄µ̄n
(θ(n), S̄(n+1); S̄(n))

is negligible. Hence, the complexity of the line search proce-

dure assuming IS search steps is O(IS(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +
N3

t +K2N2
r )), which is exactly the complexity of optimization

loop for the covariance matrices (lines 2 to 7 in Algorithm 5).

The upper-bound on IS corresponds to the smallest integer

that satisfies the inequality µ̄0/ρ
IS < LS̄, where µ̄0 is the

initial step size and LS̄ is the Lipschitz constant of∇S̄f(θ, S̄).
Similar to the approximate AO algorithm, the complexity of

the optimization loop for the covariance matrices (lines 8 to

13 in Algorithm 5) is O(IΘKNrisNtNr), where IΘ is the

number of search steps.

Therefore, the complexity of one overall iteration (lines 2

to 14 in Algorithm 5) of the APGM algorithm is equal

CAPGM =O(IS(KNtN
2
r +KN2

t Nr +N3
t +K2N2

r )

+ IΘKNsNrisNtNr). (42)

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We define the partial gradient of L(µ, S̄) with respect to

each component S̄k as

∇kL(µ, S̄) = ∇S̄k
L(µ, S̄) (43a)

= Hk

(
H̄k +H

†
kS̄kHk

)−1
H

†
k − µI, (43b)

where H̄k = I +
K∑

i=1,i6=k

H
†
i S̄iHi. The next step is to study

the Lipschitz constant of ∇kL(µ, S̄). Towards this end, let

S̄(X)k = (S̄1, . . . S̄k−1,X, S̄k+1, . . . , S̄K) denote the point

where the k-th component of S̄ is replaced by X. Then

the inequalities in (46), shown at the top of the next page,

hold. Thus, λ2
max

(
HkH

†
k

)
is an upper bound for the Lipschitz

constant of ∇kL(µ, S̄) and M = max
1≤k≤K

λ2
max

(
HkH

†
k

)
is an

upper bound for the Lipschitz constant of ∇L(µ, S̄), which is

defined as

∇L(µ, S̄) =
(
∇1L(µ, S̄),∇2L(µ, S̄), . . . ,∇KL(µ, S̄)

)
.
(44)

More specifically, we have

∥

∥∇L(µ, S̄)−∇L(µ, S̄′)
∥

∥ ,

√

√

√

√

K
∑

k=1

∥

∥∇kL(µ, S̄)−∇kL(µ, S̄′)
∥

∥

2

(45a)

≤

√

√

√

√

K
∑

k=1

λ4
max

(

HkH
†
k

)∥

∥S̄k − S̄′
k

∥

∥

2
(45b)

≤M

√

√

√

√

K
∑

k=1

∥

∥S̄k − S̄′
k

∥

∥

2
= M

∥

∥S̄− S̄
′
∥

∥. (45c)

Accordingly, Theorem 1 is a direct result of [39, Theorem 2].

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF (26)

To simplify the notations, we write f(θ) instead of f(θ, S̄)

in this appendix. Let θ̃ =
[
ℜ(θ)Tℑ(θ)T

]T
and f̃(θ̃) be the

corresponding function of real variables, i.e., f̃(θ̃) = f(θ).
From the definition of ∇θf(θ), we have∥∥∇

θ̃
f(θ̃)−∇

θ̃
f(θ̃

′
)
∥∥ = 2

∥∥∇θf(θ)−∇θf(θ
′)
∥∥

≤ 2Lθ(S̄)
∥∥θ − θ

′
∥∥ = 2LΘ

∥∥θ̃ − θ̃
′∥∥

(47)

which means that 2Lθ(S̄) is the Lipschitz constant of∇
θ̃
f(θ̃).

From [32, Lemma 2.1], the following inequality holds for any

L̄ ≥ Lθ(S̄):

f(θ) = f̃(θ̃) ≥ f̃(θ̃
(n)

) +∇
θ̃
f̃(θ̃

(n)
)T(θ̃ − θ̃

(n)
)−

L̄

2

∥∥∥θ̃ − θ̃
(n)

∥∥∥
2

= f(θ(n)) +∇
θ̃
f̃(θ̃

(n)
)T(θ̃ − θ̃

(n)
)−

L̄

2

∥∥∥θ − θ
(n)

∥∥∥
2

.

(48)

The proof is completed by letting µ = 2
L̄
≤ 1

Lθ(S̄)
and noting

that ∇
θ̃
f̃(θ̃

(n)
)T(θ̃ − θ̃

(n)
) = 2ℜ

(
∇θf(θ

(n))†(θ − θ
(n))

)
=〈

∇θf(θ
(n)), θ − θ

(n)
〉
.
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∥∥∇kL(µ, S̄(X)k)−∇kL(µ, S̄(Y)k)
∥∥ =

∥∥Hk

(
H̄k +H

†
kXHk

)−1
H

†
k −Hk

(
H̄k +H

†
kYHk

)−1
H

†
k

∥∥ (46a)

=
∥∥Hk

[(
H̄k +H

†
kXHk

)−1
−
(
H̄k +H

†
kYHk

)−1]
H

†
k

∥∥ (46b)

=
∥∥Hk

(
H̄k +H

†
kXHk

)−1
H

†
k

(
X−Y

)
Hk

(
H̄k +H

†
kYHk

)−1
H

†
k

∥∥ (46c)

≤ λ2
max

(
HkH

†
k

)∥∥X−Y
∥∥ (46d)

APPENDIX D

CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF THE APGM ALGORITHM

In this appendix, we provide the convergence analysis

of the proposed APGM algorithm. Our arguments follows

those in [40]. Since LS̄(θ
(n)) is the Lipschitz constant of

∇S̄f(S̄, θ
(n)), it follows that

f(θ(n), S̄(n+1)) ≥ f(θ(n), S̄(n))

+
K∑

k=1

Tr
((
∇S̄k

f
(
θ, S̄(n))

)(
S̄
(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

))

−
LS̄(θ

(n))

2

K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

∥∥2
. (49)

The projected gradient step in line 3 of Algorithm 5 implies
K∑

k=1

Tr
((
∇S̄k

f
(
θ, S̄(n))

)(
S̄
(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

))

−
1

2µn

K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

∥∥2 ≥0. (50)

Combining (49) and (50) yields

f(θ(n), S̄(n+1)) ≥ f(θ(n), S̄(n))

+
1

2

( 1

µn
− LS̄(θ

(n))
) K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

∥∥2. (51)

Similarly, from the θ-update we have

f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) ≥ f(θ(n), S̄(n+1))

+
1

2

( 1

µ̄n
− Lθ(S̄

(n+1))
)∥∥θ(n+1) − θ

(n)
∥∥2

(52)

and thus

f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) ≥ f(θ(n), S̄(n))

+
1

2

( 1

µn
− LS̄(θ

(n))
) K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

∥∥2

+
1

2

( 1

µ̄n
− Lθ(S̄

(n+1))
)∥∥θ(n+1) − θ

(n)
∥∥2

. (53)

The backtracking line search procedure ensures that 1/µn ≥
LS̄(θ

(n))/ρ and 1/µ̄n ≥ Lθ(S̄
(n+1)/ρ which results in

f(θ(n+1), S̄(n+1)) ≥ f(θ(n), S̄(n))

+
LS̄(θ

(n))

2

(1
ρ
− 1

) K∑

k=1

∥∥S̄(n+1)
k − S̄

(n)
k

∥∥2

+
Lθ(S̄

(n+1))

2

(1
ρ
− 1

)∥∥θ(n+1) − θ
(n)

∥∥2
. (54)

Since ρ < 1, the inequality in (54) implies that the sequence

{f(θ(n), S̄(n))} is strictly increasing. Moreover, f(θ(n), S̄(n))
is bounded from above due to the continuity f(θ, S̄) and the

compactness of the feasible set. Hence, the objective sequence

{f(θ(n), S̄(n))} is convergent. Moreover, according to [40], it

can be shown that the sequence (θ(n), S̄(n)) indeed converges

to a stationary point of (8), but we skip the details for brevity.

REFERENCES
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