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Abstract

This paper considers the reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS)-assisted multi-user communica-

tions, where an RIS is used to assist the base station (BS) for serving multiple users. The RIS consisting

of passive reflecting elements can manipulate the reflected direction of the incoming electromagnetic

waves by adjusting the phase shifts of the reflecting elements. Alternating optimization (AO) based

approach is commonly used to determine the phase shifts of the RIS elements. While AO-based

approaches have shown significant gain of RIS, the complexity is quite high due to the coupled structure

of the cascade channel from the BS through RIS to the user. In addition, the sub-wavelength structure of

the RIS introduces spatial correlation that may cause strong interference to users. To handle severe multi-

user interference over correlated channels, we consider adaptive user grouping previously proposed for

massive mutli-input and multi-output (MIMO) systems and propose two low-complexity beamforming

design methods, depending on whether the grouping result is taken into account. Simulation results

demonstrate the superior sum rate achieved by the proposed methods than that without user grouping.

Besides, the proposed methods can perform similarly to the AO-based approach but with much lower

complexity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) has been received much attention as an

energy-efficient technology for future wireless communications [1]–[5]. An RIS is a meta-surface

consisting of a large number of low-cost, energy-efficient, and passive reflecting elements. The

phase of each element can be electronically controlled to reflect the radio signals in a desired

manner, such as interference suppression [5], signal power enhancement [6], and sum rate

maximization [7], [8].

The merits of RIS stimulate recent interest on RIS-assisted multi-user communications where

the passive phase shifts at RIS and the active beamforming at the BS are jointly optimized.

In [9], practical RISs are considered where the passive phase shifts can only take discrete values.

The authors formulate the optimal beamforming design problem aiming to minimize the BS

transmission power subject to the user signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and the RIS

discrete phase shift constraints. Since the BS beamforming and RIS phase shit coefficients are

jointly optimized using alternating optimization (AO), the complexity is very high and does not

scale well as the numbers of users and RIS elements increase. To permit practical implementation,

a suboptimal solution was proposed where the BS beamfomring is determined based on the zero-

forcing (ZF) principle for a fixed RIS phase shift matrix. Then a one-dimensional search is used

to find the best beamforming pair. The discrete RIS phase shift design for power minimization

problem is also considered in the context of non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) [10].

Different from [9], [10] focuses on BS power allocation and RIS phase shift design, whose

joint optimization is NP hard. The authors decompose the joint optimization problem into two

subproblems where the power allocation subproblem is solved for the given RIS phase shifts. To

reduce the complexity of element-wise phase shift optimization, the RIS elements are divided into

several sub-surfaces each sharing the same phase shift coefficient that is alternately optimized.

Another attempt to solve the challenging optimization of joint BS beamforming and RIS phase

shifts is reported in [11], where a novel problem decomposition based on fractional programming

(FP) was proposed. The machine learning approach is also applied to the joint beamforming

design for RIS-assisted multi-user communications [12].

In this work, we focus on low-complexity methods to solve the joint beamforming design

when a single RIS is deployed to serve multiple users. While some low-complexity methods

have been proposed [9]–[11], they all need certain iterations to obtain converged results and
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the computational complexity increases with the number of users and RIS elements. In the

proposed methods, the complexity only grows with the number of RIS phase-shift discrete levels

yet its sum-rate performance is close to that using AO-based refinement. Besides, prior work

commonly assumes independent fading channels that may not always hold when the propagation

channels have less scattering and the RIS elements are densely deployed with sub-wavelength

periodicity [13], [14]. With spatial correlated channels, the mutual interference among users

may be strong that further challenges the joint BS beamforming and RIS phase shift design.

In view of this difficulty, user grouping is introduced to remedy the design challenge. With

user grouping, users are separated into different groups each with a small number of users

and low spatial correlation. Consequently, the BS beamforming can be easily designed and

then optimized jointly with the RIS phase shifts. We note that the impact of spatial correlated

channels is studied in [14], [15], demonstrating dramatic sum rate loss in the presence of spatial

correlation. We also take into account the impact of the overhead for tuning the RIS and propose

two transmission protocols that capture the tradeoff between beamforming accuracy and RIS

configuration overhead. Prior work has studied the training overhead for acquiring channel state

information [16].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II explains the considered RIS

system model. In Sec. III, we present two low-complexity methods to determine the RIS phase

shifts. The correlation-based grouping algorithm is introduced in Sec. IV. Numerical results and

discussions are provided in Sec. V, and finally, Sec. VI summarizes this paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an RIS-assisted downlink system with K single-antenna users served by a BS,

which is equipped with M antennas, as shown in Fig. 1. The RIS is composed of N passive

reflecting elements. Let Ht ∈ CN×M denote the baseband equivalent channel from the BS to

the RIS and h
H
r,k ∈ C1×N denote the channel from the RIS to the kth user, k = 1, · · · , K.

The reflection coefficients of the RIS are denoted by θ ∈ C1×N , [ν1e
jφ1 , ν2e

jφ2, · · · , νNe
jφN ],

where φn is the phase shift subject to the discrete reflection constraint with discrete level L [9],

[10] and νn ∈ {0, 1} is the reflection amplitude of the nth element. In this work, we assume

νn = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N to maximize the signal power reflected by the RIS.

A scheduling cycle of a fixed duration is considered and it is divided into equal-length

time slots. To mitigate strong multi-user interference, the adaptive user grouping algorithm [17]
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the RIS-assisted multi-user communication scenario.

proposed for massive MIMO is applied that separates correlated users in different groups. Each

group is assigned with dedicated slots while the users in the same group share the same slot. To

maintain a certain fairness, the number of time slots allocated to each group per scheduling cycle

is proportional to the number of users in a group. Detailed grouping mechanism will be given
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in Sec. IV. The considered user grouping can greatly simplify the beamforming design because

the user channels in the same group have a smaller correlation and dimension than the overall

user channels. In this case, sub-optimal beamforming design can often yield good performance

with minor performance loss than the sophisticated optimal design.

Denote Gg the gth user group and there are total of NG groups. With the aid of the RIS, the

received signal of the kth user in the gth group is given by

y
Gg

k =
√

Pt,kh
H
r,kΘHtwkxk

+
∑

j∈Gg,j 6=k

√

Pt,jh
H
r,kΘHtwjxj + nk (1)

where Pt,k = Pt/|Gg| is the transmit power from the BS to user k while Pt is the total transmit

power from the BS, Θ = diag(θ) is a diagonal matrix for determining the RIS phase shifts,

wk ∈ CM×1 is the kth column of the beamforming matrix W at the BS, xk is the symbol to

be transmitted to the kth user with E{|xk|
2} = 1, and nk is the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) at the kth user with power equals to σ2
n dBm/Hz. In (1), the first term is the desired

signal of the kth user and the second term is the multi-user interference from other users’ signals

in the same group. Accordingly, the instantaneous signal-to-noise-plus-interference ratio (SINR)

of the kth user in the gth group can be presented as

SINR
Gg

k =
Pt,k|h

H
r,kΘHtwk|

2

∑

j∈Gg,j 6=k
Pt,j|h

H
r,kΘHtwj|2 +Bσ2

n

(2)

where B denotes the system bandwidth. Given SINR
Gg

k , the achievable rate of the kth user in

the gth group can be evaluated as

R
Gg

k = B log2(1 + SINR
Gg

k ). (3)

III. LOW-COMPLEXITY METHOD FOR DESIGNING REFLECTION COEFFICIENTS

Generally, Θ should be designed jointly with W to maximize a certain target function subject

to the uni-modulus constraint of the reflection coefficients, i.e., |ejφn|2 = 1. Thus the joint

beamforming design problem for the RIS-assisted communications can be formulated as

(P) max
W,Θ

J(W,Θ)

s.t. |ejφn|2 = 1, ∀ n = 1, · · · , N (4)
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where J(W,Θ) represents the target function. For the downlink transmissions, one commonly

considered target function is the sum rate [11], [15], given by
∑K

k=1R
Gg

k . In this case, the target

function is non-convex and the optimization variables W and Θ are coupled. Instead of solving

(P) using AO-based approach, we propose two low-complexity methods to determine W and

Θ.

esults in the maximal received power and is jointly convex in W and Θ. However, W and Θ

are coupled in J(W,Θ) and thus solving (P) remains difficult. Most of the related work solves

(P) using the alternating optimization (AO) approach.

The reflecting elements on the RIS can be considered as the passive antenna elements. By

adjusting the phase shift of each reflecting element, RIS can concentrate the reflected signal to a

desired direction. Accordingly, we can construct multiple candidate reflection coefficient matrices

such that each of them creates a spatial beam toward a certain direction, which is known as

beam steering in array signal processing. For example, the steering vector of the uniform linear

array with N elements is given by [1 e−jψ · · · e−j(N−1)ψ]T where ψ = π sin(θ) is the constant

phase difference between two adjacent elements when their distance is half of the wavelength.

Suppose that the lth candidate reflection coefficient matrix Θl = diag(θl) impinges the reflected

signal to angle ϑl = 2πl/L for l = 0, · · · , L− 1. Then θl can be found as

θl =
[

e−jπ·0·sin(ϑl), · · · , e−jπ(N−1) sin(ϑl)
]

. (5)

Clearly, θl in (5) satisfies the union-modulus constraint. Besides, the union of these spatial beams

covers the angular interval of 2π.

For each Θl, one can find the corresponding BS beamforming matrix Wl to meet a desired

target, for example, signal enhancement or interference cancellation. Suppose a user grouping

mechanism is in place such that users with correlated channels care separated into different

groups, the interference among users within the same group is expected to be small. Thus,

designing Wl for signal enhancement is more beneficial than interference cancellation. In this

work, Wl is determined following the maximum ratio transmission (MRT) principle as given by

W
Gg

l =
(H

Gg
r ΘlHt)

H

√

Trace((H
Gg
r ΘlHt)(H

Gg
r ΘlHt)H)

(6)

where H
Gg
r ∈ C|Gg|×N is the reflecting channel matrix which is composed of the channels from

the RIS to the users in the gth group. For each group, the beamforming pair that offers the
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highest target function value is considered as the solution for (P), which can be expressed as

(W∗,Θ∗)Gg = arg max
W

Gg
l
,Θ

Gg
l

J(W
Gg

l ,Θ
Gg

l ). (7)

With NG groups, the RIS needs to configure the phase shifts NG times. In practice, phase

shift adjustment is often achieved by tuning the structure of the unit cell plane on the RIS

with the speed on the order of milliseconds [13]. Compared with the slot length in emerging

wireless systems, e.g., 5G NR, ranging from 0.0625 ms∼1ms [18], the time overhead for RIS

phase shift configuration should be considered when evaluating the achieved performance of

the beamforming scheme. To this end, denote tp the proportion of time per scheduling cycle

consumed for configuring RIS phase shifts. Since the beamforming pair in (7) is designed for

individual group, it is referred to as the group-based design with the target function given by

JG =

NG
∑

g=1

(

|Gg|

K
− tp

)

∑

k∈Gg

R
Gg

k (8)

where |Gg| represents the number of users in the gth group. Thus the factor |Gg|/K accounts for

the proportion of time allocated to the users in the gth group. It should be noted that |Gg|/K

must be no less than tp to ensure enough time for RIS phase shift configuration.

As indicated in (8), the time overhead for phase shift configuration increases with the number

of groups NG. The overhead can be reduced by performing phase configuration only once per

scheduling cycle. In this case, the BS beamforming matrix is determined based on the overall

user channels as given by

Wl =
(HrΘlHt)

H

√

Trace((HrΘlHt)(HrΘlHt)H)
(9)

where Hr ∈ C
K×N is the reflecting channel matrix whose kth row is hHr,k. The beamfoming pair

is thus found by solving the following problem.

(W∗,Θ∗) = arg max
Wl,Θl

J(Wl,Θl). (10)

Since the beamforming pair obtained from (10) is fixed over the entire scheduling cycle, (10) is

referred to as the unified design. For the users in the gth group, the BS beamforming matrix is

the collection of the kth column of W∗, ∀ k ∈ Gg. The target function for the unified design is

given by

JU = (1− tp)

NG
∑

g=1

|Gg|

K

∑

k∈Gg

R
Gg

k . (11)
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Unified

Group-based

G1 G2 G3 GNG

G1 G2 G3 GNG

Fig. 2. Illustration of the scheduling cycle for the unified and the group-based beamforming design.

TABLE I

COMPLEXITY COMPARISON

Algorithm Complexity

Proposed algorithm Unified: O(L)

Group-based: O(LNG)

AO-based refinement [9]: O(I1L(K
3 +K2M +KMN))

[10]: O((B + I2)SL)

FP-based algorithm [11]: O((N +MK + 3K)I3)

Fig. 2 shows the scheduling cycle for the unified and the group-based beamforming design,

where the shaded zone indicates the period for phase shift configuration. Clearly, the unified

design saves the overhead for phase shift configuration. Its performance will be compared with

the group-based design in Sec. V. We note that Wl in (9) may be determined using the ZF

principle to null out the multi-user interference at the BS side. However, ZF performs poor

when HrΘlHt is rank-deficient, the problem caused by spatially correlated channels.

Table I lists the complexity of the proposed methods and some existing algorithms aiming to

low-complexity design for RIS phase shifts, where Ii with i = 1, 2, 3 is the number of iterations

for different algorithms. The notation B represents the number of quantization levels between

0 and 1 used in [10]. In addition, S denotes the number of sub-surfaces. It is revealed the

complexity of the unified design only increases with the discrete levels of RIS phase shifts. The

group-based design incurs a higher complexity depending on the number of user groups but its

complexity is much less than existing algorithms.

IV. CORRELATION-BASED GROUPING ALGORITHM

The spatial correlation between two or more users in RIS-assisted system introduces severe

multi-user interference that in turn degrades the sum rate. Since the end-to-end channel char-
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acteristics in the RIS system are altered by the reflection coefficient matrix Θ, the correlation

coefficient between two different users should take into account the cascade channels as given

by

ρi,j =
|(hHr,iΘHt) · (h

H
r,jΘHt)

H |

‖hHr,iΘHt‖ · ‖h
H
r,jΘHt‖

, 0 ≤ ρi,j ≤ 1. (12)

where h
H
r,iΘHt and h

H
r,jΘHt are the channel vectors of the ith and jth user, respectively, through

a common RIS. A higher ρi,j implies the channel vectors of the ith and jth user are more

correlated.

Following the idea in [17], we employ user grouping based on the correlation coefficient in (12)

to mitigate strong multi-user interference in the RIS system. For the readers’ convenience, we

briefly explain the adaptive user grouping algorithm proposed in [17]. First, any two users with

their channel correlation coefficient ρi,j higher than a threshold η, which we call the grouping

threshold, is separated into two groups. This procedure is repeated until all users are examined.

For those users with ρi,j ≤ η, they are assigned to the group with the minimum summed

correlation coefficients to avoid high interference within the same group. Algorithm 1 summarizes

how the beamforming pair and the user groups are determined.

Remark 1: The correlation threshold η determines the intensity of user grouping. When η is

small, it is more likely to separate users into different groups and vice versa. For a fixed η,

whether two arbitrary users are separated into different groups depends on the number of RIS

elements. With a large N , ρi,j tends to be smaller and thus the condition ρi,j > η is less likely

to be satisfied. This results in a few groups each with more users. As N → ∞, most users will

be in the same group. Since the users within the same group will share the identical resource,

the sum rate performance is dominated by the multi-user interference. On the contrary, the sum

rate performance for a small N is limited by the resource penalty due to many groups created

to separate correlated users.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

Simulation results are presented to evaluate the performance of the proposed beamforming

design along with user grouping. In simulations, the channel between the BS and RIS is modeled

by the Rician channel model as given by [1]

Ht =

√

C0

(

dBR

d0

)−αBR
(
√

β

β+1
H

LoS
t +

√

1
β+1

H
NLoS
t

)
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Algorithm 1 Beamforming Design and Grouping Algorithm

Input: U = {1, 2, · · · , K},Ht,Hr, η

Stage 1 : Decide the Θ and W

for each l ∈ [0, 1, · · · , L− 1] do

Compute Θl by (5) and Wl by (6) or (9).

Select the optimal beamforming pair W∗ and Θ
∗ by

solving (7) or (10).

Stage 2 : Group the users

Find ρi,j using (12), ∀ i 6= j ∈ U .

1) Separate the high correlated users

repeat

if ρi,j > η, ∀ i 6= j ∈ U then

Split users i and j into two different groups.

U = U\{i, j}

until ρi,j ≤ η, ∀ i 6= j ∈ U .

2) Append the rest users

for k ∈ U do

Calculate
∑

j∈Gg
ρk,j for all existing groups Gg

and append k to the minimum one.

where C0 is the path loss at the reference distance d0 = 1m, dBR = 50m denotes the distance

from the BS to the RIS, αBR = 2.2 is the path loss exponent, β represents the Rician factor, and

H
LoS
t and H

NLoS
t capture the line-of-sight (LoS) and non-LoS (NLoS) components, respectively.

The LoS component H
LoS
t is given by the product of the steering vector of the RIS and the

conjugate transposed steering vector of the BS. As to H
NLoS
t , each entry follows the complex

normal distribution with zero mean and unit variance. On the other hand, the channel between the

RIS and the kth user is subject to path loss and modeled by the semi-correlated NLOS Rayleigh

flat fading channel [17], [19], where the fading is correlated at the RIS side but uncorrelated at

the users side. Users are uniformly located in a fan-shape area with the radius of 12.5 m and all

users are at least 10 m far from the BS, as shown in Fig. 1. The path loss exponents between
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TABLE II

SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Assumption

Bandwidth B 10 MHz

Noise power σn -174 dBm/Hz

Number of BS antennas M 32

Rician factor β 5

Total transmit power Pt 40 dBm

Discrete levels of phase shifts L 16

Number of users K 30

RIS configuration overhead tp 1%

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

Grouping threshold 
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40
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Fig. 3. Sum rate Rsum versus grouping threshold η for different number of RIS elements N in the unified design.

the RIS and all the user are equal with αRU = 2.8. The rest parameters are listed in Table II.

Fig. 3 plots Rsum versus the grouping threshold η for RIS elements N = 20, 50, and 100. The
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Fig. 4. Sum rate Rsum versus number of RIS elements N in the group-based design and the unified design for η = 0.65.

dashed lines represent the results when all users are served simultaneously without grouping.

A general trend is that Rsum first increases with η and then decreases. When η is small, the

condition ρi,j > η is easier to be met and thus users tend to be separated into different groups,

each with a small number of users. With more groups created, each group will have less time

resources that limits the sum rate. As η increases, the trend reverses and there exists a threshold

value η that maximizes the sum rate. The optimal threshold depends on N . From the figure, the

optimal threshold value is around 0.9 when N = 20 and it is about 0.65 when N = 100.

Next, we show the sum rate of different beamforming strategies, including the group-based

design (7) and the unified design (10) as a function of the RIS elements N in Fig. 4. Here, we fix

the threshold η = 0.65 and the result without grouping is also included for comparison. It can be

seen that when N > 140, all the three curves overlap because user grouping is nearly ineffective

when N is large as explained in Remark 1. When N is not so large (N < 140), both the two

proposed beamforming methods significantly outperform the one without grouping, indicating
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Fig. 5. Sum rate Rsum versus the RIS configuration overhead tp% between the group-based design and the unified design for

η = 0.65 and N = 100.

the merit of user grouping. The group-based beamforming design is mostly superior to the unified

beamforming design. The latter slightly achieves a higher sum rate than the former because the

grouping threshold η considered in Fig. 4 is optimal for the unified beamforming design, as seen

from Fig. 3.

The impact of RIS configuration time is studied Fig. 5 for N = 100 elements and η = 0.65.

Intuitively, when tp is larger, the sum rates of all the considered schemes degrade. The group-

based beamforming is most sensitive to the increase of tp because it needs more configuration

times than other schemes. It is even worse than the case without grouping when tp > 1.8%. The

unified beamforming design always outperforms the case without grouping because the former

only needs to configure the RIS once per scheduling cycle and it avoids strong correlation by

user grouping.

In the proposed beamforming design, the beamforming pair is found by a one-dimensional
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Fig. 6. Comparison of sum rate Rsum versus number of RIS elements N achieved by the proposed method and AO.

search. In Fig. 6, we compare the sum rate achieved by the proposed low-complexity beam-

forming design with that using multiple searches with refinement as in [10], which is indicated

as “Refined search” (RS) in the figure. Specifically, the RIS is divided into S sub-surfaces and

all the reflecting elements in the sub-surface share a common reflection coefficient. The phase

shift of one sub-surface is determined by solving (7) or (10) while fixing the phase shifts of

other S − 1 sub-surfaces. The above procedure iterates until the convergence is reached. The

sub-surface structure simplifies the searching complexity for the phase shifts compared to the

element-wise optimization. Here we fix N = 100, S = 5, and the optimal grouping threshold

found through numerical search is applied. First, we focus on the group-based design (top figure

of Fig. 6). One can see that when N < 70, the proposed low-complexity scheme achieves a

higher sum rate than RS. In this region, the adaptive user grouping algorithm separates correlated

users into different groups and each group has only one or two users with low spatial correlations.

Thus the sum rate can be better improved by focusing the reflected signal to a specific direction
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using (5). Different from the proposed method, RS will construct multiple spatial beams for

each group and thus it does not perform well when the number of users per group is small. As

N increases, the spatial correlation reduces, resulting in more users within the same group as

mentioned in Remark 1. Consequently, having multiple beams optimized by RS is superior than

the low-complexity scheme. It is also revealed from the figure that when N = 200, the proposed

method only encounters a minor sum rate loss (≈ 6%) compared to RS yet its complexity is

much lower than RS as listed in Table I. Next, we observe the unified design (bottom figure of

Fig. 6). It can be seen that the performance of the unified method is very close to that of RS

even when N is large.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper aims to simplify the beamforming design for the RIS-assisted multi-user system.

Simulation results reveal a few key findings as summarized below. i) The proposed group-

based beamforming design is advantageous when the number of RIS elements is not very large

(N < 70) and it encounters a small sum rate loss when N > 70 yet its complexity is much

lower than AO-based RIS phase shift refinement. ii) The performance of the group-based and

the unified beamforming design can be maximized by optimizing the grouping threshold, which

depends on the number of RIS elements and users. iii) The time overhead for configuring RIS

phase shifts dramatically affects the sum rate. Even with a small time overhead, say 1% per

scheduling cycle, the unified design that configures the RIS once per scheduling cycle performs

better than the group-based design. It is found that the optimal grouping threshold plays a vital

role in the RIS-assisted multi-user system and thus deserves further study.
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