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Abstract—Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is an emerg-
ing paradigm able to control the propagation environment in
wireless systems. Most of the research on RIS has been dedicated
to system optimization and, with the advent of beyond diagonal
RIS (BD-RIS), to RIS architecture design. However, developing
general and unified electromagnetic (EM)-consistent models for
RIS-aided systems remains an open problem. In this study, we
propose a universal framework for the multiport network anal-
ysis of RIS-aided systems. With our framework, we model RIS-
aided systems and RIS architectures through impedance, admit-
tance, and scattering parameter analysis. Based on these analyses,
three equivalent models are derived accounting for the effects of
impedance mismatching and mutual coupling. The three models
are then simplified by assuming large transmission distances,
perfect matching, and no mutual coupling to understand the role
of the RIS in the communication model. The derived simplified
models are consistent with the typical model used in related
literature, although we show that an additional approximation is
commonly considered in the literature. We discuss the benefits of
each analysis in characterizing and optimizing the RIS and how
to select the most suitable parameters according to the needs.
Numerical results provide additional evidence of the equivalence
of the three analyses.

Index Terms—Admittance parameters, impedance parameters,
multiport network analysis, reconfigurable intelligent surface,
scattering parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is a promising

technology expected to revolutionize future wireless systems

[1]. An RIS is a surface made of multiple scattering elements,

each of which can be reconfigured to impose an adaptive phase

shift to the incident electromagnetic (EM) waves. In this way,

an RIS can dynamically manipulate the EM properties of the
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propagation environment, and enable the so-called concept of

smart radio environment [2]. Since an RIS can manipulate the

incident signal in a nearly passive manner, it is also a cost-

effective solution characterized by low power consumption.

A substantial number of studies on RIS have been devoted

to system optimization. Specifically, RIS has been optimized

to enhance the performance of wireless communication

systems, including single-cell [3], [4], multi-cell [5], multi-

RIS [6], and wideband communications [7]. Meanwhile,

RIS has been integrated with multiple access schemes

such as non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) [8] and

rate splitting multiple access (RSMA) [9], to ease the

requirement of complex signal processing at the transmitter.

In addition to wireless communication systems, RIS has been

also applied to wireless power transfer (WPT) systems [10],

simultaneous wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT)

systems [11], radio frequency (RF) sensing systems [12], and

dual-function radar-communication (DFRC) systems [13].

While the aforementioned works [3]-[13] apply an idealized

RIS model, research has been conducted to optimize RIS

in the presence of discretized reflection coefficients through

low-complexity codebook designs [14], [15], imperfect

channel state information (CSI) [16], and mutual coupling

[17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23]. Furthermore, RIS

has been prototyped in [24], [25], [26], demonstrating its

practicability.

The authors of [3]-[26] have considered the optimization

of conventional RIS architectures. In a conventional RIS ar-

chitecture, also known as single-connected RIS, the reflection

coefficient of each RIS element is individually controlled

through a tunable load, resulting in a diagonal scattering

matrix [27]. Recently, a novel advance in RIS, namely beyond

diagonal RIS (BD-RIS), has been proposed [28], which relies

on novel RIS architectures yielding scattering matrices not

limited to being diagonal. The conventional RIS architecture

has been first generalized by interconnecting groups of/all

the RIS elements to each other through tunable impedance

components, resulting in the group-/fully-connected architec-

tures, respectively [27]. Group- and fully-connected RIS have

been optimized assuming continuous-valued impedances [29],

[30], considering discrete-valued impedances [31], and in the

presence of mutual coupling [32]. Forest-connected and tree-

connected RIS have been proposed in [33] to achieve the same

performance enhancement as group- and fully-connected RIS,

respectively, but at a reduced circuit complexity. Furthermore,

the RIS architectures achieving the best trade-off between

performance and circuit complexity have been characterized
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in [34]. BD-RIS architectures have been investigated also with

the objective of achieving full-space coverage, by reflecting

and transmitting the incident signal [35]. To improve the per-

formance while preserving full-space coverage, multi-sector

BD-RIS has been proposed [36], [37], [38]. Different from the

fixed BD-RIS architectures studied in [27]-[38], dynamic BD-

RIS architectures have been studied in [39], [40], where higher

flexibility is achieved by reconfiguring the interconnections

among the RIS elements on a per channel realization basis.

An additional RIS architecture with a non-diagonal response

is the so-called stacked intelligent metasurface (SIM), recently

proposed to offer additional flexibility by staking multiple

single-connected RISs [41], whose communication model has

been analyzed in [42].

While most of the research on conventional RIS and BD-

RIS has primarily focused on RIS optimization [3]-[26] and on

RIS architecture development [27]-[42], only a few works have

been devoted to model and analyze RIS-aided communication

systems accounting for the EM properties of the RIS, such

as impedance mismatching and mutual coupling [43]. With

a focus on RIS modeled as an antenna array connected to a

reconfigurable impedance network, three equivalent analyses

are available to show the role of RIS in wireless networks from

different perspectives. First, in [27], an RIS-aided communica-

tion model has been derived using multiport network analysis

based on scattering parameters. Second, in [44], another RIS-

aided communication model has been developed by using

the impedance parameters. Interestingly, it has been shown

in [45] that the scattering parameters analysis of [27] and

the impedance parameters analysis of [44] lead to the same

conclusion under the assumptions of perfect matching and no

mutual coupling. Third, another analysis based on admittance

parameters has been proposed in [33] to model BD-RIS with

sparse interconnections among the RIS elements. However,

there is currently no universal framework for modeling RIS-

aided systems according to impedance, admittance, and scat-

tering parameters, as well as clarifying the meaning of the

different components in each model, despite their equivalence

being well-established in microwave theory. Such a framework

would improve our understanding of different EM-consistent

models for RIS-aided systems, and would provide additional

tools to perform RIS optimization. Furthermore, it would

enable a thorough analysis of the impact of each approxima-

tion and assumption necessary to simplify existing RIS-aided

communication models based on the different parameters.

Motivated by the above considerations, in this paper, we

move from existing works on EM-consistent RIS-aided com-

munication models [27], [44], [45] and derive a universal

framework to analyze RIS-aided communication systems. This

universal framework can be used to carry out a rigorous mul-

tiport network analysis of RIS-aided communication systems

based on impedance, admittance, and scattering parameters,

also denoted as Z-, Y -, and S-parameters, respectively. As

a result of these analyses, we can derive three RIS-aided

communication models accounting for mutual coupling ef-

fects and impedance mismatching at the transmitter, RIS,

and receiver. Our universal framework shows the equivalence

between channel models based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters

also under different assumptions and approximations. This is

achieved by providing the mappings between the terms of

the models based on the three different parameters. More-

over, we show that, under specific assumptions, the derived

channel models boil down to models already used in previous

literature, confirming the soundness and rigorousness of our

analysis. The contributions of this paper are as follows.

First, we propose a universal framework to derive EM-

consistent communication models for RIS-aided systems. We

exploit the proposed universal framework to analyze RIS-

aided communication systems based on the Z-, Y -, and S-

parameters. Through these three independent analyses, we

first derive three general channel models, accounting for the

effects of impedance mismatching and mutual coupling at the

transmitter, RIS, and receiver, which can significantly impact

the performance of practical RIS designs. Then, we show for

the first time that the three derived models are equivalent when

no approximations or assumptions are made.

Second, since it is difficult to interpret the derived general

channel models, we approximate them by considering the so-

called unilateral approximation, applicable in the case of large

transmission distances1. Under this approximation, we show

that the three models are equivalent by deriving the mappings

to convert the Y - and S-parameters into the Z-parameters.

Interestingly, the derived simplified models improve our un-

derstanding of RIS-aided systems since they have tractable ex-

pressions yet capture the effect of impedance mismatching and

mutual coupling. These EM-consistent models can be used for

more accurate optimization, resulting in higher performance

enabled by the higher channel model accuracy.

Third, we further simplify the channel models to get en-

gineering insights into the role of RIS by assuming that all

the antennas are perfectly matched and there is no mutual

coupling. We show that these models are consistent with

the model widely accepted in related literature, provided that

an additional approximation is considered. We numerically

quantify the impact of such an approximation and show that,

despite it vanishes as the number of RIS elements increases,

it is non-negligible for a practical number of RIS elements.

Fourth, we characterize conventional RIS and BD-RIS ar-

chitectures by using Z-, Y -, and S-parameters. Since the three

descriptions are equivalent, we discuss how to select the most

suitable parameters to describe the RIS architecture according

to the considered scenario, enabling an effective mathematical

characterization of RIS. While Z- and S-parameters have been

widely used to characterize conventional RIS architectures

with and without mutual coupling, respectively, we show

that the Y -parameters are particularly useful for BD-RIS. In

addition, we illustrate the advantages of the three descriptions

in optimizing conventional RIS and BD-RIS architectures by

studying three optimization problems.

Organization: In Section II, we introduce multiport net-

work analysis. In Section III, we derive general RIS-aided

communication models based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters.

1The unilateral approximation consists in setting to zero the feedback
channel between a transmitter and a receiver, i.e., the channel from the receiver
to the transmitter, and holds when the electrical properties at the transmitter
are independent of the electrical properties at the receiver [46].
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Fig. 1. Multiport model of an RIS-aided communication system.

In Section IV, we simplify the derived models by using the

unilateral approximation. In Section V, we further simplify the

models assuming perfect matching and no mutual coupling,

and compare them with the widely used RIS-aided channel

model in communication engineering. In Section VI, we

discuss the advantages of using the different parameters in

characterizing and optimizing an RIS. In Section VII, we

evaluate the performance of an RIS-aided system obtained

by solving the presented case studies. Finally, Section VIII

concludes this work.

Notation: Vectors and matrices are denoted with bold lower

and bold upper letters, respectively. Scalars are represented

with letters not in bold font. |a| and arg(a) refer to the absolute

value and phase of a complex scalar a. [a]i and ‖a‖ refer

to the ith element and l2-norm of a vector a, respectively.

AT , AH , [A]i,j , and ‖A‖F refer to the transpose, conjugate

transpose, (i, j)th element, and Frobenius norm of a matrix

A, respectively. R and C denote real and complex number

sets, respectively. j =
√
−1 denotes the imaginary unit.

0 and I denote an all-zero matrix and an identity matrix

with appropriate dimensions, respectively. CN (0, I) denotes

the distribution of a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian

random vector with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix I

and ∼ stands for “distributed as”. diag(a1, . . . , aN ) refers to

a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements being a1, . . . , aN .

diag(A1, . . . ,AN ) refers to a block diagonal matrix with

blocks being A1, . . . ,AN .

II. MULTIPORT NETWORK ANALYSIS

We consider a multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)

communication system aided by an RIS, where there are NT

antennas at the transmitter, NR antennas at the receiver, and

NI scattering elements at the RIS, as represented in Fig. 1.

As in [27], we model the wireless channel as an N -port

network, with N = NT + NI + NR. According to multiport

network analysis [47, Chapter 4], this N -port network can be

characterized by using its impedance, admittance, or scattering

matrix, as described in the following2.

A. Modeling Based on the Impedance Parameters

The N -port network model for a wireless channel can be

characterized by its impedance matrix Z ∈ CN×N , such that

v = Zi, (1)

where v ∈ CN×1 and i ∈ CN×1 are the voltages and currents

at the N ports, respectively. We can partition v, i, and Z as

v =



vT
vI
vR


 , i =



iT
iI
iR


 , Z =



ZTT ZTI ZTR
ZIT ZII ZIR
ZRT ZRI ZRR


 , (2)

where vi ∈ CNi×1 and ii ∈ CNi×1 for i ∈ {T, I, R} refer

to the voltages and currents at the antennas of the transmitter,

RIS, and receiver, respectively. Accordingly, ZTT ∈ CNT×NT ,

ZII ∈ CNI×NI , and ZRR ∈ CNR×NR refer to the impedance

matrices of the antenna arrays at the transmitter, RIS, and

receiver, respectively. The diagonal entries of ZTT , ZII ,

and ZRR refer to the antenna self-impedance while the off-

diagonal entries refer to antenna mutual coupling. ZRT ∈
CNR×NT , ZIT ∈ CNI×NT , and ZRI ∈ CNR×NI refer to

the transmission impedance matrices from the transmitter to

receiver, from the transmitter to RIS, and from the RIS to

receiver, respectively. Similarly, ZTR ∈ CNT×NR , ZTI ∈
C
NT×NI , and ZIR ∈ C

NI×NR refer to the transmission

impedance matrices from the receiver to transmitter, from the

RIS to transmitter, and from the receiver to RIS, respectively.

Thus, in the case of a reciprocal wireless channel, we have

ZTR = ZTRT , ZTI = ZTIT , and ZIR = ZTRI .

At the transmitter, the nT th antenna is connected in series

with a source voltage vs,nT
and a source impedance ZT,nT

,

for nT = 1, . . . , NT . Therefore, vT and iT are related by

vT = vs,T − ZT iT , (3)

where vs,T = [vs,1, vs,2, . . . , vs,NT
]T ∈ C

NT×1 refers to

the source voltage vector and ZT ∈ CNT×NT is a diagonal

matrix given by ZT = diag(ZT,1, ZT,2, . . . , ZT,NT
). At the

RIS, the NI scattering elements are connected to an NI -port

reconfigurable impedance network and vI is related to iI by

vI = −ZI iI , (4)

where ZI ∈ CNI×NI is the impedance matrix of the NI -port

reconfigurable impedance network. At the receiver, the nRth

antenna is connected in series with a load impedance ZR,nR
,

for nR = 1, . . . , NR. Therefore, vR and iR are related by

vR = −ZRiR, (5)

where ZR ∈ CNR×NR is a diagonal matrix given by ZR =
diag(ZR,1, ZR,2, . . . , ZR,NR

).

2Note that the considered multiport model can represent a single-user
MIMO system between an NT -antenna transmitter and an NR-antenna
receiver, as well as a multi-user MIMO system with K receivers where the kth

receiver has Nk antennas, with
∑K

k=1
Nk = NR (see [19] for an example).



4

B. Modeling Based on the Admittance Parameters

The wireless channel can also be characterized by its

admittance matrix Y ∈ C
N×N , with Y = Z−1, such that

i = Yv. (6)

Similar to Z, also Y can be partitioned as

Y =




YTT YTI YTR

YIT YII YIR

YRT YRI YRR



 , (7)

where Yij ∈ CNi×Nj for i, j ∈ {T, I, R}.

At the transmitter, vT and iT are related by

iT = is,T −YTvT , (8)

where is,T ∈ CNT×1 refers to the source current vector and

YT ∈ CNT×NT is a diagonal matrix given by YT = Z−1

T . At

the RIS, vI and iI are related by

iI = −YIvI , (9)

where YI ∈ CNI×NI is the admittance matrix of the NI -port

reconfigurable impedance network, given by YI = Z−1

I . At

the receiver, vR and iR are related by

iR = −YRvR, (10)

where YR ∈ CNR×NR is diagonal given by YR = Z−1

R .

C. Modeling Based on the Scattering Parameters

Finally, the wireless channel can be characterized by its

scattering matrix S ∈ CN×N , so that we have

b = Sa, (11)

where a ∈ CN×1 and b ∈ CN×1 are the incident and reflected

waves at the ports, respectively. We partition a, b, and S as

a =




aT
aI
aR



 , b =




bT
bI
bR



 , S =




STT STI STR
SIT SII SIR
SRT SRI SRR



 , (12)

where ai ∈ CNi×1 and bi ∈ CNi×1 for i ∈ {T, I, R} refer

to the incident and reflected waves at the antennas of the

transmitter, RIS, and receiver, respectively, and Sij ∈ CNi×Nj

for i, j ∈ {T, I, R}. Remarkably, according to [47, Chapter 4],

the vectors v and i are related to a and b though

v = a+ b, i =
a− b

Z0

= Y0 (a− b) , (13)

respectively, where Z0 is the characteristic impedance used to

compute the S-parameters, typically equal to Z0 = 50 Ω, and

Y0 = 1/Z0 is the characteristic admittance. In addition, the

matrix S can be expressed as a function of Z as

S = (Z+ Z0I)
−1

(Z− Z0I) . (14)

At the transmitter, aT and bT are related by

aT = bs,T + ΓTbT , (15)

where bs,T ∈ CNT×1 refers to the source wave vector and

ΓT ∈ CNT×NT is diagonal with its (nT , nT )th element being

the reflection coefficient of the nT th source impedance, i.e.,

ΓT = (ZT + Z0I)
−1

(ZT − Z0I) . (16)

At the RIS, aI and bI are related by

aI = ΘbI , (17)

where Θ ∈ CNI×NI denotes the scattering matrix of the NI-

port reconfigurable impedance network, written as

Θ = (ZI + Z0I)
−1

(ZI − Z0I) . (18)

At the receiver, aR and bR are related by

aR = ΓRbR, (19)

where ΓR ∈ CNR×NR is diagonal with its (nR, nR)th element

being the reflection coefficient of the nRth load, i.e.,

ΓR = (ZR + Z0I)
−1

(ZR − Z0I) . (20)

III. GENERAL RIS-AIDED COMMUNICATION MODEL

We have characterized the relationships between the electri-

cal properties at the transmitter, RIS, and receiver of an RIS-

aided communication system. In this section, we determine

the channel H ∈ CNR×NT relating the voltage vector at the

transmitter (transmitted signal) vT and the voltage vector at

the receiver (received signal) vR through vR = HvT . To

this end, we introduce a universal framework enabling three

equivalent analyses, based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters3.

A. Universal Framework

Consider the following mathematical problem. Given two

variable vectors x ∈ CN×1 and y ∈ CN×1, and a constant

matrix A ∈ C
N×N , respectively partitioned as

x =



x1

x2

x3


 , y =



y1

y2

y3


 , A =



A11 A12 A13

A21 A22 A23

A31 A32 A33


 , (21)

where xi ∈ CNi×1, yi ∈ CNi×1, Aij ∈ CNi×Nj for i, j ∈
{1, 2, 3}, and N1 +N2 +N3 = N , our goal is to solve






y = Ax,

x1 = c1 +A1y1,

x2 = A2y2,

x3 = A3y3,

(22)

where c1 ∈ CN1×1 and Ai ∈ CNi×Ni for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} are

constant. In other words, we want to characterize the two

variable vectors x and y as a function of the constants A,

c1, A1, A2, and A3. Remarkably, system (22) provides a

universal framework that can be used to describe the equations

of the multiport network analysis based on Z-, Y -, and S-

parameters. In Tab. I, we report the relationship between the

variables in this framework and the quantities in the three

different parameters introduced in Section II.

3Note that our definition of H is the one commonly adopted in wireless
communications, even though other definitions have been used, such as vR =

Hvs,T in [44] and bR = Hvs,T in [22].
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TABLE I
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE UNIVERSAL FRAMEWORK

AND THE Z -, Y -, AND S-PARAMETERS.

Framework Z-parameters Y -parameters S-parameters

x v i a

y i v b

A Z−1 Y−1 S

c1 vs,T is,T bs,T

A1 −ZT −YT ΓT

A2 −ZI −YI Θ

A3 −ZR −YR ΓR

To solve system (22), we rewrite it in a compact form
{
y = Ax,

x = c+Ay,
(23)

where we introduce c ∈ CN×1 and A ∈ CN×N as

c =



c1
0

0


 , A =



A1 0 0

0 A2 0

0 0 A3


 . (24)

System (23) can be solved by noting that

x = c+AAx, (25)

gives

x =
(
I−AA

)−1

c. (26)

Thus, by introducing Ã =
(
I−AA

)−1

, partitioned as

Ã =



Ã11 Ã12 Ã13

Ã21 Ã22 Ã23

Ã31 Ã32 Ã33


 , (27)

we have

x1 = Ã11c1, x2 = Ã21c1, x3 = Ã31c1, (28)

providing an expression for the vector x. Given x, the vector y

is determined by applying y = Ax and system (22) is solved.

B. Impedance Parameters Analysis

With the Z-parameters, the channel H is derived by solving

the system of the four linear equations (1), (3), (4), and (5).

According to Sec. III-A, this system gives

v =
(
I+ ZZ−1

)−1

vs, (29)

where we define vs ∈ CN×1 and Z ∈ CN×N as

vs =



vs,T
0

0


 , Z =



ZT 0 0

0 ZI 0

0 0 ZR


 . (30)

Thus, by introducing Z̃ =
(
I+ ZZ−1

)−1

, partitioned as

Z̃ =



Z̃TT Z̃TI Z̃TR

Z̃IT Z̃II Z̃IR

Z̃RT Z̃RI Z̃RR


 , (31)

we have

vT = Z̃TTvs,T , vR = Z̃RTvs,T . (32)

As a consequence of (32), we obtain

vR = Z̃RTvs,T = Z̃RT Z̃
−1

TTvT , (33)

yielding

H = Z̃RT Z̃
−1

TT , (34)

which is the general channel model based on the Z-parameters.

C. Admittance Parameters Analysis

With the Y -parameters, the channel H is derived by solving

the system of the four linear equations (6), (8), (9), and (10).

According to Sec. III-A, this system gives

i =
(
I+YY−1

)−1

is, (35)

where we define is ∈ C
N×1 and Y ∈ C

N×N as

is =




is,T
0

0



 , Y =




YT 0 0

0 YI 0

0 0 YR



 . (36)

Thus, by introducing Ỹ =
(
I+YY−1

)−1

, partitioned as

Ỹ =



ỸTT ỸTI ỸTR

ỸIT ỸII ỸIR

ỸRT ỸRI ỸRR


 , (37)

we have

iT = ỸTT is,T , iR = ỸRT is,T . (38)

As a consequence of (8), (10), and (38), we obtain

vR = −Y−1

R iR = −Y−1

R ỸRT is,T (39)

= Y−1

R ỸRT

(
ỸTT − I

)−1

YTvT , (40)

yielding

H = Y−1

R ỸRT

(
ỸTT − I

)−1

YT , (41)

which is the general channel model with the Y -parameters.

D. Scattering Parameters Analysis

With the S-parameters, the channel H is derived by solv-

ing the system of (11), (15), (17), and (19). According to

Sec. III-A, and using b = Sa, this system gives

b = S (I− ΓS)−1
bs, (42)

where we define bs ∈ CN×1 and Γ ∈ CN×N as

bs =



bs,T
0

0


 , Γ =



ΓT 0 0

0 Θ 0

0 0 ΓR


 . (43)
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Thus, by introducing S̃ = S (I− ΓS)
−1

, partitioned as

S̃ =



S̃TT S̃TI S̃TR

S̃IT S̃II S̃IR

S̃RT S̃RI S̃RR


 , (44)

we have

bT = S̃TTbs,T , bR = S̃RTbs,T . (45)

As a consequence of (13), (15), (19), and (45), we obtain

vR = aR + bR = (ΓR + I) S̃RTbs,T (46)

= (ΓR + I) S̃RT

(
I+ ΓT S̃TT + S̃TT

)−1

vT , (47)

yielding

H = (ΓR + I) S̃RT

(
I+ ΓT S̃TT + S̃TT

)−1

, (48)

which is the general channel model based on the S-parameters,

in agreement with [27].

E. Equivalence Between General Models

We have derived three general channel models in (34), (41),

and (48), based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters, respectively. We

now confirm, for the first time, that these channel models are

equivalent representations of an RIS-aided system.

For this purpose, it is necessary to relate the vectors is,T and

bs,T to the vector vs,T by observing that (3), (8), and (15)

are three equivalent descriptions of the electrical properties

at the transmitter. By equating (3) and (8), and recalling that

YT = Z−1

T , we obtain

is,T = YTvs,T , (49)

giving the relationship between is,T and vs,T . In addition, by

equating (3) and (15), and using (13) and (16), we obtain

bs,T =
I− ΓT

2
vs,T , (50)

giving the relationship between bs,T and vs,T . We provide the

equivalence of the general channel models in the following two

propositions.

Proposition 1. The general channel model based on the Z-

parameters (34) is equivalent to the general channel model

based on the Y -parameters (41).

Proof. To show this equivalence, we note that (34) is a direct

consequence of (29) and that (41) is a direct consequence of

(35). Thus, it is convenient to just show that (29) and (35) are

equivalent. By using Z = Y
−1

and Z = Y−1, we can rewrite

(29) as

v =
(
I+Y

−1

Y
)−1

vs. (51)

Then, recalling that i = Yv and observing that (49) gives

vs = Y
−1

is, from (51) we obtain

i = Y
(
I+Y

−1

Y
)−1

Y
−1

is (52)

=
(
I+YY−1

)−1

is, (53)

giving (35). Thus, we have that the general channel models

(34) and (41) are equivalent since they are a direct conse-

quence of equivalent equations.

Proposition 2. The general channel model based on the Z-

parameters (34) is equivalent to the general channel model

based on the S-parameters (48).

Proof. Since (34) is a direct consequence of (29) and (48)

is a direct consequence of (42), it is convenient to just

show that (29) and (42) are equivalent. By using Z =
Z0 (I+ Γ) (I− Γ)

−1
and Z = Z0 (I+ S) (I− S)

−1
, we can

rewrite (29) as

v =
(
I+ (I+ Γ) (I− Γ)−1 (I− S) (I+ S)−1

)−1

vs (54)

= (I+ S) (I− ΓS)
−1

(I− Γ)vs/2. (55)

Then, recalling that b = (S−1 + I)−1v and observing that

(50) gives vs = 2(I− Γ)−1bs, from (55) we obtain

b =
(
S−1 + I

)−1

(I+ S) (I− ΓS)−1
bs (56)

= S (I− ΓS)−1
bs, (57)

giving (42). Thus, the general channel models (34) and (48) are

equivalent since they are a direct consequence of equivalent

equations, in agreement with network theory [47, Chapter 4].

By the transitive property of the equivalence relation, we

also have that the general channel models based on the Y -

and S-parameters are equivalent.

IV. RIS-AIDED COMMUNICATION MODEL USING THE

UNILATERAL APPROXIMATION

We have derived three general channel models based on

the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters. They account for imperfect

matching and mutual coupling at the transmitter, RIS, and

receiver as they have been obtained without any approximation

or assumption. However, it is difficult to obtain insights into

the role of the RIS in the communication model due to

the presence of matrix inversion operations. To gain a better

understanding of the communication models, in this section,

we approximate the general models by assuming sufficiently

large transmission distances.

A. Universal Framework

We begin by simplifying the universal framework intro-

duced in Sec. III-A. Specifically, we consider the matrix A

to be block lower triangular given by

A =




A11 0 0

A21 A22 0

A31 A32 A33



 . (58)

Remarkably, system (22) with A given by (58) provides a

universal framework that can be used to describe the equa-

tions based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters with the unilateral

approximation [46], as it will be clarified in Sec. IV-B, IV-C,
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and IV-D, respectively. With the simplification in (58), the

solution to system (22) given by (28) simplifies as

x1 = (I−A1A11)
−1

c1, (59)

x2 = (I−A2A22)
−1

A2A21 (I−A1A11)
−1

c1, (60)

x3 =
(
A−1

3
−A33

)−1
(
A31 +A32

(
A−1

2
−A22

)−1

A21

)

× (I−A1A11)
−1

c1, (61)

allowing to explicitly express x in terms of A, c1, A1, A2,

and A3. In the following, we use this universal framework to

derive the channel model based on Z-, Y -, and S-parameters.

B. Impedance Parameters Analysis

To simplify (34), we observe that with a large transmission

distance between a transmitter and a receiver, the electrical

properties at the transmitter are approximately independent

of the electrical properties at the receiver. The minimum

transmission distance at which this phenomenon occurs is a

function of the number of antennas at the transmitter and

receiver, their radiation pattern, and the antenna spacing,

as discussed in [46]. Thus, assuming that the transmission

distance is sufficiently large, we can consider the so-called

unilateral approximation and set ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, and

ZIR = 0 [46]. Note that with this approximation we do not

assume the wireless channel to be non-reciprocal. Conversely,

we set to zero the upper block triangular part of Z as it does

not impact the expression of H. Thus, we can express vT and

vR as

vT =
(
I+ ZTZ

−1

TT

)−1

vs,T , (62)

vR = ZR (ZR + ZRR)
−1
(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)

× (ZT + ZTT )
−1

vs,T , (63)

according to Sec. IV-A. Consequently, the channel model

based on the Z-parameters is given by

H = ZR (ZR + ZRR)
−1

×
(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)
Z−1

TT , (64)

explicitly clarifying the impact of Z, ZT , ZI , and ZR, in

agreement with [44, Corollary 1].

C. Admittance Parameters Analysis

As discussed for the Z-parameters, we can also simplify

(41) by considering the unilateral approximation. Setting

ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, and ZIR = 0, and recalling that the

entire matrix Y is related to Z through Y = Z−1, we obtain

YTI = 0, YTR = 0, and YIR = 0, allowing us to express

iT and iR as

iT =
(
I+YTY

−1

TT

)−1

is,T , (65)

iR = YR (YR +YRR)
−1

(
YRT

−YRI (YI +YII)
−1

YIT

)
(YT +YTT )

−1
is,T , (66)

according to Sec. IV-A. Thus, the channel model based on the

Y -parameters with the unilateral approximation is given by

H = (YR +YRR)
−1
(
−YRT +YRI (YI +YII)

−1
YIT

)
,

(67)

explicitly defining the effect of Y, YT , YI , and YR.

D. Scattering Parameters Analysis

As done for the Z- and Y -parameters, we simplify (48) by

considering the unilateral approximation to better understand

the role of the RIS. Setting ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, and ZIR = 0,

and recalling (14), we obtain STI = 0, STR = 0, and SIR =
0, which allow us to express bT and bR as

bT = STT (I− ΓTSTT )
−1

bs,T , (68)

bR = (I− SRRΓR)
−1
(
SRT + SRI (I−ΘSII)

−1
ΘSIT

)

× (I− ΓTSTT )
−1

bs,T , (69)

according to Sec. IV-A. Thus, the channel model based on the

S-parameters with the unilateral approximation is given by

H = (ΓR + I) (I− SRRΓR)
−1

×
(
SRT + SRI (I−ΘSII)

−1
ΘSIT

)
(I+ STT )

−1 , (70)

clearly highlighting the role of S, ΓT , Θ, and ΓR.

Remarkably, the three models (64), (67), and (70) effectively

show the impact of ZI , YI , and Θ on MIMO communication

systems, while still capturing the impact of imperfect matching

and mutual coupling at the transmitter, RIS, and receiver.

E. Mappings Between Parameters

Under the unilateral approximation, we can derive sim-

plified mappings that allow us to express the Y - and S-

parameters as a function of the Z-parameters.

1) From Z- to Y -Parameters: To express the matrices

YRT , YRI , and YIT as a function of Z, we consider the

relationship Y = Z−1 where Z has been simplified through

the unilateral approximation, i.e., ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, and

ZIR = 0. Thus, by computing Y, we have

YRI = −Z−1

RRZRIZ
−1

II , YIT = −Z−1

II ZITZ
−1

TT , (71)

YRT = Z−1

RR

(
−ZRT + ZRIZ

−1

II ZIT
)
Z−1

TT . (72)

2) From Z- to S-Parameters: To express the matrices SRT ,

SRI , and SIT as a function of Z, we consider the relationship

(14) where ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, and ZIR = 0. Thus, it can

be proved that

SRI = 2Z0 (ZRR + Z0I)
−1

ZRI (ZII + Z0I)
−1

, (73)

SIT = 2Z0 (ZII + Z0I)
−1

ZIT (ZTT + Z0I)
−1

, (74)

SRT = 2Z0 (ZRR + Z0I)
−1

(
ZRT

−ZRI (ZII + Z0I)
−1

ZIT

)
(ZTT + Z0I)

−1
. (75)



8

Interestingly, these mappings further clarify the equivalence of

the three analyses and the meaning of the different terms. In

the following, we show that these mappings play a fundamen-

tal role in relating the EM-consistent models derived in this

study with the channel model widely used in related literature.

V. RIS-AIDED COMMUNICATION MODEL WITH PERFECT

MATCHING AND NO MUTUAL COUPLING

We have derived three general channel models based on

the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters, and we have simplified them

by considering the unilateral approximation. In this section,

we further simplify the obtained models to gain engineering

insights into the role of RIS in communication systems.

A. Impedance Parameters Analysis

To further simplify (64), we consider two assumptions in

addition to the unilateral approximation. First, we assume

that the antennas at the transmitter and receiver are perfectly

matched and have no mutual coupling, yielding ZTT = Z0I

and ZRR = Z0I. Second, we assume that the impedances

at the transmitter ZT,nT
and the receiver ZR,nR

are all Z0,

i.e., ZT = Z0I and ZR = Z0I. With these assumptions, the

channel model (64) simplifies to

H =
1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)
. (76)

In addition, assuming perfect matching and no mutual coupling

at the RIS, i.e., ZII = Z0I, we obtain

H =
1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + Z0I)

−1
ZIT

)
, (77)

giving the simplified channel model based on the Z-parameters

with perfect matching and no mutual coupling. By further as-

suming the RIS elements to be canonical minimum scattering

antennas [48], the channel without the RIS is equivalent to

the channel when the RIS elements are open-circuited, i.e.,

ZI = ∞I, given by H = ZRT /(2Z0) following (77).

B. Admittance Parameters Analysis

To further simplify (67), we consider the two additional

assumptions as discussed for the Z-parameters. First, assuming

perfect matching and no mutual coupling at the transmitter and

receiver, and noting that, with the unilateral approximation, the

relationship Y = Z−1 implies Yii = Z−1

ii , for i ∈ {T, I, R},

we obtain YTT = Y0I and YRR = Y0I. Second, considering

all the impedances at the transmitter and receiver to be Z0, and

recalling that YT = Z−1

T and YR = Z−1

R , we have YT = Y0I

and YR = Y0I. With these assumptions, the channel model

(67) simplifies to

H =
1

2Y0

(
−YRT +YRI (YI +YII)

−1
YIT

)
, (78)

In addition, assuming perfect matching and no mutual coupling

at the RIS, i.e., YII = Y0I, we obtain

H =
1

2Y0

(
−YRT +YRI (YI + Y0I)

−1
YIT

)
, (79)

giving the simplified channel model based on the Y -

parameters with perfect matching and no mutual coupling.

C. Scattering Parameters Analysis

As done for Z- and Y -parameters, we now further sim-

plify (70). First, assuming perfect matching and no mu-

tual coupling at the transmitter and receiver, and noting

that, with the unilateral approximation, (14) implies Sii =
(Zii + Z0I)

−1
(Zii − Z0I), for i ∈ {T, I, R}, we obtain

STT = 0 and SRR = 0. Second, considering all the

impedances at the transmitter and receiver to be Z0, and

recalling (16) and (20), we have ΓT = 0 and ΓR = 0. With

these two assumptions, (70) simplifies to

H = SRT + SRI (I−ΘSII)
−1

ΘSIT . (80)

In addition, assuming perfect matching and no mutual coupling

at the RIS, i.e., SII = 0, we obtain

H = SRT + SRIΘSIT , (81)

which is the simplified channel model based on S-parameters

with perfect matching and no mutual coupling, commonly used

in communications in agreement with [27]. We summarize the

main results of the three analyses based on Z-, Y -, and S-

parameters in Tab. II.

D. Mappings Between Parameters

Under the assumptions of perfect matching and no mutual

coupling, we can derive more simplified mappings that allow

us to express the Y - and S-parameters as a function of the Z-

parameters. By using such mappings, it is possible to directly

show that the simplified channel models (77), (79), and (81)

are equivalent.

1) From Z- to Y -Parameters: Considering the unilateral

approximation and perfect matching and no mutual coupling at

the transmitter and receiver, the matrices YRT , YRI , and YIT

can be expressed as a function of Z by setting ZTT = Z0I

and ZRR = Z0I in (71) and (72), yielding

YRI = −ZRIZ
−1

II

Z0

, YIT = −Z−1

II ZIT

Z0

, (82)

YRT =
1

Z2

0

(
−ZRT + ZRIZ

−1

II ZIT
)
. (83)

In addition, with perfect matching and no mutual coupling at

the RIS, i.e., ZII = Z0I, (82) and (83) boil down to

YRI = −ZRI

Z2

0

, YIT = −ZIT

Z2

0

, (84)

YRT =
1

Z2
0

(
−ZRT +

ZRIZIT

Z0

)
. (85)

Interestingly, by substituting YI = Z−1

I , (84), and (85) into

(79), we directly obtain (77), confirming that the two analyses

based on Z- and Y -parameters lead to the same result.

2) From Z- to S-Parameters: To express the matrices

SRT , SRI , and SIT as a function of Z with the unilateral

approximation and perfect matching and no mutual coupling

at the transmitter and receiver, we can set ZTT = Z0I and

ZRR = Z0I in (73), (74), and (75), yielding

SRI = ZRI (ZII + Z0I)
−1

, SIT = (ZII + Z0I)
−1

ZIT ,
(86)
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TABLE II
CHANNEL MODELS BASED ON Z -, Y -, AND S-PARAMETERS WITH CORRESPONDING ASSUMPTIONS AND APPROXIMATIONS.

Z-parameters Y -parameters S-parameters

Channel model Z̃RT Z̃
−1

TT Y−1

R ỸRT

(
ỸTT − I

)−1

YT (ΓR + I) S̃RT

(
I+ ΓT S̃TT + S̃TT

)−1

A1: Sufficiently large transmission distances⋆ ZTI = 0, ZTR = 0, ZIR = 0 YTI = 0, YTR = 0, YIR = 0 STI = 0, STR = 0, SIR = 0

Channel model with A1 ZR (ZR + ZRR)
−1
(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)
Z−1

TT (YR +YRR)
−1
(
−YRT +YRI (YI +YII)

−1
YIT

)
(ΓR + I) (I− SRRΓR)

−1
(
SRT + SRI (I−ΘSII)

−1
ΘSIT

)
(I+ STT )

−1

A2: Perfect matching and no mutual coupling at TX and RX ZTT = Z0I, ZRR = Z0I YTT = Y0I, YRR = Y0I STT = 0, SRR = 0

A3: Impedances at TX and RX equal to Z0 ZT = Z0I, ZR = Z0I YT = Y0I, YR = Y0I ΓT = 0, ΓR = 0

Channel model with A1, A2, and A3 1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)
1

2Y0

(
−YRT +YRI (YI +YII)

−1
YIT

)
SRT + SRI (I−ΘSII)

−1
ΘSIT

A4: Perfect matching and no mutual coupling at RIS ZII = Z0I YII = Y0I SII = 0

Channel model with A1, A2, A3, and A4 1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRI (ZI + Z0I)

−1
ZIT

)
1

2Y0

(
−YRT +YRI (YI + Y0I)

−1
YIT

)
SRT + SRIΘSIT

⋆ Distances larger than the critical distance provided in [46].

SRT =
1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRI (ZII + Z0I)

−1
ZIT

)
. (87)

In addition, with perfect matching and no mutual coupling at

the RIS, i.e., ZII = Z0I, (86) and (87) boil down to

SRI =
ZRI

2Z0

, SIT =
ZIT

2Z0

, (88)

SRT =
1

2Z0

(
ZRT − ZRIZIT

2Z0

)
. (89)

Interestingly, by substituting (18), (88), and (89) into (81), we

directly obtain (77), confirming that the two analyses based

on the Z- and S-parameters lead to the same conclusion.

E. Relationship with the Widely Used Model

We have derived three equivalent simplified channel models

under the assumptions of perfect matching and no mutual

coupling. In this section, we relate these models with the RIS-

aided channel model widely used in related literature.

In RIS literature [3]-[40], the notation

HRT = SRT , HRI = SRI , HIT = SIT , (90)

is commonly used to denote the channel matrices from the

transmitter to the receiver, from the RIS to the receiver, and

from the transmitter to the RIS, respectively. By substituting

(90) into the simplified channel based on the S-parameters

(81), we obtain

H = HRT +HRIΘHIT , (91)

which is the RIS-aided communication model widely used

in related literature. Thus, we can conclude that the widely

used model in (91) is derived by considering the unilateral

approximation and under the assumptions of perfect matching

and no mutual coupling, in agreement with [27].

An interesting aspect of the channel model (91) is the

dependence of HRT on HRI and HIT as a result of (88),

(89), and (90). However, this aspect is commonly neglected in

related literature, where it is implicitly considered

SRT ≈ ZRT

2Z0

, (92)

as an approximation of (89). Remarkably, (92) can be obtained

by considering the relationship

Z = 2Z0 (I− S)−1 − Z0I, (93)

which is derived from (14), by applying the first-order Neu-

mann series approximation (I− S)
−1 ≈ (I+ S). With this

approximation, from (93) we obtain Z ≈ Z0 (I+ 2S), directly

giving (92). Note that the first-order Neumann series approxi-

mation holds as long as ‖S‖F is small, which is typically valid

in wireless communication scenarios given the high losses

suffered from the propagating signal.

According to the approximation in (92), when the direct

channel between the transmitter and receiver is completely

obstructed, i.e., ZRT = 0, we have HRT = 0, as widely

accepted in related literature. However, according to (89), a

completely obstructed direct channel, i.e., ZRT = 0, gives

HRT = −HRIHIT , which is in general non zero, as correctly

noticed in [22], [45]. The physical meaning of having HRT 6=
0 in the case of a completely obstructed direct channel, i.e.,

ZRT = 0, lies in the structural scattering of the RIS.

Since the approximation in (92) causes an inconsistency,

especially when ZRT = 0, it is worth quantifying the

difference between (91) and the channel model resulting from

(92), which is widely used in the literature. To this end, we

assume a completely obstructed direct channel, i.e., ZRT = 0,

and consider a single-input single-output (SISO) system, i.e.,

NR = 1 and NT = 1, where (91) boils down to

h = −hRIhIT + hRIΘhIT , (94)

and, considering the approximation in (92), to

h ≈ hRIΘhIT , h′. (95)

Interestingly, in (94), the structural scattering term −hRIhIT
can constructively or destructively interfere with hRIΘhIT
depending on Θ, e.g., when Θ = −I or Θ = I, respectively.

This is because the structural scattering term mainly results in

a reflection towards the specular direction, while the direction

of reflection of the second term mainly depends on the RIS

scattering matrix. In the following, we derive the scaling

laws of the received signal power achieved under the channel

models in (94) and (95) with a conventional RIS architecture.

As for the model in (94), the received signal power is

given by PR = | − hRIhIT + hRIΘhIT |2, where a unit

transmit power is assumed with no loss of generality. Thus,

the maximum received signal power is given by

PR =

(
|hRIhIT |+

NI∑

nI=1

∣∣[hRI ]nI
[hIT ]nI

∣∣
)2

, (96)

achievable by co-phasing the terms −hRIhIT and hRIΘhIT
through an appropriate phase shift introduced by Θ.

As for the widely used model h′, the received signal power
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Fig. 2. Average received signal power obtained with the model h and the
widely used model h′.
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Fig. 3. Relative difference between the average received signal power obtained
with the model h and the widely used model h′.

is equal to P ′
R = |hRIΘhIT |2. Thus, it is possible to optimize

the RIS to achieve a received signal power of

P ′
R =

(
NI∑

nI=1

∣∣[hRI ]nI
[hIT ]nI

∣∣
)2

. (97)

We define the relative difference between the average received

signal power E[PR] and E[P ′
R] as

δ =
E [PR]− E [P ′

R]

E [PR]
. (98)

To gain numerical insights into (98), we consider

line-of-sight (LoS) channels given by hRI = [eφ1 , . . . , eφNI ]
and hIT = [eψ1 , . . . , eψNI ]T . With these channels, in the case

of the model h, we have

E [PR] = E
[
|hRIhIT |2

]
+N2

I + 2NIE [|hRIhIT |] . (99)

Approximating the term hRIhIT as a sum of NI

independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random vari-

ables with mean 0 and variance 1, it holds hRIhIT ∼
CN (0, NI) by the Central Limit Theorem. Thus, by using

E[|hRIhIT |] =
√

π
4
NI and E[|hRIhIT |2] = NI , we have

E [PR] = N2

I +
√
πNINI +NI . (100)

Besides, in the case of the widely used model h′, we have

E [P ′
R] = P ′

R = N2

I . (101)

Considering (100) and (101), the relative difference between

E[PR] and E[P ′
R] under LoS channels is equal to

δ =

√
πNI + 1

NI +
√
πNI + 1

, (102)

giving δ → 0 for NI → ∞.

In Fig. 2, we report the average received signal power

achieved with h and the approximated model h′. We observe

that the received signal power for the channel h is higher be-

cause of the additional term −hRIhIT . In addition, in Fig. 3,

we report the relative difference between the average received

signal power achieved with h and with the approximated

model h′. We observe that, despite the difference vanishes

when NI → ∞, it is non-negligible for a practical number of

RIS elements since it vanishes slowly with NI .

VI. RIS ARCHITECTURES AND OPTIMIZATION

We have shown that the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters can be

equivalently used to characterize an RIS-aided communication

model. Similarly, they can be equivalently used to characterize

the NI -port reconfigurable impedance network implementing

the RIS. In this section, we discuss how the matrices ZI , YI ,

and Θ can be used to characterize different RIS architectures,

including conventional RIS and BD-RIS. In addition, we

discuss the advantages of the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters in

optimizing an RIS.

A. RIS Architectures

In conventional RIS architectures, also known as single-

connected RIS, each RIS port is solely connected to the

ground through a tunable impedance [27]. Hence, the resulting

impedance, admittance, and scattering matrices are diagonal,

as given in Tab. III, where ZnI
is the tunable impedance

connecting the nI th RIS port to the ground, YnI
= Z−1

nI
,

and ΘnI
is the reflection coefficient corresponding to ZnI

,

given by ΘnI
= (ZnI

− Z0)/(ZnI
+ Z0), according to (18),

for nI = 1, . . . , NI . Furthermore, in the case of a lossless

single-connected RIS, ZnI
and YnI

are purely imaginary,

and |ΘnI
| = 1, for nI = 1, . . . , NI , as shown in Tab. III.

This conventional circuit topology is the simplest RIS circuit

topology, offering limited flexibility [27].

To overcome the limited flexibility of conventional RIS ar-

chitectures, the ports in BD-RIS can also be connected to each

other through additional tunable impedance (or admittance)

components. By denoting the tunable admittance connecting

the nI th port to the mI th port as YnI ,mI
, the (nI ,mI)th entry

of the admittance matrix is given by

[YI ]nI ,mI
=

{
−YnI ,mI

nI 6= mI

YnI
+
∑

k 6=nI
YnI ,k nI = mI

, (103)

as discussed in [27]. Thus, the admittance matrix of BD-

RIS is not limited to being diagonal. The same holds for the

impedance and scattering matrices of BD-RIS, as it can be

easily noticed by applying ZI = Y−1

I and (18). Depending

on the topology of the interconnections between the RIS ports,

multiple RIS architectures have been proposed. In Tab. III, we

report the constraint of fully-/group-connected RIS [27], and

tree-/forest-connected RIS with the tridiagonal architecture
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TABLE III
CONSTRAINTS OF LOSSLESS AND RECIPROCAL RIS ARCHITECTURES AND APPLICATIONS BASED ON Z -, Y -, AND S-PARAMETERS.

Z-parameters Y -parameters S-parameters

Single-connected
ZI = diag (Z1, . . . , ZNI

),
ZnI

= jXnI
, XnI

∈ R, ∀nI
YI = diag (Y1, . . . , YNI

),
YnI

= jBnI
, BnI

∈ R, ∀nI
Θ = diag (Θ1, . . . ,ΘNI

),
ΘnI

= ejθnI , θnI
∈ [0, 2π), ∀nI

Fully-connected ZI = jXI , XI = XT
I , XI ∈ RNI×NI YI = jBI , BI = BT

I , BI ∈ RNI×NI ΘHΘ = I, Θ = ΘT

Group-connected
ZI = diag (ZI,1, . . . ,ZI,G),
ZI,g = jXI,g, XI,g = XT

I,g , XI,g ∈ RNG×NG , ∀g
YI = diag (YI,1, . . . ,YI,G),
YI,g = jBI,g , BI,g = BT

I,g , BI,g ∈ RNG×NG , ∀g
Θ = diag (Θ1, . . . ,ΘG),

ΘH
g Θg = I, Θg = ΘT

g , ∀g

Tree-connected⋆ − YI = jBI , BI = BT
I , BI ∈ RNI×NI ,

[BI ]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1
−

Forest-connected⋆ −
YI = diag (YI,1, . . . ,YI,G),
YI,g = jBI,g , BI,g = BT

I,g , BI,g ∈ RNG×NG ,

[BI,g]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1, ∀g
−

Application Optimization w/ mutual coupling Optimization of BD-RIS with sparse YI Optimization w/o mutual coupling

⋆ For these RIS families, the tridiagonal RIS architecture is considered [33], and the constraints cannot be expressed in terms of the Z- and S-parameters.

[33] based on the three parameters. In group- and forest-

connected RIS, the elements are grouped into G groups, each

with size NG = N/G, such that ZI,g ∈ CNG×NG , YI,g ∈
CNG×NG , and Θg ∈ CNG×NG are the impedance, admittance,

and scattering matrix of the gth group, for g = 1, . . . , G,

respectively [27], [33]. The NI-port network of the RIS is

often assumed to be reciprocal (not including non-reciprocal

media) and lossless (to maximize the scattered power). If the

RIS is reciprocal, the impedance, admittance, and scattering

matrices are symmetric. Furthermore, if the RIS is lossless,

the impedance and admittance matrices are purely imaginary

while the scattering matrix is unitary, as shown in Tab. III.

B. RIS Optimization Based on the Impedance Parameters

Since the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters can be used in-

terchangeably to characterize an RIS architecture, we now

highlight the advantages of using the different parameters

to optimize an RIS. To this end, we consider three case

studies derived from the received signal power maximization

problem in an RIS-aided MIMO system. In the considered

communication system, the transmitted signal is expressed as

vT = ws, where w ∈ CNT×1 is the normalized precoder

subject to ‖w‖ = 1, and s ∈ C is the transmitted symbol

with average power PT = E[|s|2]. Besides, the signal used for

detection is given by z = gvR ∈ C, where g ∈ C1×NR is the

normalized combiner subject to the constraint ‖g‖ = 1, and

vR = HvT is the received signal. Thus, the received signal

power is given by PR = PT |gHw|2.

The Z-parameters are proved to be the effective represen-

tation when optimizing an RIS in the presence of mutual cou-

pling [17]-[21]. Specifically, an RIS characterized through the

Z-parameters has been optimized by applying the Neumann

series approximation [17]-[19], by iteratively optimizing the

tunable loads in closed-form [20], and through the gradient

ascent algorithm [21]. Furthermore, it has been shown that

the Z-parameters facilitate the optimization of BD-RIS in the

presence of mutual coupling at the RIS [32].

As a case study, we consider the received signal power

maximization problem in an RIS-aided system in the presence

of mutual coupling, with the RIS being group-connected,

including single- and fully-connected as two special cases [27].

Considering a lossless and reciprocal RIS, i.e., with ZI = jXI

and XI = XT
I , where XI is the RIS reactance matrix, and H

is given in (76), our problem writes as

max
w,g,XI

PT
4Z2

0

∣∣∣g
(
ZRT − ZRI (jXI + ZII)

−1
ZIT

)
w

∣∣∣
2

(104)

s.t. XI = diag (XI,1, . . . ,XI,G) , (105)

XI,g = XT
I,g, ∀g, (106)

‖w‖ = 1, ‖g‖ = 1, (107)

which is solved by jointly optimizing w, g, and XI . To solve

(104)-(107), we initialize XI to a feasible value and alternate

between the following two steps. First, with XI fixed, w and

g are updated as the dominant right and left singular vectors of

ZRT −ZRI(jXI+ZII)
−1ZIT , respectively, which is globally

optimal. Second, with w and g fixed, XI is updated by solving

max
XI

∣∣∣zeff
RT − zeff

RI (jXI + ZII)
−1

zeff
IT

∣∣∣
2

s.t. (105), (106),

(108)

where zeff
RT = gZRTw, zeff

RI = gZRI , and zeff
IT = ZITw, as

proposed in [32]. These two steps are alternatively repeated

until convergence of the objective function in (104).

C. RIS Optimization Based on the Admittance Parameters

The optimization of an RIS based on the Y -parameters

is convenient when considering BD-RIS architectures whose

admittance matrix YI is sparse, i.e., there is only a limited

number of tunable admittance components interconnecting the

RIS elements, like in tree- and forest-connected RISs [33].

In this case, the Y -parameters are an effective representation

since the entries of YI are directly linked to the tunable

admittance components in the BD-RIS circuit topology, as

given by (103).

As a case study, we consider the received signal power

maximization problem in an RIS-aided system, with the RIS

being forest-connected, including single- and tree-connected

as two special cases [33]. Considering lossless and reciprocal

RIS, i.e., with YI = jBI and BI = BT
I , where BI is the
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RIS susceptance matrix, and H is given in (79), assuming no

mutual coupling, our problem writes as

max
w,g,BI

PT
4Y 2

0

∣∣∣g
(
−YRT +YRI (jBI + Y0I)

−1
YIT

)
w

∣∣∣
2

(109)

s.t. BI = diag (BI,1, . . . ,BI,G) , (110)

BI,g = BT
I,g, [BI,g]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1, ∀g, (111)

‖w‖ = 1, ‖g‖ = 1, (112)

where (111) indicates that the gth block of the susceptance

matrix Bg has a tridiagonal architecture, as introduced in [33].

To jointly optimize w, g, and BI , we initialize BI to a feasible

value and alternate between the following two steps. First,

with BI fixed, w and g are updated as the dominant right

and left singular vectors of −YRT +YRI(jBI+Y0I)
−1YIT ,

respectively, which is a global optimal solution. Second, with

w and g fixed, BI is updated by solving

max
BI

∣∣∣−yeff
RT + yeff

RI (jBI + Y0I)
−1

yeff
IT

∣∣∣
2

s.t. (110), (111),

(113)

where yeff
RT = gYRTw, yeff

RI = gYRI , and yeff
IT = YITw.

Remarkably, (113) has been solved in [33], where a globally

optimal solution for each block BI,g has been proposed. These

two steps are alternatively repeated until convergence of the

objective function in (109).

D. RIS Optimization Based on the Scattering Parameters

The S-parameters model has been used to optimize

conventional RIS in the vast majority of related works

[3]-[16], where perfect matching and no mutual coupling

are implicitly assumed. The S-parameters model owns

its popularity to the widely used channel model in (81),

in which Θ = diag
(
ejθ1 , . . . , ejθNI

)
for a lossless

single-connected RIS architecture, and due to its role

played in channel measurement [49]. For single-connected

RIS, the S-parameters allow to directly optimize the

phase shifts θnI
∈ [0, 2π) through several optimization

techniques, including semidefinite relaxation (SDR)

[3], iterative closed-form solutions [4],

majorization-minimization (MM) and manifold optimization

[5], alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)

[13], and branch-and-bound (B&B) methods [14]. For

BD-RIS, the S-parameters enable the use of manifold

optimization by exploiting the unitary constraint on Θ

[35]-[37]. In addition, the S-parameters allow for efficient

optimization of BD-RIS by using tailored decompositions of

Θ [29], through symmetric unitary projection [30], and by

solving the orthogonal Procrustes problem [38].

As a case study, we consider the received signal power

maximization problem in an RIS-aided system, with the RIS

being group-connected. Considering lossless and reciprocal

RIS, i.e., with ΘHΘ = I and Θ = ΘT , and H given in

(81), assuming no mutual coupling, our problem writes as

max
w,g,Θ

PT |g (SRT + SRIΘSIT )w|2 (114)

s.t. Θ = diag (Θ1, . . . ,ΘG) , (115)

Θg = ΘT
g , Θ

H
g Θg = I, ∀g, (116)

‖w‖ = 1, ‖g‖ = 1, (117)

which is solved by jointly optimizing w, g, and Θ. To this

end, we initialize Θ to a feasible value and alternate between

the following two steps. First, with Θ fixed, w and g are

updated as the dominant right and left singular vectors of

SRT + SRIΘSIT , respectively, which is globally optimal.

Second, with w and g fixed, Θ is updated by solving

max
Θ

∣∣seff
RT + seff

RIΘseff
IT

∣∣2 s.t. (115), (116), (118)

where seff
RT = gSRTw, seff

RI = gSRI , and seff
IT = SITw.

Remarkably, (118) has been solved for group-connected RISs

through a closed-form global optimally solution given in [29].

These two steps are alternatively repeated until convergence

of the objective function in (114).

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance obtained by

solving the three optimization problems presented in Sec. VI,

using the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters. The transmitter, RIS,

and receiver are located at (0, 0), (50, 2), and (52, 0) meters

(m), respectively. We set NT = 2 and NR = 2, and assume

that the direct channel between the transmitter and receiver is

completely obstructed, i.e., ZRT = 0. For the large-scale path

loss of the channels from the RIS to the receiver and from

the transmitter to the RIS, we use the distance-dependent path

loss model Lij(dij) = L0d
−αij

ij , where L0 is the reference

path loss at distance 1 m, dij is the distance, and αij is the

path loss exponent, for ij ∈ {RI, IT }. We set L0 = −30 dB,

αRI = 2.8, αIT = 2, and PT = 10 mW. For the small-

scale fading, we model the channels as i.i.d. Rayleigh, i.e.,

SRI ∼ CN (0, LRII) and SIT ∼ CN (0, LIT I). Given ZRT ,

SRI , and SIT , we obtain the rest of the off-diagonal blocks

of Z, Y, and S through (84), (85), (88), and (89).

In Fig. 4, we report the average received signal power

obtained by optimizing the RIS through the Z-, Y -, and

S-parameters. In the case of group- and forest-connected

RISs, the group size is NG = 4. The schemes “w/o Mutual

Coupling” are obtained by setting ZII = Z0I. Besides, the

schemes “w/ Mutual Coupling” in Fig. 4(a) are obtained

by modeling ZII as follows: its diagonal entries are set to

Z0, assuming perfectly matched RIS elements, while its off-

diagonal entries are modeled as in [32], considering the RIS

antennas being dipoles with length ℓ = λ/4 and inter-element

distance d = λ/4, where λ = c/f is the wavelength with

frequency f = 28 GHz. We make the following observations.

First, BD-RIS outperforms single-connected RIS in the

presence of mutual coupling because of its higher flexibility,

in agreement with [32], and also in the absence of mutual

coupling since Rayleigh fading is considered [27], [33].

Second, the presence of mutual coupling between the RIS

elements increases the performance, in accordance with [21].
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Fig. 4. Average received signal power maximized using Z-, Y -, and S-parameters.

We observe this gain for all the considered RIS architectures

by assuming that the RIS mutual coupling matrix ZII is

perfectly known during the optimization process.

Third, in the absence of mutual coupling, single-/group-

/fully-connected RIS architectures optimized based on the

Z-parameters achieve the same performance as the same

architectures optimized based on the S-parameters, providing

additional evidence of the equivalence of the two analyses.

In the considered case study, optimizing based on the S-

parameters is preferred since closed-form solutions are avail-

able, leading to a low-complexity optimization process [29].

Fourth, in the absence of mutual coupling, single-/group-

/fully-connected RISs optimized by using the S-parameters

achieve the same performance as single-/forest-/tree-connected

RISs optimized with the Y -parameters, respectively, in agree-

ment with [33]. In the considered case study, forest-/tree-

connected RISs are preferred over group-/fully-connected

RISs, since they are characterized by a reduced circuit com-

plexity [33].

VIII. CONCLUSION

We introduced a universal framework to perform multiport

network analysis of an RIS-aided communication system. The

proposed framework is used to analyze the RIS-aided system

based on the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters. Based on these three

independent analyses, three equivalent channel models are

derived accounting for the effects of impedance mismatching

and mutual coupling at the transmitter, RIS, and receiver.

Subsequently, to gain insights into the role of the RIS in

the communication model, these models are simplified by

assuming large transmission distances, perfect matching, and

no mutual coupling. The equivalence between the obtained

simplified models is shown by providing the mappings be-

tween the different parameters of the three representations. The

derived simplified channel model is consistent with the channel

model widely used in related literature. However, we show

that an additional approximation is commonly considered in

related literature, whose impact in terms of received signal

power vanishes as the number of RIS elements increases but

is non-negligible for a practical number of RIS elements.

Since the Z-, Y -, and S-parameters are equivalent repre-

sentations, we discuss the advantages of each of them in the

characterization of RIS architectures and their optimization.

To this end, we present three case studies and show that

it is convenient to solve each of them by using a different

multiport network model representation. Numerical results

further support the equivalence of the three analyses.

We identify three research directions opened by the phys-

ically consistent RIS-aided channel models presented in this

study. First, these models can be used to design RIS opti-

mization algorithms aware of imperfect matching and mutual

coupling, which are expected to lead to better performance

gains given the more accurate channel modeling. Second, our

analysis allows for a more realistic assessment of the perfor-

mance of RIS-aided systems, which can significantly improve

the effectiveness of RIS deployment in realistic scenarios.

Third, the developed analysis based on the S-parameters can

be used to simplify the experimental validation of RIS-aided

channels through vector network analyzers (VNAs). The RIS

scattering matrix can be discriminated by leveraging the

physics-consistent models developed in this study jointly with

superposition and reciprocity principles. Specifically, exploit-

ing these principles, a VNA could be employed to separately

assess the channels between the transmitter and RIS and

between the RIS and receiver. This circumvents the need for

measuring the cascaded channel, a task often complicated due

to the low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).
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[46] M. T. Ivrlač and J. A. Nossek, “Toward a circuit theory of communi-

cation,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I: Regul. Pap., vol. 57, no. 7, pp.
1663–1683, 2010.

[47] D. M. Pozar, Microwave engineering. John wiley & sons, 2011.
[48] W. Kahn and H. Kurss, “Minimum-scattering antennas,” IEEE Trans.

Antennas Propag., vol. 13, no. 5, pp. 671–675, 1965.
[49] F. Guidi, A. Sibille, C. Roblin, V. Casadei, and D. Dardari, “Analysis

of UWB tag backscattering and its impact on the detection coverage,”
IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 62, no. 8, pp. 4292–4303, 2014.


	Introduction
	Multiport Network Analysis
	Modeling Based on the Impedance Parameters
	Modeling Based on the Admittance Parameters
	Modeling Based on the Scattering Parameters

	General RIS-Aided Communication Model
	Universal Framework
	Impedance Parameters Analysis
	Admittance Parameters Analysis
	Scattering Parameters Analysis
	Equivalence Between General Models

	RIS-Aided Communication Model Using the Unilateral Approximation
	Universal Framework
	Impedance Parameters Analysis
	Admittance Parameters Analysis
	Scattering Parameters Analysis
	Mappings Between Parameters
	From Z- to Y-Parameters
	From Z- to S-Parameters


	RIS-Aided Communication Model with Perfect Matching and No Mutual Coupling
	Impedance Parameters Analysis
	Admittance Parameters Analysis
	Scattering Parameters Analysis
	Mappings Between Parameters
	From Z- to Y-Parameters
	From Z- to S-Parameters

	Relationship with the Widely Used Model

	RIS Architectures and Optimization
	RIS Architectures
	RIS Optimization Based on the Impedance Parameters
	RIS Optimization Based on the Admittance Parameters
	RIS Optimization Based on the Scattering Parameters

	Numerical Results
	Conclusion
	References

