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system over the conventional single-IRS system, channel esti-
mation is practically indispensable but also a more challenging
problem to tackle, due to the presence of not only the single-
but also double-reflection links that are intricately coupled. In
this paper, we propose a new and efficient channel estima-
tion scheme for the double-IRS assisted uplink multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) communication system to resolve the
cascaded channel state information (CSI) of both its single- and
double-reflection links. First, for the single-user case, the higher-
dimensional double-reflection channel is efficiently estimated at
the multi-antenna base station (BS) with low training overhead by
exploiting the fact that its cascaded channel coefficients are scaled
versions of those of a lower-dimensional single-reflection channel.
Then, the proposed channel estimation scheme is extended to
the multi-user case, where given an arbitrary user’s cascaded
channel estimated as in the single-user case, the other users’
cascaded channels are scaled versions of it and thus can be
estimated with reduced training overhead. Simulation results
verify the effectiveness of the proposed channel estimation scheme
as compared to the benchmark scheme.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) is an innovative solution
to the realization of smart and reconfigurable environment for
wireless communications [1]-[3]. Specifically, IRS consists of
a large number of passive reflecting elements with ultra-low
power consumption, each of which is capable of controlling
the phase shift and/or amplitude of the incident signal in a
programmable manner so as to collaboratively reshape the
wireless propagation channel in favor of signal transmission.
Moreover, as being light weight and free of radio frequency
(RF) chains, large-scale IRS can be densely deployed in
various wireless communication systems [4]-[6] with a low
and scalable energy consumption and implementation cost.

Prior works on IRS mainly considered the wireless com-
munication systems assisted by one or more distributed IRSs,
each independently serving its nearby users without taking into
account the inter-IRS signal reflection, which, however, fails
to capture the cooperative beamforming gains between IRSs
to further improve the system performance. Only recently,
the cooperative beamforming gains over the inter-IRS channel
has been explored in the double-IRS assisted system [7]-[9],
which was shown to achieve a much higher-order passive
beamforming gain than the conventional single-IRS system
(i.e., O(M*) versus O(M?) with M denoting the total number
of reflecting elements in both systems). However, achieving
such a more appealing passive beamforming gain requires
more channel training overhead in practice, due to more
channel coefficients to be estimated over the inter-IRS double-
reflection link, in addition to the single-reflection links in the
conventional single-IRS system. Existing works on IRS chan-
nel estimation mainly focused on the channel state information
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Fig. 1. A double-IRS assisted multi-user MIMO communication system in
the uplink.

(CSI) acquisition for single-reflection links only [10]-[15],
which, however, is inapplicable to the double-IRS assisted
system with the co-existence of single- and double-reflection
links as illustrated in Fig. 1. In [7], the authors assumed
that the two IRSs are equipped with receive RF chains to
enable the sensing capability for estimating their channels with
the base station (BS)/user, separately. Nonetheless, even with
receive RF chains integrated to IRSs, the channel estimation
for the inter-IRS (i.e., IRS 1—IRS 2) link is still practically
difficult. In contrast, the double-IRS channel estimation with
fully passive IRSs was investigated in [9], but without the
single-reflection links considered and for the single-user case
only.

To overcome the above issues, we propose in this pa-
per a new and efficient channel estimation scheme for the
double-IRS assisted multi-user multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) system shown in Fig. 1, where the communications
between a multi-antenna BS and a cluster of nearby users are
assisted by two fully passive IRSs, which are deployed near the
BS and the cluster of users, respectively. First, for the single-
user case, the cascaded channels of the two single-reflection
links, each corresponding to one of the two IRSs respectively,
are successively estimated at the multi-antenna BS with the
other IRS turned OFF. Then, after canceling the signals
over the two single-reflection channels estimated, the higher-
dimensional double-reflection (i.e., user—IRS 1—IRS 2—BS)
channel is efficiently estimated at the BS by exploiting
the fact that its cascaded channel coefficients (through each
subsurface of IRS 1) are the scaled versions of those of
the single-reflection (i.e., user—IRS 2—BS) channel due to
their commonly shared IRS 2—BS link; as a result, only
the lower-dimensional scaling factors need to be estimated
for the double-reflection channel, which substantially reduces
the training overhead. Next, the proposed channel estimation
scheme is extended to the general multi-user case, where
given an arbitrary user’s cascaded channel estimated as in the
single-user case, the other users’ cascaded channels are scaled
versions of it and thus can be estimated with reduced training
overhead. It is shown by simulation that the proposed channel
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estimation scheme achieves lower training overhead and also
improves channel estimation performance as compared to the
existing scheme based on [9].

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Consider a double-IRS assisted multi-user MIMO commu-
nication system shown in Fig. 1, in which the communications
between a cluster of K single-antenna users and an /V-antenna
BS are assisted by two distributed IRSs (referred to as IRS 1
and IRS 2). As in [8], the direct links between the users and
the BS are assumed to be blocked due to obstacles (e.g.,
walls/corners in the indoor environment).! To overcome the
blockage as well as minimize the path loss, IRSs 1 and 2
are placed near the cluster of users and the BS, respectively,
such that the K users can be effectively served by the BS
through the single- and double-reflection links created by
them. Let M denote the total number of passive subsurfaces
for the two distributed IRSs, where IRSs 1 and 2 comprise
M; and M, subsurfaces, respectively, with My + My = M.
By adopting the element-grouping strategy in [6], [10], each
of these IRS subsurfaces is composed of an arbitrary number
of adjacent reflecting elements that share a common phase
shift for reducing the channel estimation and reflection design
complexity. In this paper, we assume the quasi-static flat-
fading channel model for all the channels during each channel
coherence interval.

Let wuy £ [uk_rl, c.. ,Uk.,l\ll]T
[ﬂkﬂl,...,ﬂkﬂz\b]T S (CMZXI, D [dl,---,dMl] €
CMxMy Gy € CN*Mi and Gy € CN*Mz denote
the baseband equivalent channels in the uplink for the
user k—IRS 1, user k—IRS 2, IRS 1—IRS 2, IRS 1—BS,
and IRS 2—BS links, respectively, with & = 1,..., K. Let

A ; ; T
eu = [eu,la EEE) G;L,JWM]T = [ﬁu,le'jd)“'la e aBu,Muejqb“’M“}
denote the equivalent reflection coefficients of IRS p with
w € {1,2}, where B, € [0,1] and ¢, m € [0,27) are the
reflection amplitude and phase shift of subsurface m at IRS p,
respectively. Thus, the effective channel from user % to the BS
is the superposition of the double-reflection link and the two
single-reflection links (see Fig. 1), which is given by

hy =G2®2:D® ui, + Ga®ouy, + G1Puy (D

S (CMIXI, wy, £
A

where ®,, = diag (6,,) denotes the diagonal reflection matrix
of IRS p with u € {1,2}. Since we consider the fully
passive IRSs without any receiving/transmitting capability, it
is infeasible to acquire the CSI between the two IRSs as
well as that with the BS/users separately. Nonetheless, it was
shown in [8] that the cascaded CSI (to be specified below) is
sufficient for the cooperative reflection/passive beamforming
design of the two IRSs to maximize the data transmission rate
without loss of optimality. As such, let R, = G1diag (uy) €
CNxMi (R, = G.diag (3,) € CV*M2) denote the cascaded
user k—IRS 1 (IRS 2)—BS channel (without taking the
effect of IRS reflection yet), and bk £ [(im, e Jk,A41 =

Ddiag (uy,) € CM2*M1 denote the cascaded user k—IRS 1—
IRS 2 channel (without taking the effect of IRS reflection yet)

UIf the direct links are non-negligible, the BS can estimate them by the
conventional channel estimation method with orthogonal/sequential pilots sent
by the users and the two IRSs both turned OFF.

with dy = dpp.m,¥m = 1,..., M. Then, the channel
model in (1) can be equivalently expressed as
hy = Go®,D,60, + R;,02 + R0,

=G> {‘ﬁzdk,l, ce ‘I)2dk,M1] 6, + R0, + R,6,
:Gg{diag(d}yl)eg, . ,diag(dkﬂMl)OQ} 0,+R,.0,+R..0,

My

= Z G, diag (dk,m) 0201, + R0 + R0, (2)
m=1 ——.——
Qk,m
where Q. S CN*M2  denotes the cascaded
user k—IRS 1—IRS 2—BS channel associated with

subsurface m at IRS 1, Vm = 1,..., M; for the double-
reflection link. According to (2), it is sufficient to acquire
the cascaded CSI of {Qkﬂm}nj\flzl, Ry, and Ry for jointly

designing the passive beamforming {61,602} for the uplink
data transmission in the double-IRS assisted system [8].

However, in practice, the total number of channel coef-
ficients in {Qkﬂn}fg;l, Ry, and Ry, is prohibitively large,
which consists of two parts:

o The number of channel coefficients (equal to K X
N M Ms) for the high-dimensional double-reflection link
(i.e., {Qkﬂn}fg;l), which are newly introduced due to the
double IRSs.

o The number of channel coefficients (equal to K X
N (M, + Ms)) for the two single-reflection links (i.e.,
Ry and 1~2k), which exist in the conventional single-IRS
assisted system (with either IRS 1 or IRS 2 present).

As can be seen, the number of channel coefficients for the
double-reflection link is of higher-order than that for the two
single-reflection links due to the fact that My My > M + My
in practice, which makes the channel estimation problem more
challenging for the double-IRS assisted system, as compared
to the single-IRS counterpart. Note that given a channel coher-
ence interval, such a considerably larger number of channel
coefficients may require significantly more training overhead
that renders much less or even no time for data transmission,
thus resulting in reduced achievable rate of the double-IRS
assisted system (despite the higher passive beamforming gain
over the double-reflection link assuming perfect CSI as shown
in [8]).

To tackle the above challenge, we propose a new and
efficient channel estimation scheme for the double-IRS as-
sisted system to achieve minimum training overhead. In
particular, we exploit the channel relationship between the
double-reflection link {Qkﬂm}nj\flzl and the single-reflection
link Ry, due to the same (common) IRS 2—BS channel
(i.e, G2) shared by them to reduce training overhead. We
first consider the single-user setup, i.e., K = 1, to illustrate
the main idea of the proposed channel estimation scheme for
the double-reflection link in Section III, and then extend the
results to the general multi-user case in Section IV. To reduce
the hardware cost, we consider the binary ON/OFF control
for the training reflection amplitudes of the two IRSs, i.e.,
Bum € {0,1},Ym =1,...,M,, 1 € {1,2} in our proposed
channel estimation scheme.



III. CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR SINGLE-USER CASE

In this section, we study the cascaded channel estimation for
the single-user case with K = 1. For notational convenience,
the user index k is omitted in this section.

According to (2), the cascaded user—IRS 1—IRS 2—BS
channel through each subsurface m at IRS 1 is given by

Q. = Go diag(cim), m=1,..., M. 3)

It is observed that all @Q,,,’s in (3) share the same (common)
IRS 2—BS channel (i.e, G5) as R. As such, if given the
single-reflection channel R = Godiag (u) as the reference
CSI, we can re-express (3) as

Qv = G diag (@) - diag (@)~ diag (dm) @)
‘\f—/
R diag(am, )

where diag (a,,) is the diagonal matrix normalized by @, with
a,, = diag(a) ' d,, € CM2*1 ¥ = 1,..., M, being the
scaling vector. By substituting Q,,, of (4) into (2), the channel

model in (2) can be rewritten as
M,

h = Rdiag(an)001m+ RO+ RO (5

m=1

According to (5), it is sufficient to acquire the CSI of R, 1:2,
and the scaling vectors {am}f\f;l for designing the passive
beamforming for data transmission in the double-IRS assisted
single-user system. Based on the channel relationship dis-
closed in (4), we propose to decouple the channel estimation
for the single- and double-reflection links into three phases,
for which the main procedures are described as follows and
will be elaborated in the subsequent subsections.

o Estimation of the two single-reflection channels {R, Ri
With all the subsurfaces at IRS 2 (IRS 1) turned OFF, the
BS estimates R (R) based on the time-varying training
reflection of IRS 1 (IRS 2) and the pilot symbols sent by
the user;

o Estimation of the double-reflection channel {Qn},,~
After canceling the signals over the two single- reﬂectlon
links and taking the estlmated R as the reference CSI,
the BS estimates { am} , for the double-reflection link.

A. Phase I: Estimation of R

With all the subsurfaces at IRS 2 turned OFF (i.e., 051% =
Oz, x1, V2) in Phase I, the channel model in (5) reduces to the
single-reflection channel related to IRS 1 only. In this case,
the received signal of the BS at time slot 7 of Phase I can be
expressed as

( —RO" le 'vl(i),

IMl

i=1,..., 01 (6)
where I; denotes the number of pilot symbols in Phase I, x%i)
represents the pilot symbol transmitted by the user which is
simply set as x%z) = 1 for ease of exposition, and vI(Z) ~
N.(0,0°Iy) is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
vector at the BS with o2 being the normahzed noise power.
By stacking the received signal vectors {yI ML into Y =

[1(1),- (1

N TA )}, we obtain

YI=RO,; +V @)

where ©11 = {0511), ce

matrix at IRS 1 in Phase I and Vj = [vl(l),...,vl(fl) €

CN*I1 denotes the corresponding AWGN matrix. By properly
constructing the training reflection matrix of IRS 1 such that
rank (@1 1) = My, the least-square (LS) estimate of R based
on (7) is given by

1

R=Y0{ (0,0 . )

Moreover, I; > M is required to satisfy rank (0©11) = My,
which can be achieved via different IRS training reflection
designs (e.g., the ON/OFF based design [6] or the more
efficient orthogonal matrix-based designs [10]-[13]).

0&1)} denotes the training reflection

B. Phase II: Estimation of R

With all the subsurfaces at IRS 1 turned OFF (i.e. 011%1 =
Oz, x1, V2) in Phase 11, the channel model in (5) reduces to the
single-reflection channel related to IRS 2 only. In this case,
with :zrg) = 1,Vi being the pilot symbol transmitted by the
user, the received signal matrix of the BS over /5 pilot symbols
of Phase II is similarly obtained as

Yi = ROz 11 + Vir ©)
where @11 = {05711)1,...,05{121)} is the training reflection

matrix at IRS 2 in Phase IT and Vi1 € CN*2 s the
corresponding AWGN matrix. Accordingly, the LS estimate
of R based on (9) is given by

3 -1
R= YH®§{H (92,1195{11) (10)

Similarly, Io > M is required to achieve rank (@2 1) = Mo
via different IRS training reflection designs [6], [10]-[13].

C. Phase III: Estimation of {a,}2™",

With the estimated { R, R
estimate each scaling vector a,, for the double-reflection link.
At time slot ¢ of Phase III with :vﬁ% = 1,Vi being the pilot
symbol transmitted by the user, the received signal at the BS

based on the channel model in (5) can be expressed as
M,

yIII_ZRdIag(am) 21%1191 ,m, III+R02 111+R01 III—H)I(Z)

m=1

in Phases I and II, we further

_29 " IIIRdlag(Oé %H)am"‘R‘% 111+R01 111"‘”111 (1)

where vl(ﬂ ~ N.(0,0%Iy) is the AWGN vector. Given the
estimated { R, R}, the pilot signals over the two single-
reflection links can be removed from (11), and thus the
effective received signal over the double-reflection link at the
BS is given by?

_ (i) (1)
91;1 = 91;1

= Z 91 m, IIIR diag (eéf%n) am + ”1(1)

ReélIH - R01 JII

12)

2For ease of exposition, we assume perfect cancellation of the pilot signals
over the two single-reflection links; while the residual interference due to

imperfect cancellation with estimated {R7 R}
evaluating the channel estimation performance via simulations in Section V.

will be taken into account for



For the estimation of {a,}"
two cases.

Case 1: N > M. In this case, we consider the fixed full-
ON reflection of IRS 2 (say, 6 S%H = 1ps,x1, Vi) and turn ON

one out of the M, subsurfaces at IRS 1 (say, 0 EZHI 1 and

ngzn 11 = 0,Vm # i) sequentially to estimate each a;, for

which the received signal of the BS at time slot ¢ of Phase III
is given by

m—1» we consider the following

) = Ra;, +v\1), i=1,...,M,. (13)
Based on (13), the LS estimate of each a; is given by
N
iy = (RHR) RIGY =1, M. (14

Case 2: N < Ms. In this case, we cannot estimate each
a,, separately according to (14), since R is (column) rank-
rank (f?% = N < Mos.

consider the joint estimation of {a,,}’", by stacking the
received signal vectors {1,71(3} in (12) over I3 time slots of

Phase III, which is given by
H\T_ 5 . 1
1(111) (05,1)11) @R diag (05,1)11) ai ol
= : o+

502) I\ 5 )\ | Lam
Y (91,111) @R diag (02,111) Hn,l_/
Y11

deficient, i.e., Alternatively, we

-(15)

(13)
st

CeCI3N XM My
As such, by properly designing the training reflection coeffi-

@ \* @ "
cients {01 o and {02 IH} of IRSs 1 and 2 such that
=1
rank (C) = M1M2, the LS estimate of 7 can be obtained as

= (cc) ™ CMym. (16)

Note that [3N > M; M, is the necessary condition to achieve
rank (C') = M; M, with I3 being an integer, and thus we
have I3 > [28227 Moreover, we can design the training
reflections of IRSs 1 and 2 based on the orthogonal matrices as
in [10]-[13]. It is worth pointing out that the channel estima-
tion based on (15) and (16) with the orthogonal matrix-based
training design can also be applied to the case of N < M to
achieve better channel estimation performance at the expense
of higher complexity due to the higher-dimensional matrix
inversion operation and the joint estimation of {am}M1
Finally, with the estimated CSI of R and {am}m 1, we
can obtain the estimated CSI of {Q,,}™", according to (4).

IV. CHANNEL ESTIMATION FOR MULTI-USER CASE

For the multi-user channel estimation, a straightforward
method is by adopting the single-user channel estimation
design in Section III to estimate the channels of K users
separately over consecutive time, which, however, increases
the total training overhead by K times as compared to the
single-user case and thus is practically prohibitive if K is large.
To reduce the overall training overhead, we extend the channel
estimation scheme for the single-user case in Section III to the
general multi-user case in this section. By exploiting the fact
that the other users’ cascaded channels are scaled versions of
the cascaded channel of an arbitrary user (referred to as the

reference user) [11], [14], the channel training overhead can
be substantially reduced, which is elaborated in the following.

After estimating an arbitrary user’s cascaded channel as in
the single-user case of Section III, the cascaded channels of
the other users can be efficiently obtained by exploiting the
fact that all the users share the common IRS 2—BS (i.e, G2),
IRS 1—-BS (i.e, G1), and IRS 1—IRS 2 (i.e, D) links in (1)
in their respective single- and double-reflection channels. In
particular, if given the cascaded CSI of any user (say, R,
R;, and {Q1, m}M1 of user 1) as the reference CSI, we can
rewrite the two s1ng1e -reflection channels { Ry, Rk} in (2) as

Ry, = Gidiag (uy) - diag (u1) " uy = Rydiag (by) (17)
Ry = Godiag (1) - diag (@) " iy = Rdiag (Bk) (18)

and the double-reflection channel {Qj, m}M1

Qi =Gading (dim ) = Gadiag (dpuen)
Ql,mbk,m

where by, 2 [bkyl,...,bkyMl]T = diag (ul)fluk and by, =
diag (1) @ are the user k—IRS 1 and user k—IRS 2
channel vectors normalized by w; and u;, respectively. By
substituting (17)-(19) into (2), we can re-express the channel

model in (2) as
M,

hy = ZQl,mGQGLmbk,m‘i‘Rldiag (l;k) 02—|—R1diag (bk) 01

m=1
My

= Q1.m0201 by, ;m+Radiag(0;) byt Ry diag(61) by,. (20)

m=1

;1 in (3) as

=Gadiag (dm1,m) - Uy, Ukm = (19)

As such, after acquiring the cascaded CSI of user 1 as in
Section III, we only need to further estimate {b;}% ., and
{by}I, for the remaining K — 1 users according to (17)-
(20). In the following, we propose the decoupled channel
estimation for {by}X , and {by}!<, in Phases IV and V
following Phases I-III for estimating the cascaded CSI of the
single user (i.e., user 1) in Section IIL.

A. Phase 1V: Estimation of {b}5_,
In this phase, we turn OFF all the subsurfaces at IRS 2.

Based on the channel model in (20) and denoting { (1)}

as pilot symbols transmitted by the remaining K — 1 us]éfs%
the received signal of the BS at time slot ¢ of Phase IV can
be expressed as

Yl = Z 2\") R, diag (0&\,) bi + vy 21

with v ~ N.(0,0%Iy) being the AWGN vector. For the
estlmatlon of {by}X_,, we consider the following two cases.
Case 1: N > M;. In this case, the remaining K — 1 users
send pilot symbols sequentially for the BS to estimate each
b with k = 2,..., K. Specifically, with 2", = 1 and 2{") =
0,Vk # i+ 1 and the fixed full-ON reflection of IRS 1 (say,
0&\, 1, %1, Vi) in Phase IV, the received signal in (21)
can be rewrltten as
yIV—Rl 1+1+'UI(1) i:1,...,

K-1 (22



and the LS estimate of b;y; is thus given by

~ —1 i .
bivi = (RYR) RIyl), i=1,....K-1. (23)

Case 2: N < Mj. In this case, since R; is not of full-
column rank, i.e., rank (Ry) = N < Mj, we cannot estimate
each by separately according to (22). As such, we consider
the joint estimation of {b;}£, with concurrent pilot symbols
sent by the remaining K — 1 users, for which the received
signal vector at the BS over I pilot symbols is given by

N7 . 1)
yl(\lf) (:c%v)) ® R diag (0§7IV) by ”I(\I/)
L= : AR I e
(1) T (I1)
uv' (=) @ R diag (67 bl o
Yyiv A

FecClaNx(K—=2)M;

where 2 = Lx(i) x(i)}T denotes the pil bol
o= 0 sy TR pilot symbo
vector. As such, by ?roperly designing the training reflection

coefficients {0%\,} ‘4 ) of IRS 1 and the pilot symbol vectors
N L =
m%{; ) such that rank (F') = (K —2)M;, the LS estimate
i=1
of A is given by

A= (FUF)" Fllyy. (25)

Since I4N > (K — 2)M; is required to ensure the condition
of rank (F') = ﬂK — 2)M; with I, being an integer, we have

1, > [w . Furthermore, we can construct the training

NN
reflection coefficients {0%\,}}41 of IRS 1 and the pilot

N
symbol vectors {w%} ~ from some orthogonal matrices as

in [10]-[13] to achieve rank (F) = (K —2)M.

B. Phase V: Estimation of {by}_,

Similarly, based on the channel model in (20) with all the
subsurfaces at IRS 1 turned OFF, the received signal of the
BS at time slot ¢ of Phase V can be expressed as

K
W =Y ol Rudiag (0% ) b+ o) 0)
k=2

Y K
with {x,(;)} being pilot symbols transmitted by the re-
k=2

maining K — 1 users and 'Ug,l) ~ N.(0,0%Iy) being the
AWGN vector. As such, following the similar procedures in
Section IV-A, we can estimate {b;}/, for the two cases of
N > My and N < Ms with minimum training overhead of
K —1 and W—" respectively, whose details are thus
omitted for brevity.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to numerically
validate the effectiveness of the proposed channel estimation
scheme for the double-IRS assisted multi-user MIMO system.
Under a three-dimensional (3D) Cartesian coordinate system,
we assume that the central (reference) points of the BS, IRS 2,
IRS 1, and user cluster are located at (1,0,2), (0,0.5,1),
(0,49.5,1), and (1,50,0) in meter (m), respectively. More-
over, we assume that the BS is equipped with a uniform linear

TABLE I
CHANNEL TRAINING OVERHEAD COMPARISON

Minimum number of pilot symbols
N> M/2 ‘ N < M/2
M2k —1) | M+ [T+ 2 [E
KM+ IKM

Proposed scheme

Benchmark scheme based on [9]

array (ULA); while the two distributed IRSs are equipped
with uniform planar arrays (UPAs). As the element-grouping
strategy in [6], [10], each IRS subsurface is a small-size UPA
composed of 5 x 5 adjacent IRS elements that share a common
phase shift for reducing design complexity. The distance-
dependent channel path loss is modeled as v = ~o/d®, where
7o denotes the path loss at the reference distance of 1 m which
is set as 79 = —30 dB for all individual links, d denotes the
individual link distance, and « denotes the path loss exponent
which is set as 2.2 for the link between the user cluster/BS
and its nearby serving IRS (due to the short distance) and set
as 3 for the other links (due to the relatively large distance).

Due to the very limited work on channel estimation for the
double-IRS assisted system, we extend the channel estimation
method proposed in [9] as the benchmark scheme for com-
parison, where the double-reflection channel is estimated at
each BS antenna in parallel without exploiting the (common)
channel relationship with the single-reflection channels, and
the cascaded channels of K users are separately estimated over
consecutive time. Moreover, as the single-reflection channels
were ignored in [9], the same channel estimation procedures
for the single-reflection channels in Sections III-A and III-B
are adopted for each user in the benchmark scheme. The
channel training overhead comparison between the proposed
and benchmark schemes is shown in Table I, where M =
My = M2 is assumed for ease of exposition. As can be seen,
by exploiting the peculiar channel relationship over double-
reflection channels and multiple users, the proposed channel
estimation scheme incurs much lower training overhead than
the benchmark scheme.

In the following simulations, we calculate the normal-
ized mean squared error (MSE) for the single- and double-
reflection channels over 1,000 independent fading channel
realizations. For example, the normalized MSE of the cascaded
user k—IRS 1—BS channel Ry, is given by

1 & 2
ST KNI, ZE{HR’“ _RkHF/”RM%}. N
k=1

The normalized MSE of other channels can be similarly cal-
culated as in the above. Given the total number of subsurfaces
M = 40, we set My = My = M/2 = 20 for the two
distributed IRSs. Without loss of generality, all the users are
assumed to have equal transmit power, i.e., P, = P, Vk and the
noise power at the BS is set as 03, = —65 dBm. Accordingly,
the normalized noise power at the BS is given by 02 = 0%,/ P.

In Fig. 2(a), we show the required training overhead versus
the number of antennas, /N, at the BS. It is observed that
for the proposed channel estimation scheme, the total training
overhead decreases with the number of BS antennas /N, which
is in sharp contrast to the benchmark scheme where its training
overhead is independent of N. This is expected since the
proposed channel estimation scheme exploits the multiple
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Fig. 2. Training overhead comparison between the proposed scheme and the
benchmark scheme based on [9].
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Fig. 3. Performance comparison between the proposed scheme and the
benchmark scheme based on [9] under the same training overhead.

antennas at the BS with joint IRS channel estimation to reduce
training overhead substantially, whereas in the benchmark
scheme the BS estimates its channels associated with different
antennas independently in parallel without exploiting the chan-
nel relationship between them. When the number of BS anten-
nas is sufficiently large (i.e., N > max{Mj, Mo} = 20), the
minimum training overhead in the proposed scheme reaches
its lower bound of 20 + M, + 2(K — 1) pilot symbols.

In Fig. 2(b), we show the required training overhead versus
the number of users K. On can observe that the training over-
head increment is marginal in the proposed channel estimation
scheme as the number of users K increases. In contrast, the
training overhead required by the benchmark scheme increases
dramatically with K since it does not exploit the (common)
channel relationship among different users. As such, by fully
exploiting the channel relationship between the single- and
double-reflection channels as well as among different users,
the proposed scheme achieves much lower training overhead
than the benchmark counterpart.

In Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), we compare the normalized MSE
performance of different schemes versus user transmit power
P for the single- and multi-user cases, respectively. For fair
comparison, we proportionally increase the training overhead
of each phase in the proposed channel estimation scheme until
reaching the same total training overhead as the benchmark
scheme. It is observed that the proposed scheme achieves
much lower MSE than the benchmark scheme, especially for
the multi-user case. Moreover, the MSE performance gap be-
tween the single- and double-reflection channels in the bench-
mark scheme is much larger than that in the proposed scheme.
This can be understood since the training overhead for the
double-reflection channel is of higher order than that for the

single-reflection channels in the benchmark scheme (%K M?
versus KX M). In contrast, the proposed scheme achieves bal-
anced MSE performance for the single- and double-reflection
channels with the proper proportional training time allocation.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed an efficient uplink channel esti-
mation scheme for the double-IRS assisted multi-user MIMO
system. For the single-user case, the higher-dimensional
double-reflection channel was efficiently estimated with sub-
stantially reduced training overhead by exploiting the property
that its cascaded channel coefficients are the scaled versions
of those of a lower-dimensional single-reflection channel. The
proposed channel estimation scheme was then extended to the
multi-user case by exploiting the fact that the other users’
cascaded channels are scaled versions of that of an arbitrary
(reference) user’s cascaded channel for training overhead re-
duction. Simulation results demonstrated the effectiveness of
the proposed channel estimation scheme as compared to the
existing scheme.
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