arXiv:2310.19409v1 [cs.IT] 30 Oct 2023

Increased Multiplexing Gain with Reconfigurable Surfaces: Simultaneous Channel Orthogonalization and Information Embedding

Juan Vidal Alegría^∗, Joao Vieira^†, Fredrik Rusek^{∗‡} ∗Department of Electrical and Information Technology, Lund University, Lund, Sweden †Ericsson Research, Lund, Sweden ‡Sony Research Center, Lund, Sweden {juan.vidal alegria, fredrik.rusek}@eit.lth.se, joao.vieira@ericsson.com

Abstract—Reconfigurable surface (RS) has been shown to be an effective solution for improving wireless communication links in general multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MU- MIMO) setting. Current research efforts have been largely directed towards the study of reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), which corresponds to an RS made of passive reconfigurable elements with only phase shifting capabilities. RIS constitutes a cost- and energy- efficient solution for increased beamforming gain since it allows to generate constructive interference towards desired directions, e.g., towards a base station (BS). However, in many situations, multiplexing gain may have greater impact on the achievable transmission rates and number of simultaneously connected devices, while RIS has only been able to achieve minor improvements in this aspect. Recent work has proposed the use of alternative RS technologies, namely amplitude-reconfigurable intelligent surface (ARIS) and fully-reconfigurable intelligent surface (FRIS), to achieve perfect orthogonalization of MU-MIMO channels, thus allowing for maximum multiplexing gain at reduced complexity. In this work we consider the use of ARIS and FRIS for simultaneously orthogonalizing a MU-MIMO channel, while embedding extra information in the orthogonalized channel. We show that the resulting achievable rates allow for full exploitation of the degrees of freedom in a MU-MIMO system with excess of BS antennas.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable surface (RS), MU-MIMO, Amplitude-reconfigurable intelligent surface (ARIS), Fullyreconfigurable intelligent surface (FRIS), channel orthogonalization, symbiotic radio.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (massive MIMO) [1] constitutes one of the main state-of-the-art solutions for base station (BS) implementation in 5G networks and beyond [2], [3]. This technology corresponds to an evolution of the traditional multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) [4] where the number of antennas at the BS grows large, leading to increased spatial resolution for effectively multiplexing user equipments (UEs) in the spatial domain [1], [5].

Commercial deployments of massive MIMO are already available [2], confirming the potential and maturity of this technology. Thus, the research community is now directing efforts towards exploring new disruptive technologies beyond

This work has been financially supported by Ericsson AB, Lund, Sweden.

massive MIMO. These technologies include large intelligent surface (LIS) [6], which correspond to the natural evolution of massive MIMO by considering BSs consisting of whole walls covered with electromagnetially active material,^1 or reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) [7], [8], which consider surfaces made of passive elements with tunable reflecting coefficients, thus offering some control over propagation channel between two communication ends. This work considers some reconfigurable surface (RS) technologies, initially proposed in [9], which lie in between the concepts of LIS and RIS, but which are mainly inspired by RIS since they are used to adjust the propagation channel, i.e., they are not a BS technology like LIS.

Also known as intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), RIS constitutes an attractive enabling technology for 6G [10] due to it cost- and energy-efficient implementation, which can still lead to important improvements in link connectivity [7], [8]. Much of the work on RIS rely on exploiting its impressive power scaling laws [8], which is a result of the increased beamforming gain associated to redirecting the reflected waves towards the intended directions. However, RIS has also been considered for improving multiplexing capabilities either directly, e.g., by improving the rank of the single-user MIMO system [11], or indirectly, e.g., by maximizing sumrates in different settings [12], [13]. Moreover, in [9], two alternative RS technologies, namely amplitude-reconfigurable intelligent surface (ARIS) and fully-reconfigurable intelligent surface (FRIS), are considered in a MU-MIMO scenario to achieve perfect channel orthogonalization without the need for RS amplification, i.e., leading to perfect multiplexing of UEs at the BS with reduced complexity. This work builds upon the results from [9], since we use the proposed RS technologies to achieve perfect channel orthogonalization while embedding information in the process.

The use of RIS as a low-complexity energy-efficient transmitter has also been considered in various works, with interesting proposals on how the RIS can modulate information [8]. These proposals combine the concept of symbiotic radio

1As discussed in [6], practical implementations of LIS may consist of discrete antenna arrays, i.e., giving a sampled version of the continuous LIS.

[14], where backscatter devices passively modulate information on incoming waves, with the RIS paradigm. For example, in [15], index-modulation is proposed for embedding information from the RIS to both modulated and unmodulated carrier signals, while in [16] an 8-PSK modulation is practically implemented using RIS.

On the other hand, it is also possible to use the RIS for simultaneously improving a communication link while embedding its own information. Some examples include [17], where a solution is proposed for employing RIS to achieve beamforming gains to a UE while transmitting information to the BS by turning on/off some of its elements—thus sacrificing RIS beamforming performance—or [18], which studies the capacity of a RIS-assisted single-user MIMO communication where the RIS selects its reflecting states from a predesigned codebook to embed information. However, the literature has failed to characterize the achievable multiplexing gain when using RS technologies for allowing effective multiplexing of UEs while simultaneously embedding information in the channels. To this end, we consider the RS technologies proposed in [9], ARIS and FRIS, to study an extra RS-to-BS communication link simultaneous to the UEsto-BS over a MU-MIMO channel orthogonalized by the RS. We show that we can achieve maximum multiplexing gains, i.e., scaling with the total number of BS antennas, even when there is a large excess of BS antennas with respect to UEs.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the system model, together with some background on how to achieve channel orthogonalization with ARIS and FRIS. In Section III we derive the achievable rates for simultaneous UE-BS and RS-BS communication with orthogonalized channels. Section IV presents the derivation of the multiplexing gain associated to the achievable rates. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL Let us consider an uplink MU-MIMO scenario where K single-antenna UEs are transmitting to an M-antenna BS, with M > K, through a narrow-band channel with the aid of an RS with N reconfigurable elements, N ≫ M. The M × 1 received complex vector, y, can be expressed as y = Hs + n, (1) where H is the M × K channel matrix, s is the K × 1 vector of symbols transmitted by the users, and n is a zero-mean complex white Gaussian noise vector with sample variance N_0.^2 Considering that there exists a direct channel as well as a reflected channel through the RS, we can express the channel matrix as

H = H_0 + H_1ΘH_2, (2)

where H_0 corresponds to the M ×K direct channel from the BS to the UEs, H_1 and H_2 correspond to the M ×N channel from the BS to the RS and the N × K channel from the RS

2We assume that the RS does not add correlated noise since it may not require relevant amplification [9].

to the UEs, respectively, and Θ is the matrix of reflection coefficients at the RS.

A. Background

We consider two types of RS systems proposed in [9], namely ARIS and FRIS, which give the reflection matrices

Θ_{ARIS} = diag (α_1, . . . , α_N ) , α_i ∈ C ∀i, (3)

Θ_{FRIS} ∈ C^{N×N} . (4)

Note the increased requirement in processing capabilities with respect to the widely studied RIS, which is typically modeled as an ARIS with the additional restriction |α_i|^2 = 1 ∀i.

In [9] it is shown that both ARIS and FRIS can create a perfectly orthogonal channel, which is given by H = √ β ~U , (5) where we restrict ~U^H ~U = I_K . Equivalently, we can express ~U = U [ I_K 0_{(M−K)×K} ] , (6)

where U is an M × M unitary matrix. Note that we do not lose generality in (6) by disregarding the multiplication from the right of another unitary matrix since said matrix could be absorbed by the first K rows of U , leading to another unitary matrix.

From [9], we can obtain the desired orthogonal channel matrix H = √ β ~U by selecting the reflection coefficients of the ARIS as

α = H^†_{12}vec (√ β ~U − H_0 ) , (7)

where H^†_{12} corresponds to the right pseudo-inverse of matrix H_{12} = [ vec(h_{11}h^T_{21}) . . . vec(h_{1N} h^T_{2N} ) ] of dimensions MK × N. The existence of H^†_{12} gives the conditions N > MK, together with full-rank H_{12}, for appropiate operation of the ARIS. For the FRIS, the same channel would be achieved by selecting the reflection matrix as

Θ_{FRIS} = H^†_1 (√ β ~U − H_0 ) H^†_2, (8)

where H^†_1 is the right pseudo-inverse of H_1 and H^†_2 is the left pseudo-inverse of H_2. The existence of H^†_1 and H^†_2 gives the conditions N > min(M, K), together with full-rank H_1 and H_2, for appropriate operation of the FRIS. Note that we can also achieve any arbitrary channel using ARIS or FRIS by substituting √ β ~U in (7) or (8) with the desired channel matrix, respectively. However, this work restricts to the case where the desired channel is given by (5) due to the beneficial properties of orthogonal channels in MU-MIMO [9], [19].

III. ACHIEVABLE RATES FOR SIMULTANEOUS RS-PLUS-UES TRANSMISSION In Section II, we show that ARIS and FRIS can be configured so as to generate arbitrary channel matrices. Let us, however, maintain the channel orthogonality constraint, i.e., H is restricted to (5) with ~U given in (6), since this corresponds to the most desirable channel structure for spatially multiplexing the UEs at reduced complexity, as discussed in [9]. Note that we still have freedom in selecting U as long as it is unitary. We propose to use this freedom for embedding extra information at the RS, hence opening a new communication link between the RS and the BS which comes at essentially no cost.

In order to understand the potential of embedding extra information in the RS, we will compute I ( y; s, ~U ) , i.e., the mutual information between the received vector, and the RS and UEs symbols for some input distribution. This corresponds to the rate at which the RS and the UEs can simultaneously transmit information to the BS over an orthogonalized channel. However, assuming that there is no cooperation between the UEs and the RS, the information that can be transmitted by the UEs is upper bounded by I ( y; s| ~U ) , i.e., the mutual information of the corresponding orthogonal MIMO channel with perfect-channel state information (CSI), so I ( y; s, ~U ) would correspond the achievable sum-rate for the UEs-plus-RS data. From the chain rule of mutual information we have I ( y; s, ~U ) = I ( y; ~U ) + I ( y; s| ~U ) , (9)

so we can always have a non-negative information gain, given by I ( y; ~U ) , with respect to the baseline for common MIMO systems, corresponding to I ( y; s| ~U ) . An interpretation of (9) is that we can embed information at the RS by making use of the freedom to select ~U , which can then be extracted from y with arbitrarily small error as long as the respective information rate is below I ( y; ~U ) [20].^3 Assuming the UEs transmit Gaussian symbols, s ∼ CN (0_{K×1}, E_sI_K ), which corresponds to the input distribution achieving capacity for the perfect-CSI case, I ( y; s| ~U ) is maximized and leads to the famous log-det formula [19], which for the orthogonal channel is given by I ( y; s| ~U ) = K log ( 1 + βE_s N_0 ) . (10)

It would then remain to compute I ( y; ~U ) , which can be expressed as I ( y; ~U ) = h(y) − h ( y| ~U ) . (11)

The conditional differential entropy h ( y| ~U ) is well defined since we have y| ~U ∼ CN ( 0_{M×1}, βE_s ~U ~U^H+N_0I_M ) , which gives h ( y| ~U ) = log det ( π exp(1) ( βE_s ~U ~U^H + N_0I_M )) =K log (π exp(1)(βE_s + N_0))

+ (M − K) log (π exp(1)N_0) ,

(12)

3Changing the variable order in the chain rule from (9) gives I ( y; s, ~U ) = I ( y; s ) +I ( y; ~U |s ) , which means that we could sacrifice UE rate to achieve maximum RS rate, I ( y; ~U|s ) . However, this has lower practicality since the UEs are likely have more information to transfer.

where we have used (6) and extracted the unitary matrix from the determinant to reach the final simplified expression. On the other hand, h(y) is given by

h(y) = −E{log(p(y))}, (13)

which may be computed through Monte-Carlo simulations by averaging over random realizations of y. However, in order to compute (13) we first need to specify an input distribution for ~U and then characterize p(y), the corresponding probability distribution function (PDF) of y from said input distribution of ~U. The most meaningful input distribution for ~U is for it to be isotropically distributed in the unitary subspace where it lies, i.e., ~U would be constructed by (6) with U uniformly distributed in the unitary space U(M). Furthermore, works like [21] motivate the use of isotropically distributed random matrices since they achieve capacity under Rayleigh fading scenarios, while our work considers the multiplication of the information transmitting orthogonal channel with a Gaussian vector, which is the vector equivalent of a Rayleigh fading channel. The following proposition gives the expression for p(y) with isotropically distributed ~U .

Proposition 1: Let y be the M ×1 random vector from (1), with s ∼ CN (0_{K×1}, E_sI_K ), and n ∼ CN (0_{M×1}, N_0I_M ). Assume H is given by (5), where ~U is defined in (6) for an isotropically distributed random unitary matrix U . We can then express the PDF of y as

p(y) = exp ( − ‖y‖^2 N_0 ) (M − 1)! (−1)^{K(M−K)} ( π(βE_s + N_0) )_K × det(Z) (πN_0)^{M−K} (−γ‖y‖^2)^{M−1 K−1} ∏ k=1 k!^{M−K−1} ∏ n=1 n! , (14) where γ =^{βEs}

N_0(βE_s+N_0) , and Z is an M × M matrix whose

(i, j)th entry is given by

[Z]_{i,j} =

(γ‖y‖^2)^{j−1} exp(γ‖y‖^2), j ≤ K, i = 1 (γ‖y‖^2)^{j̃−1}, K < j ≤ M, i = 1 (^~i−1)! (^~i−j)! , j ≤ K, ĩ ≥ j (ĩ − 1)!, K < j ≤ M, ĩ = j̃ 0, otherwise, (15) with j̃ = j − K, and ĩ = i − 1.

Proof: See Appendix A □ Using Proposition 1 we can substitute p(y), given by (14), into (13), and compute the expected value through Monte-Carlo simulations to obtain h(y). This way we can characterize I ( y; ~U ) , hence characterizing the potential of simultaneous RS-BS and UEs-to-BS communication through orthogonalized MU-MIMO channels.

IV. INCREASED MULTIPLEXING GAIN In the previous section we reached a closed-form expression for p(y), i.e., the PDF of the received vector y for an orthogonal channel with isotropically distributed ~U . The obtained p(y) is fairly complex, so finding a closed-form expression for I ( y; s, ~U ) becomes extremely challenging.

However, we may simplify this expression by considering the asymptotic regime, which may allow the characterization of the multiplexing gain achieved by such a system. Let us thus focus on the high-SNR regime, i.e.,^{Es}_{N0} → ∞. The following proposition gives the multiplexing gain associated to (9).

Proposition 2: Let us have the same input distribution assumptions as in Proposition 1 such that y is distributed according to the respective p(y). The multiplexing gain associated to I ( y; ~U ) , i.e., the asymptotic pre-log factor for E_s N_0 → ∞, is given by (M − K). Furthermore, the overall

multiplexing gain associated to I ( y; s, ~U ) is given by M.

Proof: Without loss of generality, let us consider the high-SNR regime^{Es}_{N0} → ∞ by having fixed E_s and N_0 → 0. We can then find the following limit

lim_{N0→0} p(y) = (M − 1)!‖y‖^{2(K−M)} (−1)^{(K+1)M−K2−1}(βE_s)^K × det(Z̃) π^{M K} ∏ k=1 k!^{M−K−1} ∏ n=1 n! , (16)

where the last M − 1 rows of Z̃ coincide with Z from (15), while [Z̃]_{1,j} = δ_{jK} , i.e., it is independent of ‖y‖^2. Thus, we can use it in (13) to find the limit

lim_{N0→0} h(y) = (M − K) log(βE_s) + K log(βE_s) + c_1, (17)

where c_1 is a constant independent of E_s, and thus of SNR. We can then plug (17) into (11), which using (12) leads to I ( y; ~U )| |_{N0→0} = (M − K) log ( βE_s N_0

+ c_2 ) + c_3, (18)

where c_2 and c_3 are fixed constants independent of the SNR. The pre-log factor in (18) gives the multiplexing gain achieved by the RS-to-BS data transmission. By summing it to the prelog factor K from (10), i.e., considering (9), we obtain the overall multiplexing gain M. A more detailed proof may be included in the extended version, e.g., with extra steps to reach expressions like (16). □ Proposition 2 shows that the considered RSs can exploit the available degrees of freedom for transmitting to the BS while a simultaneous UEs-to-BS communication is established through a desirable orthogonal channel. Furthermore, the total multiplexing gain of such a communication scheme is maximum, i.e., we could potentially transmit a number of information streams equal to the total number of BS antennas, thus taking full advantage of systems with a large excess of BS antennas, e.g., massive MIMO, LIS, cell-free massive MIMO.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS In Fig. 1 are shown the achievable UEs-plus-RS sum-rates, given by I ( y; s, ~U ) with isotropically distributed ~U , for different values for M. These rates have been computed using

(9), (10) and (11), where h(y) has been computed through Mote-Carlo simulations considering (13) with p(y) given by Proposition 1. As baseline, we may take the UEs sum rate for perfect CSI knowledge with an orthogonal channel, corresponding to I ( y; , s| ~U ) , i.e., given in closed-form by (10).

Note that, since we consider perfectly orthogonal channels ~U , the UE sum rate can be shared equally among UEs without interference. In Fig. 1 (left) we ignore the possible array gains by fixing β = 1, hence the lack of dependency on M of I ( y; , s| ~U ) , while in Fig. 1 (right) we have β = M to account for the respective array gain. Considering (9), the gap between I ( y; s, ~U ) and I ( y; s| ~U ) corresponds to I ( y; ~U ) , i.e., the achievable rate at which the the RS can communicate with the BS while allowing maximum transmission rate for the UEs. The results show that the extra link between the RS and the BS can exploit the M − K degrees of freedom of the channel to increase the overall multiplexing gain of the transmission, which seems to scale with M instead of with K as for common MU-MIMO uplink transmissions [19]. Thus, these numerical results confirm the asymptotic study from the previous section.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the use of two RS technologies, namely ARIS and FRIS, for simultaneous communication of UEs and RS data to a MU-MIMO BS. The main advantage of these RS technologies is that they can achieve perfectly orthogonal channels, thus allowing for perfect multiplexing of UEs in the spatial domain at reduced complexity. We have proposed employing the freedom in the desirable channel selection, which should only fulfill the orthogonality constraint, to embed extra information from the RS to the BS at essentially no cost. We have computed the mutual information of such a framework, and showed that the resulting multiplexing gain allows to exploit all the available degrees of freedom from the excess of BS antennas.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Given (1), using straightforward probabilistic identities, we can express the PDF of y as p(y) = E_H {∫ s∈C^K p(y|H, s)p(s)ds } . (19)

Considering the assumptions s ∼ CN (0_{K×1}, E_sI_K ) and n ∼ CN (0_{M×1}, N_0I_M ) we have p(s) = 1 (πE_s)^K exp ( − ‖s‖^2 E_s ) , (20)

p(y|H, s) = 1 (πN_0)^M exp ( − ‖y − Hs‖^2 N_0 ) , (21)

which can be substituted in (19). Given the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the channel matrix, H = U ΣV^H,^4 if

4Note that, assuming (5), the SVD of H is given by (6) after including the scaling of the singular values √ β.

Fig. 1: Information rates with K = 4 UEs, and channel gain β = 1 (left) and β = M (right).

we expand the norms and perform some matrix manipulations over (19) (with (20) and (21)) we reach

p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) (πE_s)^K (πN_0)^M E_H { ∫ s̃∈C^K exp ( − ‖s̃‖^2 E_s )

× exp ( − s̃^HΛs̃ N_0 ) exp ( 2 N_0 ℜ{y^HU Σs̃} ) ds̃ } , (22) where Λ = Σ^HΣ is the diagonal matrix with the eigenvalues of H^HH, and where we have considered the change of integration variable to s̃ = V s. Further expanding the norms and multiplications leads to

p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) (πE_s)^K (πN_0)^M E_H {_K ∏ k=1 ∫ s̃_k ∈C exp (

− (E_sλ_k + N_0)|s̃_k |^2 E_sN_0 + 2 N_0 ℜ{y^Hu_kσ_ks̃_k} ) ds̃_k } , (23) where λ_k is the kth eigenvalue of H^HH, u_k is the kth column of U , and σ_k = √ λ_k is the kth singular value of H. The integrals from (23) can be solved in closed form by considering the real and imaginary part of each s̃_k (see [22, Entry 3.323.2]). Thus, after integrating and performing trivial operations we get

p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) π^K (πN_0)^{M−K} E_H {_K ∏ k=1 1 λ_kE_s + N_0

× exp ( λ_kE_s‖u_ky^H‖^2 N_0(λ_k E_s + N_0) )} . (24)

Given the orthogonality constraint on the channel (5) with (6), we can substitute the eigenvalues λ_k = β for k ≤ K, and eigenvectors u_k, directly corresponding to the kth row of ~U from (5), which is itself a sub-matrix (6) of U hereby assumed to be uniformly distributed on the unitary space U(M). By substituting in (24) and regrouping we reach p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) ( π(βE_s + N_0) )_K (πN_0)^{M−K} × E_U { exp ( βE_s‖ ~Uy^H‖^2 N_0(βE_s + N_0) )} , (25)

which, after expanding the expectation and operating, leads to p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) ( π(βE_s + N_0) )_K (πN_0)^{M−K} ∫ U∈U(M) p(U ) × exp ( trace ( γyy^HU ~IU^H )) dU , (26)

where p(U ) is the PDF of an isotropically distributed unitary matrix, and where we have defined γ = βE_s N_0(βE_s + N_0)

(27)

~I = diag ([ 1_{K×1} 0_{(M−K)×1} ]) . (28)

The integral (26) has closed-form solution [23], [24], giving

p(y) = exp ( −^{‖y‖2}_{N0} ) ( π(βE_s + N_0) )_K (πN_0)^{M−K} M−1∏ m=1 m! det(G)

Δ(γyy^H)Δ(~I) , (29) where Δ(A) = ∏ 1≤i<j≤T (λj (A) − λi(A)) corresponds to the Vandermonde determinant of the decreasing eigenvalues λ_i(A) of some T × T positive semi-definite matrix A, and where the (i, j)th entry of G is given by

[G]_{i,j} = exp ( λ_i(γyy^H)λ_j (~I) ) . (30)

Given the rank deficiency of ~I, which has K non-zero eigenvalues λ_j (~I) = 1 for j = 1, . . . K, as well as of γyy^H, which has only one non-zero eigenvalue λ_1(γyy^H) = γ‖y‖^2, the right quotient in (29) evaluates to an indeterminate form 0/0. Let us define G in function form as G = {g_i(a_j )} for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ M, where a_j = λ_j (~I), which leads to

g_i(x) = exp ( λ_i(γyy^H)x ) . (31)

We can then apply [25, Lemma 2] to find the limit lim a_1 ,...,a_K →1 a_{K+1},...,a_M →0 det({g_i(a_j )}) Δ(~I) = det(F ) (−1)^{K(M−K) K−1} ∏ k=1 k!^{M−K−1} ∏ n=1 n! , (32) where the ith column of F is given by

[F ]_{i,:} = [ g_i(1) · · · g^{(K−1)}_i (1) g_i(0) · · · g^{(M−K−1)}_i (0) ] . (33) Note that g^{(n)}_i (a) corresponds to nth derivative of g_i(x) at x = a, which is given by

g^{(n)}_i (x) = λ^{n−1}_i (γyy^H) exp ( λ_i(γyy^H)x ) . (34)

After substituting (34) into (33), we can also define F in function form as F = {f_j (b_i)} for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ M, where b_i = λ_i(γyy^H)), leading to

f_j (x) = { x^{j−1} exp(x), j ≤ K x^{j̃−1}, K < j ≤ M, (35)

with j̃ = j − K. We can then apply [25, Lemma 2] again to find the limit lim b_1→γ‖y‖^2 b_2,...,b_M →0 det({f_j (b_i)})

Δ(γyy^H) = det(Z) (−γ‖y‖^2)^{M−1 M−2} ∏ q=1 q! , (36)

where the jth column of Z is given by

[Z]_{:,j} = [ f_j (γ‖y‖^2) f_j (0) f^′_j · · · f^{(M−2)}_j (0)

]_T , (37)

with the nth derivative of f_j (x) given by

f^{(n)}_j (x) = n∑ k=0 (_n k )^{n−k}∏ l=1 x^{j−n+k−1} exp(x), j ≤ K n∏ l=1 (j̃ − l)x^{j̃−n−1} exp(x), K < j ≤ M, (38) Substituting (38) in (37) and operating leads to (15). Furthermore, substituting (29) with the obtained limits leads directly to (14), which concludes the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] T. L. Marzetta, “Noncooperative cellular wireless with unlimited numbers of base station antennas,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 9, no. 11, pp. 3590–3600, November 2010.

[2] E. Björnson, L. Sanguinetti, H. Wymeersch, J. Hoydis, and T. L. Marzetta, “Massive MIMO is a reality—what is next?: Five promising research directions for antenna arrays,” Digital Signal Processing, vol. 94, pp. 3–20, 2019, special Issue on Source Localization in Massive MIMO. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1051200419300776 [3] T. Van Chien and E. Björnson, “Massive MIMO communications,” in 5G Mobile Communications, W. Xiang, K. Zheng, and X. S. Shen, Eds. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2017, pp. 77–116.

[4] N. Jindal, “MIMO broadcast channels with finite-rate feedback,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 52, no. 11, pp. 5045–5060, 2006.

[5] F. Rusek, D. Persson, B. K. Lau, E. G. Larsson, T. L. Marzetta, O. Edfors, and F. Tufvesson, “Scaling up MIMO: Opportunities and challenges with very large arrays,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 40–60, Jan 2013.

[6] S. Hu, F. Rusek, and O. Edfors, “Beyond massive MIMO: The potential of data transmission with large intelligent surfaces,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 66, no. 10, pp. 2746–2758, May 2018.

[7] C. Huang, A. Zappone, G. C. Alexandropoulos, M. Debbah, and C. Yuen, “Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces for energy efficiency in wireless communication,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 18, no. 8, pp. 4157–4170, 2019.

[8] E. Basar, M. Di Renzo, J. De Rosny, M. Debbah, M.-S. Alouini, and R. Zhang, “Wireless communications through reconfigurable intelligent surfaces,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 116 753–116 773, 2019.

[9] J. Vidal Alegría and F. Rusek, “Channel orthogonalization with reconfigurable surfaces,” in 2022 IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), 2022, pp. 37–42.

[10] M. Z. Chowdhury, M. Shahjalal, S. Ahmed, and Y. M. Jang, “6G wireless communication systems: Applications, requirements, technologies, challenges, and research directions,” IEEE Open Journal of the Communications Society, vol. 1, pp. 957–975, 2020.

[11] O. Ozdogan, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “Using intelligent reflecting surfaces for rank improvement in MIMO communications,” in ICASSP 2020 - 2020 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP), 2020, pp. 9160–9164.

[12] H. Guo, Y.-C. Liang, J. Chen, and E. G. Larsson, “Weighted sumrate maximization for reconfigurable intelligent surface aided wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 5, pp. 3064–3076, 2020.

[13] Y. Zhang, C. Zhong, Z. Zhang, and W. Lu, “Sum rate optimization for two way communications with intelligent reflecting surface,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 24, no. 5, pp. 1090–1094, 2020.

[14] R. Long, Y.-C. Liang, H. Guo, G. Yang, and R. Zhang, “Symbiotic radio: A new communication paradigm for passive internet of things,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 1350–1363, 2020.

[15] E. Basar, “Reconfigurable intelligent surface-based index modulation:

A new beyond MIMO paradigm for 6G,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 5, pp. 3187–3196, 2020.

[16] W. Tang, J. Y. Dai, M. Chen, X. Li, Q. Cheng, S. Jin, K.-K. Wong, and T. J. Cui, “Programmable metasurfacebased RF chain-free 8PSK wireless transmitter,” Electronics Letters, vol. 55, no. 7, pp. 417–420, 2019. [Online]. Available: https://ietresearch.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1049/el.2019.0400 [17] W. Yan, X. Yuan, and X. Kuai, “Passive beamforming and information transfer via large intelligent surface,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 533–537, 2020.

[18] J. Ye, S. Guo, S. Dang, B. Shihada, and M.-S. Alouini, “On the capacity of reconfigurable intelligent surface assisted MIMO symbiotic communications,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 1943–1959, 2022.

[19] A. Paulraj, R. Nabar, and D. Gore, Introduction to Space-Time Wireless Communications, 1st ed. USA: Cambridge University Press, 2008.

[20] T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomas, Elements of Information Theory (Wiley Series in Telecommunications and Signal Processing). USA: Wiley- Interscience, 2006.

[21] T. Marzetta and B. Hochwald, “Capacity of a mobile multiple-antenna communication link in rayleigh flat fading,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 139–157, 1999.

[22] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products, 7th ed. Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2007, translated from the Russian, Translation edited and with a preface by Alan Jeffrey and Daniel Zwillinger, With one CD-ROM (Windows, Macintosh and UNIX).

[23] Harish-Chandra, “Differential operators on a semisimple lie algebra,” American Journal of Mathematics, vol. 79, no. 1, pp. 87–120, 1957. [Online]. Available: http://www.jstor.org/stable/2372387 [24] C. Itzykson and J. Zuber, “The planar approximation. ii,” Journal of Mathematical Physics, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 411–421, 1980. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.524438 [25] R. Couillet and M. Guillaud, “Performance of statistical inference methods for the energy estimation of multiple sources,” in 2011 IEEE Statistical Signal Processing Workshop (SSP), 2011, pp. 673–676.