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Abstract—Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface (RIS) is a break-
through technology enabling the dynamic control of the prop-
agation environment in wireless communications through pro-
grammable surfaces. To improve the flexibility of conventional
diagonal RIS (D-RIS), beyond diagonal RIS (BD-RIS) has
emerged as a family of more general RIS architectures. However,
D-RIS and BD-RIS have been commonly explored neglecting
mutual coupling effects, while the global optimization of RIS
with mutual coupling, its performance limits, and scaling laws
remain unexplored. This study addresses these gaps by deriving
global optimal closed-form solutions for BD-RIS with mutual
coupling to maximize the channel gain, specifically fully- and
tree-connected RISs. Besides, we provide the expression of the
maximum channel gain achievable in the presence of mutual
coupling and its scaling law in closed form. By using the derived
scaling laws, we analytically prove that mutual coupling increases
the channel gain on average under Rayleigh fading channels. Our
theoretical analysis, confirmed by numerical simulations, shows
that both fully- and tree-connected RISs with mutual coupling
achieve the same channel gain upper bound when optimized with
the proposed global optimal solutions. Furthermore, we observe
that a mutual coupling-unaware optimization of RIS can cause
a channel gain degradation of up to 5 dB.

Index Terms—Beyond diagonal RIS (BD-RIS), multiport net-
work theory, mutual coupling, reconfigurable intelligent surface
(RIS).

I. INTRODUCTION

Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) is a breakthrough
technology that allows dynamic control over the wireless
channel in wireless systems [1]. A RIS is a surface made of
numerous elements with reconfigurable scattering properties,
able to steer the impinging electromagnetic (EM) signal toward
the intended receiver. In a conventional RIS architecture, the
RIS elements are not interconnected to each other, resulting
in RIS being characterized by a diagonal phase shift ma-
trix. To overcome this limitation of conventional RIS, also
denoted as diagonal RIS (D-RIS), novel and more general
RIS architectures have emerged under the name of beyond
diagonal RIS (BD-RIS) [2]. The novelty introduced in BD-RIS
is the presence of interconnections between the RIS elements,
allowing the impinging waves to flow through the surface
and the RIS to have a scattering matrix not constrained to
be diagonal.
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Multiple BD-RIS architectures have been developed to
offer advanced flexibility and performance over D-RIS [3],
[4]. Among them, the fully-connected RIS offers the high-
est flexibility and performance since each RIS element is
connected to all others via tunable impedance components
[3]. To maintain high performance while decreasing the RIS
circuit complexity, the tree-connected RIS has been proposed
[4], which reduces the required number of tunable impedance
components. Optimal BD-RIS architectures that effectively
balance performance and circuit complexity have been inves-
tigated in [5], where the Pareto frontier of this trade-off has
been characterized. Additionally, BD-RIS has been studied not
only for performance enhancement but also to enable full-
space coverage, leveraging architectures working in hybrid
transmissive and reflective mode [6] and multi-sector mode
[7]. Recent studies show the potential of BD-RIS in enabling
novel applications, such as channel reciprocity attacks [8], [9],
and prove the superiority of BD-RIS over D-RIS in single- and
multi-user systems [10], [11].

Although the benefits of BD-RIS have been shown from
multiple aspects [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10],
[11], previous works are based on idealized assumptions
neglecting the impact of EM mutual coupling between the
RIS elements. Mutual coupling refers to the EM interaction
between the RIS elements. When a RIS element is excited with
a current, it generates an EM field that can induce currents in
neighboring elements, thereby altering their excitation. These
mutual coupling effects at the RIS complicate the expression of
the RIS-aided channel [12], [13], [14]. For this reason, mutual
coupling is commonly neglected in the literature on D-RIS
and BD-RIS. Nevertheless, mutual coupling is an intrinsic
phenomenon depending on the geometry of the RIS, which
can affect the RIS behavior. More importantly, not properly
capturing it in the RIS-aided channel model during the RIS
optimization can lead to performance degradation. Therefore,
modeling and managing mutual coupling between the RIS
elements is essential for maximizing the benefits of RIS.

Recent works have modeled and optimized RIS-aided sys-
tems accounting for mutual coupling. Most literature focused
on optimizing D-RIS with mutual coupling, in single-user
systems [15], [16] as well as in multi-user systems [17], [18],
[19], [20]. The impact of mutual coupling on the channel
state information (CSI) acquisition has been investigated in
[21], [22], while RIS optimization in the presence of mutual
coupling and imperfect CSI has been considered in [23].
In [24], decoupling networks at the RIS array have been
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proposed as a potential solution for handling mutual coupling.
Furthermore, in [25], [26], RIS-aided channels have been
modeled accounting for the mutual coupling between the RIS
elements and also the coupling induced by the presence of
scattering objects. These channel models have been validated
through EM simulations and experiments in [27] and [28],
respectively. While the works [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20],
[21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28] focused on the
modeling and optimization of D-RIS, [29] analyzed the impact
of mutual coupling on BD-RIS architectures.

Despite recent efforts in studying RIS with mutual coupling,
two open challenges can be identified. First, existing mutual
coupling-aware optimization algorithms suffer from a high
computational complexity caused by the high number of
iterations required to converge, which becomes prohibitive
when the number of RIS elements increases. Second, given
their iterative nature, their convergence is guaranteed only to
a local optimum. Thus, an expression of the achievable channel
gain of a RIS-aided system with mutual coupling remains
unknown. To solve these two challenges, in this study, we
derive global optimal closed-form solutions to maximize the
channel gain of BD-RIS-aided systems with mutual coupling,
applicable to the fully- and tree-connected RIS architectures.
In addition, we characterize and compare the scaling laws of
the channel gain in the presence and in the absence of mutual
coupling. The contributions of this study can be summarized
as follows.

First, we globally optimize in closed-form fully-connected
RISs to maximize the channel gain in the presence of mutual
coupling. In addition, we provide the expression of the tight
channel gain upper bound which is achievable by the proposed
solution. Numerical results are presented to verify the global
optimality of the proposed solution.

Second, we show that it is also possible to optimize tree-
connected RISs through a different global optimal closed-
form solution and provide the expression of the achievable
channel gain. We observe that tree-connected RISs achieve the
same channel gain upper bound as fully-connected RISs in the
presence of mutual coupling, while having a highly reduced
circuit complexity. Numerical results confirm that fully- and
tree-connected RISs can be globally optimized in closed-form
in the presence of mutual coupling, to exactly achieve the same
channel gain upper bound.

Third, we derive the scaling laws of the average channel
gain obtained by a fully- or tree-connected RIS in the presence
and in the absence of mutual coupling, under Rayleigh fading
channels. In the presence of mutual coupling, the scaling law
is given as a closed-form function of the mutual coupling,
while in the absence of mutual coupling, the scaling law is a
function of the RIS antenna self-impedance and the number
of RIS elements. Numerical results show the accuracy of the
derived scaling laws even for practical values of the number
of RIS elements.

Fourth, we assess whether mutual coupling is detrimental
or beneficial in improving the channel gain of a RIS-aided
system. To this end, we prove that the derived scaling law of
the channel gain under Rayleigh fading channels with mutual
coupling is always higher than with no mutual coupling, for

any value of the mutual coupling. Accordingly, we observe
that stronger mutual coupling effects enable higher channel
gains when they are accounted for by the proposed solutions.

Organization: In Section II, we model a RIS-aided sys-
tem with multiport network theory. In Section III, we de-
rive a global optimal closed-form solution to optimize fully-
connected RISs with mutual coupling. In Section IV, we pro-
vide a global optimal closed-form solution for tree-connected
RISs with mutual coupling, achieving the same performance
as fully-connected RISs. In Section V, we derive the scaling
laws of the average channel gains achievable with fully- and
tree-connected RISs, in the presence and in the absence of
mutual coupling. In Section VI, we analytically assess the
impact of mutual coupling on the average channel gain. In
Section VII, we provide numerical results to evaluate the
channel gain of a BD-RIS-aided system with mutual coupling.
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. ℜ{a}, ℑ{a}, |a|, arg(a), and
a∗ refer to the real part, imaginary part, modulus, phase,
and conjugate of a complex scalar a, respectively. [a]i and
∥a∥2 refer to the ith element and l2-norm of a vector a,
respectively. A∗, AT , AH , and [A]i,j refer to the conjugate,
transpose, conjugate transpose, and (i, j)th element of a matrix
A, respectively. R and C denote the real and complex number
sets, respectively. j =

√
−1 denotes the imaginary unit.

0 and I denote an all-zero matrix and an identity matrix,
respectively, with appropriate dimensions. CN (0, σ2) denotes
the distribution of a circularly-symmetric complex Gaussian
(CSCG) random variable whose real and imaginary parts are
independent and Gaussian distributed with mean zero and
variance σ2/2. CN (0,C) denotes the distribution of a CSCG
random vector with mean vector 0 and covariance matrix C.
diag(a1, . . . , aN ) refers to a diagonal matrix with diagonal
elements being a1, . . . , aN .

II. RIS-AIDED CHANNEL MODEL WITH
MUTUAL COUPLING

Consider a communication system between a single-antenna
transmitter and a single-antenna receiver, aided by an NI -
element RIS. This system can be modeled by using the mul-
tiport network theory [3], [12], [14], and its wireless channel
can be regarded as an N -port network, with N = 2 +NI , as
represented in Fig. 1.

Following the multiport network theory [30, Chapter 4],
the N -port network representing the wireless channel is fully
characterized by its impedance matrix Z ∈ CN×N , which can
be partitioned as

Z =

zTT zTI zTR

zIT ZII zIR
zRT zRI zRR

 . (1)

In (1), zTT ∈ C and zRR ∈ C are the self-impedance of
the antenna at the transmitter and receiver, respectively, and
ZII ∈ CNI×NI refers to the impedance matrix of the antenna
array at the RIS, whose diagonal entries represent the self-
impedances of the RIS antennas while the off-diagonal entries
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Fig. 1. RIS-aided system modeled with multiport network theory.

represent the EM mutual coupling between the RIS antennas.
In addition, zIT ∈ CNI×1, zRI ∈ C1×NI , and zRT ∈ C are
the transmission impedance matrices from the transmitter to
RIS, from the RIS to receiver, and from the transmitter to
receiver, respectively. Similarly, zTI ∈ C1×NI , zIR ∈ CNI×1,
and zTR ∈ C refer to the transmission impedance matrices
from the RIS to transmitter, from the receiver to RIS, and
from the receiver to transmitter, respectively. In the case of
reciprocal wireless channels, we have zTI = zTIT , zIR = zTRI ,
and zTR = zRT .

The antenna at the transmitter is connected to a source
voltage vS ∈ C with series impedance Z0, e.g., set to
Z0 = 50 Ω, and we denote the voltage at the transmitting
antenna as vT ∈ C. The antenna at the receiver is connected
to a load impedance Z0, and we denote the voltage at the
receiving antenna as vR ∈ C. At the RIS, the NI antennas are
connected to an NI -port reconfigurable impedance network
with impedance matrix denoted as ZI ∈ CNI×NI . The
impedance matrix ZI is reconfigurable, and is a diagonal
matrix for D-RIS, while it is generally not constrained to be
diagonal for BD-RIS architectures.

To obtain a tractable expression of the channel h ∈ C
relating the voltage vT (transmitted signal) and the voltage vR
(received signal) through vR = hvT , we make the following
two assumptions, commonly considered in related literature
[3], [12], [14]. First, the transmission distances from the
transmitter to RIS, from the RIS to receiver, and from the
transmitter to receiver are assumed to be large enough such
that we can neglect the effect of the feedback channels, i.e.,
we can consider zTI = 0, zIR = 0, and zTR = 0, which
is also known as the unilateral approximation [31]. Second,
the antennas at the transmitter and receiver are assumed to be
perfectly matched to Z0, i.e., zTT = Z0 and zRR = Z0. With
these two assumptions, it is possible to show that the channel
h based on the Z-parameters representation reads as

h =
1

2Z0

(
zRT − zRI (ZI + ZII)

−1
zIT

)
, (2)

as derived in [12], [14].
In addition to the Z-parameters, multiport network theory

offers the Y -parameters as an equivalent representation for
microwave multiport systems [30, Chapter 4]. Based on this
representation, the N -port network representing the wireless

channel in Fig. 1 is characterized by its admitacnce matrix
Y = Z−1, partitioned as

Y =

yTT yTI yTR

yIT YII yIR

yRT yRI yRR

 , (3)

similarly to Z in (1). Considering the unilateral approximation
and perfect matching at the transmitter and receiver, it has
been shown in [14] that the transmission admittance matrices
yRI ∈ C1×NI , yIT ∈ CNI×1, and yRT ∈ C are given by

yRI = −
zRIZ

−1
II

Z0
, yIT = −

Z−1
II zIT
Z0

, (4)

yRT =
1

Z2
0

(
−zRT + zRIZ

−1
II zIT

)
, (5)

and the corresponding channel model reads as

h =
1

2Y0

(
−yRT + yRI (YI +YII)

−1
yIT

)
, (6)

where Y0 = Z−1
0 , YI = Z−1

I , YII = Z−1
II . Although (6)

is equal to (2) given the equivalence between Z- and Y -
parameters, the two models are best suited for their respec-
tive use cases. Specifically, the Z-parameters model in (2)
is suitable for fully-connected RISs with a full matrix ZI .
Meanwhile, (6) is suitable for tree-connected RISs, where the
admittance matrix YI can explicitly capture the specific circuit
topology of such RIS architectures. In the following sections,
we derive global optimal solutions to maximize the channel
gain for fully- and tree-connected RISs, using the Z- and Y -
parameters representations, respectively.

III. OPTIMIZING FULLY-CONNECTED RIS WITH
MUTUAL COUPLING

In this section, we provide a global optimal closed-form
solution for the channel gain maximization problem in the
presence of a lossless and reciprocal fully-connected RIS. To
this end, we formulate the optimization problem based on the
Z-parameters representation.

A. Problem Formulation and Global Optimal Solution

For a lossless fully-connected RIS, ZI is a purely imaginary
matrix, i.e., ZI = jXI , where XI ∈ RNI×NI is the reactance
matrix of the RIS. Besides, the reciprocity constraint imposes
that XI is symmetric, i.e., XI = XT

I . Given these constraints,
the channel gain |h|2 maximization problem is given by

max
XI

1

4Z2
0

∣∣∣zRT − zRI (jXI + ZII)
−1

zIT

∣∣∣2 (7)

s.t. XI = XT
I , (8)

by using the channel model in (2).
A global optimal closed-form solution for this channel gain

maximization problem without mutual coupling at the RIS,
i.e., with ZII = Z0I, has been proposed in [10]. Thus, we
globally solve (7)-(8) by “diagonalizing” ZII such that the
solution in [10] can be directly adopted. To this end, we first
introduce the following result giving a useful property of the
mutual coupling matrix ZII .
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Proposition 1. For a reciprocal and lossy N -port network
with impedance matrix Z ∈ CN×N and admittance matrix
Y = Z−1, the matrices ℜ{Z} and ℜ{Y} are positive semi-
definite.

Proof. Please refer to Appendix A.

By exploiting Proposition 1 and assuming ℜ{ZII} to be
invertible, we define the auxiliary variable X̄I ∈ RNI×NI as

X̄I = Z0ℜ{ZII}−1/2(XI + ℑ{ZII})ℜ{ZII}−1/2, (9)

which is a real matrix since XI , ℑ{ZII}, and ℜ{ZII}−1/2

are real matrices. Note that ℜ{ZII}−1/2 is a real matrix since
ℜ{ZII} is positive semi-definite following Proposition 1 and
its invertibility. Thus, by substituting

XI =
1

Z0
ℜ{ZII}1/2X̄Iℜ{ZII}1/2 −ℑ{ZII}, (10)

which follows from (9), into (7), problem (7)-(8) can be
equivalently rewritten as

max
XI

1

4Z2
0

∣∣∣zRT − zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
√

Z0

×
(
jX̄I + Z0I

)−1√
Z0ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∣∣∣2 (11)

s.t. (9), XI = XT
I . (12)

Remarkably, constraint (12) indicates that X̄I can be an
arbitrary symmetric matrix since ZII is symmetric following
the reciprocity of the mutual coupling effects. Thus, we can
solve problem (11)-(12) for X̄I and then find the optimal XI

through (10). To this end, we equivalently rewrite problem
(11)-(12) as

max
X̄I

1

4Z2
0

∣∣∣zRT − z̄RI

(
jX̄I + Z0I

)−1
z̄IT

∣∣∣2 (13)

s.t. X̄I = X̄T
I , (14)

where we introduced z̄RI ∈ C1×NI and z̄IT ∈ CNI×1 as

z̄RI = zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
√
Z0, (15)

z̄IT =
√
Z0ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT . (16)

To solve problem (13)-(14) with the solution proposed in [10],
we map the Z-parameter based channels into the S-parameter
based ones [14] by defining

s̄RI =
z̄RI

2Z0
, s̄IT =

z̄IT
2Z0

, (17)

s̄RT =
1

2Z0

(
zRT − z̄RI z̄IT

2Z0

)
, (18)

Θ̄ =
(
jX̄I + Z0I

)−1 (
jX̄I − Z0I

)
, (19)

and equivalently rewrite (13)-(14) as

max
X̄I

∣∣s̄RT + s̄RIΘ̄s̄IT
∣∣2 (20)

s.t. (19), X̄I = X̄T
I . (21)

Noticing that constraint (21) implies that Θ̄ can be an arbitrary
unitary and symmetric matrix, we can equivalently transform
(20)-(21) into

max
Θ̄

∣∣s̄RT + s̄RIΘ̄s̄IT
∣∣2 (22)

s.t. Θ̄
H
Θ̄ = I, Θ̄ = Θ̄

T
, (23)

and compute X̄I based on the optimal Θ̄ by inverting (19).
From problem (22)-(23), the global optimal reactance matrix

of the RIS XI can be found according to the following three
steps. First, problem (22)-(23) is globally solved through the
global optimal closed-form solution for Θ̄ proposed in [10],
returning Θ̄

⋆. Second, the global optimal X̄I , denoted as X̄⋆
I ,

is found from Θ̄
⋆ by inverting (19), i.e.,

X̄⋆
I = −jZ0(I+ Θ̄

⋆
)(I− Θ̄

⋆
)−1. (24)

Third, the global optimal XI is obtained from X̄⋆
I via (10).

B. Channel Gain Upper Bound

The proposed solution is proved to be global optimal since
it can exactly achieve the upper bound on the channel gain
|s̄RT + s̄RIΘ̄s̄IT |2, which is given by

|h⋆|2 = (|s̄RT |+ ∥s̄RI∥2 ∥s̄IT ∥2)
2
, (25)

following the triangle inequality, the sub multiplicity property
of the norm, and that ∥Θ̄∥2 = 1 for any unitary Θ̄. To write
this upper bound as a function of the channels zRT , zRI , and
zIT , and the mutual coupling matrix ZII , we substitute (17)
and (18) into (25) to obtain

|h⋆|2 =
1

4Z2
0

(∣∣∣∣zRT − z̄RI z̄IT
2Z0

∣∣∣∣+ ∥z̄RI∥2 ∥z̄IT ∥2
2Z0

)2

, (26)

and substitute (15) and (16) into (26) to get

|h⋆|2 =
1

4Z2
0

(∣∣∣∣zRT − 1

2
zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT

∣∣∣∣
+
1

2

∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥
2

)2

, (27)

being an explicit function of the channels and the mutual cou-
pling. In (27), the term |zRT−zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT /2| represents
the strength of the direct link zRT and the structural scattering
(or specular reflection) of the RIS −zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT /2. In
addition, ∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥2 and ∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT ∥2 are the
strengths of the effective RIS-receiver and transmitter-RIS
channels, respectively. Note that (27) is an explicit expression
of the maximum channel gain achievable by a fully-connected
RIS with mutual coupling, which is crucial to conducting per-
formance analysis of RIS-aided systems with mutual coupling.

The fully-connected RIS is the most flexible BD-RIS ar-
chitecture, enabling the highest performance at the cost of
a higher circuit complexity. Specifically, in a fully-connected
RIS, there are NI(NI + 1)/2 tunable impedance components
interconnecting all the RIS elements to each other and to
ground [3]. To decrease the circuit complexity, the tree-
connected RIS has been proposed, which is the least complex
BD-RIS architecture achieving the same performance as the
fully-connected RIS without mutual coupling, while including
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only 2NI − 1 tunable impedance components [4]. In the
following, we show that tree-connected RIS can achieve the
same performance as the fully-connected RIS also in the
presence of mutual coupling.

IV. OPTIMIZING TREE-CONNECTED RIS WITH
MUTUAL COUPLING

In this section, we provide a global optimal closed-form
solution for the channel gain maximization problem in the
presence of a lossless and reciprocal tree-connected RIS. To
this end, we exploit the Y -parameters channel representation
since the constraints for the tree-connected RIS are captured
on its admittance matrix YI , as explained in [4].

A. Problem Formulation and Global Optimal Solution

For a lossless tree-connected RIS, its admittance matrix YI

is purely imaginary, i.e., YI = jBI , where BI ∈ RNI×NI

is the susceptance matrix of the RIS. For a reciprocal RIS,
BI is symmetric, i.e., BI = BT

I . In addition, BI is also
subject to the constraints given by the specific tree-connected
RIS architecture considered. Since numerous tree-connected
RIS architectures are possible, we consider the tridiagonal RIS
architecture in the following, having [BI ]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1
[4]. Nevertheless, the following discussion is valid for every
tree-connected RIS architecture. For a tridiagonal RIS, the
channel gain |h|2 maximization problem writes as

max
BI

1

4Y 2
0

∣∣∣yRT − yRI (jBI +YII)
−1

yIT

∣∣∣2 (28)

s.t. BI = BT
I , [BI ]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1, (29)

by employing the channel model in (6).
Similar to the case with fully-connected RIS, a global

optimal closed-form solution for this channel gain maximiza-
tion problem without mutual coupling at the RIS, i.e., with
YII = Y0I, has been proposed in [4]. Thus, problem (28)-
(29) can be solved by “diagonalizing” YII such that the
solution proposed in [4] can be directly adopted. To this end,
we introduce the auxiliary variable B̄I ∈ RNI×NI as

B̄I = Y0ℜ{YII}−1/2(BI + ℑ{YII})ℜ{YII}−1/2, (30)

which is a real matrix following the positive definiteness of
ℜ{YII} (see Proposition 1), giving

BI =
1

Y0
ℜ{YII}1/2B̄Iℜ{YII}1/2 −ℑ{YII}. (31)

Thus, by substituting (31) into (28), problem (28)-(29) be-
comes

max
BI

1

4Y 2
0

∣∣∣yRT − ȳRI

(
jB̄I + Y0I

)−1
ȳIT

∣∣∣2 (32)

s.t. (30), BI = BT
I , [BI ]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1, (33)

where we introduced

ȳRI = yRIℜ{YII}−1/2
√

Y0, (34)

ȳIT =
√
Y0ℜ{YII}−1/2yIT . (35)

To globally solve problem (32)-(33), we introduce

s̄RI = − ȳRI

2Y0
, s̄IT = − ȳIT

2Y0
, (36)

s̄RT = − 1

2Y0

(
yRT − ȳRI ȳIT

2Y0

)
, (37)

Θ̄ =
(
Y0I+ jB̄I

)−1 (
Y0I− jB̄I

)
, (38)

such that it can be transformed into

max
BI

∣∣s̄RT + s̄RIΘ̄s̄IT
∣∣2 (39)

s.t. (38), (30), BI = BT
I , [BI ]i,j = 0 if |i− j| > 1.

(40)

To find a global optimal solution of (39)-(40) that exactly
achieves the performance upper bound in (25), we need to find
a Θ̄ such that

ejφRT ŝHRI = Θ̄ŝIT , (41)

where φRT ∈ C, ŝRI ∈ C1×NI , and ŝIT ∈ CNI×1 are given
by

φRT = arg (s̄RT ) , ŝRI =
s̄RI

∥s̄RI∥2
, ŝIT =

s̄IT
∥s̄IT ∥2

. (42)

By expressing Θ̄ as in (38), condition (41) can be equivalently
rewritten as

B̄Iᾱ = β̄, (43)

where we introduced ᾱ ∈ CNI×1 and β̄ ∈ CNI×1 as

ᾱ = j
(
ŝIT + ejφRT ŝHRI

)
, (44)

β̄ = Y0

(
ŝIT − ejφRT ŝHRI

)
. (45)

Furthermore, by using (30) to express B̄I , condition (43) is
achieved if and only if

BIα = β, (46)

where α ∈ CNI×1 and β ∈ CNI×1 are introduced as

α = ℜ{YII}−1/2ᾱ, (47)

β =
1

Y0
ℜ{YII}1/2β̄ −ℑ{YII}ℜ{YII}−1/2ᾱ. (48)

Note that condition (46) is a system of NI linear equations in
complex coefficients, i.e., the entries of α and β, with 2NI−1
real unknown, i.e., the entries of BI that are not constrained
to zero. Remarkably, it is possible to prove that the system in
(46) has exactly one solution in general [4], and can be solved
through the algorithm proposed in [4] for given α and β.

B. Channel Gain Upper Bound

With the global optimal solution of the susceptance matrix
B⋆

I obtained by solving the system (46) through the algorithm
proposed in [4], the performance upper bound (25) is exactly
achieved. In the case of the Y -parameters representation, by
substituting (36) and (37) into (25), we have

|h⋆|2 =
1

4Y 2
0

(∣∣∣∣yRT − ȳRI ȳIT

2Y0

∣∣∣∣+ ∥ȳRI∥2 ∥ȳIT ∥2
2Y0

)2

,

(49)
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and, by substituting (34) and (35) into (49), the maximum
achievable channel gain can be rewritten as

|h⋆|2 =
1

4Y 2
0

(∣∣∣∣yRT − 1

2
yRIℜ{YII}−1yIT

∣∣∣∣
+
1

2

∥∥∥yRIℜ{YII}−1/2
∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥ℜ{YII}−1/2yIT

∥∥∥
2

)2

, (50)

which is equal to the channel gain upper bound based on the
Z-parameters given in (27) as they both are tight upper bounds
on the same objective function1. Remarkably, this analytical
result establishes the optimality of tree-connected RIS also in
the presence of mutual coupling.

V. CHANNEL GAIN SCALING LAWS

We have derived global optimal closed-form solutions to
optimize fully- and tree-connected RISs in the presence of
mutual coupling. We have also provided the expression of
the channel gain that can be exactly achieved through these
solutions. In this section, we provide the scaling law of the
average channel gain achievable with mutual coupling and
we compare it analytically with the average channel gain
in the absence of mutual coupling. To purely account for
the effects of the RIS on the channel gain, we consider the
direct link between transmitter and receiver to be completely
obstructed, i.e., zRT = 0. In addition, we assume the chan-
nels zRI and zIT to be independent and with independent
Rayleigh distributed entries, i.e., zRI ∼ CN (0, ρRII) and
zIT ∼ CN (0, ρIT I), where ρRI and ρIT are the path gains2.
In the following, we consider the channel model based on
the Z-parameters to derive the scaling law, while the same
conclusions also hold for the Y -parameters model given the
equivalence between two representations.

A. Scaling Law with Mutual Coupling

In the presence of mutual coupling and with obstructed
direct link, the achievable channel gain is given by

|h⋆
MC |

2
=

1

16Z2
0

(∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT
∣∣

+
∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥
2

)2
, (51)

which follows by substituting zRT = 0 in (27). Thus, by taking
the expectation of (51), we obtain

E
[
|h⋆

MC |
2
]
=

1

16Z2
0

(
E
[∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT

∣∣2]
+ E

[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥∥2
2

]
E
[∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥2
2

]
+ 2E

[∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT
∣∣]

×E
[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥
2

]
E
[∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥
2

])
, (52)

1It is possible to show that (50) is equal to (27) by substituting (4), (5),
Y0 = Z−1

0 , and YII = Z−1
II into (50), but we omit the lengthy computations.

2Despite the assumption of Rayleigh distributed channels in the theoretical
derivations, it can be numerically shown that the obtained scaling laws are
highly accurate also for independent Rician distributed channels, including
Rayleigh and line-of-sight (LoS) channels as special cases.

where we exploited the independence between zRI and zIT
and we considered the random variable |zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT | to
be approximately uncorrelated with ∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥2 and
∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT ∥2. The validity of this approximation will
be verified in Section VII. In the following, we provide a
closed-form expression of E[|h⋆

MC |2] by individually studying
each expectation term in (52).

First, the term E[|zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT |2] in (52) can be ex-
pressed as

E
[∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT

∣∣2] (53)

= E
[
zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT z

H
ITℜ{ZII}−1zHRI

]
(54)

= E
[
Tr
(
zHRIzRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT z

H
ITℜ{ZII}−1

)]
(55)

= Tr
(
E
[
zHRIzRI

]
ℜ{ZII}−1E

[
zIT z

H
IT

]
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
, (56)

by exploiting the symmetry of the Frobenius inner product, the
linearity of the trace, and that zRI and zIT are independent.
By also noticing that E[zHRIzRI ] = ρRII and E[zIT zHIT ] =
ρIT I since zRI ∼ CN (0, ρRII) and zIT ∼ CN (0, ρIT I),
(56) becomes

E
[∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT

∣∣2] = ρRIρIT Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
. (57)

Second, E[∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥22] in (52) can be rewritten as

E
[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥2
2

]
(58)

= E
[
zRIℜ{ZII}−1zHRI

]
(59)

= E
[
Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1zHRIzRI

)]
(60)

= Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1E

[
zHRIzRI

])
, (61)

following the symmetry of the Frobenius inner product and
the linearity of the trace. Thus, by recalling that E[zHRIzRI ] =
ρRII, we obtain

E
[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥2
2

]
= ρRITr

(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
. (62)

With a similar argument, it is possible to show that

E
[∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥2
2

]
= ρIT Tr

(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
, (63)

since E[zIT zHIT ] = ρIT I.
Third, to compute E[|zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT |] in (52), we use the

eigenvalue decomposition of ℜ{ZII}−1. Since ℜ{ZII}−1 is a
real symmetric matrix, we have ℜ{ZII}−1 = QΛQT , where
Q ∈ RNI×NI is an orthogonal matrix whose columns are
the eigenvectors of ℜ{ZII}−1, and Λ = diag(λ1, . . . , λNI

),
with λnI

∈ R being the nI th eigenvalue of ℜ{ZII}−1.
Consequently, the random variable R = zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT
can be rewritten as R = qRIΛqIT , where qRI = zRIQ
is distributed as qRI ∼ CN (0, ρRII) and qIT = QT zIT is
distributed as qIT ∼ CN (0, ρIT I) due to the orthogonality
of Q. Since R can be expressed as R = qRIΛqIT , R
is the sum of NI independent random variables, i.e., R =∑NI

nI=1 RnI
, where RnI

= [qRI ]nI
λnI

[qIT ]nI
has variance

ρRIρITλ
2
nI

, for nI = 1, . . . , NI . Thus, according to the
Lyapunov central limit theorem (CLT), R is distributed as R ∼
CN (0, ρRIρIT

∑NI

nI=1 λ
2
nI
). Since λ2

nI
, for nI = 1, . . . , NI ,
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are the eigenvalues of ℜ{ZII}−2, we have
∑NI

nI=1 λ
2
nI

=

Tr(ℜ{ZII}−2), giving R ∼ CN (0, ρRIρIT Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
)

and

E
[∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT

∣∣] =√π

4
ρRIρIT Tr (ℜ{ZII}−2),

(64)
following the expression of the mean of the Rayleigh distri-
bution.

Fourth, to obtain E[∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥2] in (52), we exploit
the fact that the squared norm ∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥22 becomes
deterministic as the number of RIS elements NI increases
because of the so-called channel hardening phenomena [32],
i.e.,

Var

 ∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥2
2

E
[∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥2
2

]
→ 0, (65)

as NI → ∞. To show that (65) holds as NI → ∞, we
consider the eigenvalue decomposition ℜ{ZII}−1 = QΛQT

to rewrite the random variable S = ∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥22 as
S = qRIΛqH

RI , where qRI = zRIQ ∼ CN (0, ρRII).
Thus, S is the sum of NI independent random variables, i.e.,
S =

∑NI

nI=1 SnI
, where SnI

= |[qRI ]nI
|2λnI

has variance
ρ2RIλ

2
nI

, for nI = 1, . . . , NI , and, following the Lyapunov
CLT, we have

Var
(∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥2
2

)
= ρ2RITr

(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
, (66)

since
∑NI

nI=1 λ
2
nI

= Tr(ℜ{ZII}−2). By using (66) and ob-
serving that E[∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥22]2 = ρ2RITr(ℜ{ZII}−1)2

because of (62), the variance of the ratio in (65) can be
rewritten as

Var

 ∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥2
2

E
[∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥2
2

]
 =

Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
Tr (ℜ{ZII}−1)

2 . (67)

By considering the inequalities Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
≤ λ2

1NI ,
where λ1 is the dominant eigenvalue of ℜ{ZII}−1, and
Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
≥ λNI

NI , where λNI
is the smallest eigen-

value of ℜ{ZII}−1, we can write

Var

 ∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥2
2

E
[∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥2
2

]
 ≤ λ2

1NI

λ2
NI

N2
I

(68)

=
k2

NI
→ 0, (69)

as NI → ∞, where we introduced the condition number of
ℜ{ZII}−1 as k = λ1/λNI

.
Since ∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2∥22 fluctuates only a little around its

mean value, it can be approximated as deterministic, i.e.,∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2
∥∥∥2
2

NI↗≈ E
[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥2
2

]
(70)

=ρRITr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
, (71)

as NI → ∞, following (62). Consequently, we have

E
[∥∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥∥
2

]
NI↗≈

√
ρRITr (ℜ{ZII}−1). (72)

In a similar way, it can also be shown that

E
[∥∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT

∥∥∥
2

]
NI↗≈

√
ρIT Tr (ℜ{ZII}−1). (73)

Interestingly, although the expressions in (72) and (73) are
obtained by exploiting the channel hardening approximation
valid for NI → ∞, they remain precise even for practical
numbers of RIS elements, such as NI = 64, as will be
illustrated in Section VII.

Given the expressions of all the expectation terms in (52),
the expression of E[|h⋆

MC |2] can now be obtained. Specifically,
the scaling law of the average channel gain with mutual
coupling under independent Rayleigh fading channels is finally
given by

E
[
|h⋆

MC |
2
]
=

ρRIρIT
16Z2

0

(
Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
+ Tr

(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)2
+
√

πTr (ℜ{ZII}−2)Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1

))
, (74)

which is obtained by substituting (57), (62), (63), (64), (72),
and (73) in (52). Interestingly, E[|h⋆

MC |2] solely depends
on the product of the channel gains of zRI and zIT de-
noted as ρRIρIT , and on the two traces Tr(ℜ{ZII}−2) and
Tr(ℜ{ZII}−1).

B. Scaling Law with No Mutual Coupling

In the absence of mutual coupling, but with the possible
presence of impedance mismatching, the mutual coupling
matrix ZII is diagonal, where its diagonal entries represent
the self-impedance of the RIS antennas. Thus, in this case, we
have ℜ{ZII} = ZIII, where ZII ∈ R is the real part of the
self-impedance of the RIS antennas, being ZII = Z0 in the
case of perfect matching. By substituting ℜ{ZII} = ZIII in
(51), we obtain the achievable channel gain in the absence of
mutual coupling as

|h⋆
NoMC |

2
=

1

16Z2
0Z

2
II

(|zRIzIT |+ ∥zRI∥2 ∥zIT ∥2)
2
. (75)

By taking the expectation, E[|h⋆
NoMC |2] writes as

E
[
|h⋆

NoMC |
2
]
=

1

16Z2
0Z

2
II

(
E
[
|zRIzIT |2

]
+ E

[
∥zRI∥22

]
E
[
∥zIT ∥22

]
+2E [|zRIzIT |]E [∥zRI∥2]E [∥zIT ∥2]) , (76)

where we exploited the independence between zRI and zIT
and appoximated the random variable |zRIzIT | as uncorre-
lated with ∥zRI∥2 and ∥zIT ∥2. This approximation will be
validated in Section VII. In the following, we derive a closed-
form expression for (76) by individually studying all the
expectation terms therein.

First, the term E[|zRIzIT |2] in (76) can be rewritten as

E
[
|zRIzIT |2

]
= E

[
zRIzIT z

H
IT z

H
RI

]
(77)

= E
[
Tr
(
zHRIzRIzIT z

H
IT

)]
(78)

= Tr
(
E
[
zHRIzRI

]
E
[
zIT z

H
IT

])
, (79)
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TABLE I
EXPRESSIONS OF THE CHANNEL GAINS AND THEIR SCALING LAWS WITH AND WITHOUT MUTUAL COUPLING.

Expression

Channel gain with mutual coupling
∣∣h⋆

MC

∣∣2 = 1
16Z2

0

(∣∣zRIℜ{ZII}−1zIT
∣∣+ ∥∥zRIℜ{ZII}−1/2

∥∥
2

∥∥ℜ{ZII}−1/2zIT
∥∥
2

)2
Channel gain with no mutual coupling

∣∣h⋆
NoMC

∣∣2 = 1
16Z2

0Z
2
II

(
|zRIzIT |+ ∥zRI∥2 ∥zIT ∥2

)2
Scaling law with mutual coupling E

[∣∣h⋆
MC

∣∣2] = ρRIρIT
16Z2

0

(
Tr

(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
+ Tr

(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)2
+

√
πTr (ℜ{ZII}−2)Tr

(
ℜ{ZII}−1

))
Scaling law with no mutual coupling E

[∣∣h⋆
NoMC

∣∣2] = ρRIρIT
16Z2

0Z
2
II

(
NI +N2

I +
√
πNINI

)

which simplifies as

E
[
|zRIzIT |2

]
= ρRIρITNI , (80)

since E[zHRIzRI ] = ρRII and E[zIT zHIT ] = ρIT I.
Second, E[∥zRI∥22] and E[∥zIT ∥22] in (76) are given by

E
[
∥zRI∥22

]
= ρRINI , E

[
∥zIT ∥22

]
= ρITNI , (81)

by exploiting the second moment of the chi distribution with
2NI degrees of freedom.

Third, E [|zRIzIT |] in (76) can be computed by notic-
ing that the random variable T = zRIzIT is the sum
of NI independent random variables, each with variance
ρRIρIT . Thus, according to the CLT, T is distributed as
T ∼ CN (0, ρRIρITNI). By recalling the expression of the
mean of the Rayleigh distribution, we eventually obtain

E [|zRIzIT |] =
√

π

4
ρRIρITNI . (82)

Fourth, E[∥zRI∥2] and E[∥zIT ∥2] in (76) are given by

E [∥zRI∥2] =
√
ρRI

Γ (NI + 1/2)

Γ (NI)
, (83)

E [∥zIT ∥2] =
√
ρIT

Γ (NI + 1/2)

Γ (NI)
, (84)

respectively, where Γ(·) is the Gamma function, following
the first moment of the chi distribution with 2NI degrees
of freedom. The expressions of E[∥zRI∥2] and E[∥zIT ∥2] in
(83) and (84) can be simplified by using the Laurent series
expansion of Γ(NI + 1/2)/Γ(NI) at NI → ∞, i.e.,

Γ (NI + 1/2)

Γ (NI)
=

√
NI −

1

4
+O

(
1

NI

)
, (85)

as NI → ∞ [33]. From (85), we notice that the function
Γ(NI + 1/2)/Γ(NI) is well approximated by

√
NI for high

values of NI , allowing to rewrite (83) and (84) as

E [∥zRI∥2] =
√
ρRINI , E [∥zIT ∥2] =

√
ρITNI . (86)

Remarkably, despite the approximation in (86) is derived from
the Laurent series expansion at NI → ∞, it is highly accurate
also for practical numbers of RIS elements, as it will be shown
in Section VII.

By substituting (80), (81), (82), and (86) in (76), we finally
obtain the scaling law of the average channel gain with no
mutual coupling as

E
[
|h⋆

NoMC |
2
]
=

ρRIρIT
16Z2

0Z
2
II

(
NI +N2

I +
√
πNINI

)
. (87)

Note that (87) depends solely on the product of the channel
gains ρRIρIT , on the real part of the RIS antennas self-
impedance ZII , and on the number of RIS elements NI .
Furthermore, (87) can be seen as a special case of (74)
in which ℜ{ZII} = ZIII, although (87) and (74) have
been derived with different strategies and approximations. The
expression in (87), proportional to N2

I +
√
πNINI+NI , differs

from the scaling law of fully-connected RISs with no mutual
coupling provided in [3], i.e., N2

I , since [3] neglects the effects
of the structural scattering, or specular reflection, of the RIS,
as clarified in [14, Section V]. In Tab. I, we summarize the
findings of this section by reporting the expressions of the
channel gains with and without mutual coupling, together with
their corresponding scaling laws.

VI. IMPACT OF MUTUAL COUPLING
ON THE AVERAGE CHANNEL GAIN

We have derived the scaling law of the average channel
gain in the presence and absence of mutual coupling in
(74) and (87), respectively. In this section, we analytically
assess whether mutual coupling is detrimental or beneficial in
enhancing the average channel gain. To compare the average
channel gain in the presence and in the absence of mutual
coupling, we recall that the scaling law in (74) is determined
by two trace terms, i.e., Tr(ℜ{ZII}−2) and Tr(ℜ{ZII}−1),
and introduce the following two lemmas to gain insights into
the two trace terms.

Lemma 1. Given a positive definite matrix A ∈ RN×N with
diagonal elements [A]n,n = a, for n = 1, . . . , N , it holds

Tr
(
A−1

)
≥ N

a
. (88)

Proof. Please refer to Appendix B.

Lemma 2. Given a positive definite matrix A ∈ RN×N with
diagonal elements [A]n,n = a, for n = 1, . . . , N , it holds

Tr
(
A−2

)
≥ N

a2
. (89)

Proof. Please refer to Appendix C.

By using the results in Lemmas 1 and 2, we can derive
the following proposition, stating that mutual coupling is
beneficial as it improves the average channel gain.
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Proposition 2. Under independent Rayleigh fading channels,
mutual coupling between the RIS elements improves the aver-
age channel gain, i.e.,

E
[
|h⋆

MC |
2
]
≥ E

[
|h⋆

NoMC |
2
]
, (90)

where E[|h⋆
MC |2] and E[|h⋆

NoMC |2] are given by (74) and
(87).

Proof. Please refer to Appendix D.

According to Proposition 2, mutual coupling is always
beneficial in enhancing the average channel gain. Note that
this result holds for any mutual coupling matrix ZII of a RIS
whose elements have all the same self-impedance ZII , which
can also be ZII ̸= Z0 in the case of impedance mismatching.
Thus, it is valid for any geometry of the RIS antenna array as
long as all RIS antenna elements are of the same type, e.g.,
dipole or patch antenna, and also in the presence of impedance
mismatch.

To relate Proposition 2 to previous research on RIS with
mutual coupling, we make the following two remarks. First,
it is worth emphasizing that the presence of mutual coupling
enhances the channel gain, on average. However, mutual
coupling can be beneficial for certain channel realizations
and detrimental for others. In light of this, our result does
not conflict with previous works where mutual coupling was
found to be detrimental for a specific channel realization [15],
[29]. Second, Proposition 2 states that mutual coupling is
beneficial when the RIS is a fully- or tree-connected RIS,
and its mutual coupling is accounted for during the RIS
optimization process. Thus, it does not give any insight into
the effect of mutual coupling on conventional D-RIS, whose
analytical characterization remains an open problem up to our
best knowledge. In addition, the presence of mutual coupling
could reduce the channel gain if mutual coupling is not
considered in the RIS optimization process. The performance
of conventional D-RIS and the performance degradation due
to a mutual coupling-unaware optimization are numerically
investigated in Section VII.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section provides simulation results to validate the
derived global optimal closed-form solutions for fully- and
tree-connected RISs and the channel gain scaling laws. We
consider a RIS implemented as a uniform planar array (UPA)
of radiating elements located in the x-y plane, with dimensions
Nx × Ny , where Nx = 8 and Ny = NI/8, and with
inter-element distance d. The RIS elements are thin wire
dipoles parallel to the y axis with length ℓ = λ/4 and
radius r ≪ ℓ, where λ = c/f is the wavelength of the
frequency f = 28 GHz, and c is the speed of light. All
the RIS elements are assumed to be perfectly matched to
Z0 = 50 Ω, giving [ZII ]nI ,nI

= Z0, for nI = 1, . . . , NI .
Besides, the (q, p)th entry of ZII , with q ̸= p, represent the
mutual coupling between the RIS element p located in (xp, yp)
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Fig. 2. Channel gain versus the number of RIS elements for different values
of inter-element distance d.

and the RIS element q located in (xq, yq). Following [12], [29],
[ZII ]q,p = [ZII ]p,q is modeled as

[ZII ]q,p =

∫ yq+
ℓ
2

yq− ℓ
2

∫ yp+
ℓ
2

yp− ℓ
2

jη0
4πk0

(
(y′′ − y′)

2

d2q,p

×
(

3

d2q,p
+

3jk0
dq,p

− k20

)
−

jk0 + d−1
q,p

dq,p
+ k20

)
e−jk0dq,p

dq,p

×
sin
(
k0
(
ℓ
2 − |y′ − yp|

))
sin
(
k0
(
ℓ
2 − |y′′ − yq|

))
sin2

(
k0

ℓ
2

) dy′dy′′,

(91)

where η0 = 377 Ω is the impedance of free space, k0 = 2π/λ
is the wavenumber, and dq,p =

√
(xq − xp)2 + (y′′ − y′)2.

We consider the direct link between the transmitter and
receiver to be fully obstructed, i.e., zRT = 0, and gener-
ate zRI and zIT as independent Rayleigh distributed, i.e.,
zRI ∼ CN (0, ρRII) and zIT ∼ CN (0, ρIT I), with path gains
ρRI = ρIT = 4Z2

010
−8.

A. Optimizing Fully- and Tree-Connected RISs

In Fig. 2, we report the channel gain obtained by fully-
and tree-connected RISs, for different values of inter-element
distance d ∈ [λ/2, λ/3, λ/4] together with its upper bound
“UB” given by (51). We also report the channel gain achieved
by fully- and tree-connected RISs with no mutual coupling,
i.e., with ZII = Z0I, by optimizing them with the global
optimal solutions proposed in [10] and [4], respectively, to-
gether with the channel gain upper bound “UB” given by
(75) where we set ZII = Z0. We identify the following
three remarks. First, both the fully-connected and the tree-
connected RISs exactly achieve the channel gain upper bound,
confirming the effectiveness of our global optimal closed-form
solutions. Second, the presence of mutual coupling allows the
BD-RISs to achieve higher channel gain over the case with
no mutual coupling, as stated in Proposition 2. Thus, these
numerical results confirm that mutual coupling is beneficial
in BD-RIS-aided systems when it is exploited through mutual
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Fig. 3. Simulated mean values of the terms appearing in the channel gain expression and corresponding theoretical closed-form.

64 80 96 112 128

Number of RIS elements

-123

-122

-121

-120

-119

-118

-117

-116

-115

C
ha

nn
el

 g
ai

n 
(d

B
)

UB
UB
UB
UB

Scaling law, d = 6/4
Scaling law, d = 6/3
Scaling law, d = 6/2
Scaling law, no MC

Fig. 4. Channel gain upper bounds and their scaling laws versus the number
of RIS elements for different values of inter-element distance d.

coupling-aware optimization algorithms. Third, smaller inter-
element distances enable higher channel gains since they cause
stronger mutual coupling.

B. Scaling Laws

In Section V, we have studied the mean value of the channel
gain upper bounds (51) and (75), i.e., their scaling laws, which
are provided in closed-form in (74) and (87), respectively.
We now verify the accuracy of these scaling laws. To this
end, in Fig. 3, we individually analyze the expectation terms
appearing in (52) and (76), reporting their simulated mean
and the theoretical mean derived in closed-form in Section V.
We observe that the theoretical mean values are accurate for
practical numbers of RIS elements, such as NI = 64, even if
derived with approximations valid at NI → ∞.

In Fig. 4, we compare the simulated mean values of channel
gain upper bounds “UB” given in (51) and (75) and their
scaling laws provided by (74) and (87), respectively. We
observe that the scaling laws provided in (74) and (87)
exhibit remarkable accuracy when compared to the simulated
mean values of the channel gain upper bounds. This high
level of agreement confirms that the scaling laws are not
only theoretically sound but also highly reliable for practical
scenarios, even with a finite number of RIS elements. While
Rayleigh distributed channels are considered in Fig. 4, it can
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Fig. 5. Channel gain versus the inter-element distance d achieved by BD-RIS and D-RIS reconfigured through mutual coupling-aware and -unaware
optimization. In the case of coupling-unaware optimization, we assume the channels in the Z-parameters zRI , zIT , and zRT to be known.

be shown that our scaling laws have the same level of accuracy
also under Rician distributed channels, including Rayleigh and
LoS channels as specific cases.

C. Benefits of BD-RIS and Mutual Coupling-Aware Optimiza-
tion

So far, we have analyzed the performance of BD-RIS-aided
systems, where the BD-RIS is globally optimized accounting
for the mutual coupling effects. We now extend the comparison
to include D-RIS-aided systems, as well as systems where the
RIS is optimized without accounting for mutual coupling. In
Fig. 5, we report the channel gain achieved by BD-RIS and D-
RIS, when they are optimized through mutual coupling-aware
as well as -unaware algorithms as detailed in the following.

• For BD-RIS reconfigured with mutual-coupling aware
optimization, the performance is given by the channel
gain upper bound in (51), both for fully- and tree-
connected RISs.

• For BD-RIS optimized in a mutual-coupling unaware
fashion, we assume that ZII = Z0I during the optimiza-
tion phase, such that the channel (2) is given by

h =
1

2Z0
(zRT − zRI(jXI + Z0I)

−1zIT ). (92)

Thus, following [14], we introduce

sRI =
zRI

2Z0
, sIT =

zIT
2Z0

, (93)

sRT =
1

2Z0

(
zRT − zRIzIT

2Z0

)
, (94)

Θ = (jXI + Z0I)
−1

(jXI − Z0I) , (95)

to rewrite (92) equivalently as

h = sRT + sRIΘsIT , (96)

and we optimize Θ to maximize |h|2 by using the global
optimal solution proposed in [10] and [4] for fully- “FC”
and tree-connected “TC” RISs, respectively. From the

obtained Θ, the susceptance matrix XI is obtained by
inverting (95), which is plugged into the channel model
in (2) to get the channel gain of a BD-RIS-aided system
with mutual coupling-unaware optimization.

• For D-RIS optimized through a mutual-coupling aware
method, we consider the optimization method proposed
in [15].

• For D-RIS optimized in a mutual-coupling unaware
way, we rewrite the channel h as in (96) by intro-
ducing sRI , sIT , sRT , and Θ as in (93)-(95). Thus,
Θ = diag(ejθ1 , . . . , ejθNI ) is reconfigured by setting
θnI

= arg(sRT ) − arg([sRI ]nI
[sIT ]nI

), ∀nI , and XI is
accordingly computed by inverting (95).

We make the following observations from Fig. 5. First, when
optimizing a BD-RIS or D-RIS accounting for mutual cou-
pling, the performance increases with the mutual coupling
strength, i.e., as the inter-element distance decreases. However,
when BD-RIS or D-RIS are optimized not being aware of
the mutual coupling, their performance dramatically drops for
short inter-element distances, experiencing a degradation of up
to 5 dB for BD-RIS and 4 dB for D-RIS. This is because the
RIS is optimized based on a channel model with no mutual
coupling, which differs from the physics-consistent channel
model including the mutual coupling effects. Second, the gain
of BD-RIS over D-RIS is approximately 2 dB when optimized
accounting for mutual coupling, which is 1.6 times in linear
scale, consistently with the gain derived in [3] in the absence of
mutual coupling. This gain slightly increases with the mutual
coupling strength, i.e., as the inter-element distance decreases,
since BD-RIS offers additional flexibility to deal with mutual
coupling. Third, the observed trends of the channel gain versus
the inter-element distance are independent of the number of
RIS elements, as it can be seen by comparing Fig. 5(a) and
5(b), where we fix NI = 64 and NI = 128, respectively.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We globally optimize BD-RIS to maximize the channel
gain in RIS-aided systems in the presence of EM mutual
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coupling between the RIS elements. Specifically, we propose
global optimal closed-form solutions to optimize fully- and
tree-connected RISs. We prove that fully- and tree-connected
RISs achieve the same performance, confirming the benefit of
the tree-connected RIS as a very low-complexity BD-RIS ar-
chitecture that can achieve the maximum benefits. In addition,
we provide the expression of the channel gain achievable in
the presence of mutual coupling and its scaling law in closed
form. Given this scaling law, we analytically prove that mutual
coupling is beneficial in enhancing the average channel gain
when considering Rayleigh distributed channels.

Numerical results are provided to support the theoretical
derivations, showing that both fully- and tree-connected RISs
with mutual coupling can achieve the channel gain upper
bound. Furthermore, we observe that stronger mutual coupling
effects lead to a further enhanced channel gain, in agreement
with the theoretical intuition. We observe that BD-RIS offers
a 2 dB gain over D-RIS in terms of channel gain and that
mutual coupling-unaware optimization of the RIS can cause a
channel gain degradation as high as 5 dB.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Proposition 1

Since the network is lossy, the real power delivered to the
network (dissipated) must be non-negative. The real power
dissipated by an N -port network is defined as

P =
1

2
ℜ
{
vT i∗

}
, (97)

where v = [v1, . . . , vN ]T ∈ CN×1 and i = [i1, . . . , iN ]T ∈
CN×1 are the voltage and current vectors at the N ports,
respectively [30, Chapter 4]. Furthermore, by recalling that
v = Zi, we have

P =
1

2
ℜ
{
iTZi∗

}
(98)

=
1

2

N∑
n=1

ℜ

|in|2 [Z]n,n +
∑
m ̸=n

ini
∗
m [Z]n,m

 , (99)

where we exploited the fact that Z is symmetric for reciprocal
networks. Since Z is symmetric, we have [Z]m,n = [Z]n,m,
yielding

P =
1

2

N∑
n=1

ℜ

{
|in|2 [Z]n,n +

∑
m>n

(ini
∗
m + imi∗n) [Z]n,m

}
,

(100)
and noticing that |in|2 and ini

∗
m + imi∗n are purely real, we

can write

P =
1

2

N∑
n=1

(
|in|2 [ℜ{Z}]n,n

+
∑
m>n

(ini
∗
m + imi∗n) [ℜ{Z}]n,m

)
. (101)

Thus, we can exploit again the symmetry of Z to express the
real power P as

P =
1

2
iTℜ{Z} i∗. (102)

For a lossy network, the real power must be non-negative,
i.e., P ≥ 0, for any current vector i, indicating that ℜ{Z} is
positive semi-definite because of (102).

A similar discussion can be also repeated to show that
ℜ{Y} is positive semi-definite. To this end, we can exploit
the relationship i = Yv to express the real power defined in
(97) as P = ℜ{vTY∗v∗}/2. The rest of the proof is identical
to the one provided for ℜ{Z}.

B. Proof of Lemma 1

To prove Lemma 1, we denote the N eigenvalues of A
as λ1, . . . , λN , where λn > 0, for n = 1, . . . , N , given the
positive definiteness of A. The sum of these eigenvalues is
given by

N∑
n=1

λn = Tr (A) , (103)

which is Tr (A) = aN since [A]n,n = a, for n = 1, . . . , N .
Besides, λ−1

1 , . . . , λ−1
N are the N eigenvalues of A−1, whose

sum is given by

N∑
n=1

λ−1
n = Tr

(
A−1

)
. (104)

Following (103) and (104), Lemma 1 can be proved by
showing that the minimization problem

min
λ1,...,λN

N∑
n=1

λ−1
n s.t.

N∑
n=1

λn = aN, λn > 0, (105)

is solved when all the eigenvalues are equal, i.e., λ1 = . . . =
λN = a, giving

∑N
n=1 λ

−1
n ≥ N/a.

Such a solution for the problem in (105) can be proved
by contradiction as follows. Suppose that

∑N
n=1 λ

−1
n is min-

imized when the ith and jth eigenvalues are λi = λ⋆
i and

λj = λ⋆
j , with λ⋆

i ̸= λ⋆
j . In this case, we have

1

λ⋆
i

+
1

λ⋆
j

>
1

λ⋆
i +λ⋆

j

2

+
1

λ⋆
i +λ⋆

j

2

, (106)

following (λ⋆
i −λ⋆

j )
2 > 0. Thus, the solution λi = λj = (λ⋆

i +

λ⋆
j )/2 attains a lower value of

∑N
n=1 λ

−1
n , in contradiction

with the hypothesis λi = λ⋆
i and λj = λ⋆

j , with λ⋆
i ̸= λ⋆

j . This
contradiction shows that (105) is solved when λ1 = . . . =
λN = a, proving Lemma 1.

C. Proof of Lemma 2

This lemma follows from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality
applied to the trace operator and Lemma 1. First, following
the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

Tr
(
A−2

)
≥

Tr
(
A−1

)2
N

. (107)

Second, by substituting (88) into (107), we readily obtain (89).
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D. Proof of Proposition 2

To prove that E[|h⋆
MC |2] ≥ E[|h⋆

NoMC |2], it is sufficient to
individually prove the following four inequalities

Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−2

)
≥ NI

Z2
II

, (108)

Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)2 ≥ N2
I

Z2
II

, (109)

√
πTr (ℜ{ZII}−2) ≥

√
πNI

ZII
, (110)

Tr
(
ℜ{ZII}−1

)
≥ N

ZII
, (111)

which can be done by applying Lemmas 1 and 2. The
inequality in (108) can be proved by applying Lemma 2 with
A = ℜ{ZII} and a = ZII . Note that ℜ{ZII} fulfills the
hypothesis of Lemma 2 since it is positive definite following
Proposition 1. Besides, the inequality in (109) can be proved
by proving Tr(ℜ{ZII}−1) ≥ N/ZII , which follows from
Lemma 1. Finally, the inequalities in (110) and (111) directly
follows from (108) and (109), respectively, concluding the
proof that E[|h⋆

MC |2] ≥ E[|h⋆
NoMC |2].
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