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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) has been deemed
as a transformative technology to achieve smart and recon-
figurable environment for wireless communication. This letter
studies a new IRS-aided communication system, where multiple
IRSs assist in the communication between a multi-antenna base
station (BS) and a remote single-antenna user by multi-hop signal
reflection. Specifically, by exploiting the line-of-sight (LoS) link
between nearby IRSs, a multi-hop cascaded LoS link between
the BS and user is established where a set of IRSs are selected
to successively reflect the BS’s signal, so that the received signal
power at the user is maximized. To tackle this new problem,
we first present the closed-form solutions for the optimal active
and cooperative passive beamforming at the BS and selected
IRSs, respectively, for a given beam route. Then, we derive the
end-to-end channel power, which unveils a fundamental trade-
off in the optimal beam routing design between maximizing
the multiplicative passive beamforming gain and minimizing the
multi-reflection path loss. To reconcile this trade-off, we recast the
IRS selection and beam routing problem as an equivalent shortest
simple-path problem in graph theory and solve it optimally.
Numerical results show significant performance gains of the
proposed algorithm over benchmark schemes and also draw
useful insights into the optimal beam routing design.

Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surface, cooperative passive
beamforming, beam routing, graph theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a new and promising application of digitally-controlled
metasurface to wireless communications, intelligent reflect-
ing surface (IRS) has received substantial attention re-
cently. By dynamically tuning its massive reflecting elements,
IRS realizes the fascinating concept of smart and recon-
figurable environment for enhancing the wireless communi-
cation performance in assorted ways, such as passive re-
laying/beamforming, interference nulling/cancellation, channel
statistics refinement, etc [1], [2]. By efficiently integrating
IRSs into wireless network, both its active and passive compo-
nents will co-work in an intelligent way to bring a quantum-
leap capacity improvement in anticipation.

IRS has been extensively investigated for its performance
optimization in various different wireless system setups (see,
e.g., [3] and the references therein). However, most of the
existing works on IRS considered the scenario where one or
multiple distributed IRSs aid the communications between the
base station (BS) and users via a single signal reflection or
passive beamforming by one IRS only (e.g., [4]–[10]). How-
ever, such a simplified approach may be ineffective in practice,
e.g., when there are dense obstacles in the environment due
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Fig. 1. A multi-IRS aided communication system with cooperative beam
routing.

to which one single IRS cannot help establish a line-of-sight
(LoS) path between the BS and each user, regardless of the
location of the IRS deployed. More importantly, the potential
cooperative passive beamforming gain over the inter-IRS LoS
link is not exploited, which results in suboptimal designs. To
address the above issues, multiple IRSs can be employed to
cooperatively serve each user via multi-hop signal reflection,
so as to bypass scattered obstacles and exploit the inter-IRS
cooperative beamforming gain. Motived by this, a double-IRS
system was first proposed in [11] where two IRSs, deployed
near the BS and the user, respectively, cooperatively aid the
transmission from a single-antenna BS to a single-antenna user
via the inter-IRS double reflection link. It was revealed in [11]
that a cooperative passive beamforming gain increases with the
total number of reflecting elements, denoted by M , in the order
of O(M4), which is higher than O(M2) of the conventional
single-IRS system with the single-reflection link only. This
work was later extended to more practical/general scenarios
of Rician fading channel and multi-antenna/multi-user systems
in [12] and [13], respectively. However, the general multi-IRS
aided wireless communication with multi-hop (i.e., more than
two hops) signal reflection/passive beamforming has not been
studied in the literature yet, to the authors’ best knowledge.

To fill this gap, this letter considers a general multi-IRS
aided wireless communication system as shown in Fig. 1,
where multiple IRSs assist in the downlink communication
from a multi-antenna BS to a remote single-antenna user via
successive signal reflection. By exploiting the short-distance
LoS channel between nearby IRSs, an end-to-end equivalent
LoS route can be established between the BS and user with a
set of properly selected IRSs and their jointly designed passive
beamforming along with the active beamforming at the BS,
thus named as cooperative beam routing. It is worth noting that
although this can be similarly achieved by the conventional
multi-hop relaying with active relays, the proposed multi-IRS
system is generally more energy and spectral efficient due to
its passive, full-duplex and interference-free signal reflection
[3]. Specifically, we aim to jointly optimize the selected
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IRSs or their reflection path with the BS/IRSs’ active/passive
beamforming to maximize the end-to-end equivalent channel
power (see Fig. 1). Note that selecting more IRSs helps reap
a more pronounced multiplicative passive beamforming gain;
while this may also incur higher path loss due to more
signal reflections. Thus, there is an interesting trade-off to be
reconciled in our proposed beam routing optimization. In this
letter, we provide an optimal solution to this problem. First,
we derive the optimal BS/IRSs’ active/passive beamforming
in closed-form to maximize the end-to-end channel power
with a given reflection path by exploiting the inter-IRS LoS
channels. Next, we recast the optimal path selection problem
as an equivalent shortest simple-path problem (SSPP) in
graph theory. Depending on whether negative weights exist
in the constructed graph or not, we propose two customized
algorithms to solve the equivalent SSPP problem optimally for
both cases. Numerical results show that the proposed solution
significantly outperforms other heuristic schemes.

Notations: For a complex number s, s∗, |s| and ∠s denote
its conjugate, amplitude and phase, respectively. For a vector
a, diag(a) denotes a diagonal matrix whose entries are the
elements of a, while (a)m denotes its m-th entry. ai,j denotes
the entry of a matrix A in the i-th row and the j-th column.
|Ω| denotes the cardinality of a set Ω. n! denotes the factorial
of a positive integer n. b·c denotes the greatest integer less
than or equal to its argument.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND BEAMFORMING DESIGN

A. System Model
As shown in Fig. 1, we consider the downlink commu-

nication from a BS equipped with N (> 1) antennas to a
single-antenna user in the presence of J (> 1) helping IRSs.
We consider a challenging scenario where the direct BS-
user link is severely blocked due to scattered obstacles. As
such, the BS can only communicate with the user through
a multi-reflection signal path that is formed by a set of
selected IRSs via their cooperative passive beamforming over
pairwise LoS channels. Assume that each IRS is equipped
with M passive reflecting elements. For convenience, we
denote the sets of IRSs and reflecting elements per IRS as
J , {1, 2, · · · , J} andM , {1, 2, · · · ,M}, respectively. We
denote the reflection coefficient matrix of each IRS j, j ∈ J
by Φj = diag{ejθj,1 , ejθj,2 , · · · , ejθj,M } ∈ CM×M , where
we have set the reflection amplitude as one to maximize
the reflected signal power by IRS and facilitate its hardware
implementation [4]–[13]. For convenience, we refer to the BS
and user as nodes 0 and J + 1 in the system, respectively.
Accordingly, we define H0,j ∈ CM×N , j ∈ J as the channel
from the BS to IRS j, gHj,J+1 ∈ C1×M , j ∈ J as that from
IRS j to the user, and Si,j ∈ CM×M , i, j ∈ J , i 6= j as that
from IRS i to IRS j.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the BS is
equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA), while the passive
reflecting elements of each IRS in J are arranged in a uniform
rectangular array (URA) parallel to the x-z plane. Denote by
M1 and M2 the number of IRS reflecting elements in the
vertical and horizontal directions of each IRS, respectively,
with M = M1M2. Note that by carefully deploying the IRSs,
LoS propagation can be achieved for some BS-IRS, inter-IRS,

and IRS-user links if they are sufficiently close to each other.
To describe the LoS availability between any two nodes in
the considered system, we define an LoS condition matrix
L ∈ {0, 1}(J+2)×(J+2). In particular, the link between node
i and node j consists of an LoS path if li,j = 1; otherwise,
li,j = 0. Furthermore, we set its diagonal elements to zero,
i.e., li,i = 0,∀i. Obviously, we have li,j = lj,i,∀i, j. This
LoS condition matrix is assumed to be fixed and known after
deploying the IRSs. As such, a multi-hop LoS channel can
be established from the BS to the user by selecting a subset
of IRSs from J in an order of reflection. For example, for
the case of two selected IRSs, we can select IRSs i and j if
l0,i = li,j = lj,J+1 = 1. The IRSs that are not selected can be
switched off or regarded as random scatterers in the system,
which may result in additional signal paths from the BS to the
user. However, these randomly scattered paths generally have
much lower strength as compared to the constructed LoS link
thanks to the inter-IRS passive beamforming gain, especially
for the case of practically large M [10].

As such, we consider the LoS path only (if available) in
each of H0,j’s, gj,J+1’s and Si,j’s, although other scat-
tered multi-paths may also exist. Let di,j , i 6= j denote
the distance between nodes i and j (with some reference
antenna/reflecting elements of the BS/IRSs selected without
loss of generality). It is assumed that di,j > 1 meter (m),
∀i 6= j, to ensure the far-field propagation between nodes
[11]. The LoS channel between any two nodes is modeled as
the product of array responses at two sides. For the ULA at
the BS, the array response is expressed as aB(ϑ) ∈ RN×1
with (aB(ϑ))n = e−j2π(n−1)dA sinϑ/λ, where ϑ denotes its
angle-of-departure (AoD) relative to the BS antenna boresight,
dA is the antenna spacing, and λ is the carrier wavelength.
While for the URA at each IRS, the array response is
expressed as aI(ϑ

a, ϑe) ∈ RM×1 with (aI(ϑ
a, ϑe))m =

e−j2πdI(b
m−1
M1
c sinϑe cosϑa+(m−1−bm−1

M1
cM1) cosϑ

e)/λ, where ϑa

and ϑe denote its azimuth angle-of-arrival (AoA)/AoD and
elevation AoA/AoD, respectively, dI is the reflecting element
spacing. Accordingly, we define ϑ0,j as the AoD from the BS
to IRS j, ϑai,j /ϑ

e
i,j as the azimuth/elevation AoD from IRS i

to node j, and ϕaj,i/ϕ
e
j,i as the azimuth/elevation AoA at IRS j

from node i. The above AoAs and AoDs can be estimated by
exploiting IRS controllers with transmitting/receiving function
and/or equipping IRSs with dedicated sensors [3].

Based on the above, we define h̃j,1 = aB(ϑ0,j) and h̃j,2 =
aI(ϕ

a
j,0, ϕ

e
j,0) for the LoS path/channel from the BS to IRS

j, j ∈ J , s̃i,j,1 = aI(ϑ
a
i,j , ϑ

e
i,j) and s̃i,j,2 = aI(ϕ

a
j,i, ϕ

e
j,i)

for that from IRS i to IRS j, i, j ∈ J , as well as g̃j,J+1 =
aI(ϑ

a
j,J+1, ϑ

e
j,J+1) for that from IRS j to the user, j ∈ J .

Then, if l0,j = 1, the BS-IRS j channel is given by

H0,j =

√
β

d0,j
e−

j2πd0,j
λ h̃j,2h̃

H

j,1, j ∈ J , (1)

where β (< 1) denotes the LoS path gain at the reference
distance of 1 m. Similarly, if li,j = 1, i, j ∈ J , then the IRS
i-IRS j channel is expressed as

Si,j =

√
β

di,j
e−

j2πdi,j
λ s̃i,j,2s̃

H
i,j,1, i, j ∈ J , i 6= j. (2)
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Finally, if lj,J+1 = 1, then the IRS j-user channel is given by

gHj,J+1 =

√
β

dj,J+1
e−

j2πdj,J+1
λ g̃Hj,J+1, j ∈ J . (3)

Based on the above LoS channel characterization, we can con-
struct a BS-user multi-reflection channel under given reflection
path and BS/IRSs’ active/passive beamforming, as shown next.

B. Optimal Active and Passive Beamforming Design
Let Ω = {a1, a2, · · · , aK} denote the reflection path from

the BS to the user, where K (≥ 1) and ak ∈ J denote
the number of selected IRSs/reflections and the index of the
k-th selected IRS, k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, respectively. Then, Ω
represents a feasible route if the following constraints are met:

ak ∈ J , ak 6= ak′ ,∀k, k′ ∈ K, k 6= k′

lak,ak+1
= 1,∀k ∈ K, k 6= K (4)

l0,a1 = laK ,J+1 = 1,

where K , {1, 2, · · · ,K}. Note that the conditions in (4)
ensure that each IRS in J only reflects the BS’s signal at most
once and there is an LoS path between any two consecutive-
reflection IRSs in Ω (besides the BS and IRS a1 as well as IRS
aK and the user). It is worth noting that the above wireless
routing formed by active/passive beamforming resembles the
celebrated circuit switching in the telephone network, for
which the caller (BS) needs to establish a link with its callee
(user) via multiple switches (IRSs) prior to communication.

Given a feasible route Ω, we define wB ∈ CN×1 as the
beamforming vector applied at the BS with |wB |2 = 1. Then,
the BS-user multi-reflection channel is expressed as

h0,J+1(Ω) = gHaK ,J+1ΦaK

∏
k∈K,k 6=K

(
Sak,ak+1

Φak

)
H0,a1

wB .

(5)
It is noted that compared to the conventional system without
IRS, the multi-reflection channel in (5) depends on the coop-
erative passive beamforming design of the K selected IRSs.
By substituting (1)-(3) into (5) and rearranging the terms in
it, we obtain

h0,J+1(Ω) = e−
j2πD(Ω)

λ κ(Ω)

(
K∏
k=1

Ak

)
h̃
H

a1,1wB , (6)

where

Ak =


s̃Ha1,a2,1Φa1

h̃a1,2 if k = 1

s̃Hak,ak+1,1
Φak s̃ak−1,ak,2 if 2 ≤ k ≤ K − 1

g̃HaK ,J+1ΦaK s̃aK−1,aK ,2 if k = K,

(7)

D(Ω) = d0,a1 + daK ,J+1 +
∑K−1
k=1 dak,ak+1

denotes the end-
to-end transmission distance under the route Ω, and

κ(Ω) =
(
√
β)K+1

d0,a1
daK ,J+1

K−1∏
k=1

dak,ak+1

(8)

denotes the cascaded LoS path gain between the BS and user
under Ω, which is the product of the LoS path gains of all
constituent links under Ω.

Thus, to maximize the BS-user equivalent channel power,
|h0,J+1(Ω)|2, the amplitude of each Ak, k ∈ K and h̃

H

a1,1wB

should be maximized by optimizing the phase shifts of IRS
ak, i.e., θak,m,m ∈ M, and the BS active beamforming wB ,
respectively. According to (7), to maximize each |Ak|, k ∈ K,
the phase shifts of each IRS ak should be set as1

θak,m=


∠(s̃a1,a2,1)m − ∠(h̃a1,2)m if k = 1

∠(g̃aK ,J+1)m − ∠(s̃aK−1,aK ,2)m if k = K

∠(s̃ak,ak+1,1)m − ∠(s̃ak−1,ak,2)m otherwise,
(9)

for each m ∈M. This leads to |Ak| = M,k ∈ K, as all array
responses have unit-modulus entries. Moreover, to maximize
|h̃
H

a1,1wB |, the optimal BS active beamforming is given by the
maximum-ratio transmission (MRT) based on h̃a1,1 in (6), i.e.,

wB = e
j2πD(Ω)

λ
h̃a1,1

‖h̃a1,1‖
, (10)

and we have |h̃
H

a1,1wB | =
√
N .

With the phase shifts given in (9) and the active beamform-
ing design given in (10), it can be shown that the maximum
BS-user equivalent channel power with any given feasible
route Ω is expressed as

|h0,J+1(Ω)|2 = M2KNκ2(Ω)

=
M2KNβK+1

d20,a1
d2aK ,J+1

K−1∏
k=1

d2ak,ak+1

. (11)

It is observed from (11) that in addition to the conventional
active BS beamforming gain of N , a multiplicative cooperative
passive beamforming gain of M2K is achieved by K selected
IRSs, which increases exponentially with K. However, on
the other hand, their multiple reflections also incur severe
signal attenuation shown by βK+1 in the numerator of (11)
as well as high “product-distance” power loss shown in the
denominator of (11), both of which increase with K in general,
thus resulting in lower end-to-end path gain κ2(Ω) or higher
end-to-end path loss κ−2(Ω). It follows that the beam routing
should be properly designed to balance the above trade-off, so
as to maximize the end-to-end product channel power.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this letter, we aim to maximize the end-to-end LoS chan-
nel power |h0,J+1(Ω)|2 in (11) by optimizing the reflection
path Ω, which specifies the selected IRSs and their order
of reflection, subject to the feasibility constraints in (4). The
optimization problem is thus formulated as

(P1) max
{ak}Kk=1,K

M2KNκ2(Ω), s.t. (4). (12)

However, (P1) is a non-convex combinatorial optimization
problem due to its integer variables, which are coupled in the
objective function in (12) and the constraints in (4). Thus, it
cannot be solved efficiently via standard optimization methods.
In the following, we propose an optimal solution to it by
resorting to the graph theory.

1To focus on the cooperative beam routing design in this letter, we assume
that the LoS channel between any two nodes, if it exists, is constant and
known; while how to practically acquire such knowledge is an interesting
problem to be addressed in future work.
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IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION TO (P1)
In this section, we first recast (P1) as an equivalent SSPP

in graph theory and then optimally solve it by leveraging two
graph-optimization algorithms.

A. Problem Reformulation
Based on (11), it is easy to see that maximizing
|h0,J+1(Ω)|2 in (P1) is equivalent to minimizing

1

|h0,J+1(Ω)|2
=
M2

N
·
d20,a1

M2β
·
d2aK ,J+1

M2β

K−1∏
k=1

d2ak,ak+1

M2β
. (13)

Then, by taking the logarithm of (13) and discarding irrel-
evant constant terms, (P1) becomes equivalent to

min
{ak}Kk=1,K

ln
d0,a1

M
√
β

+ ln
daK ,J+1

M
√
β

+

K−1∑
k=1

ln
dak,ak+1

M
√
β

s.t. (4). (14)

Next, we recast problem (14) as an SSPP in graph theory
subject to (4). Specifically, we construct a directed weighted
graph G = (V,E). The vertex set V is given by V = J ∪
{0, J + 1}. Furthermore, we assume that the beam can only
be routed outwards from one IRS i to a farther IRS j from
the BS, i.e., dj,0 > di,0, i, j ∈ J , so as to reach the user as
soon as possible. Accordingly, the edge set E is defined as

E ={(0, j)|l0,j=1, j∈J }∪{(i, j)|li,j=1, dj,0>di,0, i, j∈J }
∪ {(j, J+1)| lj,J+1 = 1, j ∈ J }, (15)

i.e., an edge exists from vertex i to vertex j if and only if
there is an LoS path between them and dj,0 > di,0, except
the case that vertex j corresponds to the user, i.e., j = J + 1.
Furthermore, the weight of each edge (i, j) in E is set as
Wi,j = ln

di,j
M
√
β

. Note that Wi,j may be negative if di,j <
M
√
β. With graph G constructed as above, we introduce the

following definition.
Definition 1: A simple path refers to the path in a graph

which does not constitute repeated vertices.
Based on Definition 1, a simple path from vertex 0 to

vertex J + 1 in G is able to satisfy all constraints in (4).
It follows from (15) that G is a directed acyclic graph (DAG).
As such, any path in G is a simple path. Then, problem (14) is
equivalent to finding the shortest path (i.e., with the minimum
sum of the weights of the constituent edges) from vertex 0 to
vertex J + 1 in G. Next, we discuss the two cases without or
with negative weights in G to solve (P2) optimally in general.

B. Optimal Solution to (P2)
Case 1: The weights in G are all non-negative, i.e., Wi,j ≥

0,∀(i, j) ∈ E. In this case, (P2) can be optimally solved by
applying the classical Dijkstra algorithm, which results in the
worst-case complexity of O(|E|+|V | log|V |) = O(|E|+(J+
2) log(J + 2)) using the Fibonacci heap structure [14].

Case 2: There exists at least one negative weight in G. In
this case, the Dijkstra algorithm may not return the shortest
path as it is a greedy algorithm [14]. Nonetheless, the shortest
path can be derived by applying some recursive algorithms,
such as the Bellman-Ford algorithm [14] or solving the follow-
ing all hops shortest paths (AHSP) problem [15]. Specifically,

instead of finding the shortest path directly with an unknown
hop count, the AHSP problem aims to find, for all possible
hop counts, the shortest paths from a given source to any other
node in a graph. Specifically, denote by Ni = {x|(x, i) ∈ E}
the set of all neighbors of node i, i ∈ V . Then, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 1 ([15]): Denote by pk(0, i) the k-hop shortest path
from node 0 to another node i ∈ V . Then, if k = 0, we have
pk(0, i) = (0, i). If (0, i) does not exist, we assume that there
exists a virtual edge from node 0 to node i with an infinite
weight. For k ≥ 1, pk(0, i) is the shortest path among the
paths pk−1(0, x) + (x, i), x ∈ Ni, i.e., the paths resulted by
concatenating pk−1(0, x) with the edge (x, i) for all x ∈ Ni.
If there exists no k-hop path from node 0 to node i, we assume
that there exists a virtual k-hop path with an infinite weight.

Lemma 1 indicates that pk(0, J + 1) can be obtained by
applying the dynamic programming (DP), based on the initial
condition for k = 0 and the recursion for k ≥ 1. Since there
are J nodes between nodes 0 and J+1, the maximum possible
hop count is J . As such, we need to find pk(0, J + 1) for
all 1 ≤ k ≤ J and compare their sums of edge weights to
determine the globally shortest path. Hence, the worst-case
complexity of the DP procedure is O(J |E|) [15], which is
comparable to that of the Bellman-Ford algorithm but higher
than that of the Dijkstra algorithm.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to demon-
strate the efficacy of the proposed beam routing design as
compared with some benchmark routing schemes. Unless
otherwise specified, the simulation settings are as follows. We
consider an indoor multi-IRS system (such as a smart factory)
with J = 10. By following the corresponding LoS probability
specified in [16], we assume that LoS propagation can be
achieved between nodes i and j, i.e., li,j = 1, i, j ∈ V , if
its occurrence probability is greater than 0.9, or di,j ≤ 12
m. Accordingly, the graph representation of the considered
multi-IRS system, i.e., G, and the coordinates of all nodes
(in (m)) are shown in Fig. 2(a). The weights Wi,j , (i, j) ∈ E
assuming M = 900 are also shown in Fig. 2(a). It is observed
that the weights of some edges are negative (as highlighted in
red); thus, Case 2 in Section IV-B occurs under this setup.
The number of BS antennas is set to N = 2. Similar to
[11], the carrier frequency is set as 5 GHz. Hence, the carrier
wavelength is λ = 0.06 m and the LoS path gain at the
reference distance of 1 m is β = (λ/4π)2 = −46 dB.

In Figs. 2(b)-2(d), we plot the optimal beam routing solution
for M = 400, 700 and 1500, respectively. It is observed that
when M = 400, the optimal route only goes through four IRSs
before reaching the user. Moreover, it can be verified (via the
Dijkstra algorithm) that this path also has the shortest distance
among all paths from the BS to the user. This indicates that
as M = 400, maximizing the end-to-end path gain κ2(Ω) (or
minimizing the end-to-end path loss κ−2(Ω)) is dominant over
maximizing the multiplicative passive beamforming gain M2K

to maximize the effective channel power |h0,J+1(Ω)|2 in (11).
However, as M increases, it is observed that the optimal route
makes a detour to select more IRSs, which is due to the more
significant effect of the cooperative passive beamforming gain
with increasing M .
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Fig. 2. (a) Graph representation of the simulation setup with M = 900; (b)
Optimal route with M = 400; (c) Optimal route with M = 700; (d) Optimal
route with M = 1500.
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Fig. 3. Effective channel power versus number of IRS reflecting elements.

Next, we plot in Fig. 3 the effective BS-user channel power,
|h0,J+1(Ω)|2, by different routing designs versus M . Specif-
ically, we consider the following three benchmark schemes
for comparison. The first and second benchmarks maximize
the cooperative passive beamforming gain M2K (or the hop
count K) and end-to-end path gain κ2(Ω) in (11), respectively,
instead of balancing the trade-off between them as in the pro-
posed routing design. The optimal route by the first benchmark
can be derived as pk

′
(0, J + 1) based on Lemma 1, where

k′ denotes the largest k such that pk(0, J + 1) exists. From
Fig. 2(a), we obtain k′ = 10. The optimal route by the second
benchmark can be easily obtained by assuming M = 1 and
then applying the proposed algorithms in Section IV-B. In ad-
dition, the third scheme is a myopic routing, whereby the next
IRS is always selected as the closest one to the current IRS
(or the BS as the starting vertex) among all unselected IRSs,
until the user is reached. It is observed from Fig. 3 that the
proposed optimal routing solution significantly outperforms
the myopic benchmark over the whole range of M considered.
While the first and second benchmarks are observed to achieve
close performance to the proposed solution when M is large

and small, respectively, due to different dominating effects
of cooperative passive beamforming gain and end-to-end path
loss. However, when M is moderate, it is observed that these
two benchmarks result in much worse performance than the
proposed routing solution, which optimally balances the trade-
off between maximizing the cooperative passive beamforming
gain and minimizing the end-to-end path loss.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This letters studies a multi-IRS aided communication sys-
tem, where a cascaded LoS link is established between a
BS and a remote user by leveraging the successive signal
reflections of multiple selected IRSs. We present the optimal
BS active and IRSs’ passive beamforming design as well as
the optimal IRS selection and beam routing solution, which
maximize the cascaded LoS channel power by leveraging
graph theory. It is shown that there exists a fundamental
trade-off in the optimal routing design between minimizing
the end-to-end path loss and maximizing the cooperative
passive beamforming gain, where the former/latter has a more
dominating effect when the number of IRS reflecting elements
is small/large.
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