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On the Ergodic Capacity for SIM-Aided Holographic
MIMO Communications

Anastasios Papazafeiropoulos, Ioannis Bartsiokas, Dimitra I. Kaklamani, Iakovos S. Venieris

Abstract—We derive a novel closed-form lower bound on the
ergodic capacity of holographic multiple-input multiple-output
(HMIMO) systems enhanced by stacked intelligent metasurfaces
(SIMs) under Rayleigh fading conditions. The proposed expression
is valid for systems with a finite number of antennas and SIM ele-
ments and exhibits tightness throughout the whole signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) range. Furthermore, we conduct a comprehensive
low-SNR analysis, offering meaningful observations on how key
system parameters influence the capacity performance.

Index Terms—Holographic MIMO (HMIMO), stacked intelli-
gent metasurfaces (SIMs), 6G networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Considered essential for sixth-generation (6G), reconfig-
urable intelligent surfaces (RIS) leverage near-passive, con-
trollable units to reconfigure the surrounding propagation
environment in real time. [1], [2]. A typical RIS comprises
a number of cost-effective elements capable of inducing
controllable phase shifts on incident electromagnetic waves,
thereby enabling various signal enhancement objectives to
support improved wireless connectivity [1].

Despite the broad applicability of RIS across diverse com-
munication scenarios due to several inherent advantages, the
majority of prior research has primarily focused on single-layer
metasurface designs, which inherently limit beam management
capabilities [3]. Additionally, conventional single-layer RIS
designs, constrained by hardware limitations, are generally
inadequate for effectively mitigating inter-user interference.

These constraints spurred the development of the stacked
intelligent metasurface (SIM) paradigm by An et al. [4],
which offers notable improvements over traditional single-layer
RIS. Specifically, a SIM-assisted transceiver architecture was
proposed for point-to-point MIMO configurations, with one
SIM at the transmitter and another at the receiver, enabling elec-
tromagnetic (EM) wave propagation through the metasurfaces.
Among the key advantages of SIM technology are its enhanced
computational efficiency, ultrafast processing capabilities, lower
computational complexity, reduced reliance on RF chains, and
decreased energy consumption, which position it as a promising
enabler for sixth-generation (6G) communication systems. In
this context, the achievable rate performance of SIM-assisted
systems in multi-user MISO configurations was examined in
[5], [6] under certain conditions, while aspects of near-field
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beamforming were explored in [7].!

In this letter, we first provide a general closed-form lower
bound on the ergodic capacity of SIM-assisted MIMO system
and a study of the low-SNR regime. Specifically, the proposed
general lower bound applies to systems with an arbitrary
number of SIM elements at both ends and maintains tightness
across the full SNR regime. Compared with existing works, this
paper advances the analysis of SIM-assisted HMIMO systems
in several key ways. While [4] and [5] investigate achievable
rates or hybrid SIM architectures, they do not provide closed-
form ergodic capacity expressions. Also, classical bounds
such as [14] address correlated MIMO channels but do not
model the metasurface-induced transformations introduced by
SIMs. Furthermore, the proposed projected-gradient framework
enables joint optimization of all SIM phase profiles, which is
not available in [4] or [14]. Moreover, a detailed second-order
analysis in the low-SNR region is conducted, yielding closed-
form expressions for key performance metrics, which are the
minimum energy per bit (EB) and the wideband slope (WS)
that characterize MIMO system behavior in this regime.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We focus on a point-to-point SIM-aided HMIMO model
with SIM integration at both transmission and reception ends.
Each SIM interfaces with an intelligent controller responsible
for tuning the phase of the electromagnetic wave impinging on
each meta-atom of every surface. The transmitter is equipped
with N; antennas, while the receiver is configured with N,
antennas. According to the SIM architecture in [4], [10], let L
and M be the total number of layers and the corresponding
number of meta-atoms in each layer within the transmit-side
SIM. Moreover, let K and N be the number of layers and
the per-layer meta-atom count at the receiver SIM. Also, we
define s £ min(M, N) and t = max(M, N).

A. Layer-Wise Phase Control for Stacked Metasurfaces

Let £ and K denote the index sets of the transmit- and
receive-side layers, respectively. Each transmit layer comprises
M meta-atoms indexed by M = {1,..., M}, while each re-
ceive layer comprises IV elements indexed by A" = {1,..., N}
as mentioned. We adopt unit-modulus phase control at every
element. For the [-th transmit layer (I € L), define the
per-element phase angles 0!, € [0,27), m € M, and the
corresponding complex weights ¢! 2 e, which are stacked
into the vector and diagonal transmission matrix

LB, .. o] e CMX B Ediag(ep)e CMM. (1)

't is also important to acknowledge that practical metasurface implemen-
tations exhibit non-idealities such as phase—amplitude coupling and tuning
inaccuracies. Recent works on stacked and holographic metasurfaces [8], [9]
have shown that impairments can affect the achievable rate, indicating that
hardware-aware SIM modeling is an important direction for future research.
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Here, ®! captures the element-wise, unit-modulus transmission
coefficients applied by the I-th layer. Analogously, for the k-th
receive layer (kK € K), let the per-element phase angles be
Ik € [O 277) n € N, with associated complex coefficients

5’“ U, assembled as

ghalel,. .. ek]'e )

The diagonal matrix Z* therefore capures the receive-layer’s
unit-modulus, element-wise phase profile.
Overall, the transmitter and receiver SIMs are expressed as

3
“

For [ € £\ {1}, let W! € CM*M denote the transmis-
sion—coupling matrix that characterizes the interaction between
the (I—1)-th and [-th transmit layers. Similarly, for & € K\ {1},
let U¥ € CV*N represent the transmission—coupling matrix
describing the interaction between the (k — 1)-th and k-th
receive layers. The external interfaces are modeled as follows.
W' € CM*Ne maps the N, transmit RF chains (or feed ports)
to the first transmit SIM layer, whereas U! € CV»*¥ maps
the final receive SIM layer to the /N,-element receive antenna
array. The transmission coefficients at both the transmitter and
the receiver can be written based on the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld
diffraction theory [4].

The overall H € CN~*Mt channel can be expressed as
H = DGP, where G = R/?GRY/” is the N x M HMIMO
channel matrix linking the transmit and receive SIM layers
[11]. Herein, Rg € CY*Y and R € CM*M gare the spatial
correlation matrices associated with the receive- and transmit-
side SIMs, respectively. The mathematical expressions of these
spatial correlation matrices are given by [12]. In addition, G ~
CN(0, 21y ® In;) € CV*M s the independent Rayleigh
fading channel with 3 denoting the average path loss between
the two SIMs, which is given by [13].2

The receiver obtains y € CN, which is given by

A
(CN><17 E L

1ag(§k) CNx*N

P _ @LwL . @2w2q’lwl c (C]\/IXNt,

_yrle=ly2e=2 K=K N.xN
D =UB'U*E...U=E% ¢ C

y=Hs+n @)

with s € C™t being the transmitted signal, where E{|s;|?} =
]I\; ,i=1,..., N, with P expressing the total transmit power.
Also, n € (CNT ~ CN (0,021, represents the additive white

Gaussian noise (AWGN) with variance o2.

ITII. LOWER BOUND ON THE ERGODIC CAPACITY

By assuming perfect CSI at the receiver and no CSI at the
transmitter, uniform power allocation across all data streams is
a sensible choice. In this case, the SIM-aided HMIMO ergodic

capacity in bits/s/Hz is expressed as
P 1w
—H"H
Ni )ﬂ ’

where p = 0—132 is the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

Cerg =E {logQ (det (I N, + 6)

2Although G follows a Kronecker correlation model, the composite
channel H = DGP becomes highly non-trivial due to SIM-induced multilayer
coupling and correlation. The derived lower bound incorporates these effects
through P, D, and the correlation matrices, extending classical Wishart-based
capacity results to the stacked SIM architecture, which provides the first
tractable analytical characterization for such systems.

Theorem 1: The ergodic capacity of a SIM-aided HMIMO
system admits a lower bound given by

Cerg>CLB—Nf10g2(1+eXP( Zdjt*l

+In[PP"| + In |D"D| + In [Rep| + IRRI))) 0

with ¢ (x) being the digamma function [13, eq. (8.360.1)].
Proof: Please see Appendix A. [ ]
Remark 1: We observe that C1p simplifies to the lower
bound obtained in [14, Eq. 5].
The optimization problem is mathematically described as

(P) max Cie = f(é1, k), (8a)
1Sk

P=®"W!...°W2'W!, (8b)

Z =U's'u?g?...ukeX, (8¢)

®' = diag(4], ..., ¢hy) E" = diag(f, ..., £x), 8d)

gk, = 1,1€h] = 1. (8¢)

It is evident that the optimization problem (P) is clas-
sified as nonconvex, since the objective function does not
exhibit concavity or convexity with respect to the optimization
variables and is further constrained by non-convex constant
modulus conditions. Prior work on SIM-assisted systems has
predominantly utilized alternating optimization (AO), where the
transmit and receive SIM phase shifts are updated alternately.
Although AO is relatively straightforward to implement, its
convergence often requires numerous iterations, particularly
as the size of the SIM configuration increases [15]. In the
context of SIM-assisted HMIMO architectures, where every
individual metasurface typically comprises a substantial number
of elements, AO becomes computationally inefficient. These
considerations encourage the adoption of a more effective
approach based on the projected gradient method, inspired by
techniques in [15], which enables concurrent optimization of
the phase shifts at both the transmitter- and receiver-side SIMs.

To address the optimization problem in (8), we introduce the
proposed algorithm in Algorithm 1. The core principle involves
initializing from a feasible point (¢?,£9) and iteratively
updating the variables along the gradient direction V f (¢, € ).
The step size for each update is governed by the positive
parameters ul > 0, for ¢ =1, 2.

The algorithm operates within the subsequent feasible sets

O ={p e CM* gl =1,;i=1,....,M}, (9
Ep={& cCVN ¢k =1,;i=1,...,N}. (10

At each iteration, before proceeding along the gradient
direction of f(¢y, &), the updated variables are projected
back onto their respective feasible sets ®;, and Zj. This
ensures that the iterates remain within the allowable domain of
the problem. For completeness, we also provide the gradient
components Vg, f(¢r, &) and Ve, f(¢y, &), which represent
the directions of the steepest ascent for the objective function
f, as defined in [16, Theorem 3.4]. The operators Pg,(-) and
Pz, (+) correspond to projections onto ®; and Zj, respectively.

Lemma 1: The complex derivatives of f(¢;, &) regarding
the conjugate variables ¢; and &} are computed as

Vo f(¢1,€) = Vdiag(A(P"P) ),
Ve f(#1,&x) = Vdiag(Cr(DD") 1),

Y
(12)



Algorithm 1 Projected Gradient Ascent Method

1: Input: @9, €%, pu? > 0 for ¢ = 1,2.

2. fori=1,2,...do o
3: d);:ll = P@I(d); + /”L§1V¢zf( ;7512))
4 ro =P (& + 1 Ve f(D1:€1))
5. end for

where V=—2V
In 2N, <1+151V)

Al :Wl(}lflwlfl' . '¢1wl¢)LwL L. ¢l+1wl+1, (13)
Ck:UlEl_lUl_l"'ElUlaLUL"'El+1Ul+1. (14)

Proof: Please see Appendix B. [ |

The optimization framework of the SIM leverages the
gradient ascent method, offering a notable benefit due to the
availability of a closed-form expression for the gradient. Since
the updates constitute projected gradient ascent over compact
unit-modulus sets and Ct,g is smooth and bounded, standard
results guarantee convergence to a stationary point for suitable
step sizes [4], [5]. The convergence curve in the numerical
section further confirms rapid monotonic convergence in
practice.

The computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is mainly
determined by the evaluation of the lower-bound expression
and its gradients in (7), (11), and (12). Each iteration requires
computing the composite SIM matrices on the transmit and
receive sides, which incurs a cost of O(LM?2N; + KN?N,.).
The subsequent formation and inversion of the covariance-
related matrices, as well as the determinant and gradient
calculations, contribute an additional O(M?+ N3+ N2+ N2).
Therefore, the overall per-iteration complexity is O(LM?N; +
KN2N, + M?® 4+ N® 4+ N} + N?), which corresponds to the
cost of computing all terms required by the gradient-based
updates in Algorithm 1. More specifically, this cost scales
linearly with the number of SIM layers, while scaling cubic
in the meta-atom and antenna dimensions.

IV. Low-SNR REGIME

According to [!7], the operation of MIMO systems in
the low-SNR region is better captured by the normalized
transmit EB F} /Ny as opposed to the conventional per-symbol

SNR metric. This leads to the following capacity formulation
Ey

B\ Ng E
Cerg (ﬁ)) ~ Sy log2< z2— |, where Nob.

denotes the

NOmin i .
minimum normalized EB necessary to support any positive
transmission rate reliably, while Sy represents the WS, both

serving as key indicators of low-SNR performance. Based

on [18], these two key performance rr;etrics are defined as
Cerg (0) :
NoEri;n = Ce:g(o)’ So = —21n2(éerg(0)) , where Ceg(0) and

Cerg(0) represent the first- and second-order derivatives of the
ergodic capacity in (6) with respect to the SNR p, respectively.
As outlined in [17], analyzing the low-SNR regime involves
utilizing the concept of the dispersion of a random matrix.
Definition 1: The dispersion of an s X s random matrix is

2
defined as follows ((A) = SE[:;E:) )

Theorem 2: In a SIM-assisted HMIMO system with dimen-
sions N, x N, the minimum EB and the WS are given by

E
N = N,In2(tr (RrPP") tr (RgD"D))"!,  (15)
Omin
2Ny N,
So = . 16
"~ NiC(R:PP) + N (RaD"D) 1o
Proof: Please see Appendix C. [ ]

It is worth highlighting that, in SIM-assisted HMIMO sys-
tems, the minimum EB is influenced by the spatial correlation,
whereas in conventional MIMO systems, it remains unaffected
by such correlation. Furthermore, increasing the number of
transmit antennas /V; generally leads to a higher minimum
EB. Notably, both expressions depend on the SIMs in terms
of the matrices P and D. Lastly, under the assumptions of
ii.d. Rayleigh fading and no SIMs, expressions (15) and (16)
reduce to the results presented in [17, eq. (17)] and [!7, eq.
(19)], respectively.

Similar to the optimization problem (P), two problems can
be formulated with the same constraints, one for the minimum
EB and one for the WS. The procedure is omitted since it is
the same as the methodology followed in Section III.

The corresponding gradients are obtained as

Eb o dlag(AlRTP“P)
V¢’N0min B Ntln2(tr(RTPP“)tr(RRDHD))2’ {17
Eb diag(CkRRDD“)
= —N;In2 1
Ve o 2 RePPY) & (ReD DY D)
.8 = 2NZN,s
P20 (NtC(RTPPH)+Nr§(RRD“D))2tr2(RTP(IB%
x diag(2tr (RTPP")A,P"PRP"Ry (20)
— tr(RrPP")* AjR7)), (21)
V. S — 2N?N,s
S0 (NtC(RTPPH)+N,-<<RRDHD))2tr2<RRD(H21%>
x diag(2tr (RgD"D)C,DD"Rr DRy (23)
— tr(RgD"D)?> CtRR)). (24)

Proof: The proof is omitted due to limited space and
because it follows the steps of the proof of Lemma | since
the dependence of NEb. and Sy from P and D is similar to
the dependence of Cpp from these parameters. [ ]

The complexity of the two algorithms is similar to prob-
lem (P) since their implementation involves similar matrix
operations.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The analytical expressions and Monte Carlo (MC) simulation
results are used for validation. In the simulated setup, the
SIMs at the transmitter and receiver are placed along the
r—z plane, with their centers being along the y-axis at an
altitude of of Hgs = 5 m. The design and configuration of
both SIMs adhere to the methodology outlined in [4], [10].
Each meta-atom occupies an area of (\/2)2, and the distance
separating neighboring meta-atoms is fixed at A/2. The gap
between the two metasurfaces is given by dsiv = Tsim /L,
where Tsivq = Rsivi = 5 denotes the SIM thickness. A
path-loss exponent of b = 2.5 is adopted. The separation



between the transmitter- and receiver-side SIMs is fixed at
d = 200 m. The system employs a bandwidth of 20 MHz at a
carrier frequency of 2 GHz. The total transmit power is set to
p = 20 dBm, and the receiver noise (sensitivity) level is taken
as 02 = —110 dBm. By default, the antenna arrays comprise
N; = N, = 8 elements, each SIM contains M = 40, N = 100
meta-atoms, and the number of SIM layers is K = L =4 [4],
[10].

In Fig. 1, we observe an excellent match between the
analytical lower bound and Monte Carlo simulations for
various (M, N) configurations, confirming the tightness of
the bound across the SNR range. As expected, increasing the
number of SIM meta-atoms improves the ergodic capacity.
However, the figure reveals an important asymmetry: enlarging
s = min(M, N) yields a much stronger capacity gain than
enlarging ¢ = max(M, N), which is fully consistent with
the analytical expression. The figure further includes the i.i.d.
channel case and the scenario with unoptimized (random) SIM
phase shifts, both showing lower performance and underscoring
the impact of phase optimization on the overall SIM-assisted
HMIMO gain.

Fig. 2 shows the simulated and analytical low-SNR capacity
versus the transmit EB E;, /Ny according to Theorem 2. For
comparative purposes, we have depicted the scenario of a
conventional i.i.d. Rayleigh MIMO channel. Fig. 2 highlights a
notable trade-off: although SIMs improve the ergodic capacity
at moderate and high SNRs, they increase the minimum energy
per bit Ej /Né“i“. From Theorem 2, this metric scales with
(tr(RyPPH) tr(RxDD))~!, which becomes larger when
the SIM induces stronger spatial correlation. At very low SNR,
this correlation dominates the channel behavior and reduces
the effective rank, requiring more energy to reliably transmit
even vanishingly small rates. This also explains the slight
reduction in the wideband slope Sy in Fig. 2. In summary,
SIMs enhance capacity when power is sufficient, but in the
energy-limited regime their correlation-enhancing effect leads
to higher required Ej,/N"".

Fig. 3 illustrates the convergence of the projected gradient
ascent scheme. In particular, Crp increases monotonically
and stabilizes within few iterations for different initializations.
The algorithm finishes when the iterations are greater than 20
or the difference between the two last iterations is less than
10~°. A small-scale comparison with exhaustive search further
indicates that any performance loss due to the projection step
is negligible in practice.

Discussion on the Impact of SIM Parameters: The trends
observed in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 illustrate the impact of the SIM
aperture dimensions (M, N). Increasing the number of meta-
atoms per layer enlarges the effective SIM aperture and enables
finer sampling of the impinging wavefield, which enhances
the spatial degrees of freedom captured by the composite
matrices P and D. This leads to a more favorable eigenvalue
distribution of G G and results in the monotonic capacity
gains visible in Fig. 1. The figure also shows that changes in
s = min(M, N) have a more pronounced effect than changes
in ¢ = max(M, N), which means that the smallest SIM play
a key role in the performance. Furthermore, increasing the
number of layers L and K (not shown due to limited space)
introduces additional cascaded diffraction, which enriches the
spatial degrees of freedom embedded in the composite matrices
P and D, i.e., the capacity becomes larger. These effects extend
to the low-SNR regime in Fig. 2. The metrics Ej,/N™" and

So depend on tr(RpPP) and tr(RrpDD), both of which
increase with the SIM aperture size.

VI. CONCLUSION

This letter presented a lower bound formulation for the
ergodic capacity of SIM-assisted HMIMO systems. The result-
ing expression is mathematically tractable, valid for a finite
number of antennas and SIM elements, and exhibits tightness
across the SNR. In addition, a second-order capacity expansion
was performed in the low-SNR regime, leading to closed-
form expressions for key performance indicators, namely the
minimum EB and the WS, offering valuable insights into
the performance of the system. Relevant extensions include
accounting for hardware impairments, imperfect CSI, and
practical phase quantization in SIM layers. Incorporating these
constraints is essential for translating SIM-assisted HMIMO
into real-world deployments.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Starting from (12), Minkowski’s determinant inequality
yields

1/N,
det(Ty, + FHHT) T > 14 Ldey(HET)

leading to

Cerg > NtE[logQ(l + NLteNitlndet(HHH))} .
Since f(z) = logy(1 + ae”) is convex for a > 0, Jensen’s
inequality gives

Cerg > Nt 10g2 (1 + NLte ﬁE[lndet(HHH)]> .

Using H = DGP and det(AB) = det(A)det(B), we have
Indet(HH") = Indet(G"G) + In|PP¥|
+In|DD| +In|Ry| +In|Rg|. (25

For the Kronecker MIMO model, G € CV*M yields a Gram
matrix with rank(G* G) = min(M, N). Using the standard
Wishart result [19, A.8.1], we obtain

min(M,N)—1

>

=0

E[lndet(G7G)] = ¢ (max(M,N) — i),

which, when substituted into (25), yields Theorem 1.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

The step-by-step computation of Vg, f(¢;, &) starts with
computing its differential, given by

d(f(¢r,&k)) = PV APy (26)
_ V(PP MAPP L PAPY)

lIl 2Nt (I. + &V)

where V = exp (N% (Z;:ol P(t — i) +In |PP"| +In |D"D| +
In|Rr|+ \RR|)). In (27), we have made use of the property
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Fig. 1: Analytical lower bound and sim-
ulated ergodic capacity versus the SNR. EB.

d(|X[) = [X|tr(X~'dX) for a square, invertible matrix X €
CTLX’I’L'

Additionally, the expression in (3) admits the following
differential form

d(P) = dIwl ... IWitlg@ )wie! !
x W= etwl, (28)
Upon replacing d(P) with its expression in (27), we derive
d(f (i, &)
_ pV (PP~ (Ad(®') + Afd((2)")))

; (29)

where
A—l :qu’l_lwl_l' . .Qlwl@LwL . (I’l+lwl+1- (30)
The gradient is obtained as

_ deiag(Al(P“P)*l)

Vo, f(é1,8k) = €2
In a similar way, V¢, f(¢;, &) is obtained.
APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 2
The derivation commences by recognizing that

%m(det(IerA))’ tr(A), which leads to the

need to compute E[tr (H"H)|. Nonetheless, performing
this computation directly can be quite cumbersome. To
address this challenge, we employ tools from random matrix
theory, drawing upon the methodology presented in [17].
Specifically, by simultaneously considering the impact of
spatial correlations and passive beamforming matrices, the
framework outlined in [17, Appendix B] becomes applicable.
Under these conditions, the prerequisites of [17, Lemma 3] are
satisfied, allowing the expression to be simplified as follows

Eltr (H'H) | = tr (RrPP") tr (RgkD"D).  (32)

From the combination of (6) and (32), equation (15) follows
directly. The WS can be derived using the formulation provided
in [17, eq. (19)] as

2NN,

So = N,((RtPP") + N,((RgD"D)’

(33)
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