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Abstract—Radio imaging is rapidly gaining prominence in
the design of future communication systems, with the potential
to utilize reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) as imaging
apertures. Although the sparsity of targets in three-dimensional
(3D) space has led most research to adopt compressed sensing
(CS)-based imaging algorithms, these often require substantial
computational and memory burdens. Drawing inspiration from
conventional Fourier transform (FT)-based imaging methods,
our research seeks to accelerate radio imaging in RIS-aided
communication systems. To begin, we introduce a two-stage
wavenumber domain 3D imaging technique: first, we modify RIS
phase shifts to recover the equivalent channel response from
the user equipment to the RIS array, subsequently employing
traditional FT-based wavenumber domain methods to produce
target images. We also determine the diffraction resolution limits
of the system through k-space analysis, taking into account factors
including system bandwidth, transmission direction, operating
frequency, and the angle subtended by the RIS. Addressing the
challenge of limited pilots in communication systems, we unveil
an innovative algorithm that merges the strengths of both FT-
and CS-based techniques by substituting the expansive sensing
matrix with FT-based operators. Our simulation outcomes con-
firm that our proposed FT-based methods achieve high-quality
images while demanding few time, memory, and communication
resources.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable intelligent surface, wavenumber
domain imaging, Fourier transform, equivalent channel response,
diffraction resolution limits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Environment sensing is an emerging function in future
wireless communication systems [1]–[3]. Among the sensing
modalities, radio imaging stands out, illustrating the shapes
and scattering properties of the targets in the region of interest
(ROI). The radio-based imaging technique is unaffected by
light conditions, protects human privacy [4], [5], and supports
applications like monitoring, augmented reality, and environ-
mental reconstruction [6]–[8]. While synthetic aperture radar
(SAR) imaging has been widely studied as a type of radio
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imaging [9]–[12], its techniques are now being adapted to in-
tegrated communication and imaging systems [13], [14]. How-
ever, communication antenna arrays are typically undersized
for high-resolution imaging. Recent literature use the antennas
of distributed user equipments (UEs) [13], but anisotropic
scattering can introduce system modeling errors [14], [15].
Recently, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have revo-
lutionized future communications by intelligently customizing
the radio propagation environments [16], [17]. The RIS arrays
typically possess large apertures with numerous uniformly
placed tunable elements, which are beneficial for high imaging
resolutions and potentially support non-line-of-sight (NLOS)
imaging [18]. Moreover, RISs, free of active components, are
promising for cost-effective and energy-efficient radio imaging
[19].

Among SAR imaging techniques, Fourier transform (FT)
and compressed sensing (CS) dominate [5], [20]. Recent RIS-
aided imaging research has focused on CS-based algorithms
[13], [14], [21]. They alter RIS phase shifts, extract channel
responses, and establish linear relationships between these
responses and the ROI image. Using two-dimensional (2D)
sensing matrices, ROI images are generated iteratively, empha-
sizing their sparsity in three-dimensional (3D) space [13], [14].
However, this method requires substantial time and memory
resources, making it unapplicable for real-time high-resolution
imaging. Conversely, FT-based algorithms decompose the
imaging procedure into a sequence of one-dimensional (1D)
operations, which can be rapidly executed via fast Fourier
transform (FFT) and its inverse (IFFT), ensuring fast imaging
with minimal memory cost [9]–[12]. However, FT-based imag-
ing in RIS-aided setups is underexplored due to RIS elements’
reflecting-only nature [16]. For dynamic metasurface antenna
(DMA)-aided imaging, a solution has emerged [22], suggest-
ing reconfigurations of DMA to capture the electromagnetic
field at the surface. Taking cues from this idea, we obtain the
equivalent channel response (ECR) between the UE and the
RIS array in the designated RIS-aided system by adjusting
RIS phase shifts. As a result, our study transforms the RIS-
aided imaging issue into a near-field single-input-multiple-
output (SIMO) bistatic imaging problem when using a single
UE antenna. We propose an innovative FT-based two-step
imaging approach, incorporating the discrete Fourier transform
(DFT) matrix for efficient ECR recovery, followed by the
traditional FT-based subimage accumulation algorithm (SAA)
[9] to derive the 3D ROI image.

The proposed FT-based imaging algorithm is designed to
retrieve the ROI image with reduced time and memory costs,
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thanks to the efficient computation of FFT and IFFT. However,
it necessitates a significant number of pilots for ECR recov-
ery, which is often unfeasible in real-world communication
systems [1]. To enable the proposed imaging algorithm with
inadequate pilots, we propose two foundational methods: the
first uses the pseudo-inverse matrix to estimate the ECR,
and the second employs block-controlled RIS to mitigate the
high demands for pilots. However, these two methods lead to
compromised imaging results when pilots are severely limited.

Alternatively, CS-based approaches directly extract the ROI
image from UE-ROI-RIS-access point (AP) channel responses.
These methods have been shown to necessitate fewer mea-
surements than the Nyquist criterion requires, leveraging the
inherent sparsity of the ROI [13], [14], [21]. To combine
the individual advantages of FT- and CS-based methods, the
notion of approximated observation was introduced in [20] for
SAR imaging. The sensing matrix in CS-based imaging can be
approximated using FT-based operators, thereby eliminating
the extensive time and memory requirements of matrix gener-
ation and replacing matrix-vector multiplications with efficient
FFT and IFFT operations. Specifically, the time-domain range-
Doppler algorithm was applied in [20], and its scope was
broadened to wavenumber domain algorithms in [23] for SAR
imaging systems employing frequency-modulation continuous
waves (FMCWs). However, rare literature has employed this
method for RIS-aided imaging with orthogonal frequency-
division multiplexing (OFDM) pilots in communication sys-
tems, owing to the system discrepancy and waveform mis-
match. In this study, we propose to introduce the solution
of approximated observation for RIS-aided imaging issues
by integrating our proposed FT-based algorithm with CS-
based methodologies, simultaneously reducing the pilot and
computation consumptions.

Transforming the imaging issue into a near-field SIMO
bistatic imaging problem, we have designed corresponding
imaging algorithms. To evaluate the effectiveness of the
proposed algorithms, we employ diffraction resolution limits
(DRLs) as our primary metric. DRLs serve as pivotal param-
eters in imaging systems, informing system design choices
like the RIS array deployment, imaging distance, and voxel
sizes [24]. While DRLs have a solid footing in traditional
SAR imaging systems [10]–[12], they tend to focus on far-
field monostatic scenarios, which do not fit the near-field
bistatic settings in our study. The widely quoted range DRL
in radar and microwave imaging literature, as detailed in
[10], is purely inversely proportional to the system bandwidth.
However, recent studies have realized near-field 3D imaging
with a single frequency [14], [25], proving that the range
DRL in [10] does not hold in near fields. Furthermore, the
influences of bistatic imaging on resolutions have been rarely
studied. To address the mismatches between the traditional
DRLs and the considered scenario, we propose to derive
the DRLs of the RIS-aided system using k-space analysis
methods [10], [25]. Our findings indicate that the range DRL
depends on aspects like the system bandwidth, transmission
orientation, operating frequency, and the angular expanse of
the RIS array. Conversely, the cross-range DRL largely relies
on the wavelength and the RIS-subtended angle.

UE

RIS

AP

RIS-aided Imaging

Multi-path Disturbance

Control Unit

ROI

Fig. 1: Illustration of the considered RIS-aided communication system.

In summary, our primary contributions include:
• Innovative Two-Step Wavenumber Domain Imaging

Algorithm for RIS-Aided Systems: We transform the
RIS-aided imaging problem into a SIMO bistatic imaging
scenario by extracting the ECR between the UE and the
RIS array using specific RIS phase shifts. Thanks to this
transformation, we can utilize the conventional FT-based
SAA to create detailed ROI images. Furthermore, RIS-
aided NLOS imaging is also studied.

• Effective Imaging with Limited Pilots: To address
the challenge of sparse pilots, we introduce the pseudo-
inverse matrix and block-controlled RIS methods. We
also compare FT- and CS-based imaging techniques and
combine the proposed FT-based algorithm with CS-based
methods. Our simulations verify the superior efficiency of
our algorithms, characterized by reduced time, memory,
and measurement requirements.

• Near-Field SIMO Bistatic DRLs: We formulated the
DRLs for our RIS-aided communication system using k-
space analysis methods. This sheds light on the interplay
between imaging performance and factors such as system
bandwidth, transmission orientation, operating frequency,
and the angle subtended by the RIS.

Notations—Scalars, such as a, are denoted in italic; vectors,
such as a, in bold; and matrices, such as A, in bold capital
letters. The function vec(A) represents the vectorization of
A. The ℓ•-norm of a is denoted by ∥a∥•, where • ∈ {1, 2}.
The expression |a| refers to the amplitude of a, and j =

√
−1

denotes the imaginary unit. The notation diag(a) represents
a diagonal matrix with elements from a. The symbols for
transpose and Hermitian operators are given by (·)T and (·)H,
respectively. The Hadamard product and division are symbol-
ized by ⊙ and ⊘, respectively. The notation b̆(·) denotes a
continuous function, whereas b(·) signifies the discrete version,
and b̂(·) presents the estimate of b(·). F̆ , F , and F−1 represent
the FT, DFT, and inverse DFT (IDFT) operators, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a RIS-aided communication system functioning
within the 3D space [x, y, z]T ∈ R3, as illustrated in Fig. 1.
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The setup includes a single-antenna UE, an AP, a vertically
positioned RIS on the wall, and a target located within the ROI
in front of the RIS. Assuming, for simplicity, that the ROI’s
center is at the origin, the RIS array lies in the y-z plane,
centered at [−D0, 0, 0]

T. Given that the ROI is near to the RIS,
we infer D0 < 2(Ls

max)
2/λ0. Here, Ls

max = max{Ls
y, L

s
z}

signifies the RIS array’s greatest dimension [16], and λ0

represents the wavelength of the central carrier frequency. The
dimensions Ls

y and Ls
z represent the RIS array sizes along the

y- and z-axis, respectively. The AP, featuring A0 antennas,
coordinates with the RIS, which employs a uniform planar
array consisting of M = My × Mz elements. Each RIS
element measures ξ × ξ in size. The phase shifts of the RIS
elements are adjusted by the AP through a control unit. The
UE transmits uplink pilot and communication signals [26],
which are received and processed by the AP to realize joint
communication and imaging. The system bandwidth is set at
B with T0 subcarriers, where T subcarriers of them spaced
at ∆f facilitate imaging. It is presupposed that both the RIS
and AP locations are priorly known. Additionally, the UE’s
location can be precisely discerned using sophisticated UWB
and RFID-aided localization methods [14].

In this study, the RIS phase design is time-division multi-
plexed to support the functions of communication and imag-
ing. During normal communication periods, the RIS phases
can be optimized to enhance communication performance,
which is a topic widely studied in the literature [16], [17].
However, the optimal RIS configuration remains constant in
static environments, which may not fully capture the char-
acteristics of the targets. Conversely, during imaging, the
RIS phases should vary to capture diverse information about
the target, where the corresponding channel state information
(CSI) is derived in conjunction with known pilots. When
executing the imaging procedure, the UE transmits R pilots
on the T subcarriers for imaging, employing R distinct RIS
phase shifts across different symbol intervals [17]. As a result,
the scattering characteristics of the targets can be discerned. 1

Next, we shift our focus to the imaging process of the system,
where the related signal and channel models are presented.

A. Received Signal Model

Considering that most commercial communication systems
employ OFDM signals [1], we would like to achieve imaging
alongside the communication process. Based on the OFDM
signal model, when the pilot pt,r on the t-th subcarrier is
transmitted at the r-th symbol interval, and the r-th RIS
configuration is employed, the received signals at the AP can
be given by

yt,r =
(
ht,r + h̃t,r

)
pt,r + ñt,r, (1)

where ht,r denotes the channel response of the UE-ROI-
RIS-AP path, which is used for imaging. h̃t,r represents the
overall channel response of other paths, including the UE-
AP path, UE-ROI-AP path, UE-RIS-AP path, and additional

1Conducting imaging may degrade communication performance since the
communication resource is partly occupied and the RIS phases are not
optimized to maximize communication rates.

multipaths arising from random scatterers and reflectors or
those experiencing multiple bounces, as depicted in Fig. 1.
ñt,r stands for additive noise. The pilots are assumed to be de-
modulation reference signals (DMRS), which are essential for
communication data demodulation and could be UE-specific
and transmitted on demand [26], [27]. Although the design
of the pilot sequence may impact channel estimation accuracy
[28]–[30], we assume that the CSI has been acquired, and ht,r

has been extracted to assist in imaging,2 as documented in
related literature [13], [14], [21]. Consequently, the extracted
UE-ROI-RIS-AP path at the a-th AP antenna can be expressed
as

st,r,a = ht,r,a + nt,r,a, (2)

where ht,r,a is the a-th element of ht,r, and nt,r,a represents
additive noise resulting from channel estimation errors. The
imaging goal is to derive the scattering coefficient image
σ̆(x, y, z) of the ROI using {st,r,a}, where t = 1, 2, . . . , T ,
r = 1, 2, . . . , R, and a = 1, 2, . . . , A0. The value σ̆(x0, y0, z0)
represents the scattering coefficient of the voxel centered at
[x0, y0, z0]

T with the size of δx × δy × δz , where δx, δy , and
δz are small values. The scattering coefficient of the voxel
equals the root of the energy it scatters when illuminated by
a unit energy field [4], [14], [32].

B. UE-ROI-RIS-AP Channel Response Model

This subsection elucidates the relationship between ht,r,a

and the ROI image σ̆(x, y, z). It can be expressed as

ht,r,a =

My∑
u=1

Mz∑
v=1

gtbt(yu, zv)e
−jωr,u,v

e−jktd
p
u,v,a

(4π)0.5dpu,v,a
, (3)

where gt is a constant determined by antenna gains. The
location of the (u, v)-th RIS element is [−D0, yu, zv]

T, whose
phase shift under the r-th configuration is given by ωr,u,v ∈
[0, 2π). The term bt(yu, zv) denotes the ECR from the UE to
the RIS array. dpu,v,a represents the distance from the (u, v)-
th RIS element to the a-th AP antenna, while kt = 2π/λt

is the wavenumber for the t-th subcarrier. Denoting (y′, z′)
as the continuous variables corresponding to the discrete RIS
element positions (yu, zv), the channel response from the UE
to the RIS array plane is given as

b̆t(y
′, z′) =

∫∫∫
σ̆(x, y, z)

4πd0d1
e−jkt(d0+d1)dxdydz, (4)

where (x, y, z) specifies a point’s location within the ROI.
The variables d1 and d0 represent the distances from the UE
to [x, y, z]T and from [x, y, z]T to [−D0, y

′, z′]T, respectively.
Consequently, the ECR bt(yu, zv) is the discrete form of the
continuous function b̆t(y

′, z′), sampled at the (u, v)-th RIS
element location. In the next section, (3) is leveraged to deduce
the ECR from the UE to the RIS array. Consequently, (4) aids
in generating the ROI image using the estimated ECR.

2ht,r can be extracted for imaging by identifying its unique angle of arrival
at the AP [31]. Assuming that the UE antenna is directed towards the ROI
during imaging, the energy of the UE-RIS-AP path is minimal, making the
extracted RIS-reflected path predominantly ht,r . When the ROI is located in
the NLOS region of the AP, the channel estimation process may be simplified
but does not impact the employment of the proposed algorithms.
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III. FT-BASED WAVENUMBER DOMAIN 3D IMAGING

FT-based imaging algorithms are widely adopted in SAR
imaging due to their low computational complexity and su-
perior imaging performance [9]–[12]. However, few studies
in the literature have employed FT-based algorithms for RIS-
aided imaging. In this section, we introduce an FT-based
two-step wavenumber domain imaging algorithm built upon
equations (3) and (4). We also determine the DRLs of the
RIS-aided system using k-space analysis methods.

A. Two-step Imaging Algorithm
In this subsection, we outline the proposed two-step imaging

algorithm. The initial step recovers the ECR using specifically
designed RIS phase shifts. Subsequently, the second step uti-
lizes wavenumber domain algorithms to construct the image.

1) RIS Phase Shift Design and ECR Recovery: Traditional
FT-based wavenumber domain algorithms [9]–[12] require
the knowledge of the channel response from the transmitting
antenna to the receiving antenna. However, the reflection-
only RIS under consideration cannot receive signals. This
renders the channel response from the UE to the RIS array
unobtainable. In this study, we propose to recover the ECR by
varying the RIS phase shifts.

For a compact expression of (3), we use Bt ∈ CMy×Mz to
represent the 2D ECR at the t-th subcarrier, whose (u, v)-th
element is bt(yu, zv). Additionally, define bt = vec(Bt) ∈
CM×1, and let ωr = [e−jωr,1 , e−jωr,2 , . . . , e−jωr,M ]T denotes
the r-th RIS phase shift configuration. The free-space channel
response from the RIS to the a-th AP antenna is denoted by

hs,p
t,a =

[
1

(4π)0.5dpm,a
e−jktd

p
m,a

]
M×1

, (5)

where the subscript m represents the m-th RIS element and
corresponds to the (u, v)-th element in (3).

In the following discussions, we focus solely on the mea-
surements at the a∗-th AP antenna.3 For clarity, we hence-
forth omit the index a in (2), (3), and (5). Using the de-
fined notations, ht,r in (3) can be represented as ht,r =
gtb

T
t diag(ωr)h

s,p
t . Integrating this expression into (2), we

deduce
st,r = gtb

T
t diag(ωr)h

s,p
t + nt,r

= gtω
T
r (bt ⊙ hs,p

t ) + nt,r,
(6)

where hs,p
t can be calculated based on known RIS and

AP locations. Varying the RIS phase shifts with R distinct
configurations, we can consolidate the measurements at the
t-th subcarrier to derive

st = gtΩR(bt ⊙ hs,p
t ) + nt, (7)

where st = [st,1, st,2, . . . , st,R]
T, ΩR = [ω1,ω2, . . . ,ωR]

T,
and nt = [nt,1, nt,2, . . . , nt,R]

T. Thus, the ECR recovery
problem aims to deduce bt from st with known hs,p

t and ΩR.

3While multiple AP antennas can offer numerous measurements for ECR
recovery, the channels from the RIS array to the antennas are highly correlated
due to small antenna spacings. This means that the measurements at each AP
antenna offer almost identical information about the ECR, especially when the
RIS is in the far field of the AP. Hence, measurements at each AP antenna
are processed independently according to Sec. III-A1 in this study, and their
recovery results can be averaged to suppress additive noise.

Since bt contains M unknown elements, at least M mea-
surements, or a minimum of M pilots with various RIS phase
configurations, are needed to retrieve bt. When R = M ,
assuming that the RIS phase shifts are randomized and ΩR :=
ΩM is of full rank, bt can be estimated by

b̂t = (Ω−1
M st)⊘ (gth

s,p
t ). (8)

However, the matrix inversion in (8) typically demands a
complexity of O(M3). Considering the large number of RIS
elements, M , the recovery method in (8) requires significant
computational resources. Inspired by the intelligent reconfig-
uration capability of the RIS, ΩM can be designed as a DFT
matrix, given that the elements in both the DFT matrix and
ΩM are complex values with unit magnitude. Furthermore,
the condition number of the DFT matrix equals one, achieving
robust ECR recovery. Although ΩM can be further optimized
to strengthen the signal energy of the UE-ROI-RIS-AP path,
we employ the DFT matrix since its inversion can be effi-
ciently implemented with the IFFT algorithm, reducing the
computational complexity from O(M3) to O(M log2 M). As
a result, (7) can be reframed as

st = F{bt ⊙ (gth
s,p
t )}+ nt. (9)

Consequently, ECR recovery can be achieved by

b̂t = F−1{st} ⊘ (gth
s,p
t ), (10)

where the IDFT operation can be efficiently implemented with
the IFFT algorithm.

By recovering the ECR from the UE to the RIS array, we
can equivalently treat the uniformly positioned RIS elements
as receiving antennas. Consequently, the initial RIS-aided
imaging problem becomes a SIMO bistatic issue, which can
be addressed using conventional wavenumber domain algo-
rithms [9]–[12]. However, potential multiple-input-multiple-
output (MIMO)-to-SIMO simplifications and monostatic-to-
bistatic phase corrections should be carried out [33], as tradi-
tional radar imaging usually contemplates monostatic MIMO
scenarios [10]–[12]. In this study, we utilize the wavenumber
domain SAA introduced in [9] since it is free from interpola-
tion and focuses on SIMO bistatic imaging situations, thereby
simplifying the algorithm’s execution.

2) Wavenumber Domain SAA: Next, we detail the SAA [9]
to reconstruct the ROI image from the recovered ECR in (10).
We start by taking the 2D FT of both sides of (4) with respect
to (y′, z′), yielding

B̆t(ky, kz) =

∫∫∫
σ̆(x, y, z)

4πd1
e−jktd1Ĕt(ky, kz)dxdydz,

(11)
where B̆t(ky, kz) = F̆y′,z′{b̆t(y′, z′)}. F̆y′,z′ denotes the 2D
FT versus y′ and z′, whose k-space domain variables are ky
and kz , respectively. The 2D spatial FT of the components
tied to y′ and z′ is given as

Ĕt(ky, kz) =

∫∫
1

d0
e−jktd0e−jy′kye−jz′kzdy′dz′, (12)

with

d0 =
√

(x+D0)2 + (y − y′)2 + (z − z′)2. (13)
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(17)2D DFT (19)
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in space domain
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in wavenumber domain

Processed measurements
in wavenumber domain
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3D subimage
in space domain
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(20)

Fig. 2: Data stream on the t-th subcarrier, where b̂t(yu, zv), B̂t(ky , kz), B̂′
t(ky , kz), σ̂t(xnx , y, z), and σ̂t(x, y, z) represent estimated discrete functions.

Applying the method of stationary phase (MSP) [12], we have

Ĕt(ky, kz) =
j2π

kx
e−jkx(x+D0)−jkyy−jkzz, (14)

where
kx =

√
k2t − k2y − k2z . (15)

Substituting (14) into (11), the equation becomes

B̆′
t(ky, kz) =

∫∫∫
σ̆′
t(x, y, z)e

−jkxx−jkyy−jkzzdxdydz

=

∫
e−j

√
k2
t−k2

y−k2
zxF̆y,z{σ̆′

t(x, y, z)}dx,
(16)

where F̆y,z represents 2D FT along the y- and z-axis, and

B̆′
t(ky, kz) = −jkxe

jkxD0B̆t(ky, kz), (17)

σ̆′
t(x, y, z) = σ̆(x, y, z)

1

2d1
e−jktd1 . (18)

Referring to (16) and employing the SAA in [9], we can
estimate σ̆(x, y, z) in the discretized form. Here, the discrete
version of σ̆(x, y, z) is denoted as σ(x, y, z), and its estimate
is represented by σ̂(x, y, z). The ROI is discretized into N =
Nx ×Ny ×Nz voxels. Using the measurements from the t-th
single subcarrier, the discrete 3D subimage is reconstructed by
recovering a sequence of 2D cross-range subimages, which are
derived at Nx sampled positions along the range direction. To
obtain 2D cross-range subimages along the y- and z-axis, we
first estimate the discrete function corresponding to σ̆′

t(x, y, z)
at the nx-th sampled position, given as

σ̂′
t(xnx , y, z) = F−1

ky,kz

{
B̂′

t(ky, kz)e
j
√

k2
t−k2

y−k2
zxnx

}
, (19)

where F−1
ky,kz

denotes 2D IDFT with respect to the variables
ky and kz . Then, the 2D cross-range subimage at the nx-th
sampled position can be inferred from (18), given as

σ̂t(xnx
, y, z) = σ̂′

t(xnx
, y, z) · 2d1ejktd1 . (20)

Stitching the Nx 2D cross-range subimages along the range
direction, we obtain the 3D subimage σ̂t(x, y, z). Here, the
procedure to obtain B̂′

t(ky, kz) is as follows: First, reshape
the estimated b̂t from (10) into matrix B̂t, deriving b̂t(yu, zv).
Then, compute the 2D DFT of b̂t(yu, zv) to get B̂t(ky, kz).
Finally, by plugging B̂t(ky, kz) into (17), we have B̂′

t(ky, kz).
The data stream on the t-th subcarrier is illustrated in Fig. 2.
As (19) holds solely for the t-th subcarrier, the subimage ob-
taining procedure is executed individually for each subcarrier
frequency. By accumulating the subimages at all subcarriers

Algorithm 1 RIS-aided two-step wavenumber domain 3D
imaging algorithm.

1: input : RIS phase configuration matrix ΩM , distance D0,
and raw measurements st, where t = 1, 2, . . . , T .

2: for t = 1 to T do
3: Recover b̂t from st based on (8) or (10), when ΩM

is a random or DFT matrix, respectively.
4: Reshape b̂t to 2D function b̂t(yu, zv).
5: Perform 2D DFT on b̂t(yu, zv), deriving B̂t(ky, kz).
6: Obtain B̂′

t(ky, kz) according to (17).
7: Estimate σ̂′

t(xnx
, y, z) according to (19).

8: Deduce σ̂t(xnx
, y, z) according to (20).

9: Stitch σ̂t(xnx , y, z) along x-axis, deriving σ̂t(x, y, z).
10: end for
11: Accumulate the subimages according to (21).
12: output : the estimated ROI image σ̂(x, y, z).

coherently, the final estimate of the ROI image is given as

σ̂(x, y, z) =

T∑
t=1

σ̂t(x, y, z). (21)

Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed RIS-aided wavenumber
domain 3D imaging algorithm. The independence of data
processing at each subcarrier allows the proposed algorithm to
employ parallel techniques, thereby enhancing imaging speed.

Remark 1. In the range direction, the voxel size depends on
the sampling number Nx along the x-axis in (19). Moreover,
the maximum image range is set by (22b) for a given ∆f .
Conversely, in the cross-range direction, the voxel size and the
imaged area mirror the RIS element spacing and the RIS array
size, respectively, when the numbers of DFT points along the
two directions equal the corresponding RIS element numbers.
This is determined by the DFT transform from b̂t(yu, zv) in
the space domain to B̂t(ky, kz) in the wavenumber domain,
and the inverse transform from B̂′

t(ky, kz) in the wavenumber
domain to σ̂′

t(xnx , y, z) in the space domain, as illustrated
in Fig. 2. However, zero-padding around B̂t(ky, kz) results
in oversampling in the space domain, i.e., a reduced voxel
size in σ̂′

t(xnx
, y, z). Similarly, B̂t(ky, kz) can be oversampled

by performing the DFT of zero-padded b̂t(yu, zv), leading to
an enlarged imaged region of the proposed algorithm. Using
IFFT methods, the computational complexity of Algorithm 1
is O(T (M log2 M +MNx)) when no zero-padding is used.

3) Analysis about Nyquist Sampling Criterion: In tradi-
tional FT-based algorithms, the Nyquist sampling criterion
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should be satisfied to achieve high-quality imaging results.
This criterion necessitates that the phase shift caused by the
path length difference between two adjacent sampling points
is less than π rad [10]. The maximum spatial and frequency
sampling intervals4 are provided as [11], [12]

∆d̄∗ =λmin

√
(Ls

∗ + Li
∗)

2/4 +D2
0

Ls
∗ + Li

∗
, (22a)

∆f̄ =
c

2Li
x

, (22b)

where ∗ ∈ {y, z}. ∆d̄y and ∆d̄z denote the maximum
sampling intervals along the y- and z-axis, respectively. Ls

y and
Ls
z are the RIS array sizes along the y- and z-axis, respectively.

Li
x, Li

y, and Li
z represent the length of the ROI along the x-,

y-, and z-axis, respectively. λmin signifies the minimum wave-
length, and c represents the signal propagation speed. Accord-
ing to (22a), ∆d̄ exceeds λmin/2, which is approximately λ0/2
due to the narrow bandwidth of communication systems. As
indicated by [16], the RIS element size ξ typically falls within
the range [λ0

10 ,
λ0

2 ]. Consequently, the spatial sampling criterion
expressed in (22a) can be met by viewing the RIS elements
as equivalent receiving antennas. Moreover, the subcarrier
spacing in communication systems is considerably smaller
than the center frequency f0 [26]. Taking Li

x = 10λ0 as an
example, we find ∆f̄ = f0/20. Thus, the sampling criterion
(22b) in the frequency domain can readily be satisfied in our
examined scenarios. Consequently, the imaging problem can
be effectively addressed using the proposed two-step imaging
algorithm, with the Nyquist sampling criterion being met.

B. DRLs of the Equivalent SIMO Bistatic System

This subsection presents the derivation of the DRLs for the
equivalent SIMO bistatic system using k-space analysis. DRLs
measure the smallest distance between two resolvable points
in the imaging system, which is solely related to the system
configurations but independent of the implemented imaging
algorithm and additive noise [34], [35]. DRLs are crucial for
evaluating the performance of the proposed FT-based two-step
imaging algorithm, as discussed in Sec. V-B, and guide the
designs of imaging systems and algorithms.

For simplicity, consider the ⋆-axis, with ⋆ ∈ {x, y, z}.
Suppose a point target resides at ⋆ = ⋆0, and its scattering
coefficient is given as g(⋆) = δ(⋆−⋆0), where δ(·) is the Dirac
delta function. The associated wavenumber domain function is

G(k⋆) = F̆{g(⋆)} =

∫
⋆

δ (⋆− ⋆0) e
−jk⋆⋆d⋆ = e−jk⋆⋆0 ,

(23)
where F̆ denotes the FT operator. The objective of wavenum-
ber domain imaging algorithms is to retrieve g(⋆) from G(k⋆)
using IFT. However, due to the finite communication band-
width and RIS array size, the wavenumber domain bandwidth
along the ⋆-axis has constraints. Let k⋆ ∈ [kmin

⋆ , kmax
⋆ ] with

4The spatial sampling interval denotes the receiving antenna spacing (i.e.,
the RIS element spacing ξ in this study), whereas the frequency sampling
interval represents the subcarrier spacing ∆f .

k-space 
coverage

Fig. 3: Illustration of the k-space coverage in the considered system, where
kt,min and kr,min (kt,max and kr,max) represent the transmitting k-space
vector from the UE to the point target and the scattering k-space vector
from the point target to the RIS array at the minimum (maximum) subcarrier
frequency, respectively.

Bk⋆
= kmax

⋆ − kmin
⋆ , the imaging outcome of the point target,

termed the point spread function (PSF), is expressed as

ĝ(⋆) = F̆−1{G(k⋆)} =

∫ kmax
⋆

kmin
⋆

ejk⋆(⋆−⋆0)dk⋆

= ε ·Bk⋆
· Sa

(
Bk⋆

2
(⋆− ⋆0)

)
,

(24)

where F̆−1 represents IFT. Sa(x) = sinx/x, and ε is a
complex constant not affecting the zero points of ĝ(⋆). The
PSF mirrors a Sa(·) function shape, and its first zero point
outside the mainlobe is | ⋆ − ⋆0 | = 2π/Bk⋆

. Based on the
Rayleigh criterion [34], [35], the DRL on the ⋆-axis is

δ⋆ =
2π

Bk⋆

. (25)

We now examine the k-space bandwidth by illustrating
the k-space coverage of the equivalent SIMO bistatic system
in Fig. 3, which has been commonly referenced in related
literature [10], [25]. For brevity, our focus is on the x-y plane,
implying that the findings along the y-axis are analogous to
those along the z-axis. In Fig. 3, the head of a transmitting
k-space vector (e.g., kt,min) is linked to the tails of its corre-
sponding receiving vectors (e.g., kr,min), and the area reached
by the heads of the receiving vectors delineates the k-space
coverage when the Nyquist sampling criterion is satisfied,
which is shown as the shaded area. The length of the k-space
vector is proportional to the wavenumber amplitude, and its
orientation is contingent upon the signal propagation direction.
Owing to the utilization of multiple subcarrier frequencies
for imaging, the vector length is variable across different
frequencies. With only one antenna at the UE, the transmitting
direction is fixed, deviating by an angle θ from the RIS array’s
perpendicular bisector. Conversely, the extensive RIS array
facilitates a variable receiving direction, spanning an angle
γy along the y-axis, which is determined by the RIS aperture.
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However, the irregular shape of the k-space coverage in
Fig. 3 complicates the calculation in (24). To better detail
influential system parameters on the DLRs, we simplify the
calculation by approximating the k-space coverage as a rectan-
gle [10]. For the range resolution on the x-axis, we maximize
k-space bandwidth to minimize the DRL, acknowledging the
spherical wavefront in proximal fields. For the cross-range
DRL on the y-axis, we focus on the center frequency, aligning
with [10]–[12]. Hence, the k-space bandwidths along the kx-
and ky-axis are expressed as

Bkx
≈ (kmax − kmin) (1 + cos θ) + kmin

(
1− cos

γy
2

)
,

(26a)

Bky
≈ 2k0 sin

(γy
2

)
, (26b)

where k0, kmin, and kmax are the wavenumbers correspond-
ing to the center, minimum, and maximum frequencies. To
extrapolate the results to 3D space, we replace γy in (26a)
with γmax = max{γy, γz} and redefine θ in 3D space. The
bandwidth on the kz-axis is determined by substituting γy with
γz in (26b). Denoting fmin as the lowest working frequency,
the DRLs can be derived based on (25), given as

δx ≈ c

B(1 + cos θ) + fmin

(
1− cos γmax

2

) , (27a)

δy ≈ λ0

2 sin
(γy

2

) , δz ≈
λ0

2 sin
(
γz

2

) . (27b)

In SIMO bistatic systems, the cross-range DRL is not
influenced by the transmitting direction but is contingent on
the wavelength λ0 and the RIS-subtended angle γ∗, where
∗ ∈ {y, z}. This angle γ∗ considers the RIS array size Ls

∗ on
the ∗-axis and the distance D0 between the RIS array and the
ROI. Their relationship is articulated as

sin(γ∗/2) =

√
(Ls

∗/2)
2

(Ls
∗/2)

2 +D2
0

=
Ls
∗√

Ls
∗
2 + 4D2

0

, (28)

when the target is located in front of the RIS array center. Con-
sequently, larger RIS array sizes or shorter imaging distances
enhance the cross-range resolution.

When juxtaposing (27b) with conventional cross-range
DRLs [10]–[12], it emerges as a SIMO variant of the usual
MIMO DRLs. Conversely, the range DRL in (27a) fundamen-
tally contrasts the traditional limit of c/2B found in far-field
monostatic systems [6], [10]. In our approach, the range DRL
(27a) caters to general SIMO bistatic systems, factoring in
the signal bandwidth B, transmitting direction θ, minimum
frequency fmin, and angle γmax. Increasing B, fmin, and γmax

reduces δx, while elevating θ does the opposite. (27a) further
unveils that the range resolution is influenced not just by the
bandwidth but also by the operating frequency. Given the
typically smaller communication bandwidth B compared to
fmin, effects of changing θ can be pronounced for a large D0

(small γmax) but minor for a small D0. It is worth noting that
the range DRL in (27a) often falls below the system imaging
capabilities, as the bandwidth in (26a) sets the maximum range
of kx, as shown in Fig. 3. Furthermore, (27a) reverts to c/2B
for monostatic systems when γmax is negligible.

AP

UE

RIS ROI

Obstacle

(a) Imaging with a RIS

AP

UE

Virtual AP

ROI

Obstacle

R
ef

le
ct

io
n 

W
al

l

(b) Imaging without a RIS

Fig. 4: NLOS imaging scenarios with and without a RIS.

C. Case Study: NLOS Imaging with and without the RIS

The previous sections have examined a general scenario
without NLOS paths between the items in Fig. 1. However,
it should be noted that the proposed RIS-aided imaging
algorithm is also effective when the LOS path between the ROI
and the AP is obstructed. In this subsection, we demonstrate
the advantages of utilizing the RIS for imaging in NLOS
conditions, as illustrated in Fig. 4.

As elucidated in Sec. III-A, by utilizing the RIS to assist in
imaging, the radio environments can be intelligently adjusted
to recover the ECR from the UE to the RIS array. Subse-
quently, the RIS array acts as the imaging aperture with an
imaging distance D01, as depicted in Fig. 4(a). In contrast,
in the imaging scenario without the RIS, the signals scattered
by the ROI can only be diffused or reflected towards the AP
without reconfigurability. As a result, the ECR from the UE
to the scatterer or reflector may not be recovered, rendering
the proposed two-step imaging algorithm unsuitable. When
the RIS is replaced by a scatterer in Fig. 4(a), employing
traditional FT-based algorithms may not facilitate imaging.
Alternatively, when signals are reflected by a reflection wall,
the ROI can be effectively positioned in the LOS region of
the virtual AP, which mirrors the AP with the reflection wall,
as shown in Fig. 4(b) and studied in [36]. Therefore, the
traditional SAA can be applied to achieve imaging under this
condition, where the antenna array of the AP serves as the
imaging aperture, and the imaging distance is D02. Given that
D01 is significantly less than D02, the DRL of the imaging
scenario in Fig. 4(a) is expected to be lower than that in Fig.
4(b), facilitating superior imaging performance.5 Moreover,
by using the RIS as the imaging aperture, imaging can be
accomplished even with a single-antenna AP, thus reducing
hardware costs and energy consumption [16], [19]. According
to [7], [16], the received signal energy of the UE-ROI-RIS-
AP path in Fig. 4(a) may be lower than that of the UE-
ROI-reflector-AP path in Fig. 4(b). Nevertheless, this leads
to a minor imaging performance decrement when utilizing the
proposed Algorithm 1, which is robust against additive noise.

IV. 3D IMAGING WITH LIMITED PILOTS

The imaging algorithm introduced in Sec. III necessitates M
measurements per subcarrier to deduce the ECR. However, as

5According to (27a) and (27b), the DRL is also influenced by the antenna
orientations. However, we do not elaborate on this in Fig. 4 and assume that
the imaging aperture is orientated towards the ROI for simplicity.
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(a) Q = 1 (b) Q = 4 (c) Q = 16

Fig. 5: Illustration of the block-controlled RIS phase shift configuration, where
each small square represents a RIS element, and various colors denote different
phase shifts.

the size of the RIS array increases, M becomes significant,
leading to high pilot overheads that may be unsuitable for
certain communication systems. In this section, we aim to
achieve 3D imaging with fewer pilots, thereby minimizing the
impacts on communication performance. Initially, we present
two foundational methods: pseudo inverse matrix and block-
controlled RIS. Subsequently, we contrast the FT- and CS-
based approaches regarding signal models, imaging proce-
dures, and performances. Ultimately, we integrate the FT and
CS techniques to facilitate rapid imaging with minimal pilots.

A. Preliminary Methods

1) Method of Pseudo Inverse Matrix: With limited pilots,
specifically when R < M , ΩR is not square, rendering
the ECR recovery methods in (8) and (10) inapplicable. A
straightforward ECR recovery technique using (7) involves
computing the pseudo inverse matrix of ΩR, which has a
computational complexity of O(M3). Alternatively, the RIS
configuration matrix, ΩR, can be formulated as the initial
R rows of the M -dimensional DFT matrix. This means the
pseudo inverse matrix of ΩR is ΩH

R. Consequently, the SAA
method can be used for imaging, with an overall computational
complexity of O(T (MR+M log2 M+MNx)). However, the
approach may not recover the ECR precisely since ΩH

RΩR ̸= I
for R < M . This discrepancy introduces errors into the
estimates of bt, compromising the image quality.

2) Method of Block-controlled RIS: The substantial pilot
overheads in Algorithm 1 stem from the vast number of RIS
elements, M . In this approach, we suggest adjusting the phase
shifts of consecutive Q RIS elements uniformly and treating
these Q RIS elements as a single RIS block, as shown in
Fig. 5. Assuming M is divisible by Q for simplicity, a RIS
block’s location is deemed the midpoint of its constituent Q
RIS elements. This reduces the effective number of receiving
antennas (or RIS blocks) to MQ = M/Q, necessitating only
MQ measurements to retrieve the ECR between the UE and the
RIS array. The RIS blocks’ phase shifts can be configured as
an MQ-dimensional DFT matrix.6 Consequently, the efficient
ECR recovery approach (10) that uses IFFT is applicable.

6In a practical scenario, phase shifts within a block might be individually
adjusted to offset phase shifts due to varying path lengths from each RIS
element to the AP antenna. For instance, if ωmQ signifies the intended
phase shift for the mQ-th RIS block and ϕq represents the phase discrepancy
between the paths from the q-th element of the mQ-th block to the AP and
from the block’s center to the AP, then the q-th element’s phase shift in the
mQ-th block would be set as ωmQ −ϕq . As a result, the ECR for the mQ-th
block is an average of the ECRs from its comprising Q elements.

With this block-controlled RIS strategy, Algorithm 1 can be
employed for imaging, but the dimensions for both st and
the RIS configuration matrix ΩR shrink to MQ. Hence, the
computational load drops to O(T (MQ log2 MQ + MQNx)).
Notably, when Q = 1, Algorithm 1 becomes a specific
instance of this method. However, since the RIS block’s
spacing, ξQ, is Q times that of an individual RIS element,
equating to ξQ = Qξ, the spatial sampling criteria in (22a)
might be unmet, potentially impairing imaging performance.

Remark 2. Both proposed methods face challenges in accu-
rately reconstructing ROI images with limited measurements,
but the root causes differ. The first method, as discussed in
Sec. IV-A1, suffers due to imprecise ECR recovery, which
subsequently degrades imaging results. On the other hand,
the second method from Sec. IV-A2 falters because it does
not meet the spatial sampling criterion specified in (22a).
Simulations in Sec. V-E indicate that while the first method
yields distorted images when R is significantly less than M ,
the second introduces unwanted sidelobes and artifacts.

B. Comparison between FT- and CS-based Imaging Methods

CS theory allows for the reconstruction of sparse signals
with fewer measurements than what the Nyquist criterion
suggests [5]. The CS-based imaging technique is explored in
[13], [14], [21], where the ROI image is derived directly from
the measurements st instead of the ECR in Algorithm 1. In
this method, the sensing matrix stems from channel modeling,
and the image of the ROI is represented by an N -dimensional
vector σ = [σ1, σ2, . . . , σN ]T, which is the vector form of
the discrete function σ(x, y, z). Given the target’s sparsity
in the ROI, σ is inherently sparse. Based on (4) and (7),
the measurements of the channel response ht,r at the t-th
subcarrier can be expressed as

st = Atσ + nt, (29)

where At = [at,1,at,2, . . . ,at,R]
T ∈ CR×N is the sensing

matrix, and

at,r = gtdiag(h
e,i
t )Hi,s

t diag(ωr)h
s,p
t . (30)

Here, he,i
t ∈ CN×1 and Hi,s

t ∈ CN×M have similar forms to
hs,p
t in (5), indicating the channels from the UE to the ROI

and from the ROI to the RIS, respectively. Aggregating the
measurements for the T subcarriers, we get

s = Aσ + n, (31)

where the components are defined as

s =

s1
...
sT

 , A =

A1

...
AT

 , n =

n1

...
nT

 . (32)

The CS-based imaging problem can be described as

σ̂ = argmin
σ

{
∥s−Aσ∥22 + β∥σ∥1

}
, (33)

with σ̂ being the estimated image and β as the regularization
factor. (33) is solvable using CS-based methods which offer
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Algorithm 2 Iterative soft thresholding algorithm (ISTA).

1: input : Sensing matrix A and extracted measurements s.
2: Initial σ(0), β, µ, and max iteration number Imax.
3: for i = 1 to Imax do
4: Derive the intermediate estimate g(i) based on (34).
5: Derive σ(i) by thresholding g(i) according to (35).
6: end for
7: output : the estimated ROI image σ(Imax).

low measurement demands and can enhance sidelobe reduction
and noise suppression [5], [15], [20].

The iterative soft thresholding algorithm (ISTA) [37] offers
an illustrative comparison point for CS-based imaging tech-
niques when compared with the FT-based imaging approach
as mentioned in Algorithm 1. The ISTA progressively refines
the estimate of σ in every iteration based on

g(i) = σ(i−1) + µAH
(
s−Aσ(i−1)

)
, (34)

where g(i) and σ(i) symbolize the intermediate and final
estimate of σ in the i-th iteration. µ is a convergence-related
normalized parameter which adheres to µ−1 ∈ (0, ∥A∥22). To
ensure the sparsity of the solution, a thresholding operator
Eχ(·) is applied to g(i). The outcome of this operation in the
i-th iteration is given as

σ(i) = Eχ

(
g(i)

)
. (35)

The thresholding operation is characterized by

Eχ

(
g(i)n

)
=

{
sgn

(
g
(i)
n

)(
|g(i)n | − χ

)
, if |g(i)n | ≥ χ,

0, otherwise.
(36)

where g
(i)
n is the n-th element of g(i). Here, the selection

of χ = βµ typically depends on the sparsity of σ and
is determined by the magnitude of the (α + 1)-th largest
component of g with α being the sparsity of σ. The ISTA’s
specifics are highlighted in Algorithm 2.

When R = M and N = MNx, the computational complex-
ities of Algorithms 1 and 2 can be given as O(TM logM) and
O(ImaxTM

2Nx), respectively. Therefore, the computational
burden of Algorithm 2 is significantly higher than that of Algo-
rithm 1. Notably, CS-based techniques require the calculation
of the sensing matrix, which involves computations of he,i

t ,
Hi,s

t , and hs,p
t . These not only take significant time but also

demand substantial computational resources. While the FT-
based Algorithm 1 stands out with its efficiency and minimal
memory requirement, a notable drawback is the unavoidable
sidelobes in its outcome. However, these sidelobes can be
substantially curtailed in CS-based methodologies. Table I
summarizes the performance comparison between FT- and
CS-based imaging techniques. The choice between them, in
practice, should be balanced among various factors, including
available computational resources, memory constraints, and
measurement numbers.

TABLE I: Comparison between FT- and CS-based imaging methods.

Comparison FT-based imaging CS-based imaging

System parameters
RIS phase shift configuration matrix

and the locations of the UE, AP, RIS, and ROI

Prior information / Sparsity

Measurement Satisfying the Smaller than the
number Nyquist criterion Nyquist criterion

Preparation
/

Sensing matrix
before imaging generation

Computational
O(TM(log2 M +Nx)) O(ImaxTRN)complexity

Memory cost Low High

Sidelobes Unavoidable Reduced

Background noise Reserved Suppressed

Parallel
Supportable Unsupportablecomputation

C. Integrated FT and CS Imaging Algorithm

As outlined in Sec. IV-B, both FT and CS imaging al-
gorithms offer distinct benefits in terms of computational
complexity, memory expense, measurement count, and image
quality. However, when resource constraints are present in
communication systems, neither algorithm may be ideal for
practical implementation. This subsection proposes an inte-
grated approach, leveraging the strengths of both FT- and
CS-based methods, to achieve superior imaging quality with
reduced time, memory, and measurement overheads.

According to Algorithm 2, significant computation and
memory overheads arise from the creation of the large-
dimensional sensing matrix and its multiplication with vec-
tors. The core integration strategy for FT and CS algorithms
involves substituting the sensing matrix with FT-based imaging
operators, which can be effectively realized using a combina-
tion of 1D FFT, IFFT, and Hadamard operations [20], [23].
This bypasses the need for generating the sensing matrix, and
matrix-vector products can be efficiently executed using FFT
and IFFT processes. Drawing inspiration from [20], [23], we
introduce a forward operator ℜ and a backward operator ℑ
to supplant A and AH in Algorithm 2, respectively.

Let σ̃t represent the 3D subimage generated by Algorithm 1
based on the noise-free measurements s◦t at the t-th subcarrier,
where s◦t = gtΩR(bt⊙hs,p

t ) according to (7). When R = M ,
the imaging procedure transforms s◦t to the subimage σ̃t using
the backward sub-operator ℑt, expressed as

σ̃t = ℑt(s
◦
t ). (37)

Assuming ΩR as the DFT matrix, ℑt is derived from (10),
(17), (19), and (20) in discretized forms, given as

ℑt(s
◦
t )

= F−1
ky,kz

{
Fy,z

{
ℵ(F−1{s◦t } ⊘ (gth

s,p
t )︸ ︷︷ ︸

ECR recovery

)
}
⊙Pt,1

}
⊙Pt,2,

(38)
where ℵ(·) reshapes and repeats the data to match the ma-
trix dimensions. The element of Pt,1 ∈ CNx×My×Mz at
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(nx, ky, kz) is presented as

Pt,1(nx, ky, kz) = −jkxe
jkxD0ejkxxnx , (39)

with xnx
denoting the location of the nx-th sampling point

along the x-axis in (19). In contrast, the (nx, ny, nz)-th ele-
ment of Pt,2 ∈ CNx×Ny×Nz is given as

Pt,2(nx, ny, nz) =
1

2d1
e−jktd1 , (40)

where d1 represents the distance from the UE to the voxel in
the ROI. The dimensions of both Pt,1 and Pt,2 are influenced
by the RIS element number, the last IDFT size of (38), and x-
axis sampling numbers. Given s◦ = [s◦1; s

◦
2; . . . ; s

◦
T ], the final

ROI image is formulated as

σ̃ = ℑ(s◦) =

T∑
t=1

σ̃t =

T∑
t=1

ℑt(s
◦
t ). (41)

Assuming ℑ sufficiently reconstructs the ROI image with
minimal sidelobes, such that σ̃ closely represents σ, we get
Aℑ(s◦) ≈ Aσ = s◦ according to (31). This leads to the
approximation

s◦ ≈ ℑ−1(σ̃) = ℜ(σ̃), (42)

where ℜ denotes the forward operator converting σ̃ to s◦.
However, deriving ℜ directly is challenging due to the ir-
reversible accumulation operation in (41). But, the reversible
backward sub-operator in (38) allows us to deduce the forward
sub-operator ℜt by inverting each step in (38). Hence, we
approximate ℜ with {ℜt}Tt=1, formulated as

ℜ(σ̃) ≈

ℜ1(σ̃)
...

ℜT (σ̃)

 . (43)

The linear signal model (31) can then be expressed as

s = Aσ + n ≈ ℜ(σ̃) + n. (44)

Thus, we propose to reconstruct σ̃ using the approximated
forward operator ℜ. Based on [20], the relationship between
σ̃ and σ can be formulated as

σ̃ = σ ⊙ p+ ϵ, (45)

where p represents phase errors and ϵ covers sidelobes and
artifacts. If the FT-based imaging operator ℑ is finely tuned
for optimal focus and the sidelobes in σ̃ are minimal, the
error term ϵ becomes negligible. This suggests that σ̃ and
σ preserve comparable levels of sparsity. Consequently, by
applying the operators ℜ and ℑ, we are able to reconstruct a
closely approximate version of σ with σ̃.

In Algorithm 2, A maps the estimate σ(i) to its corre-
sponding channel measurements, mirroring the role of the
operator ℜ. Conversely, AH reconstructs the image from
the measurements, akin to the function of the operator ℑ.
Consequently, to integrate the FT- and CS-based imaging
methods, we suggest substituting matrix-vector multiplications
Aσ(i) and AHr(i) in Algorithm 2 with ℜ(σ(i)) and ℑ(r(i)),
respectively. Here, r(i) = s−Aσ(i) denotes the residual mea-

Algorithm 3 Integrated imaging algorithm of FT and CS.

1: input : Extracted measurements s.
2: Initial σ(0), β, µ, and max iteration Imax.
3: for i = 1 to Imax do
4: Calculate the residual signal by r(i−1)=s−ℜ

(
σ(i−1)).

5: Project the residual signal to the image domain by
∆σ(i) = ℑ(r(i−1)).

6: Calculate the adaptive normalized parameter µ(i)

according to (46).
7: Threshold by σ(i) = Eχ

(
σ(i−1) + µ(i)∆σ(i)

)
.

8: end for
9: output : the estimated ROI image σ(Imax).

surements in the i-th iteration. However, determining ∥A∥22
becomes challenging with approximated operators. Hence, we
employ the adaptive step selection strategy [38] to ascertain
the normalized parameter µ during the i-th iteration, given as

µ(i) =
∥∥∥∆σ(i)

α

∥∥∥2
2
/
∥∥∥ℜ(∆σ(i)

α )
∥∥∥2
2
, (46)

where ∆σ
(i)
α is equivalent to ∆σ(i) = ℑ(r(i−1)) on the

support of σ(i−1) and 0 elsewhere. The integrated imaging
algorithm of FT and CS is outlined in Algorithm 3. The com-
putational complexity per iteration drops from O(TM2Nx) to
O(TM log2 M) for R = M and N = MNx.

For cases with limited measurements, one can employ
Algorithm 3 in conjunction with techniques introduced in
Sec. IV-A. Specifically, when using the pseudo-inverse matrix
approach, the sensing matrix can be approximated as Θℜ.
Here, the diagonal elements of Θ ∈ RR×M are set to one,
while other elements are zero. This samples out the sensing
matrix associated with the initial R measurements. On the
other hand, when using the block-controlled RIS method, the
data dimension for ECR recovery in ℜ is reduced to MQ.
Zero-padding can then be applied during IDFT operations to
reduce the voxel size.

Remark 3. Algorithm 3 effectively merges the strengths of
both FT- and CS-based methods. Initially, it builds upon
the ISTA, maintaining its benefits of sidelobe reduction,
noise suppression, and enabling superior imaging even when
R < M . Additionally, the tasks of sensing matrix generation
and matrix-vector multiplication in the traditional ISTA are
supplanted by FT-based operators. This results in significant
savings in computational complexity and memory cost com-
pared to Algorithm 2. Thus, Algorithm 3 delivers high-quality
imaging with fewer time, memory, and measurement demands.

Remark 4. Algorithm 3 distinctly diverges from previous
studies [20], [23]. At its core, it is crafted for radio imaging
within RIS-aided communication systems, leveraging OFDM
pilots for measurements. In stark contrast, [20], [23] focus
on imaging in specific radar setups using FMCW signals. The
constructed operators, ℜ and ℑ, also differ notably. First, they
are formed using an interpolation-free wavenumber domain
algorithm tailored for near-field bistatic systems, while the
aforementioned studies employ far-field monostatic methods
requiring interpolation. Secondly, our operators do not solely
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rely on the traditional SAA; they also incorporate the ECR
recovery algorithm as seen in (10). Finally, given the irre-
versibility of the subimage accumulation operation in ℑ, we
approximate ℜ using a series of sub-operators {ℜt}Tt=1, each
catering to an individual frequency.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we assess the performance of our proposed
algorithms through simulations. Unless otherwise specified,
all coordinates, distances, and dimensions are normalized by
the center frequency’s wavelength λ0. The RIS is comprised
of 100 × 100 elements, each size of 1

2 × 1
2 . It is centered

at [−50, 0, 0]T, with phase shifts set according to the DFT
matrix. The AP and UE are situated at [20, 20, 20]T and
[−40,−40, 0]T, respectively, while the ROI’s center is at the
origin. The bandwidth and subcarrier spacing are expressed
as ratios to the center frequency f0: ηB = B/f0 = 1/15
and η∆f = ∆f/f0 = 1/300, respectively. Consequently,
T = 21 subcarriers are employed for imaging, ensuring
that the subcarrier spacing ∆f meets the Nyquist sampling
criterion. When the bandwidth is constant, augmenting the
number of subcarriers can diminish noise in the imaging
outcomes but may not enhance the range resolution.

A. 3D Imaging Results of Algorithm 1 for a Point Target

This subsection evaluates the effectiveness of the proposed
FT-based two-step wavenumber domain imaging Algorithm
1. The imaging results of a single point target are illus-
trated in Fig. 6. The region of the ROI is given as D =
{[x, y, z]T : −10 ≤ x ≤ 10,−10 ≤ y ≤ 10,−10 ≤ z ≤ 10},
where a single point target is located at the origin with a
unit scattering coefficient. The energy of the UE-ROI-RIS-
AP path is normalized, and the additive noise variance in the
measurements is set to 0.01. Fig. 6(a) depicts the 3D imaging
result of the point target, while Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) are the 2D
projections into the y-z and x-z planes, respectively. These
three figures demonstrate that the proposed Algorithm 1 can
effectively formulate the ROI image and accurately detect the
single point target at the origin. However, the imaging results
display sidelobes around the target, which are further shown
in Figs. 6(d) and 6(e) by plotting the 1D cross-sections of the
PSF along the y- and x-axis, respectively. As derived in (24),
the PSF cross-sections possess the shape of the Sa(·) function.
Moreover, the numerical resolution in the considered scenario
can be obtained from Figs. 6(d) and 6(e), which is 1.875 in
the cross-range direction and 6.826 in the range direction.
The cross-range resolution is better than that in the range
direction due to the large RIS-subtended angle and limited
communication bandwidth, as revealed by (27a) and (27b).

B. Comparison of Numerical Resolutions and the DRLs

This subsection evaluates the performance of the proposed
Algorithm 1 by comparing the numerical resolutions and the
proposed DRLs in Sec. III-B. The simulation scenario is the
same as that in Sec. V-A, and the numerical results are derived
from the PSF of the imaging results of Algorithm 1, similar
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Fig. 6: Imaging results of Algorithm 1 for a single point target: (a) 3D imaging
result; (b) 2D projection into the y-z plane; (c) 2D projection into the x-z
plane; (d) 1D PSF along the y-axis; (e) 1D PSF along the x-axis.

to Figs. 6(d) and 6(e). The theoretical results are calculated
by (27a) and (27b). Moreover, the impacts of various system
parameters on the resolutions are discussed, using absolute
frequency, bandwidth, and resolution values.

First, we compare the numerical and theoretical resolutions
with varying distance D0 (equivalently, the RIS-subtended
angle γ) and working frequency f0 in Fig. 7(a). The bandwidth
B = 2 GHz, and the transmitting direction θ = 0◦, resulting in
a constant traditional range resolution of c/2B. The simulation
results demonstrate that the range resolution value is positively
correlated with the distance D0, and the numerical resolutions
of Algorithm 1 approach the DRLs when D0 is small, verify-
ing the effectiveness of this algorithm. Moreover, the increase
in f0 can degrade the range resolution value, as revealed by
(27a). However, the numerical range resolutions approach the
traditional DRL of c/2B when D0 is relatively large, since
the second term of the denominator in (27a) approaches zero.
The proposed theoretical range DRL and the traditional value
of c/2B act as the lower and upper bounds of the numerical
results, respectively. Additionally, the numerical cross-range
resolution of Algorithm 1 matches well with the DRL (27b)
and grows with the increase in D0 and the decrease in f0.

Second, the numerical and theoretical results are compared
with various bandwidth B and transmitting direction θ in Fig.
7(b), where f0 = 30 GHz and D0 = 150 or D0 = 30. In
contrast to the traditional DRL of constant c/2B, the sim-
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(a) Resolutions versus the distance D0 (the angle γ).

(b) Resolutions versus the angle θ.

Fig. 7: Comparisons of theoretical and numerical resolution limits.

ulation results have shown that the numerical and theoretical
range resolution values increase together with θ growing when
D0 is large. Moreover, the range resolution decreases with
the increase in B. Meanwhile, the gap between the numerical
and theoretical values also degrades, meaning that Algorithm
1 obtains nearly the optimal imaging performance under the
Rayleigh criterion. However, when D0 is small (e.g., D0 = 30
in Fig. 7(b)), the variation of B leads to minimal effects on
the range resolution because γ is large, and B is much smaller
than f0, resulting in the dominance of the second term in the
denominator of (27a). Finally, the simulation results have also
validated that the cross-range resolution is not relevant to the
angle θ in equivalent SIMO bistatic imaging systems.

C. Imaging Results of Algorithm 1 with Different RIS Array
Sizes and Discrete RIS Phase Shifts

This subsection studies the influences of RIS array sizes and
discrete RIS phase shifts on imaging performance. The ROI is
centered at the origin, and the side length is extended to Li =
50. Nine point scatterers with unit scattering coefficients are
located in the y-z plane with x = 0. The measurement noise
variance is 0.01. The simulation results are displayed in Fig. 8,
where the 3D imaging results have been projected into the y-z
plane for the convenience of performance analysis. The left

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 8: Imaging results of Algorithm 1 with various RIS array sizes and phase
shift tunable bits. RIS array size: (a), (c), and (e) for 100×100; (b), (d), and
(f) for 200×200. RIS phase shift tunable bits: (a)-(b) for 1-bit; (c)-(d) for 2-
bits; (e)-(f) for continuous. The horizontal and vertical directions of the images
represent the y- and z-axis with the range of [−25, 25], respectively. The color
bars are the same as Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) with the range of [−10dB, 0].

and right columns show the imaging results of the RIS arrays
with 100 × 100 and 200 × 200 elements, respectively. 1-bit,
2-bit, and continuous RIS phase shifts are employed to derive
the images in the first, second, and third rows, respectively.
RIS phase shifts are configured as the DFT matrix, and the
nearest discrete phase shift values are chosen for Figs. 8(a),
8(b), 8(c), and 8(d). Using the ECR recovery method given by
(10) with IFFT techniques and the SAA, the point scatterers
can be properly detected and imaged. However, 1-bit discrete
phase shifts may lead to additional artifacts at the corners of
the images, as circled in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b). This is because
the utilized RIS configuration matrix is a phase-discretized
DFT matrix, but the original phase-continuous DFT matrix is
employed to recover the ECR when using IFFT techniques,
resulting in additional errors in ECR recovery. The simulation
results have shown that these errors can be effectively reduced
by using higher discrete bits, and 2-bit phase shifts can achieve
nearly the same results as continuous values, as depicted in
Figs. 8(c) and 8(d). Moreover, the artifacts in Fig. 8(a) can be
alleviated by increasing the RIS array size, as shown in Fig.
8(b), owing to the richer information about the ROI captured
by the larger RIS array size. Additionally, the sidelobes are
also reduced with large RIS arrays. In conclusion, to efficiently
obtain reasonable ROI images, at least 2-bit RIS phase shifts
should be used, and the artifacts resulting from 1-bit RIS phase
shifts can be alleviated by increasing the RIS array size.

Note that the ECR can be better recovered with the matrix
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TABLE II: Consumed times of different ECR recovery methods.

RIS array size Matrix inversion (8) IFFT (10)

100× 100 2.9965s 0.0002s

200× 200 365.54s 0.0011s

inversion method given in (8) even using discrete phase shifts,
but the computational overhead may be greatly increased.
The execution times of the two ECR recovery methods are
compared in Table II, where the simulation is conducted on a
2.6 GHz Intel Xeon Platinum 8358 Processor with 512 GB of
RAM and MATLAB 2020a (64-bit). ECR recovery with IFFT
is significantly more efficient than matrix inversion.

D. Comparison of Imaging Results with and without the RIS

In this subsection, simulations are conducted to validate
the analysis presented in Sec. III-C and to demonstrate the
advantages of using the RIS for imaging. The ROI is defined
as D = {[x, y, z]T : −15 ≤ x ≤ 15,−15 ≤ y ≤ 15,−15 ≤
z ≤ 15}. Four point targets are positioned within the ROI,
with the simulation scenarios depicted in Fig. 4. It is assumed
that both the RIS array and the virtual AP array comprise
100 × 100 antenna elements, spaced 1/2, and are oriented
towards the ROI. The reflection wall is positioned in the same
plane as the RIS. The LOS paths between the ROI and the
AP, as well as between the UE and the AP, are considered
to be obstructed, simplifying the channel estimation process.
Different received signal powers, with and without the RIS,
necessitate employing path gain models from [16] and [39]
for the RIS-aided and wall-reflected paths, respectively. The
transmit and receiving noise powers are set to -10 dBm and
-50 dBm, respectively.

Simulation results, with an oversampling rate of four, are
showcased in Fig. 9. With the RIS, the imaging distance
D01 = 50 enables high-resolution results and minimal side-
lobes, as shown in 9(a). Conversely, without the RIS, the
imaging distance D02 varies depending on the AP and reflector
locations, with D02 = 82 and D02 = 121 for AP positions at
[−20, 20, 20]T and [20, 20, 20]T, respectively. This variation
results in significantly lower imaging resolutions and higher
sidelobes, with imaging performance deteriorating as D02

increases, as depicted in Figs. 9(b) and 9(c). Although the
signal power of the UE-ROI-RIS-AP path in Fig. 9(a) is lower
than that of the UE-ROI-reflector-AP paths in Figs. 9(b) and
9(c), the proposed Algorithm 1 efficiently suppresses additive
noise and produces high-quality images. Hence, using the RIS
for imaging significantly enhances imaging performance in the
considered scenarios.

E. Comparison of Various Imaging Algorithms with Limited
Measurements

In this subsection, we compare the performances of various
imaging algorithms proposed in this study. We consider the
same ROI size as Sec. V-D, where nine point targets or the
character “E” are located in the y-z plane with x = 0. The
character “E” involves numerous point scatterers. We employ

(a) D01 = 50 (b) D02 = 82 (c) D02 = 121

Fig. 9: Imaging results of Algorithm 1 with and without the RIS: (a) for with
the RIS; (b) and (c) for without the RIS. The AP location is [−20, 20, 20]T

for (a) and (b), and [20, 20, 20]T for (c). The horizontal and vertical directions
of the images represent the y- and z-axis with the range of [−15, 15],
respectively. The color bars are the same as Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) with the
range of [−10dB, 0].

much fewer measurements than the Nyquist criterion with R =
M/16. The imaging results are exhibited in Fig. 10, where the
measurement noise variance is 0.01 or 10. The voxel size is
1/2, and zero-padding is used when employing the method
of block-controlled RIS. The simulations are executed on a
desktop computer with a 2.5 GHz Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-11700
CPU, 32 GB of RAM, and MATLAB 2021b (64-bit). The
consumed time and memory are compared in Table III.

The first column of Fig. 10 presents the simulation results
of Algorithm 1 with R = M , serving as the benchmarks
in this subsection, where the nine points and the shape of
the character “E” are accurately recovered with unavoidable
sidelobes. Since Fig. 10(a) utilizes a large number of mea-
surements, the background noise is slight compared to Fig.
10(f). The images formulated by the methods of pseudo-
inverse matrix and block-controlled RIS are displayed in the
second and third columns of Fig. 10, respectively. Figs. 10(b),
10(g), and 10(l) demonstrate that the method of pseudo-inverse
matrix cannot realize imaging when R = M/16 because
the differences between ΩH

RΩR and I are high, and the
recovered ECR from the UE to the RIS array is inaccurate.
In contrast, Figs. 10(c), 10(h), and 10(m) still derive rough
shapes of the ROI with 6.25% measurements of the Nyquist
criterion but generate additional sidelobes and artifacts. The
two preliminary methods derive images with large background
noise when R = M/16 with a noise variance of 10, as depicted
in Figs. 10(b) and 10(c). Decreasing the noise variance can
suppress the noise as shown in Figs. 10(g) and 10(h). Among
the first three columns, the method of block-controlled RIS
utilizes the least computational time since the dimensions
of DFT and IDFT operations have been reduced by 1/16,
whereas the method of pseudo-inverse matrix occupies the
most time since IFFT techniques are not used in ECR recovery.

Considering the method of block-controlled RIS leads to
additional sidelobes and artifacts, which can be mitigated by
exploiting the sparse nature of the ROI when R < M , we
utilize this approach to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed Algorithm 3. The maximum iteration number is set
at Imax = 10. The imaging results, shown in the fourth column
of Fig. 10, indicate that the sidelobes resulting from FT-based
algorithms are significantly reduced compared to those in
the first three columns, achieving high imaging performance.
Notably, employing only 6.25% of the measurements from the
first column, Algorithm 3 surpasses the imaging performance
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TABLE III: Consumed time of various imaging methods with various voxel sizes and the time and memory consumption of generating the
sensing matrix (unless otherwise specified, R = M/16; unit for time: s).

Voxel size Algorithm 1
with R = M

Method of pseudo
inverse matrix

Method of block-
controlled RIS

Algorithm 3
(per iteration)

Algorithm 2
(per iteration)

Sensing matrix generation

time memory

1/4 0.2866 0.3340 0.2147 1.3615 / / /
1/2 0.1297 0.1890 0.0723 0.3755 1.9600 45.867 17.63 GB
1 / / 0.0265 0.1322 0.4847 11.078 4.269 GB

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

(f) (g) (h) (i) (j)

(k) (l) (m) (n) (o)

Fig. 10: Imaging results of different algorithms with R = M/16. Imaging algorithms: (a), (f), and (k) for Algorithm 1 with R = M ; (b), (g), and (l) for
the method of pseudo inverse matrix; (c), (h), and (m) for the method of block-controlled RIS; (d), (i), and (n) for the integrated algorithm of FT and CS in
Algorithm 3; (e), (j), and (o) for the ISTA in Algorithm 2. Simulation scenarios: (a)-(e) for nine point targets with a noise variance of 10; (f)-(j) for nine point
targets with a noise variance of 0.01; (k)-(o) for character “E” with a noise variance of 0.01. The horizontal and vertical directions of the images represent
the y- and z-axis with the range of [−15, 15], respectively. The color bars are the same as those in Figs. 6(b) and 6(c) with the range of [−10dB, 0].

of Algorithm 1 by leveraging the sparse property of the ROI.
Additionally, background noise is further suppressed, even
when the noise variance is increased to 10, as demonstrated
in Fig. 10(d), which represents the averaged outcome of 500
Monte Carlo simulations.

In the final analysis, although Algorithm 2 delivers the
superior imaging results within this subsection, it demands the
most significant computational time and memory resources,
mainly due to the generation of the sensing matrix and matrix-
vector multiplications as indicated in (34). The imaging results
of Algorithm 3 approximate those of Algorithm 2 but involve
additional sidelobes due to the unsatisfactory Nyquist criterion
and the nature of FT-based imaging methods, i.e., ϵ in (45).
However, Algorithm 2 cannot achieve imaging with a voxel
size of 1/4, as the corresponding sensing matrix requires
nearly 70 GB of memory, greatly exceeding the capacity of
the desktop computer. Furthermore, Algorithm 2 utilizes a
total of 65.467 seconds for the complete imaging process at a
voxel size of 1/2, with 19.600 seconds dedicated to algorithm
execution and 45.867 seconds to sensing matrix generation.
In contrast, Algorithm 3 requires only 3.755 seconds in total.

Therefore, Algorithm 3 is capable of achieving imaging with
smaller voxel sizes and significantly lower time and memory
expenditures.

F. Quantitative Performance Evaluation of Algorithm 3
This subsection quantitatively assesses the imaging perfor-

mance of Algorithm 3 via the normalized mean square error
(NMSE), defined as

NMSE =
1

IMC

IMC∑
i=1

∥∥σ̂(i) − σ
∥∥2
2

∥σ∥22
, (47)

where σ̂(i) presents the estimated ROI image in the i-th
simulation, and σ symbolizes the true ROI image. The study
includes IMC = 1, 000 Monte Carlo simulations. The simula-
tion environment mirrors that described in Sec. V-D, featuring
four point targets located in the y-z plane at x = 0, each with
a unit scattering coefficient. The relative subcarrier spacing
is η∆f = 1/150. The method of block-controlled RIS is
employed for imaging with a limited number of measurements,
comparing Algorithms 2 and 3. The imaging outcomes of
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Fig. 11: NMSE performance with respect to the measurement noise variance
and the number of measurements.

Algorithm 2 are adjusted to normalize the highest scattering
coefficient to one [32]. Fig. 11 displays the simulation results
across various measurement noise variances and numbers of
measurements, corresponding to different RIS element blocks.

The simulations reveal that the integrated FT and CS
imaging Algorithm 3 can achieve approximately the same
NMSE performance as the CS-based Algorithm 2 when
R ≥ 6.25%M , but with substantially lower time and memory
demands, as previously discussed in Table III. Nonetheless, as
the number of measurements decreases to R = 1.56%M and
the measurement noise variance exceeds 0.1, Algorithm 3 may
produce images of inferior quality, diverging from Algorithm
2. This discrepancy stems from the substantial separation
between RIS blocks (4λ0 when R = 1.56%M ), which greatly
exceeds the Nyquist sampling criterion outlined in (22a).
Consequently, this scenario incurs significant sidelobes and
artifacts using the SAA algorithm. In such cases, elevated
additive noise could mislead the thresholding operator detailed
in (36), causing sidelobes to be mistakenly identified as targets.
In summary, Algorithm 3 can achieve NMSE performance
comparable to that of Algorithm 2 under conditions of low
noise variance or sufficient measurements.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we address the problem of FT-based radio
imaging in RIS-aided communication systems. First, we pro-
pose a two-step wavenumber domain 3D imaging algorithm,
where the ECR from the UE to the RIS array is recovered with
specially designed RIS phase shifts, and the traditional SAA
is subsequently adopted to generate the ROI image. Moreover,
we derive the DRLs of the considered SIMO bistatic system,
which are influenced by the system bandwidth, transmitting
direction, working frequency, and RIS-subtended angle. Con-
sidering that communication systems typically have limited
pilots, we propose two methods: pseudo-inverse matrix and
block-controlled RIS to realize imaging with a small number
of measurements. Furthermore, we make in-depth comparisons
between FT- and CS-based imaging algorithms to reveal
their different performances and application scenarios. Finally,
we propose an integrated algorithm of FT and CS, where

the large-dimensional sensing matrix is replaced with FT-
based forward and backward operators, realizing high-quality
imaging with low time and memory costs. Simulation results
demonstrate that the proposed FT-based algorithms can realize
real-time imaging, and the numerical resolutions approach
the DRLs. Additionally, the integrated algorithm of FT and
CS can achieve high-quality imaging with low measurement
overheads, whereas the required time and memory resources
are significantly reduced compared with CS-based algorithms.
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