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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) can be beneficial to both information and energy transfer, due to the gains
achieved by their multiple elements. In this work, we deal with
the impact of spatial correlation between the IRS elements, in the
context of simultaneous wireless information and power transfer.
The performance is evaluated in terms of the average harvested
energy and the outage probability for random and equal phase
shifts. Closed-form analytical expressions for both metrics under
spatial correlation are derived. Moreover, the optimal case
is considered when the elements are uncorrelated and fully
correlated. In the uncorrelated case, random and equal phase
shifts provide the same performance. However, the performance
of correlated elements attains significant gains when there are
equal phase shifts. Finally, we show that correlation is always
beneficial to energy transfer, whereas it is a degrading factor for
information transfer under random and optimal configurations.
Index Terms—Intelligent reflecting surfaces, SWIPT, correlation, outage probability, average harvested energy.

I. I NTRODUCTION
NTELLIGENT reflecting surfaces (IRSs) is a technology
that has recently received notable consideration by the
research community. An IRS refers to a planar array of flat and mostly passive - elements, which reflect the incident signal
with the help of a dedicated controller [1]. The reconfigurable
nature of this technology has the potential of improving both
coverage and energy efficiency. Moreover, the fact that an
IRS can be embedded on a flat surface, makes it an attractive
solution for both indoor and outdoor applications.
The benefits of IRSs have been exploited in numerous
communication scenarios, e.g. [2]–[4], including simultaneous
wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT) [5]–[7]. In
SWIPT systems, the transmitted signal is used to convey both
information and energy. Specifically, information decoding
and energy harvesting is achieved at the receiver with the
employment of a practical scheme such as time-switching
or power-splitting (PS) [8]. Thus, the implementation of
SWIPT over an IRS, can provide significant gains to both
information decoding and energy harvesting. The work in
[5], considers a SWIPT system, where an IRS assists in
the communication towards information receivers as well as
energy transfer to energy receivers. In [6], the authors studied
IRS-aided SWIPT systems in the context of secrecy, where the
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transmit beamforming and phases shifts are jointly optimized
to maximize the harvested energy. Moreover, the weighted
sum-power maximization problem in a SWIPT system with
an IRS was considered in [7]; the proposed design is shown
to enhance the rate-energy performance trade-off.
Since an IRS consists of multiple adjacent elements, it
implies that the elements exhibit a certain spatial correlation
between them [2], [9]. However, the effect of correlation on
the outage probability and average harvested energy has not
been previously studied. Therefore, in this work, we focus on
the impact of channel correlation between the elements of an
IRS and study the performance from a SWIPT point-of-view.
In particular, we evaluate the performance of information and
power transfer under spatial correlation for two configurations:
random and equal phase shifts. Closed-form expressions for
the average harvested energy are analytically derived, as well
as a closed-form approximation for the outage probability.
Exact expressions for the outage probability are provided
for the two extreme cases, namely, when the elements are
mutually uncorrelated and fully correlated. The optimal phase
configuration is also considered for the two extreme cases.
Our results show that correlation is always beneficial to energy
harvesting. On the other hand, we show that correlation is a
degrading factor to the outage probability with a random or
optimal configuration.
II. S YSTEM M ODEL
1) Topology and Channel Model: We consider a simple
topology, consisting of a transmitter, a receiver and an IRS
located between them. The transmitter and the receiver have a
single antenna and the IRS is equipped with M reflecting elements. It is assumed that a direct link between the transmitter
and the receiver is not available (e.g., due to heavy shadowing)
[2]. All wireless links are assumed to exhibit Rayleigh fading.
We define by hi the channel coefficient between the transmitter
and the i-th IRS element, and by gi the channel coefficient
between the i-th element and the receiver; these are assumed
to be distributed according to a complex Gaussian distribution
with zero mean and unit variance, i.e. hi ∼ CN (0, 1) and
gi ∼ CN (0, 1).
Time is slotted and, at each time slot, the i-th element
shifts the phase of the incident signal to a certain angle
φi ∈ [0, 2π). We assume that any two elements are spatially
correlated. In particular, we denote by ρi,k the correlation
coefficient for the i-th and k-th elements, i, k ∈ {1, . . . , M },
with 0 ≤ ρi,k ≤ 1, i 6= j, and ρi,i = 1, ∀i. Let R be
the correlation matrix, whose (i, k)-th element is equal to
ρi,k . Then, the received signal at the receiver is written as
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p
1
1
r = Pt (d1 d2 )−α R 2 hT ΦgR 2 x + n, where Pt is the transmit power, d1 (d2 ) is the transmitter to IRS (IRS to receiver)
distance, α is the path-loss exponent, x is the transmitted
symbol, h = [h1 h2 . . . hM ]T , g = [g1 g2 . . . gM ]T ,
n ∼ CN (0, σ 2 ) is an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
with variance σ 2 and Φ = diag[eφ1 eφ2 . . . eφM ] is the
diagonal matrix having the phase shift variables. Hence,
2
PM
φi
H=
,
(1)
i=1 hi gi e
provides the end-to-end channel gain achieved by the M
elements of the IRS.
2) Information and Energy Transfer: The receiver has
SWIPT capabilities and splits the power of the received
signal into two parts; one part is converted to baseband for
information decoding and the other is directed to the rectenna
for energy harvesting [8]. Let 0 < ζ ≤ 1 denote the powersplitting parameter, i.e. 100ζ% of the received power is used
for decoding. The additional circuit noise formed during the
baseband conversion phase is modeled as an AWGN with zero
mean and variance σc2 . Therefore, the achieved instantaneous
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at the receiver is
ζPt (d1 d2 )−α H
,
(2)
η=
ζσ 2 + σc2
where H is given by (1).
Moreover, as 100(1−ζ)% of the received signal is passed to
the rectifier, the harvested energy is modeled by the following
quadratic polynomial [8]
E = (1 − ζ)Pt (d1 d2 )−α H + (1 − ζ)2 Pt2 (d1 d2 )−2α H 2 . (3)

Note that any energy harvesting from the AWGN noise is
considered to be negligible.

III. IRS- AIDED SWIPT UNDER S PATIAL C ORRELATION
In this section, we analytically evaluate the impact of spatial
correlation on IRS-aided SWIPT. The analysis is undertaken
for two phase shift configurations, namely, random phase shifts
and equal phase shifts. Nevertheless, the methodology can
be easily adapted to consider other phase configurations or
channel models. We first focus on the energy harvesting aspect.
A. Average Harvested Energy
It follows from (3), that the average harvested energy is
E = (1 − ζ)Pt (d1 d2 )−α (EH {H}

+ (1 − ζ)Pt (d1 d2 )−α EH {H 2 }),

(4)

where EH {H} and EH {H 2 } are the first and second (raw)
moments of H, respectively. We first state the following
lemma for the random phase shifts.
Lemma 1. If the IRS employs random phase shifts1 , the first
and second moments of H are given by
µ1 = M,

(5)

and
µ2 = 4M + 2

X

(ρ2i,k + 1)2 ,

(6)

i6=k

1 In practical IRS implementations, the phase shifts take a finite number of
discrete values [10]. However, the performance of random phase shifts is not
affected by the number of available values [4].

respectively.
Proof. See Appendix A.
A direct consequence of the above lemma is given in the
following corollary.
Corollary 1. For a uniform correlation, i.e. ρi,k = ρ, i, k ∈
{1, . . . , M }, i 6= k, Eq. (6) is reduced to
µ2 = 2M ((M − 1)(ρ2 + 1)2 + 2).

(7)

Obviously, for ρ = 0 (uncorrelated) and ρ = 1 (fully
correlated), we have µ2 = 2M (M +1) and µ2 = 4M (2M −1),
respectively. Furthermore, it is clear to see that at large values
of M , the second moment scales with M 2 .
Lemma 2. If the IRS employs equal phase shifts, i.e. φi = φk ,
∀i, k ∈ {1, . . . , M }, the first moment of H is
X
µ1 = M +
ρ2i,k ,
(8)
i,k

and the second moment is given by
X
µ2 = 4M + 2
(ρ2i,k + 1)2 + 2ρ2i,k (ρ2i,k + 4)
i,k

+4

X

(ρi,k ρi,l + ρk,l )2 + 2ρ2i,k ρ2i,l

i,k,l

+

X

(ρi,k ρl,m + ρi,m ρk,l )2 ,

(9)

i,k,l,m

where i, k, l, m ∈ {1, . . . , M } are mutually unequal.
Proof. See Appendix B.
In contrast to the random case, the mean in this scenario is
positively affected by the correlation.
Corollary 2. For a uniform correlation, i.e. ρi,k = ρ, i, k ∈
{1, . . . , M }, i 6= k, Eq. (8) reduces to
µ1 = M ((M − 1)ρ2 + 1),

and Eq. (9) is reduced to
 
M
µ2 = 4M + 4
(3ρ4 + 10ρ2 + 1)
2
 
 
M
M 4
+ 24
(3ρ4 + 2ρ3 + ρ2 ) + 96
ρ .
3
4

(10)

(11)

As such, ρ = 0 results in µ1 = M , µ2 = 2M (M + 1) and
ρ = 1 gives µ1 = M 2 , µ2 = 4M 4 . Observe that for ρ = 1
(full correlation), µ2 increases proportionally to M 4 , which
signifies the massive gains that can be achieved in energy
harvesting. Based on (4), we can now state the following.
Theorem 1. The achieved average harvested energy is
E = (1 − ζ)Pt (d1 d2 )−α (µ1 + (1 − ζ)Pt (d1 d2 )−α µ2 ), (12)

where µ1 and µ2 are either given by Lemma 1 or Lemma 2.

From Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we can see that both phase
configurations achieve the same average harvested energy in
the uncorrelated case (ρi,k = 0, i 6= k). On the other hand,
for any ρi,k > 0, i 6= k, an equal phase shift configuration
provides higher energy harvesting than the random configuration. In fact, for uniform correlation ρ = 1, the equal phase
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i=1

which is equal to µ1 and

!4 
M

 X

|hi ||gi |
= E M 4 |hi |4 |gi |4 = 4M 4 ,
E



(14)

i=1

which corresponds to µ2 . Keep in mind that the equal phase
shift value depends on the considered channel model and
should be adjusted accordingly in order to achieve the optimal
performance, e.g. in the case of a uniform linear array, this
value is a function of the angles of arrival and departure.
For the sake of completeness, we also evaluate the optimal
phase
with no correlation. Specifically, we have
Pconfiguration
M
E{( i=1 |hi ||gi |)2 } = M + M (M − 1)π 2 /16 [4] and, by
using similar
 A2 and B, we
PMarguments4 as in Appendices
M
obtain
E{(
|h
||g
|)
}
=
4M
+
6
i
i
i=1 
2 (3π /16 + 1) +
 2
M
4
9 M
π
/4
+
3
π
/32.
3
4

B. Outage Probability

We now turn our attention to the information transfer. Let
τ be a non-negative pre-defined rate threshold. Then,
Po = P {log2 (1 + η) < τ } ,

(15)

defines the information outage probability and where η is
the SNR, given by (2). The following theorem provides an
approximation of the outage probability.
Theorem 2. The outage probability is approximated by Po ≈
µ21
µ2 −µ21
γ(κ,ξ/θ)
Γ(κ) , with κ = µ2 −µ2 , θ =
µ1 , and
1

(2τ − 1)(ζσ 2 + σc2 )
,
(16)
ζPt (d1 d2 )−α
where µ1 and µ2 are given either by Lemma 1 or Lemma 2
and Γ(·) and γ(·, ·) are the complete and lower incomplete
gamma functions, respectively.
ξ=

Proof. See Appendix C.
As the moments of H are larger with the equal phase
configuration, it follows that it achieves a lower outage probability (smaller κ, larger θ). Theorem 2 provides a closed-form
expression for the outage probability and is a good approximation, as we show in the numerical results. Nevertheless,
in what follows, we also provide exact analytical expression
for the uncorrelated (ρi,k = 0, i 6= k) and fully correlated
(ρi,k = 1) cases. The proposition below is given without a
proof, as it follows directly from [4].
Proposition 1. In the uncorrelated case, i.e. ρi,k = 0, i 6= k,
the outage probability is given by
 p 
M
2
(17)
ξ 2 KM 2 ξ ,
Po = 1 −
Γ(M )
where ξ is given by (16) and KM (·) is the modified Bessel
function of the second kind of order M .
The above expression is valid for both configurations (random or equal). However, for the correlated case, we need to
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Average Harvested Energy

configuration achieves the same performance as the optimal
phase configuration since

!2 
M
 X


|hi ||gi |
E
= E M 2 |hi |2 |gi |2 = M 2 , (13)
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ρ = 0.5 (Random)
ρ = 0.5 (Equal)
ρ = 0 (Random)
ρ = 0 (Equal)
ρ = 0 (Optimal)
ρ = 1 (Random)
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Fig. 1. Average harvested energy in terms of N ; simulation and theoretical
results are depicted with markers and lines, respectively.

consider them separately. In the case of random phase shifts,
PM φi 2
and we can
the channel gain is H = |h|2 |g|2
i=1 e
state the following.
Proposition 2. In the fully correlated case, i.e. ρi,k = 1, ∀i, k,
with random phase shifts, the outage probability is given by
s !
Z ∞s
2
ξ −ψ
ξ
Po = 1 −
dψ,
(18)
e M K1 2
M 0
ψ
ψ

where ξ is given by (16).
Proof. See Appendix D.

Finally, for the correlated case with equal phase shifts, we
have H = M 2 |h|2 |g|2 . The proof for this case is omitted as
it follows similar arguments with the previous results.
Proposition 3. In the fully correlated case, i.e. ρi,k = 1, ∀i, k,
with equal phase shifts, the outage probability is
 √ 
2 p
ξ
Po = 1 −
,
(19)
ξK1 2
M
M
where ξ is given by (16).
The above corresponds to the performance of the optimal
phase configuration with full correlation. For the uncorrelated
case, we can use the result from [4, Theorem 3].
IV. N UMERICAL R ESULTS & D ISCUSSION
We verify the above analytical framework with Monte Carlo
simulations. The following parameters are used: Pt = 0 dB,
σ 2 = 0 dB, σc2 = 0 dB, d1 = d2 = 1 m, α = 4, ζ = 0.5
and τ = 1 bpcu. Moreover, we consider a square IRS with
M = N × N elements. Finally, we assume ρi,k = ρ|i−k| ,
0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1, where |i − k| describes the distance between elements i and k [2]. In other words, the correlation between two
elements decreases as the distance between them increases.
The maximum correlation between distinct elements is equal
to ρ and occurs between adjacent elements. Note that other
spatial correlation models can be considered, which would
provide similar observations.
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Fig. 1 illustrates the average harvested energy for the
considered configurations, in terms of N . In all cases, the
uncorrelated and fully correlated scenarios correspond to the
lower and upper bound, respectively. For ρ = 0, the random
and equal configurations achieve the same performance. On
the other hand, when ρ > 0, the equal phase configuration outperforms the random case. Moreover, with random
phases and ρ = 0.5, the performance quickly converges to
the uncorrelated case as M increases. This is because the
correlation between the elements is reduced, i.e., ρ|i−k| → 0 as
|i−k| → ∞ for ρ < 1. Finally, the simulation results (depicted
with markers) match our theoretical expressions (depicted with
lines), which verifies our analytical framework.
Fig. 2 depicts the outage probability achieved by the considered configurations. Firstly, for ρ = 0.5, the figure shows that
Theorem 2 is a good approximation of the outage probability.
Similarly to the average harvested energy, the equal case
outperforms the random one. Furthermore, under random and
optimal phase configurations, the lowest outage probability is
achieved when the elements are uncorrelated. In other words,
contrary to energy harvesting (which is a long term operation),
correlation is a degrading factor for information transfer with
these configurations. The opposite occurs when equal phase
shifts are considered, that is, the fully correlated case achieves
the best performance.
The above observations indicate that the impact of spatial
correlation differs, depending on the phase configuration and
the considered performance metric. This remark is general
and is not restricted to the configurations in this work.
Hence, an IRS could be engineered in such a way, e.g. the
number of elements, the elements’ size and dimensions as
well as the implemented topology, so as to satisfy a certain
correlation requirement. Also, more advanced IRSs could
employ adaptive techniques, where elements can dynamically
be switched on/off [4] or can be reconfigured through a
software-controllable fluidic structure [11], in order to achieve
the required correlation.
V. C ONCLUSION
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A PPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemma 1
We first provide the multivariate moment that is needed for
the proofs of both Lemma 1 and Lemma 2. In particular, by
using Isserlis’ theorem [12]
E{hi hk h∗l h∗m } = E{hi hk }E{h∗l h∗m } + E{hi h∗l }E{hk h∗m }
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20

Fig. 2. Outage probability with respect to N ; simulation and theoretical
results are depicted with markers and lines, respectively.

+ E{hi h∗m }E{hk h∗l } = ρi,l ρk,m + ρi,m ρk,l , (20)

which follows from E{hi hk } = 0 and E{hi h∗l } = ρi,l , ∀i, k, l.
The first moment µ1 of H is written as
!)
! M
( M
X
X
h∗i gi∗ e−φi
hi gi eφi
µ1 = E{H} = E
i=1

i=1

=E


M
X


i=1

|hi |2 |gi |2 +

X

hi gi h∗k gk∗ e(φi −φk )




.

(21)



i6=k

The first(term is evaluated
) asMfollows
M
X 
X
E |hi |2 |gi |2 = M,
|hi |2 |gi |2 =
E

(22)

i=1

i=1



since E |hi |2 = E |gi |2 = 1. Due to the random phase
shifts, the second term is zero since E{e(φi −φk ) } = 0.
From (21), we can derive the second moment as
µ2 = E{H 2 }
!2 )
( M
X
X
2
2
∗ ∗ (φi −φk )
. (23)
|hi | |gi | +
hi g i hk g k e
=E
i=1

In this work, we focused on the effect of spatial correlation
between the elements of an IRS in the context of SWIPT. We
evaluated the performance of power transfer and the performance of information transfer under spatial correlation with
random, equal and optimal phase configurations. Closed-form
expressions for the average harvested energy were analytically
derived together with a closed-form approximation for the
outage probability. We showed that correlation always benefits
energy harvesting but information transfer can be negatively
affected in the presence of correlation.
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i6=k

By expanding the above polynomial, we look at each term
separately. Firstly, we have

)
!2 
(M
M

 X
X
|hi |4 |gi |4
=E
|hi |2 |gi |2
E


i=1
i=1



X
|hi |2 |gi |2 |hk |2 |gk |2 . (24)
+E


i6=k

Then,

E

(

M
X
i=1

4

|hi | |gi |

4

)

=

M
X
i=1
4


E |hi |4 |gi |4 = 4M,



which follows from E |hi | = E |gi |4 = 2, and


 X
X
|hi |2 |gi |2 |hk |2 |gk |2 =
E
(ρ2i,k + 1)2 ,


i6=k

(25)

(26)

i6=k

which follows from the fact that E{|hi |2 |hk |2 } = ρ2i,k + 1 (see

5

(20)). The second term of the expansion is

2 


 X

∗ ∗ (φi −φk ) 

E
hi g i hk g k e


 i6=k



 X

∗ (φi +φl −φk −φm )
hi gi h∗k gk∗ hl gl h∗m gm
e
=E
, (27)


i6=k,l6=m

which is non-zero only if i = m and k = l. Thus, we have


X
 X
|hi |2 |gi |2 |hk |2 |gk |2 =
E
(ρ2i,k + 1)2 ,
(28)


i6=k

i6=k

which follows as (26). Finally, by using the same argument as
before, the last term of the expansion is zero. Hence, the final
result is obtained by substituting (25), (26) and (28) in (24).


which follows from E |hi |2 hk h∗l = ρi,k ρi,l + ρk,l . Finally,
if i 6= k 6= l 6= m,


 X

∗
E
hi gi h∗k gk∗ hl gl h∗m gm


i6=k6=l6=m
X
=
(ρi,k ρl,m + ρi,m ρk,l )2 , (34)
i6=k6=l6=m

as E {hi h∗k hl h∗m } = ρi,k ρl,m + ρi,m ρk,l .
The final term of the expansion is written as
)
( M
X
X
2
2
∗ ∗
|hi | |gi |
hi g i hk g k
2E
i=1

(

= 2E

i6=k

X
i6=k

|hi |2 |gi |2 hi gi h∗k gk∗ +
+

X
i6=k

X

i6=k6=l

B. Proof of Lemma 2
The proof follows similar steps as the one for random
phase shifts. However, in this case, the second term in (21)
is not necessarily zero. Therefore, for the derivation of both
moments, we focus on the effect of this term. Specifically,




X

X

E
hi gi h∗k gk∗ e(φi −φk ) = E
hi gi h∗k gk∗




i6=k
i6=k
X
X
=
E {hi h∗k } E {gi gk∗ } =
ρ2i,k ,
(29)
i6=k

i6=k

where E{hi h∗k } = E{gi gk∗ } = ρi,k , since hi and gi are
correlated to h∗k and gk∗ , respectively, which gives the first
moment.
We now turn our attention to the second moment and evaluate the remaining two terms from the polynomial expansion
of (23). In particular, we first have



2 


 X

 X

∗
E 
hi gi h∗k gk∗  = E
hi gi h∗k gk∗ hl gl h∗m gm
,




 i6=k

i6=k,l6=m

(30)
where there are five cases to consider. The first one, i = m
and k = l, is given by (28). Next, if i = l and k = m,


X
 X
∗2
E
h2i gi2 h∗2
g
=
(2ρ2i,k )2 ,
(31)
k k


i6=k

E{h2i h∗2
k }

i6=k

2ρ2i,k

=
(see (20)). If i = l and k 6= m (or
since
i 6= l and k = m),


X
 X
E
h2i gi2 h∗k gk∗ h∗l gl∗ =
(2ρi,k ρi,l )2 ,
(32)


i6=k

i6=k

as E{h2i h∗k h∗l } = 2ρi,k ρi,l . Moreover, if i = m and k 6= l (or
i 6= m and k = l), we have


X

X
E
|hi |2 |gi |2 hk gk h∗l gl∗ =
(ρi,k ρi,l + ρk,l )2 ,


i6=k6=l

i6=k6=l

(33)

|hi |2 |gi |2 h∗i gi∗ hk gk

|hi |2 |gi |2 hk gk h∗l gl∗


X
X
= 2 2
(2ρi,k )2 +
(ρi,k ρi,l + ρk,l )2  ,


i6=k

)
(35)

i6=k6=l

which follows from E{|hi |2 hi h∗k } = E{|hi |2 h∗i hk } = 2ρi,k
and E{|hi |2 hk h∗l } = ρi,k ρi,l + ρk,l . The proof is completed
by putting together all the above.
C. Proof of Theorem 2
We will employ moment matching to approximate the distribution of H with a gamma distribution. Specifically, a gamma
distribution with mean µ and variance σ 2 has shape parameter
κ = µ2 /σ 2 and scale parameter θ = σ 2 /µ. Therefore,
by taking into account Lemma 1 or Lemma 2, we derive
µ2 −µ21
µ21
κ = µ2 −µ
2 and θ =
µ1 . As such, H can be approximated
1
as a gamma random variable n
with shape and scale given
o above.
(2τ −1)(ζσ2 +σ2 )
From (15), we have Po = P H < ζPt (d1 d2 )−αc , and the
result follows by using the cumulative distribution function of
a Gamma random variable.
D. Proof of Proposition 2
PM φi 2
. Then, by employing the central
Let ψ =
i=1 e
limit theorem, it is easy to deduce that ψ is exponentially
distributed with parameter 1/M . In addition, the cumulative
function of |h|2 |g|2 is F|h|2 |g|2 (z) = 1 −
√ distribution
√
2 zK
Therefore,
from (15) we have Po =
n 1 (2 qz) [13].
 q
o
Eψ 1 − 2 ψξ K1 2 ψξ
, where ξ is given by (16). The
expectation is evaluated with fψ (ψ) = (1/M )e−ψ/M , and the
proposition is proven.
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