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Abstract

In this paper, we optimize a Wireless Powered Communication (WPC) system including multiple
pair of users, where transmitters employ single-antenna to transmit their information and power to their
receivers with the help of one multiple-antennas Amplify-and-Forward (AF) relay or an active Intelligent
Reflecting Surface (IRS). We propose a joint Time Switching (TS) scheme in which transmitters,
receivers, and the relay/IRS are either in their energy or information transmission/reception modes.
The transmitted multi-carrier unmodulated and modulated waveforms are used for Energy Harvesting
(EH) and Information Decoding (ID) modes, respectively. In order to design an optimal fair system, we
maximize the minimum rate of all pairs for both relay and IRS systems through a unified framework.
This framework allows us to simultaneously design energy waveforms, find optimal relay/IRS amplifi-
cation/reflection matrices, allocate powers for information waveforms, and allocate time durations for
various phases. In addition, we take into account the non-linearity of the EH circuits in our problem. This
problem turns out to be non-convex. Thus, we propose an iterative algorithm by using the Minorization-
Maximization (MM) technique, which quickly converges to the optimal solution. Numerical examples
show that the proposed method improves the performance of the multi-pair WPC relay/IRS system

under various setups.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless Power Transfer (WPT) technology is introduced to extend the lifetime of devices
in wireless networks in which the energy is emitted from the dedicated power sources to the
devices [1]]. Interestingly, WPT enables Simultaneous Wireless Information and Power Transfer
(SWIPT) [2], where devices not only receive and decode information, but also harvest the
energy from Radio Frequency (RF) signals. The Time Switching (TS) and Power Splitting
(PS) schemes are two well-known implementing protocols of SWIPT [3]. Recently, SWIPT
models are designed to employ relays to further enhance the coverage and spectral efficiency
of wireless networks [4]-[6]. In [4], a Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO) two-way relay
system is introduced in which two transceivers exchange their information through a relay. The
authors in [5] designed the relay and source precoders by minimizing the bit error rate at the
destination for a full-duplex MIMO relay system and SWIPT-enabled users. A similar system
with a half-duplex two-way relay is designed in [6] by minimizing the mean square error at the
destination.

Another impactful technology that is currently emerging is to use of the Intelligent Reflecting
Surface (IRS) in wireless communication systems. This promising solution not only is capable
of improving energy delivery but also can enhance the spectral efficiency of future wireless
communication networks. [7]. An IRS is an array of large number of Reflecting Elements (REs)
designed to have controllable electromagnetic properties. Each RE introduces a phase shift on
the impinging signal, allowing beamforming/manipulation of the reflection waveforms. Precisely,
the IRS matrix allows controlling the reflected signal (amplify, attenuated, steer in the desired
direction, and so on) toward optimal desired directions by purposefully designing the phase
shift matrix. The IRS is exploited recently in SWIPT systems in [8]-[11]. The weighted sum
harvested power maximization problem was studied in [8]] for an IRS-aided SWIPT model in
which a multiple-antennas access point serves multiple single-antenna users. In [9]], the model
in [8] is extended for a more practical multi-objective optimization problem by taking into
account the trade-off between sum rate and sum harvested power maximization. In [10], the

total transmission power is minimized for a Multiple-Input Single-Output (MISO) SWIPT system
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employing multiple IRSs. In [[11], the MISO SWIPT in [8]-[10] is extended to the MIMO case,
and the weighted sum rate is maximized in an IRS-assisted system.

The design of the energy waveform remarkably affects the performance of WPT-based systems.
Indeed, an efficient waveform leads to significant improvement in the efficacy of power delivery.
Experiments reveal that signals with high Peak to Average Power Ratio (PAPR) such as multi-
sine signals provide more DC power at Energy Harvesting (EH) circuits than constant envelope
signals with the same average RF power [[12]]. Based on this interesting observation, a multi-sine
waveform design for WPT has been examined in several works [13]-[21]. Waveform design
with a non-linear EH model was considered in [13] and [14] for MISO and Single-Input Single-
Output (SISO) systems, respectively. The authors of [[15] proposed a low-complexity method for
a waveform design in a SISO WPT system. In [16]], the transmit waveform was designed based
on limited Channel State Information (CSI) feedback WPT system. Then, the authors in [17]
studied waveform design for an IRS-aided SWIPT MISO system. The aforementioned methods
for design of single-user systems were extended to the multi-user case in [18]]. Also, a waveform
design was performed in [19] for wireless powered backscatter communication networks, and this
work was extended to multi-user backscatter systems in [20]. The authors of [21] investigated
the waveform and transceiver design problem in a MISO SWIPT system and determined the
multi-sine waveforms for Information Decoding (ID) and EH phases.

In this paper, we optimize a multi-user wireless powered relay/IRS system using a multi-sine
waveform with the following main contributions:

e Relay model: To the best of our knowledge, a multi-sine waveform design for multiple
user pairs in a wireless powered relay system has not been addressed in the literature. In
this paper, we consider a multi-carrier Wireless Powered Communication (WPC) system
for multi-user relay channels. Precisely, in our proposed model, an amplify-and-forward
(AF) relay provides energy/information transmission from A transmitters to their receivers
by adopting the TS scheme in all node. Herein, the aim is to design the multi-carrier
unmodulated energy waveforms and the allocated power for information waveforms at the
transmitters, the amplification matrices in a relay, and the time durations for the EH and ID

modes in order to maximize the minimum rate of the user pairs. In addition, we consider

'Note that the system in [22]], where a TS scheme is only applied for a receiver, is considered as a special case of the proposed

joint TS scheme.
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the effect of the non-linearity of EH circuits in the design problem.

e IRS model: In the case of IRS-assisted communication, multi-pair WPC has not been
considered in the literature, and therefore, herein, we consider this type of IRS-assisted
systems. Precisely, in this case, an active IRSH replaced with the AF relay in the proposed
system model mentioned in the above paragraph. Also, some comparisons are made between
relay and IRS models in terms of architecture and performance (see Remark [1H2).

o Unified consideration of relay and IRS: Both proposed AF relay and active IRS-aided
systems are modeled under a unified formulation, and we handle the resulting optimization
problems under a unified mathematical umbrella. We show that the problem is non-convex
and consequently, is hard to solve. To deal with this problem, we devise a method based on
the Minorization-Maximization (MM) technique. Interestingly, the proposed algorithm can
deal with relay and IRS systems by switching between Kronecker and Hadamard products
for parameters used in the algorithm (see Lemma 2).

o Sub-optimal methods: Some sub-optimal methods with lower signaling overhead and com-
putational complexity are proposed and then, their performance are compared.

o Numerical result: Simulation results are reported to illustrate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed method; particularly, the impact of the relay/IRS matrix and energy waveform design.
Also, numerical examples show that the minimum rate of users increases linearly/super-
linearly with the number of antennas/REs in relay/IRS systems.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: The signal and system models are explained
in Section Il In Section [, the minimum rate maximization problem is formulated, and a
unified optimization framework is proposed for both relay and IRS models. Section [[V] presents
numerical examples to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed method. Finally, conclusions
are drawn in Section [V]

Notation: Bold lowercase (uppercase) letters are used for vectors (matrices). The notations
arg(-), E[-|, R{-1 2o (O, (O, (O, tr{-}, Amax (), vec(+), Diag(+), Vi f(+) and V2 f(-) indicate
the phase of a complex number, statistical expectation, real-part, [,-norm of a vector, transpose,
Hermitian, complex conjugate, trace of a matrix, the principal eigenvalue of a matrix, stacking
of the column of a matrix, a diagonal matrix formed by the entries, the gradient of a function

with respect to (w.r.t.) x and the Hessian of a function w.r.t. x, respectively. The symbols ® and

*Note that in an active IRS, REs can amplify the reflected signals using their reflection-type amplifiers [23]).
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AF Relay or Active IRS

____________________________________

Bl(;c_lr:lge

Fig. 1. Multi-user wireless powered relay/IRS system based on TS scheme with blocked direct path.

® stand for the Kronecker and Hadamard products of two matrices. We denote CN (w, X)) as
a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) distribution with mean w and covariance X.
The set R, represents non-negative real numbers and CV*" and DV*¥ are the set of N x N
complex and complex diagonal matrices, respectively. The set of N x NN positive (semi-)definite
and identity matrices are denoted by SY, ¢ C"*N (S¥ < CV*¥) and Iy, respectively. The

notation A > B (A > B) means that A — B is positive (semi-)definite.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a multi-carrier wireless powered relay/IRS system with K user pairs {(7z, Ry) H<,
as shown in Fig.[Il where the direct links between the transmitters and receivers are likely blocked
(see [24] and [25], [26] for similar models of multiple user pairs with blocked direct path for
relay and IRS systems, respectively). The single-antenna transmitter 7, communicates with its
receiver R, through either an AF relay with My antennas or an active IRS with Mirs REs.
We assume that R, harvests a part of its required power, whereas 7, and the relay/IRS have
no energy concern [4]], [S]. In each time duration 7', the relay/IRS helps R, not only harvest
energy from the signal of all {7;}X_,, but also decode the information from its corresponding
transmitter 7, by using a joint TS scheme. Precisely, 7y, relay/IRS, and R, switch simultaneously
at time ¢ = 7 from their energy delivery modes to their communication modes. We assume that all
nodes are perfectly synchronized as shown in Fig. [2| for this switching [22]. We consider a multi-
carrier system with a total bandwidth of B, equally divided into N orthogonal subbands. We

also model all channels to have a frequency-selective block fading, i.e., the channel coefficients
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7 (energy waveform) T — 7 (information waveform)

Fig. 2. The transmission, amplification/reflection, and reception timeline for the proposed relay/IRS model.

remain constant for at least 7' seconds. Let the complex random matrices HY € CM=*K and
G} € CKF*Mr denote the channels from transmitters to the relay and the channels from the
relay to the receivers for n' subband, respectively. The elements of HY and G are zero mean
CSCG random variables in the case of Rayleigh fading. Similarly, we denote the channels from
transmitters to the IRS and the channels from the IRS to the receivers by HIFS ¢ CMirsxK
and GIRS ¢ CExMms  regpectively. In the sequel, H,, and G, refer to either HY and G! or
HI®S and GI®5, depending on the case under discussion. In addition, we assume that we can
control the relay and IRS by collecting and using the CSI of all links [25]-[27]. For example,
a relay itself can act as a controller. The CSI may be estimated in various ways, e.g., by using
orthogonal pilot sequences ( see [28], [29] for more details). The CSI estimation is out of the
scope of this paper. Also, we propose two low-complexity implementation methods mentioned
in Remark [3 to reduce the signaling overhead in the controller node.

Each 7 transmits a multi-sine energy waveform g ;(¢) and a multi-carrier modulated infor-
mation waveform xy(f) to the relay/IRS during the first-hop transmission at the EH and ID

time slots, respectively, as follows

N N
TE,k (t) = Z aE,k7nCOS(27Tfnt —+ ¢E,k,n)7 = §R Z SE7k,nej27rf”t 3 (1)
n=1 n=1
N N
rre(t) = Z ar ke (7)co8(27 frot + Grin) = RN Z Sp €2 (2)
n=1 n=1

where sg ., = aEk,nej(bEvk’" and sy, = al,kmej(bl’kv" are the baseband complex signal represen-
tations for the energy and information waveforms, respectively. We assume that the baseband
information signals are i.i.d. CSCG random variable variables, i.e., sy, ~ CN(0,prn). The

transmitted energy by 7 is constrained by

T —
l Tpl,k,n S Tp?f,n’ Vk, n, (3)

2p

|5E,k,n|2 +
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where pfin is the maximum power budget at 7, for the n'* subband and p addresses both pr = 2
for relay and pjrs = 1 for IRS system according to the proposed timeline in Fig. 2] (see also
Remark 1). By defining Sg,, = [SE1n, " ,SEKA). and Sp, = [S11m, -, SLEn)» the received

signal at the relay/IRS is expressed as

N
Z {HnSE,n —+ Zn}, t e TEH7 fOf EH,
r(t) ="' 4)
Y {H.s1n +2,}, t € Tip, for ID,
n=1
where
0<t<Z, for relay, T <t <7+ 57, for relay,
Ten = Tp = )
0<t<rT, for IRS, T<t<T, for IRS,

and r denotes either ry or rjrg. Furthermore, the AWGN z,, denotes either z ~ CA/(0, UI%WI My)
or ;1 ~ CN(0, 0frs nInsgs) for relaying or reflecting modes. In contrast to the passive IRS,
an active IRS adds non-negligible noise (which is introduced by the active elements [23]], [30]);
however, the added noise of an active IRS has considerably less impact compared to the relay
noise (which is introduced by RF chains), i.e., ofgg,, < o, [B1].

In the second-hop transmission, the relay/IRS amplifies the energy and information signals of
T, by amplification/reflection matrices and then forwards them to R. For AF relay system, the
amplification matrices is introduced as U}, and Uf, € CMw*Mr ¥p for energy and information
phases, respectively. In the case of IRS-aided system, the reflection matrices is defined as UL =
Diag(0r) and UIRS = Diag(0) for energy and information time slots, respectively, where Oy =
[nE’lejGEA,l’ ,7E’26J‘9E,2’ - ’nE7MIRSej9E,MIRS]T and 0 = [77171@91,1’771,26&91,27 - ’nI’MIRsejeLI\/IIRS]T
with 7g ., Nm > 1 and Og ., 01, € [0, 27| respectively denote the reflection amplitude and

the phase shift at the m'* REJ.

Remark 1. An active IRS amplifies the signal without any significant delay. However, in an
AF relay, the signal reception, amplification, and transmission at the RF chain cause a long
delay. Therefore, in practice, the AF relay requires twice time compared to the active IRS for

transmission one information symbol [23].

3Note that passive and passive lossless IRS require ng, m, 7r,m € [0, 1] and Ng,m = 71.m = 1, respectively.
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We define U, and Uy, to address both UF, . Uy and U}

ILin>

UIRS| respectively. The
forwarded signal by the relay/IRS is given by

0 ZnNzl Ug, (H.sg, +2,), t€ TEH, for EH,
r(t)=
ZnNzl U, (Hps1p + 2,), t € Tip, for 1D,

where

— T;T <t < T, for relay,

s <t<mT, for relay, -
Tp =

<t <7, for IRS, T <t<T, for IRS,

TEH =

(6)

(e}

and T denotes either TR or Trg for relay or IRS system, with a slight abuse of notation.

Then, the power of r(¢) from the relay/IRS is written as

N
T E A
r(t)|3] = "5 7
% 2—31 {tr{QLnVI,n} + otr {UI,nUfn}} , for ID,

where o, addresses both o ,, and otgg.,,» Qun = Diag(prim, Prom, - > PL.) and
Vg, = H/U{ Ug,H,, Vn, Vi, =HI/U"U,H,, Vn ®)

Using (7)), the total consumed energy is bounded at the relay/IRS in ¢ € [0, 7] as

T _
27_p (st VEnsey + ootr{Ug,,Ug  }) + T

(tr{Qun Vi) + o2te{ Uy, UL Y) < Tl Vn, (9)

where p;f denotes either the maximum power budget at the relay pj ,, or IRS pipq. We can write

received signal at Ry, as

N ~

> {ggnUEm (H,sg, + 2,) + zkm} , t € Tgu, Yk, for EH,
yr(t) = ¢ "% _

> {gfmULn (Hys1n + 2n) + 250 + ,kan} , t € Tip, Vk, for ID,
n=1

T

where gy, is the k" column vector of G,,. and z, as well as zj, are the AWGN from

the antenna and baseband processing noises at Ry, respectively, with z;,, ~ CN (0, a,%m) and

h

Zkm ~ CN (0>5;%,n)- The information signals at R, corresponding to the n'" subband can be

expanded as

K
yk,n(t) :ggnUI,nhk,nsl,k,n + gg,nUI,n Z hj,nsl,j,n + gg,nUI,nZn + Zkn + Ek,na Vka n, (10)
j=1,j#k
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where h;, ,, and gy, ,, are the k™" column vector of H,, and GZ, respectively. By defining Pin =

[PLims PLom, - s PLE.A) > the SINR at the ID part for the n' subband is given by

PLEn Uk kn
’Vk,n(me ULn) = K 9 ~ 5 5 Vk7 n, (11)
Z]:].,j;ék‘ p17j7n¢kvj7n _l_ O-n'l/)k,n + 5k,TL + Uk,n

where ¢ ;. = g, Urnh; b U gr  and ¢y, = g, U, U{’ g5 .. From Remark [T we obtain

,n

the achievable rate at the k" pair as follows

T—171

N
Re({pro) ) (UL} o) = = > log, (14 (P Ura) ) (12)

For the EH stream, we assume the noise power is negligible compared to the received signal

power. We take into account the rectifier non-linearity by employing the results from [32] where

the harvested energy at Ry is approximated by
T ~ 3 ~
B, ({SEM}LI, {UE,n}ile, 7') = ;exp (alogzpﬂk) pl};,kexpc, vk, (13)

where a, E, and ¢ are the curve fitting constants and pg, is the average input power to Rj’s

harvester as

N
1 p—
DE,k ({SE,N}nN:D {UEm}nNzl) = 5 nzz:l S]{]{,n‘:‘k,nSE,nv vk, (14)
with
By = HY UL g5 .80, UsH,, Yk, n. (15)

Remark 2. Note that the reflection matrix cannot be designed separately for each subband in the
IRS system, while, thanks to the RF chain circuits in a relay, the amplification matrix design is
considered for each subband. We note that an active IRS is considerably less expensive than an
AF relay. This is because an AF relay requires massive integrated circuits (including analog-to-
digital/digital-to-analog converter, self-interference cancellation circuits, etc). The delay caused
by RF chain processing of an AF relay contributes to latency, leads to lower transmission time,
and requires more power for energy and information signals (see (B) and Q). Therefore, a

relay-IRS trade-off exists in the system performance (see (12) and (13))).

Remark 3. An approach with lower implementation complexity is considered in which only one
amplification/reflection matrix needs to be designed for both energy and information time slots,
called the t-static approach. Also, one can consider another approach with only one amplification
matrix design in both time slots and all subbands, referred to as t-f-static in the relay system.

These design methodologies lead to a lower signaling overhead and system performance.
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10

III. THE PROPOSED MINIMUM RATE MAXIMIZATION METHOD

In this section, the aim is to maximize the minimum rate of the multi-user relay/IRS WPC
system w.r.t. multi-sine energy waveforms sg,, allocated power pp,, amplification/reflection
matrices Ug,, Uy, and the time allocation parameter 7. The unified minimum rate maximization

problem for both relay and IRS systems is cast as

max min Ry (16)
7—7{SE,n7pI,n7UE,n7UI,7L}nN:1 1<k<K

s.t. {77 {SE,na pl,n> UE,na UI,n}gzl} S Qa
where €) = Qy N Q;,q With

QO = {Cl 0 S T S T7 C2 : @7 PrLEn > 07 Vk7n7 C3 : @7 C4 : Ek 2 Emin,k7 Vk}u (17)

Cr : Ugy,, U, € CMrxMr /n for relay,
Qipad = (18)

Crrs : Ug, Up,, € DMims*Mirs - /p o |0g | > 1, |61, > 1, Vm, for IRS,
and Ein; in C4 is the minimum required harvested energy for the k" user.

The problem in (L6) is non-convex due to the coupled design variables in the objective function
and the constraints Cy — C4 and Cigs. To deal with this non-convex problem, we first solve
the problem w.r.t. {Ug,, U, } for fixed {sg,,Pprn,, 7}, then optimize {sg,,pr.} for given
{Ug., Uy, 7}, and finally, solve the problem w.r.t. 7 via a closed-form solution. The procedure

is repeated until convergence.

A. Maximization over {Ug,, Uy, }

Here, we first consider the relay problem, and then the IRS problem is investigated.

1) Relay System: The problem in (16) for fixed {sg.,p1»} reduces to the following opti-

mization
N
. 1 1 A(Ur, 19
i, B om0t "
s.t. Cs, Cy,
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11

which is still a non-convex problem. To start solving the problem, first we need to reformulate
the obtained expressions for the relay power constraint (Z), SINR (L)), and the input power of
harvesters from Section [l We can rewrite (7)) as (see Appendix [A] for the derivation)

N ~
% Z ugnAE nUEn, 0<t< T, for EH,
~ 2 P ’ ’
BRI =5 o0
LS uff AR i, 7 <t <T, for ID,
n=1
where ug, = vec(Ug,), ur, = vec(Ur,), and

AR = (Huspusf HY) @iy + 0202, AR, = (H,QuHY)" @ Ly, + 02z 2D

Therefore, we rewrite the relay power constraint in (@) by using (20) as

T ~ T—rT1 ~ .
%ug’nAPE{,nuE,n + 2 uanﬁnuLn < Tpf{m, Vn. 22)

Next, we rewrite the SINR and the input power at R;’s harvester in and as

H AR
uI,nAk,nuL”

Yen\ULn) = ~ ) Vk7 n, (23)
( ) u{,{nAg,nuLn + 5]%,71 + O-l%,n
1 N
P ({usa by ) = 5 ull A, up., k. (24)
n=1
where
T *
AL, = e (inhy,)” ®g) el (25)
A= Y prjn(habf) @gr 8l + 0, ® 8,8 (26)
j=1,j#k
— T *
A}, = (Husp,si, HY) @ g .80, (27)

By using 22), (23), and (24)) with an auxiliary variable «,, the optimization problem in (I19) can

be equivalently rewritten as

max  q, (28)
aav{uEvuI}'r]:rzl

st. Cs3:@2), Cy: By ({upn}iy) > Eing, Yk,

N H AR
ui, AN ur,
C5 . z :logz (1 + - Ln k‘,TL Iv ) 2 O{a’ V/{:,

AR
uI nAk,nuL" + Ckvnva

)

where (ina = 07, + 07, The constraint C5 can be equivalently rewritten as
N

C5 : Z { 10g2 (uII,{an,nuLn + Ck,n,a) - 1Og2 (ufn;&l]inlhm —+ Ck,n,a) } Z A, (29)

n=1
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12

where By, = Kﬁn + A},. It is observed that this constraint is non-convex. Therefore, we
employ the MM technique to tackle its non-convexity. Precisely, we minorize the denominator
term — log, <ufnggnu17n +§k7n,b) by the using the following inequality

log, e

logy (7) < logy(wo) + (x — o). (30)

Zo

By setting x = uffnggnul,n + Ckna and xo = (uIn) Ak nul n + Cena in (30) we obtain
—log, (uanl,inuLn + Ck,w) > — log, ((uI n) Ak 200+ Con a) (31)

10g2 € (u{{n‘xgnul n (uI n) Ak n In)
(uI n) Alljnu?n + Ck n,a .

Applying the above minorizer, the constraint C5 in (29) is rewritten at the " iteration of the

MM technique as
N

H
> { log, (uf’,Byntr, + Gena) — log, ((uyn 1>) AR a4 Qm) (32)

n=1
H

lo ~ i i—
— — 62 € 5 (uanEmuLn — <u§n 1)> Aﬁnuin 1)) } > Q.
(u%; )> A?n IZn + Ck n,a

The following lemma lays the ground for dealing with the first non-concave logarithmic term

in in light of the MM technique.

Lemma 1. Let s(x) = —log, (x"Tx +v) and x"Qx < P for any positive-definite matrices
T,Q € SY, and P € R,. Then, s(x) is bounded for all x and x, as follows

s(x) <s(x0) + R {b"(x —x¢) } + (x — x0)"D(x — xq),

—21
where b = 282° Txy, D =

oty I M2 and w1 is the principal eigenvector of T and € > 0.

Q
Proof. See Appendix O

7 .H AR . . .. .
sug ,Ag, ug, in Z2) is positive, we obtain the

Using Lemma [1] and noting that the term 3

following minorizer for the term log2(uf{an7nuLn + Cinya) in at any given ugn
logZ(u{,{anmuI,n + Ck,n,a) 2 10g2 ((ul n) Bk nuI n + Ck n a) - {bgn(u17n - u?,n)} (33)
H
— (ug, —uy,)" Dya(ur, —ul,),

where
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and Wy, denotes the principal eigenvector of By ,. Applying (33), the constraint in is

restated as

log, e u AR u n '
B Z { g2 Int¥3k,n YL, + uﬁlnDk,nuI,n + R { (bk n— 2Dk nlll(Z 1)) ,n} + dg)n} > aa,Vk,
(ulln 1)) Agn Izn + Ckvnva

(34)

where
. H _
(u§?;1)> Ak,nuIZn + Ck n,a

e . H
(U-&:l)) Bk nugln Y + Ck,n,a

. . H
— R {bgnuggl)} + (usgl)) Dk,nusn 2 (35)

. H _ :
() AL + e

Then, we can simplify constraint in (34)) as

N
-3 {0 {0 ) ) > s &
n=1
where
log, e AR 4 .
W _ B2€ Pk + Dy £ =by, —2Dul Y. (37

" (USJ”) Alljnuln + Chynia
Finally, we focus on the constraint C4. From and (24), we see that in the left-hand side
(LHS) of C4, EJ, is neither convex nor concave w.r.t. ug,. To apply the MM technique on LHS
of C,, we first define a parameterH Bk.n.q such that V LB ({uE,n}nzl) +5k,n,aIM§ =0, Vk,n,

and write F, as the sum of a convex and a concave function as

1 1
Ek ({uE,n}i]/Vzl) :Ek ({uE,n}i]/Vzl) + 5 nzzjl 5k,n,au}gnuE,n - 5 nz::l 5k,n,au]]g)7nuE,na Vk. (38)

We now apply the MM technique to C, and obtain a convex constraint. To do so, we keep the

concave part and minorize the convex part of (38) and rewrite C, as
Ek ({u}(;l;zl) }712[:1> Z ﬁk n,a (uE n ) u](al nl + Z éR {19I(fln a (uEvn - u}(;l,:zl)) } (39)

1 N
§ H
- 5 5k,n,auE,nuE,n 2 Emin,ka Vk,
n=1
*See Appendix [d for a selection of B n.q.
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where
, H ~ N b—1
19,(& W =Brna (ug nl)> + Te;pcexp (Zilog w,g L) (w,(jzl) <2a log wk W T b) (uE’ nl)) A} '

with wk =3 Zn L ( i U) A nug nl Therefore, the i MM iteration for (I9) is the solution

of the following convex problem

max Qg (40)
Qg 7{uE,n Ul n }7];,:1

st. Cs:@2), Cs: @9, Cs: (06,

which can be solved efficiently.
2) IRS System: By considering Uy, = Diag(0g), Uy,, = Diag(6;) and adding the constraint
Cirs in (18), the optimization problem in (I9) is considered in this subsection. Since Ug, and

Uy, are diagonal matrices, the expressions in (22)-(24) are modified as

T
—BHA}ERSO + —OHAIRSOI < Tpikg, Vn, 41)

H A IRS
H A IRS 2 2’
0; Ak,n 0 + 5k,n + Ojen,

fyk,n(el) = \V/kf, n, (42)

pek (0) = Z N (43)

where their parameters are defined in Lemma 2 below.

Lemma 2. The parameters AIRS, AIRS " AIRS - AIRS " g AIRS qre expressed as follows:

AIRS = (HnSE nSE nHH) © IMIRS + UELIMIRS’ (44)

Al = (H,QuuH)' 0 Tigs + 02 ats, (43)
T *

AIRS = PLkn (hk,nhgn) © gk,nggﬁw (46)
K T

AIRS - Z D1jmn (hjmhfn) © gz,ng£n+ UrZLIMIRSQ g?;,nfiw (47)

J=Llj#k
A% = (Husu,st, HY) ©gf,el. @5

It is worth pointing out that the only difference between the parameters above and their corre-

sponding expressions in 1) and @3)-@27), is the symbol of multiplication, i.e., ® and ©, in a
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proper dimension. The proper dimension consideration means Mg — Migrs for all of the above
parameters and Lyz — Ly  for the second terms of A{{‘S and AE;S.

Proof. See Appendix Dl O

Next, we focus on constraint Cirg. First, let us introduce the following minorizer [33]]

|| > %{xﬂ} (49)
|0l
Then, considering the above minorizer, the constraint Cigg is expressed as the i iteration of
MM
as H(Ei—n el(i—l)
ROn — b >1, RO —"— 1 >1, VYm. (50)
{ )| } { o)
Therefore, the optimization problem in (28) is modified as
air,l@a‘E{(OI aa (51)
s.t. Cs: , Cy: By (0g) > Ening, Yk, Crs : (B0),
N H A IRS
67" A "0
C5 . Zlogg (1 + HAIIRS ki 71 > Z Ag, Vk,
n=1 01 Ak,n 01 + Ck,n,a

where the steps for constraints C3-Cs in Subsection [II-AT] are used exactly here.

B. Maximization over {Sg, Prn}

By introducing an auxiliary variable «, the relay/IRS problem in (16)) for fixed {Ug ,,, Uy, 7}

boils down to the following optimization:

max ap (32)
ab?{SE,nypI,n},Ij:1

s.t. Co: @), pryn > 0,Vk,n, Cs: @), Ci:Ex({se})_1) > Ewming VK,

N
Cs: ) logy (14 Yen(Prn)) > v, V.

n=1

The constraints C, and C; of this sub-problem are non-convex. We first rewrite the SINR

associated with the k™ pair in as

T
ak npl,n
7k,n(p1,n) = = 5 (53)
bl Pin + 02k + 07, + 07,

where g, = Uk rn€k Prn = [Vkin Yk2m, s Ukk—10,0 s Yk ttm, - s Yk k)’ and ey is
the k' unit vector. Therefore, the LHS of C; in (52)) is written as

N

Z {log, (qf,npl,n + Cpnp) — log, (bznpl,n + Cond) } (54

n=1
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where Qi = ag, +bi, and (i pnp = a,%@zk,mtaim + 0% ,- Then, similar to the procedure in Sub-
section [[II-Al for Cs, we resort to the MM technique. Precisely, considering the inequality in (30),
the second term in (54) is minorized by setting & = b, p1y + Crnp and 2o = bf, pY,, + Cens.

By substituting the minorizer in (34)), the constraint Cj at the ™" iteration is obtained as
N

Cs > { logy (af Prn + Gins) — loga(BL, Bl + Gin) (55)

n=1
log e i
T 2 bg,n (pI,n - pin 1)> } 2 Qp.
b an n + Ck,n,b

Next, we consider the non-convex constraint C4. It is observed that the term FE, ({SEW}NNzl) in

the LHS of the this constraint is neither convex nor concave w.r.t. sg,. Therefore, similar to
the procedure in Subsection [[II-Al we apply the MM by selecting [ ., (see Appendix [C) and

minorize C, at the ' iteration by

-\ N 1o -V - L o (i) (i-1)
B, <{SEn }n_l) + 3 Z Brnp (SE,n ) Spn + Z R {79k,n,b (SE,n —Sg, )} (56)
- n=1 n=1

N
1
- 5 Z 5k,n,bsg,nSE,n Z Emin,ku Vku
n=1

where we define

(N b—1 N H
](;) » =Brnb <sg n”) + pexpcexp (alog Wy, %) <w,(€%> (25 log w,(ﬁ, + b) (sg n1)> Ekons
1 T G- th ;
with ka = Zn 1 ( ) EnSp, - Consequently, the ¢ iteration of the MM update
for (32)) is obtained easily as the interior point solution of the following convex problem

max ay (57)
abv{SE,mPI,n}gzl

s.t. Cs, C3, Cy: (36D, C5: (BI).

C. Maximization over T

The optimization problem in (I6) w.r.t. 7 becomes

min T (58)
S.t. C; O<7’<T Cy: 7"Uk<1)k, Vk‘ CgZT@\lS@\Q, C4Z’7‘Z@k, Vk‘,
where
1 . a D1k
= %Z{‘SE,k,nP_kam}’ VE, Uk :Tz{prkf’"_ 2p }7 vk, 59)
n=1 n=1
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Algorithm 1 The Proposed Method for Minimum Rate Maximization in Relay/IRS Systems

1. Relay: Initialize UEn, U% € CMrxMr () ¢ R, [ + 0.
1. IRS: Initialize 8,0\ € CMms, 7 e R, [ «+ 0.
repeat
2. Relay: Initialize UE n and U ., and set i = 0.
2. IRS: Initialize 6%, 0" and set i = 0.
repeat
3. Relay: Solve @Q) to obtain {Ug,,, Ur,, a,}.
3. IRS: Solve (3I) to obtain {6, 61, o, }.
4. Update 7 <— 7 + 1.
until convergence
5. Relay/IRS: Initialize S}(E)n, p(l and set i = 0.
repeat
6. Relay/IRS: Solve the convex problem in (57) to obtain {sg ., Pr.n, %}
7. Update ¢ < 7 + 1.
until convergence
8. Relay/IRS: Compute 7() via the closed-form solution in (63).
9. Update [ < [ + 1.

until convergence

N
i)\l = % Z {Sg,nVE,nSE,n + O'TZLtI' {UE,nU}IEJ,n} — tr{QI,nVI,n} — O'TZLtI‘{ULnUfn}} ,
n=1

TZ{ 3, (wQuV1) + o (UL, T

— pEmm k

Vg = y VEk
exp (alog DE k) pE Lexp (¢)

Therefore, a closed-form solution (for a non-empty feasible SetH) can be obtained as

Topt = max{@l, ’(_12, ey 1_)](}

5The following conditions lead to a non-empty feasible set for the problem:

1) o, <T,Vk, 2) s >0,Yk, 3)02 >0, 4) N—j|j;1 > vy, Yk (for v; > 0,Yj), 5) 2 > oy, Vk (for vi > 0).

January 3, 2023
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TABLE 1

THE COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ORDER (PER INNER ITERATIONS) FOR STEP 3 OF THE ALGORITHM 1.

Relay O ((2NME(1+2N)(1 + K))**)
Relay (tstatic) | O (NME(1+ N)(1 +2K))*)
Relay (t-f-static) @) ((2M§,(1 +2K ))3‘5)

IRS O ((6Mrs(N + K + 1))>%)
IRS (t-static) O ((2Mirs(N + 2K + 1))3‘5)

Algorithm 1 summarizes the discussions in Section [[IIl and represents the steps of the proposed
method for maximizing the minimum rate of all user pairs in relay/IRS WPC systems. Note that
similar mathematical derivations are used to develop t-f-static algorithm for relay system as well

as t-static algorithm for both relay and IRS systems.

Remark 4 (convergence). It has been shown that under some mild conditions, the MM technique

converges to the stationary points of the problem [34)], [35]].

D. Complexity Analysis

The main computational burdens in Algorithm 1 are associated with steps 3, 6, and 8. At
each inner iteration in step 3, the convex problems in (4Q) and (31) are solved via interior
point methods for relay and IRS system design, respectively, with a computational complexity
of O ((QNME{(l +2N)(1+ K))3'5> and O ((6Migrs(N + K + 1))*°) [36]. Table [I compares
the computational complexity of step 3 for other versions of relay/IRS models. Similar to step
3, the complexity (per inner iterations) for step 6 which solves (37) (e.g., by using the interior
point methods) is O ((K'N(1+ 2N)(5 + 2K))>®) for all versions of relay/IRS models. In step
8, the closed-form expression in (63]) must be calculated leading to the complexity off O(N?3).

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

Here, we evaluate the proposed relay/IRS method in different scenarios. The channels from

transmitters to the relay and the channels from the relay to the receivers are modeled as H,, =

N =X -
0.1 (Z—é) : H, and G,, =0.1 (%) ’ G,,, respectively, where dy = 1 m is a reference distance,

dy is the distance between 7T, and the relay, 672 is the distance between the relay and R, and

5This can be decreased to O(N 2‘3) via finding the best order of matrix multiplications (see [37] for details).
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Relay or IRS
a=rETE—=

- - »~ - -
- =~ 1 - iEN
- ~ - N
4 T N 1 4 ~
1
‘ (7)™ | ds A, N
’ \ : h ’ N \
' \ i N \
1 rT T vodp ! ody N R
e mm = - - |(_____>“2_____>| \‘

Fig. 3. Simulation setup for relay/IRS WPC systems with K user pairs.

TABLE I

THE BASELINE BENCHMARK METHODS

Baseline 1 | Baseline 2
Information Power Allocation v v
Energy Waveform Design X v
Time Allocation v v
Energy/Information Relay Beamforming v X

~ = 3 is the path-loss exponent. It is assumed that the elements of H, and G, are i.i.d. CSCG
random variables with zero mean and unit variance. As shown in Fig. 3 the transmitters and
receivers are distributed uniformly within a circle with radius r+ and r%, respectively. We set
the distance parameters as d; = dy = d3 = 10 m and r7 = rg = 5 m. The maximum power
budget for 7, relay, and IRS are set to p};fn = erf,n = 28 dBm, pﬁf{s = 20 dBm, Vk,n, and
the noise power at the relay, IRS and receivers are supposed to be o}, = o7, = 07, = —80
dBm, ofzg,, = —100 dBm, Vk,n. The total bandwidth is fixed to B, = 1 MHz. We further
assume the total operation time 7" = 1. The curve fitting parameters for non-linear EH circuits
are equal to a = —0.11, b= —1.17, and ¢ = —12 [32]. Also, we set K =5, N =8, My = 6,
and Fuin , = Emin = 10 W, VEk, unless otherwise specified. We solve the convex optimization
problems using CVX [38]].

A. Relay System

Here, we compare the results of the proposed algorithms with partially optimized methods
(referred to as baseline schemes in the sequel) listed in Table [l For the first baseline method,

the energy signals are not optimized, and in the second baseline method, there is no optimization

January 3, 2023 DRAFT



20

«;
~®-
0
5 o

Different Initializations 5.8
5.75

T

1

1
n¢

>
>

N W b OO

-

Minimum Rate (bps/Hz)
Minimum Rate (bps/Hz)
Minimum Rate (bps/Hz)

=

‘ -
4

o

4
2 3 4 5 6 7 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Number of Outer Iterations Number of Inner Iterations Number of Inner Iterations

=
N
a
-

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4. Convergence behavior of the proposed method in Algorithm 1: (a) outer iterations for three random initial points,
(b) inner iterations associated with the sub-problem [II=ATl in the first outer iteration, (c) inner iterations associated with the

sub-problem [[II-Bl in the first outer iteration.

for the relay beamformer; more precisely, the relay amplification matrices are assumed to be
identity matrices, i.e. UPE‘,n = ag Iy, Vi, and Uf’{n = ar Iy, Vn, where the scalar parameters
ag, and ag, are employed to satisfy the feasible set €2 in (16). The convergence of the proposed
algorithm for inner and outer iterations (see Algorithm 1) are plotted in Fig. 4l This figure shows
that the proposed algorithm converges within a few outer iterations. Also, in this example, the
three different initializations lead to almost the same final value.

In Fig. [Bla, we illustrate the rate-energy region of the proposed method in comparison with the
first baseline method for different number of subbands. We can observe that the minimum rate
increases as /N grows. The optimal time allocation parameter 7., w.r.t. the EH target is depicted
in Fig. [Alb. It is seen that the increased energy threshold FE,,;, leads to a larger 7. As 7 increases,
the duration of the ID phase decreases. Therefore, as we observe in Fig. [3la, the minimum rate
reduces with increasing FE,,,. Also, the impact of the energy waveform design is evident in both
figures. In Fig.[6la and Fig.[6lb, we compare the minimum rate of the proposed optimal and sub-
optimal approaches with baseline methods. As we can see in Fig. [(la, increasing the number
of pairs results in lower minimum rate for all methods with My = 9. Furthermore, Fig. [6lb
shows that a larger My increases the minimum rate with an almost linear trend. The importance
of the energy waveform and relay beamforming design is observed through both figures. We
can see that the method with no relay beamforming has the worst performance compared to
other methods since without a relay amplification matrix design, inter-pair interference cannot

be managed.
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the proposed and baseline 1 methods for different number of subbands N = 8§, 9.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the proposed optimal and sub-optimal methods with baseline methods.

B. IRS System

21

In this subsection, the performance of the proposed IRS-assisted WPC system is evaluated.

Since most of the studied scenarios for relay (i.e., Fig. 4 Fig.[3 and Fig.[6la) have similar trends

for IRS, we only consider the scenario of Fig. [6lb, for the sake of brevity. As we can see from

Fig[7 in the case of IRS, the minimum rate has a super-linear ascent property versus increasing

Migs.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the max-min rate maximization in a multi-carrier relay/IRS WPC system with a

joint TS scheme was considered. A unified framework was proposed to maximize the minimum

rate of the user pairs in both relay and IRS systems by jointly designing the energy waveforms,
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Fig. 7. The effect of the number of REs Mirs for the proposed optimal and sub-optimal IRS methods.

power of information waveforms, amplification matrices, and the time allocation parameter.
The non-linearity in EH circuits was also considered in the design problem. The non-convex
problem was handled via the MM technique. Numerical results demonstrated the effectiveness of
the proposed algorithm in terms of the minimum rate. As a extended future work in this area, it
might be interesting to develop a distributed algorithm for design of multi-user relay/IRS WPC

systems.

APPENDIX A
THE DERIVATION OF THE EXPRESSIONS IN (21I) AND (23)-([27)
Using tr {X*Y} = vec(X)?vec(Y) and vec(XYZ) = (Z” @ X)vec(Y), the power of the
relay signal for ID mode in can be obtained as

E [HF(t)H;} = (ufnvec (ULanQLan) + aiufnum)

N | —

M= 10

N —

(ull,{n ((HnQI,anH)T ® IMR) ur, + Ui“{i“Ln)

n=1

H AR
uI,nAI,nuLn‘

Il
N —
[]=

Il
—

n

Similarly, we can derive the power of the relay signal for the EH mode in (20) and the expressions

in 23)-27).
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

By defining a positive semi-definite matrix D such that V2s(x) < D, we can write the

following majorizer for s(x) as [39]

() < 5(x0) + R { (Vies(x))" oy (x = x0) } + (x = x0) "D (x = x0), (64)
where the gradient and Hessian of s(x) are respectively expressed as
—2log, €
Vi = ———Tx, 65
5(x) XHTx +v (65)
—-2T 4Txx"T
Vis(x) = log, e.
00 = (e * P Tx + V>2) e
Since T > 0, the term XH_,J?LV is negative semi-definite, and thus we obtain £ > 0 such that for
any v > 0
4TxxT 4Txx"T
———————logye < ——— <&y,
(xHTx +v) (xTx) R

Also, as Txx'T is a rank-one matrix, we can choose ¢ as £ > 4¢, where ¢ is given as
xHT?x
¢ =max ———.
x  (xHTx)

Then by choosing a = V#x, where V is a full-rank matrix such that T = VV the following

(66)

optimization is equivalently obtained from (66) as
al’Viva 1
alla alla

¢ = max (67)

Using xQx < P and applying a similar procedure in [39, Appendix B], we can write

o< — PAnax(T) |
viIV-IQV-fy,

where v, is the principal eigenvector of V'V Finally, from (64), (63), and ¢ = 4¢, we obtain

o _ —2logy e - 4P . o . .
b = Vs(x)|x=x, = T ot Txg and D = —o— TG I,s2, where wy is the principal eigenvector of
T.
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APPENDIX C

A SELECTION OF f .o AND [

The value of 3, should be selected such that ng,nEk ({SEn}h"1) + Brnpli = 0. The term
V2., Ex ({sen}il,) is straightforwardly calculated as

Vi, B ({sen}nz1) —ka'—'kn +77kz Z-—'k nSE S Bk (68)
n=1n/=1
where
__— N -
oK = ;expc exp (alog2pE,k) p%, (2& log pp i + b)
rexpcexp (alog? b2 ~ _ o~
s p (@log"prr) Pk <4Zi2log2pE7k n (4a’b . 2&) log pes + b2 — b+ zzz).
P

Asa<0,b<0,8, >0, and Ek,nsE,nsgnEkm > 0, it suffices to choose 3}, such that

ﬁk,n,bIK — Ok Z S — Tk Z Z =k nSE nSE nﬂ—'k n's (69)

n=1n'=1

where

o~ TN -~ a
Or = ;b expc exp (alog2pE,k) p% k17

)

Tk :ZexpEexp (Eilog2pE7k) ph? <long k <4ab - 2a) + 2a>
p 7

Thus from (), we can write
K
2pT rf

Isealls < == > Pin- (70)
k=1
Finally, using (I16), (69), (Z0) and knowing that sgnEk,nsE,n < [IsE.nll3Amax (Bk.n), We can select
Brnp > B, Where

N K
By =— Iexp&’exp <2&'log2T Z max (2k,n) Zp fn) ( ((453 - 25) log fr + 25)
b P =1

=1

N N
X Z Z )\max '—'k n‘—'k n’ Z pgnp;in/ +’5fk Z )\max (Ek,n> ) )
n=1

n=1n/=1

s ey fio 1o . .
with fj, = exp ( = u ) We can take similar steps for selecting ﬁ}im’a.

2a
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APPENDIX D

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

The ID part of the relay power constraint in 20) is ufn};f?nul,n. Only (iMgs +i+ 1), 0 <

i < Mgs — 1 entries of ur,, = vec(Diag(6)) are non-zero for the IRS system. Thus, we can

rewrite uf’{n;‘;ﬁnum for IRS system as 6 AE}LSBI, where A}f}f contains only the (kMgs + k +

1, IMgs +1+1)", 0 < k,1 < Migs — 1 entries of *X*I,n which is the same as ;&f‘n with replacing

Mgy by Mirs. Therefore, from 2I) and by using some matrix manipulations, we obtain

e T
Al = (H,QunHY)" © Lyps + 00 Taggs. (71)

Other expressions in (44)-(8)) are similarly obtained.
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