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Abstract—Although reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs)
can improve the performance of wireless networks by smartly
reconfiguring the radio environment, existing passive RISs face
two key challenges, i.e., double-fading attenuation and depen-
dence on grid/battery. To address these challenges, this paper
proposes a new RIS architecture, called multi-functional RIS
(MF-RIS). Different from conventional reflecting-only RIS, the
proposed MF-RIS is capable of supporting multiple functions
with one surface, including signal reflection, amplification, and
energy harvesting. As such, our MF-RIS is able to overcome the
double-fading attenuation by harvesting energy from incident
signals. Through theoretical analysis, we derive the achievable
capacity of an MF-RIS-aided communication network. Compared
to the capacity achieved by the existing self-sustainable RIS, we
derive the number of reflective elements required for MF-RIS
to outperform self-sustainable RIS. To realize a self-sustainable
communication system, we investigate the use of MF-RIS in
improving the sum-rate of multi-user wireless networks. Specif-
ically, we solve a non-convex optimization problem by jointly
designing the transmit beamforming and MF-RIS coefficients.
As an extension, we investigate a resource allocation problem in
a practical scenario with imperfect channel state information.
By approximating the semi-infinite constraints with the S-
procedure and the general sign-definiteness, we propose a robust
beamforming scheme to combat the inevitable channel estimation
errors. Finally, numerical results show that: 1) compared to
the self-sustainable RIS, MF-RIS can strike a better balance
between energy self-sustainability and throughput improvement;
and 2) unlike reflecting-only RIS which can be deployed near
the transmitter or receiver, MF-RIS should be deployed closer
to the transmitter for higher spectrum efficiency.

Index Terms—Multi-functional RIS, performance optimiza-
tion, capacity analysis, energy harvesting, robust beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Owing to the recent breakthroughs of metasurfaces, recon-

figurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) are a promising paradigm

to shape a smart radio environment for various emerging appli-

cations, such as intelligent factory and mobile holography [1].

Generally, RIS is a planar surface composed of a large number
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of energy-efficient and cost-effective passive elements, each of

which induces an independent phase change to incident signals

via an embedded micro-controller chip. Through judiciously

tuning the phases of incident signals, the reradiated signals

from different links are added constructively to enhance the de-

sired reception at intended users [2], or combined destructively

to alleviate information leakage at malicious eavesdroppers

[3]. Such programmable characteristics position RISs as a key

enabler for throughput improvement [4], [5], energy reduction

[6]–[8], and security enhancement [9], [10].

Despite the attractive channel-modification capabilities of

existing RISs, they also face significant challenges when

deployed into practical systems. One example is the double-

fading attenuation introduced by the cascaded channel, i.e.,

the signals relayed by the RIS experience large-scale fading

twice: from the transmitter to the RIS, and from the RIS

to the receiver [11], [12]. This effect leads to considerable

power loss when the direct link is blocked, which limits the

achievable performance of RISs significantly [13]. Although

increasing the RIS size alleviates this issue, the performance

gain gradually saturates when the number of passive elements

exceeds a certain value [14]. In addition, the large-size RIS

usually increases production costs and deployment difficulties.

Consequently, it is necessary to design a cost-efficient and

easy-to-deploy RIS architecture to overcome the double-fading

dilemma faced by existing RIS types.

Furthermore, most of the existing literature assumes that

RIS is an ideal passive surface with negligible energy con-

sumption [4], [5]. However, the operation of RIS requires

advanced signal processing, intelligent computation, and ac-

tive electronic components, such as positive-intrinsic-negative

(PIN) diodes, radio frequency (RF) switches, and phase

shifters [1], [2]. These components consume a lot of energy,

especially for large-size RISs with high resolution. For exam-

ple, the operational power of RIS with 5-bit phase shifters and

200 elements is up to 1.2 W, which is comparable to its energy

supply and cannot be ignored [6]–[8]. Considering the non-

negligible power consumption of RIS elements, it is important

to develop an efficient power supply strategy to support their

long-term operation. However, existing RISs are typically non-

rechargeable, making it difficult for them to achieve self-

sustainability by getting rid of the dependence on battery or

grid [3]. To this end, empowering RIS with energy harvesting

capabilities is a promising candidate to prolong the lifetime

of reflectors. This also enhances the flexibility when selecting

the deployment location of RISs as no dedicated power cables

are required. Given the ever-growing service requirements in

wireless networks and the limitations of existing RISs, it is

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.02564v1
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Fig. 1. Comparison of the proposed MF-RIS with existing RIS architectures.

imperative to develop a new RIS architecture that is capable

of mitigating the double-fading effect and achieving self-

sustainability simultaneously.

A. Related Works

In the following, we review the state-of-the-art works from

two perspectives: RISs for double-fading attenuation mitiga-

tion and energy self-sustainability.

1) RISs for double-fading attenuation mitigation: Con-

sidering that the conventional passive RIS suffers from the

double-fading attenuation, a new RIS architecture called active

RIS was proposed in [11]–[14] to overcome this issue. In

contrast to the passive RIS in Fig. 1(a), the active RIS in Fig.

1(b) activates its elements by connecting them with power

amplifiers. As such, these elements become full-duplex active

reflecting elements, allowing active RIS to amplify the power

of the incident signal while modifying the phase shift. The

authors of [11] and [12] developed a theoretical framework

to compare the achievable capacity of passive and active RIS-

assisted systems, and proved that active RIS can transform

the multiplicative path loss into additive form. Motivated by

this, the works [13] and [14] investigated the key benefits of

active RIS-assisted networks in terms of secrecy improvement

and throughput maximization. In addition, the authors of

[15] proposed another RIS architecture enabling simultaneous

signal reflection and amplification, termed hybrid relay-RIS

(HR-RIS). Different from the active RIS that enables signal

amplification by embedding negative resistance components

into each element, HR-RIS requires expensive and power-

hungry RF chains to amplify signals. This requirement leaves

the practical implementation of such hybrid RIS architecture

as an open problem. Furthermore, whether passive RISs, active

RISs, or HR-RISs, they all need to be connected with a stable

power supply to maintain their reflection and/or amplification

circuits. This means that the implementation of these RISs

relies on external grid or internal battery, which makes it

difficult to provide flexible and uninterrupted communication

services at a low cost.

2) RISs for energy self-sustainability: To eliminate the

dependence on grid/battery for these conventional RISs, recent

advances in RF-based energy harvesting have spawned several

self-sustainable RIS architectures [16]–[18]. Specifically, a

self-sustainable RIS enabled by wireless power transfer was

proposed in [16]. As depicted in Fig .1(c), this self-sustainable

RIS allows a portion of the elements to operate in signal

reflection mode (R mode) to tune the wireless channels, while

the remaining elements work in energy harvesting mode (H

mode) to support its own operation. In particular, for the H

mode, the incident RF signal is converted to direct current

(DC) power by the energy harvesting circuit shown in Fig

.1(c). By exploiting the large number of RIS elements, such

RIS simultaneously realizes self-sustainability and capacity

growth. The authors of [17] and [18] proposed another type

of self-sustainable RIS, i.e., a two-phase self-sustainable RIS.

The controller of this self-sustainable RIS can schedule its

elements to working in one mode during a time slot. However,

the ideal linear energy harvesting model adopted in [17] and

[18] cannot capture the non-linear features of practical energy

harvesting circuits.

In Table I, we compare our work with these representative

works [4]–[14], [16]–[18] in terms of key features, design

objectives, and channel state information (CSI) setups. It is ob-

served that although some recent efforts have been devoted to

proposing new RIS types, there is no general RIS architecture

that can simultaneously address the double-fading attenuation

and the grid/battery dependence issues faced by conventional

RISs. There are also few works to evaluate the achievable

performance of RIS architectures from both optimization and

analysis perspectives. Moreover, a robust beamforming design

under imperfect CSI is still missing. This motivates us to

propose a new RIS architecture and explore its application

in practical networks.
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF THIS WORK WITH OTHER REPRESENTATIVE WORKS

Properties

References
[4]–[8] [9] [10] [11] [13] [12], [14] [16] [17], [18] This work

Double-fading mitigation
√ √ √ √

Energy self-sustainability
√ √ √

Capacity analysis
√ √ √ √

Performance optimization
√ √ √ √ √ √ √

Perfect CSI
√ √ √ √ √ √ √

Imperfect CSI
√ √ √

RIS architecture Passive RIS Active RIS Self-sustainable RIS MF-RIS

B. Motivations and Contributions

In this paper, we propose the multi-functional RIS (MF-RIS)

as a novel RIS architecture to overcome the double attenuation

and self-sustainability issues of existing RISs. As shown in

Fig. 1(d), each MF-RIS element can switch between the H

mode and signal amplification mode (A mode)1. Specifically,

the elements operating in H mode collect the RF energy from

incident signals via embedded energy harvesting modules2.

Meanwhile, with the help of power amplifiers and phase shift

circuits, the elements in A mode reflect the incident signals

with power amplification3. Equipped with the capability of

joint signal reflection, amplification, and energy harvesting,

the proposed MF-RIS facilitates self-sustainability while main-

taining performance advantages. Our main contributions are

summarized as follows:

• We propose a new MF-RIS architecture enabling simulta-

neous signal reflection, amplification, and energy harvest-

ing. Specifically, we provide the physical implementation

and operating protocol of MF-RIS from the wireless com-

munications perspective. Then, we analyze the achievable

capacity performance of MF-RIS and compare it with

self-sustainable RIS. Our theoretical results reveal that the

proposed MF-RIS outperforms the self-sustainable RIS in

terms of achievable signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

• We formulate a sum-rate (SR) maximization problem for

an MF-RIS-aided multi-user system, and solve the re-

sulting mixed-integer non-linear programming (MINLP)

problem by optimizing the transmit beamforming and

MF-RIS coefficients iteratively. Considering the in-

evitable CSI estimation error, we propose a robust beam-

forming scheme to maximize the SR of all users. Specifi-

cally, to handle the infinite possibilities introduced by CSI

uncertainties, we adopt the S-procedure and the general

sign-definiteness to approximate semi-infinite constraints

and convert them into finite ones.

1Existing theoretical research and prototype design of passive RISs [1]–
[3], [19], active RISs [11]–[14], and self-sustainable RISs [16]–[18] provide
a solid foundation for the implementation of the proposed MF-RIS.

2Recent advances in multi-level converters, thin-film capacitors, and inte-
grated power managements have greatly reduced the implementation costs of
energy harvesting circuits and improved the harvesting efficiency [20]–[22].

3Tunnel diode-based amplifiers enable the MF-RIS to realize signal ampli-
fication in a lightweight manner without the presence of the power-hungry
RF chain components [23].

• Simulation results are provided to verify the effectiveness

and robustness of the proposed algorithms. In particu-

lar, the following observations are made from extensive

numerical results: 1) compared to the self-sustainable

RIS, the MF-RIS can attain 114% higher SR gain, by

integrating multiple functions on one surface; and 2)

increasing the number of elements is beneficial for an

improved self-sustainability and throughput, but this also

amplifies the performance loss caused by imperfect CSI,

especially when the channel uncertainty is high.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section

II, we provide the system model of an MF-RIS-aided com-

munication network. In Section III, we analyze the achievable

capacity of the proposed MF-RIS. In Section IV, we formulate

a SR maximization problem, which is solved by an iterative

algorithm. In Section V, we extend the problem and algorithm

to the imperfect CSI case. Numerical results are presented in

Section VI, followed by conclusions in Section VII.

Notations: HN denotes the complex Hermitian matrix with

N × N dimensions. X∗, XT, XH, ‖X‖F , and vec(X) de-

note the conjugate, transpose, Hermitian, Frobenius norm,

and vectorization of matrix X, respectively. ‖x‖ denotes the

Euclidean norm of vector x. Re{·} denotes the real part of

a complex number. diag(·), mod, ⌈·⌉, and ⌊·⌋ denote the

diagonal operation, the modulus operation, the rounding up

and rounding down operations, respectively. [X]m,m and [x]m
denote the m-th diagonal element and the m-th element of

matrix X and vector x, respectively. ⊗ and ⊙ denote the

Kronecker product and the Hadamard product, respectively.

1M is an M × 1 all-ones vector. X � 0 indicates that matrix

X is positive semi-definite.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 2, we consider an MF-RIS-assisted

multi-user downlink communication network, where an MF-

RIS is deployed to assist wireless communications from

an N -antenna base station (BS) to K single-antenna users.

The set of users is denoted by K = {1, 2, · · · ,K}. We

assume that the MF-RIS is equipped with M elements,

denoted by M = {1, 2, · · · ,M}. These M elements are

divided into two groups, with one operating in H mode

and the other in A mode. Specifically, the group of ele-

ments in H mode harvests the RF energy from received

signals to support MF-RIS operation. Meanwhile, the re-

maining elements in A mode reflect and amplify the in-
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Fig. 2. An MF-RIS-aided downlink multi-user communication system.

cident signals. The MF-RIS coefficient matrix is denoted

by Θ = diag(α1

√
β1e

jθ1 , α2

√
β2e

jθ2 , · · · , αM

√
βMe

jθM ),
where αm ∈ {0, 1}, βm ∈ [0, βmax], and θm ∈ [0, 2π) denote

the mode indicator, amplitude, and phase shift of the m-th

element, respectively. Here, αm = 1 implies that the m-th

element operates in A mode, while αm = 0 implies that it

works in H mode, and βmax ≥ 1 represents the amplification

factor. Therefore, by optimizing the mode indicator αm, the

M elements are flexibly assigned to work in A or H mode.

Denote w =
∑K

k=1 fksk as the superposition signal trans-

mitted by the BS, where fk is the transmit beamforming vector

of user k, and sk ∼ CN (0, 1) denotes the modulated data

symbol, which is independent over k. The signal received at

user k is then given by

yk =
(
hH
k + gH

k ΘH
)
w+ gH

k Θns + nk, (1)

where ns ∼ CN (0, σ2
1IM ) denotes the thermal noise gen-

erated at the MF-RIS with per-element noise power σ2
1 ,

and nk ∼ CN (0, σ2
0) denotes the additive white Gaussian

noise (AWGN) at user k with noise power σ2
0 . In addition,

hH
k ∈ C1×N , H ∈ CM×N , and gH

k ∈ C1×M represent the

channels from the BS to user k, from the BS to the MF-RIS,

and from the MF-RIS to user k, respectively. Accordingly, by

defining h̄k = hH
k + gH

k ΘH as the combined channel from

the BS to user k, the achievable rate of user k is given by

Rk = log2

(
1 +

|h̄kfk|2∑K

i=1,i6=k |h̄kfi|2 + σ2
1‖gH

k Θ‖2+σ2
0

)
. (2)

We define Tm = diag([ 0, · · · ,︸ ︷︷ ︸
1 to m−1

1 − αm , · · · , 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
m+1 to M

]) as the

mode indicator matrix of the m-th element. The RF power

received at the m-th element is then expressed as

PRF
m = E

(
‖Tm (Hw + ns)‖2

)
, (3)

where the expectation operator E(·) is taken over w and ns.

Based on the logistic function [24], we adopt a non-linear

energy harvesting model for the MF-RIS. Specifically, the total

power harvested at the m-th element is modeled as

PA
m =

Υm − ZΩ

1− Ω
, Υm =

Z

1 + e−a(PRF
m −q)

, (4)

where Υm is a logistic function with respect to the received RF

power PRF
m , and Z is a constant determining the maximum

harvested power. Here, constant Ω is given by Ω = 1
1+eaq ,

a > 0 and q > 0 are related to circuit properties such as the

capacitance and diode turn-on voltage [25].

To achieve the self-sustainability of MF-RIS, the total power

consumed at the MF-RIS should not exceed its harvested

power, given by [16]
∑M

m=1
αm(Pb + PDC) + (M −

∑M

m=1
αm)PC

+ ξPO ≤
∑M

m=1
PA
m, (5)

where Pb, PDC, and PC denote the amount of power consumed

by each phase shifter, the DC biasing power consumption

of the amplifier circuit, and the power consumption of the

RF-to-DC power conversion circuit, respectively [14]. Here,

ξ is the inverse of the amplifier efficiency, and PO =∑K

k=1‖ΘHfk‖2+σ2
1‖Θ‖2F is the output power of MF-RIS.

In this paper, we focus on the throughput analysis and

optimization of the considered MF-RIS-aided communication

network. To illustrate the superiority of the proposed MF-RIS

architecture, we first analyze the achievable capacity in Section

III. Then, we maximize the achievable SR under perfect and

imperfect CSI cases in Sections IV and V, respectively.

III. CAPACITY COMPARISON BETWEEN MF-RIS AND

SELF-SUSTAINABLE RIS

To gain more insights, we analyze the performance gain

achieved by the MF-RIS in a simplified single-input single-

output (SISO) system with one user. Focusing on the capacity

of MF-RIS-aided channels, the direct link is assumed to be

blocked, and the reflection link is line-of-sight (LoS)4. Given

the mode indicator matrix α = diag(α1, α2, · · · , αM ), the

signal received at the user is given by

y = gH
αΞh

√
p+ gH

αΞns + n, (6)

where p denotes the transmit power at the BS, Ξ =
diag(

√
β1e

jθ1 ,
√
β2e

jθ2 , · · · ,√βMejθM ), and n∼CN (0, σ2
0)

denotes the AWGN noise at the user. Moreover, g =
ga(ϕa, ϕe) and h=ha(ψa, ψe) represent the channel vectors

from the MF-RIS to the user and from the BS to the MF-RIS,

respectively, where g and h denote the distance-dependent

path-loss factors, ϕa, ϕe, ψa, and ψa denote the azimuth and

elevation angles of arrival and departure, respectively. Here,

a(ψa, ψe) and a(ϕa, ϕe) denote steering vector functions with

respect to these angles [26]. Then, the SNR maximization

problem is formulated as

max
p,Ξ

p|gH
αΞh|2

σ2
1 ‖gHαΞ‖2 + σ2

0

(7a)

s. t. p ∈ [0, Pmax
BS ], (7b)

βm ∈ [0, βmax], θm ∈ [0, 2π), ∀m, (7c)

p‖αΞh‖2+σ2
1‖αΞ‖2F≤ PMF

O (α), (7d)

where PMF
O (α) = 1

ξ
(
∑M

m=1 P
A
m −∑M

m=1 αm(Pb + PDC) −
(M − ∑M

m=1 αm)PC) denotes the maximum output power

of the MF-RIS. By exploiting the Lagrangian duality, the

optimal transmit power and phase shift for problem (7) are,

respectively, obtained as [27]

p⋆=Pmax
BS , θ⋆m=(arg{[g]m}−arg{[h]m}) mod 2π, ∀m.(8)

4To better understand the characteristics of the proposed MF-RIS, we
consider the tractable case of the SISO system and the LoS channel, similar
to [14], [26]–[28]. The numerical results in Section VI verify that the LoS
case characterizes a performance upper bound for the MF-RIS-aided system,
and the corresponding insights can be used to guide the more general cases.
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Proposition 1: Assume that the numbers of MF-RIS ele-

ments operating in A mode and H mode are MA =
∑M

m=1 αm

and MH = M −∑M

m=1 αm, respectively. Then, the optimal

magnitude coefficient for problem (7) is given by

β⋆
m =

{
βmax, MA ≤MA,1,

PMF
O (α)

MA(Pmax
BS h2+σ2

1)
, MA > MA,1,

(9)

where

MA,1 =

∑M

m=1 P
A
m −MHPC

ξβmax(Pmax
BS h2 + σ2

1) + Pb + PDC
. (10)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A.

Proposition 2: Based on the optimal solutions in (8) and

(9), the achievable SNR achieved by the MF-RIS is given by

γMF =





Pmax
BS βmaxh

2g2M2
A

βmaxσ2
1g

2MA + σ2
0

, MA ≤MA,1,

Pmax
BS h2g2PMF

O (α)MA

σ2
1g

2PMF
O (α) + σ2

0(P
max
BS h2 + σ2

1)
, MA > MA,1.

(11)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B.

Proposition 3: For the considered MF-RIS-assisted system,

the optimal number of reflection elements is given by

M⋆
A =

{
⌊M̄A⌋, γMF(⌈M̄A⌉) ≤ γMF(⌊M̄A⌋),
⌈M̄A⌉, γMF(⌈M̄A⌉) > γMF(⌊M̄A⌋),

(12)

where M̄A = max{MA,1,MA,2}. Denote W1 =
∑M

m=1 P
A
m−

MHPC, W2 = Pb + PDC, W3 = σ2
1g

2, and W4 =
ξσ2

0(P
max
BS h2 + σ2

1). Then, the value of MA,2 is given by

MA,2 =
W1W3 +W4 −

√
W1W3W4 +W2

4

W2W3
. (13)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix C.

Next, we analyze the achievable capacity of the self-

sustainable RIS proposed in [16]. Assume that the numbers

of elements operating in H mode and R mode are MH and

MA, respectively. Given the mode indicator matrix α, the SNR

maximization problem is formulated as

max
p,Ξ

p|gH
αΞh|2
σ2
0

(14a)

s. t. p ∈ [0, Pmax
BS ], (14b)

βm ∈ [0, 1], θm ∈ [0, 2π), ∀m, (14c)

MAPb +MHPC ≤
∑M

m=1
PA
m. (14d)

Again, using the Lagrangian duality, the optimal solution

for problem (14) is obtained as [27]

p⋆ = Pmax
BS , β⋆

m = 1, (15a)

θ⋆m = (arg{[g]m} − arg{[h]m}) mod 2π, ∀m. (15b)

Proposition 4: The achievable SNR of the considered self-

sustainable RIS-aided system is

γSE =
Pmax
BS h2g2M2

A

σ2
0

. (16)

Moreover, the optimal number of elements operating in R mode

is M⋆
A = ⌊

∑M
m=1 PA

m−MHPC

Pb
⌋.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix D.

According to (11) and (16), by solving γMF ≥ γSE, we

obtain the number of reflection elements required for MF-RIS

to outperform self-sustainable RIS, which is given by

MA ≤M th
A

= min

{
(βmax−1)σ2

0

βmaxW3
,
W5−

√
W2

5−4W1W2W3σ2
0

2W2W3

}
,(17)

where W5 = W2σ
2
0 + W1W3 + W4. For a more intuitive

comparison, we set Pmax
BS = 5 W, M = 300, σ2

0 = σ2
1 = −70

dBm, h2 = −45 dB, g2 = −60 dB, Pb = 1.5 mW, PC =
2.1 µW, PDC = 0.3 mW, βmax = 13 dB, and ξ = 1.1 [16].

Then, when MA ≤ 21, the achievable SNR performance of

the MF-RIS is better than the self-sustainable RIS counterpart,

i.e., the inequality (17) holds. In particular, for a practical RIS

size, e.g., MA = 10, we obtain γMF≈ 33.2 dB and γSE≈ 22
dB, where the former is about 13.2 times larger than the latter.

IV. THROUGHPUT MAXIMIZATION UNDER PERFECT CSI

In this section, we maximize the throughput in a multiple-

input single-output (MISO) system where multiple users are

assisted by an MF-RIS, as shown in Fig. 2. Specifically,

considering the power budget and energy causality in the

perfect CSI case, we propose an iterative algorithm to solve

the resulting MINLP problem efficiently.

A. Problem Formulation Under Perfect CSI

Our objective is to maximize the achievable SR of all

users by jointly optimizing the transmit beamforming at the

BS and the MF-RIS coefficients, while maintaining the self-

sustainability of MF-RIS. In this section, to characterize

the performance upper bound achieved by the MF-RIS, we

assume that the perfect CSI of all channels is available at

the BS by applying existing channel estimation methods [29].

Mathematically, the optimization problem is formulated as

max
fk,Θ

∑K

k=1
Rk (18a)

s. t.
∑K

k=1
‖fk‖2≤ Pmax

BS , (18b)

Θ ∈ RMF, (18c)

(5). (18d)

where Pmax
BS is the power budget at the BS and RMF =

{αm, βm, θm|αm∈{0, 1}, βm ∈ [0, βmax], θm ∈ [0, 2π), ∀m}
is the feasible set of MF-RIS coefficients.

Unlike conventional RIS-related works that only focus on

the optimization of reflective phase shifts [4], [5], in this

paper, we consider the joint design of mode indicator, am-

plitude, and phase shift coefficients of the MF-RIS. This

results in a more challenging optimization problem, where the

newly introduced signal amplification and energy harvesting

functions bring more highly-coupled non-convex constraints.

Specifically, the signal amplification introduces additional RIS

noise in the objective function (18a) and constraint (5), which

complicates the resource allocation problem. Since the adopted

non-linear energy harvesting model involves complex logistic

functions, constraint (5) is more difficult to deal with than

the linear energy constraint in [17] and [18]. Furthermore, the

proposed MF-RIS requires the joint optimization of binary

mode indicators and continuous amplitude and phase shift

coefficients, which introduces a mixed-integer constraint in
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(5). As a result, problem (18) is an MINLP problem, which

is more general than the optimization problems considered

in [4] and [5]. However, it cannot be solved directly due to

the non-convex and non-linear features. In the following, we

develop an alternating optimization (AO) algorithm to find a

high-performance solution with low complexity.

B. Problem Transformation Under Perfect CSI

Before solving problem (18), we first transform it into

a more tractable form. To tackle the non-concave objective

function (18a), we introduce auxiliary variables Qk, Ak, and

Bk, satisfying Qk = log2
(
1 +A−1

k B−1
k

)
, A−1

k = |h̄kfk|2, and

Bk =
∑K

i=1,i6=k |h̄kfi|2+σ2
1‖gH

k Θ‖2+σ2
0 . With these variable

definitions, we obtain the following new constraints:

Qk ≤ log2
(
1 +A−1

k B−1
k

)
, ∀k, (19a)

A−1
k ≤ |h̄kfk|2, ∀k, (19b)

Bk ≥
∑K

i=1,i6=k
|h̄kfi|2 + σ2

1‖gH
k Θ‖2+σ2

0 , ∀k. (19c)

To handle the non-convexity of constraint (19a), we here

exploit the successive convex approximation (SCA) technique.

Using the fact that the first-order Taylor expansion (FTS) of

a convex function is a global under-estimator, a lower bound

on its right-hand-side (RHS) at the feasible point {A(ℓ)
k ,B(ℓ)

k }
in the ℓ-th iteration is given by

Rlb
k = log2

(
1 +

1

A(ℓ)
k B(ℓ)

k

)

− (log2 e)(Ak −A(ℓ)
k )

A(ℓ)
k + (A(ℓ)

k )2B(ℓ)
k

− (log2 e)(Bk − B(ℓ)
k )

B(ℓ)
k + (B(ℓ)

k )2A(ℓ)
k

. (20)

To facilitate the derivation of constraint (5), we first rewrite

the received RF power and the output power as follows

PRF
m =Tr

(
TmH

(∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k

)
HHTH

m

)
+(1−αm)σ2

1 , (21a)

PO=Tr
(
Θ
(
H(
∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k )HH + σ2

1IM
)
ΘH
)
. (21b)

Then, by introducing auxiliary variables Cm and ζm, constraint

(5) is equivalently recast as(
Wc + ξTr

(
Θ
(
H(
∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k )HH + σ2

1IM
)
ΘH
))

× (1− Ω)Z−1 +MΩ ≤
∑M

m=1
C−1
m , (22a)

ζm≤Tr
(
TmH

(∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k

)
HHTH

m

)
+(1−αm)σ2

1 , ∀m,(22b)

Cm ≥ exp
(
− a(ζm − q)

)
+ 1, ∀m, (22c)

where Wc =
∑M

m=1 αm(Pb + PDC) + (M −∑M

m=1 αm)PC.

Since constraint (22a) remains non-convex, we approximate

it using the FTS. For the feasible point {Cm} in the ℓ-
th iteration, a lower bound on

∑M
m=1 C−1

m is given by

Clb =
∑M

m=1

(
2(C(ℓ)

m )−1 − Cm(C(ℓ)
m )−2

)
. Now, defining ∆ =

{Qk,Ak,Bk, Cm, ζm|∀k, ∀m} as an auxiliary variable set and

denoting W̄c =
(Clb−MΩ)Z

(1−Ω)ξ − Wc

ξ
, problem (18) is recast as

max
fk,Θ,∆

∑K

k=1
Qk (23a)

s. t. Qk ≤ Rlb
k , ∀k, (23b)

W̄c ≥ Tr
(
Θ
(
H(
∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k )HH+σ2

1IM
)
ΘH
)
,(23c)

(18b), (18c), (19b), (19c), (22b), (22c). (23d)

Algorithm 1 The SROCR-Based Algorithm for Solving (25)

1: Initialization: set ℓ1 = 0, initialize the feasible point

{F(ℓ1)
k , w

(ℓ1)
k } and the step size δ

(ℓ1)
1 .

2: repeat

3: Solve the convex problem (27) to obtain Fk;

4: if problem (27) is solvable then

5: Update F
(ℓ+1)
k = Fk and δ

(ℓ1+1)
1 = δ

(0)
1 ;

6: else

7: Update F
(ℓ+1)
k = F

(ℓ)
k and δ

(ℓ1+1)
1 = δ

(ℓ1)
1 /2;

8: end if

9: Update ℓ1 = ℓ1 + 1 and

10: Update w
(ℓ1)
k = min

(
1,

λmax(F
(ℓ1)

k
)

Tr(F
(ℓ1)

k
)

+ δ
(ℓ1)
1

)
;

11: until the stopping criterion is met.

C. Transmit Beamforming Under Perfect CSI

To solve problem (23), we define H̄k = h̄H
k h̄k and Fk =

fkf
H
k , satisfying Fk � 0 and rank(Fk) = 1. Then, constraints

in (19b), (19c), (22b), and (23c) are, respectively, rewritten as

A−1
k ≤ Tr

(
H̄kFk

)
, ∀k, (24a)

Bk ≥
∑K

i=1,i6=k
Tr
(
H̄kFi

)
+ σ2

1‖gH
k Θ‖2+σ2

0 , ∀k, (24b)

ζm≤Tr
(
TmH(

∑K

k=1
Fk)H

HTH
m

)
+(1−αm)σ2

1 , ∀m, (24c)

W̄c ≥ Tr
(
Θ
(
H(
∑K

k=1
Fk)H

H + σ2
1IM

)
ΘH
)
. (24d)

Accordingly, with fixed Θ, the transmit beamforming sub-

problem is given by

max
Fk,∆

∑K

k=1
Qk (25a)

s. t.
∑K

k=1
Tr
(
Fk

)
≤ Pmax

BS , (25b)

rank(Fk) = 1, ∀k, (25c)

Fk � 0, ∀k, (22c), (23b), (24a)-(24d). (25d)

To handle the rank-one constraint (25c), we adopt the

sequential rank-one constraint relaxation (SROCR) method

[30]. Specifically, by denoting w
(ℓ−1)
k ∈ [0, 1] as the trace

ratio parameter in the (ℓ − 1)-th iteration, constraint (25c) is

replaced by the following linear constraint:(
f
eig,(ℓ−1)
k

)H
F

(ℓ)
k f

eig,(ℓ−1)
k ≥ w

(ℓ−1)
k Tr

(
F

(ℓ)
k

)
, ∀k, (26)

where f
eig,(ℓ−1)
k is the eigenvector corresponding to the largest

eigenvalue of F
(ℓ−1)
k , and F

(ℓ−1)
k is the obtained solution in

the (ℓ−1)-th iteration. Thus, problem (25) is rewritten as

max
Fk,∆

∑K

k=1
Qk (27a)

s. t. (25b), (25d), (26). (27b)

Since problem (27) is a standard semi-definite programming

(SDP) problem, it can be solved efficiently via standard convex

solver software, such as CVX [31]. The details of solving (25)

are given in Algorithm 1. Specifically, w
(ℓ−1)
k = 0 indicates

that the rank-one constraint is dropped, while w
(ℓ−1)
k = 1 is

equivalent to the rank-one constraint. Therefore, by increasing

w
(ℓ−1)
k from 0 to 1 after each iteration, we can gradually

approach a rank-one solution [30]. After solving (25), the

solution of fk can be obtained by using the Cholesky decom-

position, i.e., Fk = fkf
H
k .
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D. MF-RIS Coefficient Deign Under Perfect CSI

Next, we focus on the design of MF-RIS coefficients with

given fk. First, we denote H̃k =
[
diag(gH

k )H;hH
k

]
and

u =
[[
α1

√
β1e

jθ1 , α2

√
β2e

jθ2 , · · · , αM

√
βMe

jθM
]H

; 1
]
. We

further define U = uuH, satisfying U � 0, rank(U) = 1,

[U]m,m=α2
mβm, and [U]M+1,M+1=1. Then, we have

|h̄kfk|2 = |(hH
k + gH

k ΘH)fk|2 = Tr(H̃kFkH̃
H
kU). (28)

Similarly, by defining Ḡk = ḡkḡ
H
k and H̄ = h̄h̄H +

σ2
1 ĪM ĪHM , with ḡk = [σ1diag(g

H
k );01×M ], h̄ = [Hw; 0],

and ĪM = [IM ;01×M ], the term σ2
1‖gH

k Θ‖2 and the output

power of MF-RIS are rewritten as σ2
1‖gH

k Θ‖2= Tr(ḠkU)
and PO = Tr(H̄U), respectively. Constraints (19b), (19c),

and (23c) are then, respectively, transformed into

A−1
k ≥ Tr(H̃kFkH̃

H
k U), (29a)

Bk ≥
∑K

i=1,i6=k
Tr(H̃kFiH̃

H
kU) + Tr(ḠkU) + σ2

0 , (29b)

W̄c ≥ Tr(H̄U). (29c)

Consequently, the MF-RIS coefficient design problem is

reformulated as

max
U,∆

∑
k
Qk (30a)

s. t. [U]m,m = α2
mβm, ∀m, (30b)

U � 0, [U]M+1,M+1 = 1, (30c)

rank(U) = 1, (30d)

αm ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m, (30e)

βm ∈ [0, βmax] , ∀m, (30f)

(22b), (22c), (23b), (29a)-(29c). (30g)

Problem (30) is intractable due to the highly-coupled con-

straint (30b), the rank-one constraint (30d), and the binary

constraint (30e). Similar to the transformation of the rank-

one constraint (25c), we adopt the SROCR method to tackle

(30d). Specifically, we denote v(ℓ−1) ∈ [0, 1] as the trace ratio

parameter of U in the (ℓ − 1)-th iteration, ueig,(ℓ−1) as the

eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of U(ℓ−1),

and U(ℓ−1) as the obtained solution in the (ℓ− 1)-th iteration

with v(ℓ−1). Constraint (30d) in the ℓ-th iteration then becomes

the following linear one:
(
ueig,(ℓ−1)

)H
U(ℓ)ueig,(ℓ−1) ≥ v(ℓ−1)Tr(U(ℓ)). (31)

As for the binary constraint (30e), we equivalently recast it

into two continuous ones: αm − α2
m ≤ 0 and 0 ≤ αm ≤ 1.

The SCA technique is employed to address the non-convex

constraint αm − α2
m ≤ 0. For the feasible point {α(ℓ)

m } in the

ℓ-th iteration, using the FTS, a convex upper bound on −α2
m

is obtained as
(
−α2

m

)ub
= −2α

(ℓ)
m αm + (α

(ℓ)
m )2.

By introducing the auxiliary variable, ηm = α2
mβm, the

highly-coupled non-convex constraint (30b) is recast as

[U]m,m = ηm, ηm ≤ α2
mβm, α2

mβm ≤ ηm, ∀m. (32)

Next, we apply the penalty function-based method to deal with

the non-convex constraints ηm ≤ α2
mβm and α2

mβm ≤ ηm.

The former is approximated by ηm ≤ 2(αm−α(ℓ)
m )α

(ℓ)
m β

(ℓ)
m +

(α
(ℓ)
m )2βm, where the RHS is the FTS of α2

mβm at the feasible

point {α(ℓ)
m , β

(ℓ)
m } obtained in the ℓ-th iteration. As for the

latter, we replace the term α2
mβm with its convex upper bound.

Algorithm 2 The Penalty Function-Based Algorithm for Solv-

ing Problem (30)

1: Initialization: set the initial iteration index ℓ2 = 0,

initialize the feasible point {U(ℓ2), v
(ℓ2)
k }, ε > 1, and the

step size δ
(ℓ2)
2 .

2: repeat

3: if ℓ2 ≤ Tmax then

4: Solve the convex problem (33) to obtain U;

5: if problem (33) is solvable then

6: Update U(ℓ+1) = U and δ
(ℓ2+1)
2 = δ

(0)
2 ;

7: else

8: Update U(ℓ+1) = U(ℓ) and δ
(ℓ2+1)
2 = δ

(ℓ2)
2 /2.

9: end if

10: Update ℓ2 = ℓ2 + 1;

11: Update v
(ℓ2)
k = min

(
1, λmax(U

(ℓ2))

Tr(U(ℓ2))
+ δ

(ℓ2)
2

)
;

12: Update ρ(ℓ2) = min{ερ(ℓ2−1), ρmax};

13: else

14: Reinitialize with a new feasible point {U(0), v
(0)
k },

set ε > 1 and ℓ2 = 0.

15: end if

16: until the stopping criterion is met.

Specifically, defining the functions g(αm, βm) = α2
mβm and

G(αm, βm) = cm
2 α

4
m+

β2
m

2cm
, G(αm, βm) ≥ g(αm, βm) is then

satisfied for αm, βm, cm > 0. When cm = βm

α2
m

, the equations

g(αm, βm) = G(αm, βm) and ∇g(αm, βm) = ∇G(αm, βm)
hold [5]. Eventually, problem (30) is reformulated as

max
U,∆,η,d

∑K

k=1
Qk − ρ

∑M

m=1
(dm + d̄m) (33a)

s. t. [U]m,m = ηm, ∀m, (33b)

0 ≤ αm ≤ 1, αm +
(
−α2

m

)ub ≤ 0, ∀m, (33c)

ηm ≤ 2(αm − α(ℓ)
m )α(ℓ)

m β(ℓ)
m

+ (α(ℓ)
m )2βm + dm, ∀m, (33d)

cm
2
α4
m +

β2
m

2cm
≤ ηm + d̄m, ∀m, (33e)

(30c), (30f), (30g), (31), (33f)

where η = {ηm|∀m}. The set d = {dm, d̄m|∀m} is a slack

variable set imposed over the non-convex constraints ηm ≤
α2
mβm and α2

mβm ≤ ηm, and ρ is a penalty factor used to

penalize the violation of these constraints. Problem (33) is

a convex SDP, and thus can be solved efficiently via CVX

[31]. The fixed point cm in the ℓ-th iteration is updated by

c
(ℓ)
m =

β(ℓ−1)
m

(α
(ℓ−1)
m )2

. The details of the proposed penalty function-

based algorithm are given in Algorithm 2.

E. Complexity and Convergence Analysis

Based on the AO framework, the solution of problem

(18) can be obtained by solving problem (25) and problem

(30) alternately. The complexity for solving problem (25)

and problem (30) with the interior-point method is given by

Of = O
(
Ifite max(KN, 2K +M)4

√
KN

)
and OΘ = O

(
IΘite

max(M+1, 2K+M)4
√
M + 1

)
, respectively, where Ifite and
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IΘite denote the corresponding numbers of iterations [4]. The

convergence of the overall algorithm is analyzed as follows.

Define U
(
f
(ℓ)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)
as the objective function value of

problem (18) in the ℓ-th iteration. Then, for the transmit

beamforming optimization problem (27) with a given Θ(ℓ),

we have the following inequalities

U
(
f
(ℓ)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

) (a)
= U lb

f
(ℓ)
k

(
f
(ℓ)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

) (b)

≤ U lb

f
(ℓ)
k

(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)

(c)

≤ U
(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)
, (34)

where U lb

f
(ℓ)
k

denotes the objective function value of problem

(27) for the local point {f (ℓ)k }. Here, (a) holds because the FTS

is tight at the given local point [4], (b) follows from the fact

that the solution of {f (ℓ+1)
k } is obtained via Algorithm 1 with a

given Θ(ℓ), and (c) is because problem (27) always provides a

lower-bound solution for the original problem (18). Therefore,

for fixed Θ(ℓ), the objective function value of problem (18) is

non-decreasing after solving problem (27). Similarly, for the

MF-RIS coefficient design problem (33), we have

U
(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)
=U lb

Θ(ℓ)

(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)
≤U lb

Θ(ℓ)

(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ+1)

)

≤U
(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ+1)

)
, (35)

where U lb
Θ(ℓ) is the objective function value of problem (33)

at a local point {Θ(ℓ)}. Based on (34) and (35), it holds that

U
(
f
(ℓ)
k ,Θ(ℓ)

)
≤ U

(
f
(ℓ+1)
k ,Θ(ℓ+1)

)
. (36)

Inequality (36) indicates that the objective function value of

problem (18) is monotonically non-decreasing after each iter-

ation. Besides, constraints (18b) and (18c) limit the maximum

transmit power at the BS and the maximum amplification

factor at the MF-RIS, respectively. The limited number of

RIS elements and the logistic function-based energy harvesting

model (4) restrict the maximum available power at the MF-

RIS, thus ensuring the boundness of the objective function.

Hence, the AO algorithm is guaranteed to converge.

V. THROUGHPUT MAXIMIZATION UNDER IMPERFECT CSI

The acquisition of perfect CSI is challenging due to in-

evitable channel estimation and quantization errors. Therefore,

in this section, we propose a robust beamforming scheme by

taking into account the imperfect CSI.

A. Problem Formulation Under Imperfect CSI

Considering that the acquired CSI is coarse and outdated,

we adopt the bounded CSI model to characterize the uncer-

tainties of CSI, given by [32]

hk = h̃k +△hk, gk = g̃k +△gk, ∀k, (37a)

H = H̃+△H, Gk = G̃k +△Gk, ∀k, (37b)

Λh,k = {△hk ∈ C
N×1 : ‖△hk‖≤ ξh,k}, ∀k, (37c)

Λg,k = {△gk ∈ C
M×1 : ‖△gk‖≤ ξg,k}, ∀k, (37d)

ΛH = {△H ∈ C
M×N : ‖△H‖F≤ ξH}, ∀k, (37e)

ΛG,k = {△Gk ∈ C
M×N : ‖△Gk‖F≤ ξG,k}, ∀k, (37f)

where Gk = diag(gH
k )H is the cascaded channel from the

BS to user k. Here, h̃k and △hk are the estimate of channel

hk and the corresponding estimation error, respectively. The

continuous set Λh,k collects all possible estimation errors, with

ξh,k > 0 denoting the radii of the uncertainty regions. Other

parameters, g̃k, H̃, G̃k, △gk, △H, and △Gk, are defined

similarly. Similar to problem (23), the SR maximization prob-

lem in the imperfect CSI case is formulated as

max
fk,Θ,∆

∑K

k=1
Qk (38a)

s. t. A−1
k ≤ |h̄kfk|2, Λh,k,ΛG,k, ∀k, (38b)

Bk ≥
∑K

i=1,i6=k
|h̄kfi|2 + σ2

1‖gH
k Θ‖2+σ2

0 ,

Λh,k,Λg,k,ΛG,k, ∀k, (38c)

ζm ≤ Tr
(
TmH

(∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k

)
HHTH

m

)

+ (1− αm)σ2
1 , ΛH , ∀m, (38d)

W̄c≥Tr
(
Θ
(
H(
∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k )HH+σ2

1IM
)
ΘH
)
,ΛH ,(38e)

(18b), (18c), (22c), (23b). (38f)

Compared to problem (23), the difficulty of solving problem

(38) lies in the infinitely many non-convex constraints (38b)-

(38e) caused by the CSI imperfectness. To this end, we use

the S-procedure and the general sign-definiteness to transform

(38b)-(38e) into tractable forms. The AO framework is then

utilized to decompose the reformulated problem into two sub-

problems, and we further optimize the transmit beamforming

and MF-RIS coefficients alternately.

B. Problem Transformation Under Imperfect CSI

To deal with constraint (38b), we first derive its linear

approximation in the following lemma.

Lemma 1: By denoting (f
(ℓ)
k ,v(ℓ)) as the solution

obtained in the ℓ-th iteration and defining v =[
α1

√
β1e

jθ1 , α2

√
β2e

jθ2 , · · · , αM

√
βMe

jθM
]T

, constraint

(38b) is equivalently linearized by

xH
k Akxk + 2Re{aHk xk}+ ak ≥ A−1

k , Λh,k,ΛG,k, ∀k, (39)

where the vector xk and the introduced coefficients Ak, ak,

and ak are given by (40) at the top of the next page.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix E.

The linear constraint (39) still has infinite possibilities. To

facilitate the derivation, we resort to the S-procedure to further

convert it into a manageable form.

Lemma 2 (S-procedure [33]): Let a quadratic function

fj(x), x ∈ CN×1, ∀j ∈ J = {0, 1, · · · , J}, be defined as

fj(x) = xHAjx+ 2Re{aHj x} + aj , (41)

where Aj ∈ HN and aj ∈ CN×1. Then, the condition

{fj(x) ≥ 0}Jj=1 ⇒ f0(x) ≥ 0 holds if and only if there

exist υj ≥ 0, ∀j, such that[
A0 a0
aH0 a0

]
−
∑J

j=1
υj

[
Aj aj
aHj aj

]
� 0. (42)

In order to apply Lemma 2 to constraint (39), we rewrite the

channel uncertainties Λh,k and ΛG,k as the following quadratic

expressions:

xH
k C1xk − ξ2h,k ≤ 0, xH

k C2xk − ξ2G,k ≤ 0, ∀k, (43)

where

C1 =

[
IN 0

0 0

]
, C2 =

[
0 0

0 IMN

]
. (44)
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xk =
[
△hH

k vecH(△G∗
k)
]H
, Ak = Ãk + ÃH

k − Âk, ak = ãk + âk − āk, ak = 2Re{ãk} − âk, (40a)

Ãk =

[
f
(ℓ)
k

f
(ℓ)
k ⊗ (v(ℓ))∗

] [
fHk fHk ⊗ vT

]
, Âk =

[
f
(ℓ)
k

f
(ℓ)
k ⊗ (v(ℓ))∗

] [
(f

(ℓ)
k )H (f

(ℓ)
k )H ⊗ (v(ℓ))T

]
, (40b)

ãk =
[
fk(f

(ℓ)
k )H(h̃k + G̃H

k v
(ℓ)); vec∗(v(h̃H

k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f
(ℓ)
k fHk )

]
, (40c)

âk =
[
f
(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v); vec
∗(v(ℓ)(h̃H

k + vHG̃k)fk(f
(ℓ)
k )H)

]
, (40d)

āk =
[
f
(ℓ)
k (f

(ℓ)
k )H(h̃k + G̃H

k v
(ℓ)); vec∗(v(ℓ)(h̃H

k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f
(ℓ)
k (f

(ℓ)
k )H)

]
, (40e)

ãk = (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v), âk = (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k (f

(ℓ)
k )H(h̃k + G̃H

k v
(ℓ)). (40f)

Then, based on Lemma 2, constraint (39) holds if and only

if there exist υh,k, υG,k ≥ 0, such that[
Ak+υh,kC1+υG,kC2 ak

aHk ak−A−1
k −υh,kξ2h,k−υG,kξ

2
G,k

]

� 0, ∀k. (45)

Similarly, using H= H̃+△H, constraints (38d) and (38e)

are, respectively, recast as

yH
mBym+2Re{ỹH

mBym}+ỹH
mBỹm+bm≥0, ΛH , ∀m,(46a)

yHBy + 2Re{ỹHBy}+ ỹHBỹ + b ≤ 0, ΛH , (46b)

where

ym = vec(Tm△H), ỹm = vec(TmH̃),

B = IM ⊗
(∑K

k=1
fkf

H
k

)
, bm = (1− αm)σ2

1 − ζm,

y = vec(Θ△H), ỹ = vec(ΘH̃), b = σ2
1Tr
(
ΘΘH

)
− W̄c.

Based on ‖△H‖F≤ ξH , we obtain ‖vec(Tm△H)‖≤
(1−αm)ξH√

M
and ‖vec(Θ△H)‖≤ ξH‖Θ‖F√

M
. Therefore, we have

yH
mym − (1 − αm)2ξ2H

M
≤ 0, yHy − ξ2H‖Θ‖2F

M
≤ 0. (47)

According to (47) and Lemma 2, with slack variables υH,m ≥
0 and υH ≥ 0, constraints (46a) and (46b) are transformed

into the following linear matrix inequality (LMI) constraints:[
υH,mIMN 0

0 bm − υH,m
(1−αm)2ξ2H

M

]

+

[
IMN

ỹH
m

]
B
[
IMN ỹm

]
� 0, ∀m, (48a)

[
υHIMN 0

0 −b− υH
ξ2H‖Θ‖2

F

M

]

−
[

IMN

ỹH

]
B
[
IMN ỹ

]
� 0. (48b)

Next, we consider the CSI uncertainties in Λh,k and

Λg,k of constraint (38c). By defining the matrix F−k =[
f1, · · · , fk−1, fk+1, · · · , fK

]
∈ CN×(K−1) and introducing a

slack variable Dk, constraint (38c) is rewritten as

Bk ≥ ‖(hH
k + vHGk)F−k‖2+Dk + σ2

0 , Λh,k,ΛG, ∀k, (49a)

Dk ≥ σ2
1‖gH

k Θ‖2, Λg,k, ∀k. (49b)

Then, we adopt Schur’s complement Lemma to equivalently

recast constraints (49a) and (49b) as [34][
Bk −Dk − σ2

0 (hH
k + vHGk)F−k

FH
−k(hk +GH

k v) IK−1

]
� 0,

Λh,k,ΛG, ∀k, (50a)[
Dk σ1g

H
k Θ

σ1(g
H
k Θ)H IM

]
� 0, Λg,k, ∀k. (50b)

We further insert hk = h̃k + △hk, Gk = G̃k + △Gk, and

gk = g̃k +△gk into (50a) and (50b). Then, constraints (50a)

and (50b) are, respectively, reformulated as[
Bk−Dk−σ2

0 (h̃H
k +vHG̃k)F−k

FH
−k(h̃k+G̃H

k v) IK−1

]
+

[
0

FH
−k

] [
△hk 0

]

+

[
△hH

k

0

] [
0 F−k

]
+

[
0

FH
−k

]
△GH

k

[
v 0

]

+

[
vH

0

]
△Gk

[
0 F−k

]
� 0, Λh,k,ΛG, ∀k, (51a)

[
Dk σ1g̃

H
k Θ

σ1(g̃
H
k Θ)H IM

]
+

[
0

σ1Θ
H

] [
△gk 0

]

+

[
0

△gH
k

] [
0 Θσ1

]
� 0, Λg,k, ∀k. (51b)

We observe that constraints (51a) and (51b) are still intractable

due to the multiple complex valued uncertainties. Here, we

transform them into a finite number of constraints by applying

the following lemma.

Lemma 3 (General sign-definiteness [35]): Given matrices

D and {Ej,Fj}Jj=1 with D = DH, the following semi-infinite

LMI

D �
∑J

j=1

(
EH

j GjFj + FH
j G

H
j Ej

)
, ‖Gj‖F ≤ ξj , ∀j, (52)

holds if and only if there exist ̟j ≥ 0, ∀j, such that



D−∑J
j=1̟jF

H
j Fj −ξ1EH

1 · · · −ξJEH
J

−ξ1E1 ̟1I · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

−ξJEJ 0 · · · ̟JI


 � 0. (53)

Let us take constraint (51a) as an example. It is observed

that constraint (51a) can be recast by setting the parameters

in Lemma 3 as follows:

J=2, D=

[
Bk−Dk−σ2

0 (h̃H
k +vHG̃k)F−k

FH
−k(h̃k+G̃H

k v) IK−1

]
, (54a)

G1=
[
△hk 0

]
,E1=−

[
0 F−k

]
, F1=IK , (54b)
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Bk −Dk − σ2
0 −̟h,k −̟G,k

∑M

m=1 α
2
mβm (h̃H

k + vHG̃k)F−k 0 0

FH
−k(h̃k + G̃H

k v) (1−̟h,k)IK−1 ξh,kF
H
−k ξG,kF

H
−k

0 ξh,kF−k ̟h,kIN 0

0 ξG,kF−k 0 ̟G,kIN


 � 0, ∀k. (55)

G2=△GH
k , E2=−

[
0 F−k

]
, F2=

[
v 0

]
. (54c)

Constraint (51a) is then equivalently transformed into LMIs

(55) at the top of this page, where ̟h,k ≥ 0 and ̟G,k ≥ 0
are introduced slack variables. Similarly, given the introduced

slack variable ̟g,k ≥ 0, the equivalent LMIs of constraint

(51b) are obtained as


Dk −̟g,k σ1g̃
H
k Θ 0

σ1(g̃
H
k Θ)H (1 −̟g,k)IM ξg,kσ1Θ

H

0 ξg,kσ1Θ ̟g,kIM


 � 0, ∀k. (56)

As a result, by replacing the original constraints (38b)-(38e)

with the LMI constraints (45), (55), (56), (48a), and (48b),

respectively, problem (38) is reformulated as

max
fk,Θ,∆,∆0

∑K

k=1
Qk (57a)

s. t. υh,k, υG,k, υH,m, υH ,≥ 0, ∀k, ∀m, (57b)

̟h,k, ̟G,k, ̟g,k ≥ 0, ∀k, (57c)

(18b), (18c), (22c), (23b), (45), (57d)

(48a), (48b), (55), (56), (57e)

where ∆0 = {υh,k, υG,k, υH,m, υH , ̟h,k, ̟G,k, ̟g,k,Dk|∀k,
∀m} represents the slack variable set. The resulting multi-

variate optimization problem (57) can be solved using the

typical AO method. The details for updating each variable are

given in the next subsection.

C. Joint Design of Transmit Beamforming and MF-RIS Coef-

ficients

1) Optimizing fk with given Θ: With fixed MF-RIS co-

efficient Θ, the transmit beamforming optimization problem

under imperfect CSI is written as

max
fk,∆,∆0

∑K

k=1
Qk (58a)

s. t. (18b), (22c), (23b), (45), (48a), (58b)

(48b), (55), (56), (57b), (57c). (58c)

Problem (58) is a convex SDP, and thus can be solved

efficiently via CVX [31].

2) Optimizing Θ with given fk: Given the transmit beam-

forming vector fk, the MF-RIS coefficient optimization prob-

lem is formulated as

max
v,∆,∆0

∑K

k=1
Qk (59a)

s. t. [v]m = αm

√
βme

jθm , θm ∈ [0, 2π), ∀m,(59b)

αm ∈ {0, 1}, βm ∈ [0, βmax], ∀m, (59c)

(22c), (23b), (45), (48a), (48b), (59d)

(55), (56), (57b), (57c). (59e)

The difficulties of solving (59) lie in the non-convex LMIs

(48a) and (55), the highly-coupled unit-modulus constraint

(59b), and the binary constraint in (59c). By replacing the non-

convex terms υH,m(1−αm)2 in (48a) and α2
mβm in (55) with

their FTSs (1−α(ℓ)
m )(υH,m−υH,mα

(ℓ)
m −2υ(ℓ)H,mαm+2υ

(ℓ)
H,mα

(ℓ)
m )

and 2(αm−α(ℓ)
m )α

(ℓ)
m β

(ℓ)
m +(α

(ℓ)
m )2βm, respectively, LMIs (48a)

and (55) are recast as their convex approximations (48a)′ and

(55)′, where {υ(ℓ)H,m, α
(ℓ)
m , β

(ℓ)
m } is the feasible point in the ℓ-th

iteration. The expressions for (48a)′ and (55)′ are omitted here

for brevity.

Similar to the transformation of constraint (32), we here

adopt the penalty function-based method to address constraint

(59b). By introducing an auxiliary variable ηm = α2
mβm, we

obtain the equivalent form of (59b) as

[v]m =
√
ηme

jθm , ηm ≤ α2
mβm, α

2
mβm ≤ ηm, ∀m. (60)

With the aid of an auxiliary variable set e = {em|∀m}, sat-

isfying em = [v]
∗
m [v]m, the unit-modulus constraint [v]m =√

ηme
jθm is linearized as em ≤ [v]

∗
m [v]m ≤ em. Following

the FTS, we further approximate the non-convex part em ≤
[v]

∗
m [v]m by em ≤ 2Re

{
[v]

∗
m

[
v(ℓ)

]
m

}
−
[
v(ℓ)

]∗
m

[
v(ℓ)

]
m

.

In Section IV-D, we showed how to deal with the non-convex

constraints ηm ≤ α2
mβm and α2

mβm ≤ ηm, and the binary

constraint in (59c). Therefore, by introducing a slack variable

set q = {qm, q̄m|∀m}, problem (59) is transformed into

max
v,∆,∆0,η,d,e,q

∑K

k=1
Qk−ρ

∑M

m=1
(dm+d̄m+qm+q̄m)(61a)

s. t. [v]
∗
m [v]m ≤ em + qm, ∀m, (61b)

2Re
{
[v]

∗
m

[
v(ℓ)

]
m

}
−
[
v(ℓ)

]∗
m

[
v(ℓ)

]
m

≥ em − q̄m, ∀m, (61c)

em, βm ∈ [0, βmax], ∀m, (61d)

(22c), (23b), (33c)-(33e), (45), (61e)

(48b), (56), (57b), (57c), (48a)
′

, (55)
′

. (61f)

Problem (61) is a convex SDP, which can be solved efficiently

via CVX [31]. The algorithm for solving problem (59) is

similar to Algorithm 2, and thus is omitted for simplicity.

Next, we analyze the computational complexity of our

robust scheme. It is observed that both resulting problems

(58) and (59) involve LMI, second-order cone, and linear

constraints, and thus can be solved efficiently via the in-

terior point method [34]. According to the general com-

plexity expression given in [36], the complexity of solv-

ing problem (58) and problem (59) is given by Of =

O
(√

(K(s1 + s2 + s3) + (M + 1)s4)n1

(
n2
1 + n1(K(s21 +

s22+ s23)+ (M +1)s24)+K(s31 + s32+ s33)+ (M +1)s34
))

and

OΘ = O
(√

(K(s1 + s2 + s3) + (M + 1)s4 + 4M) n2

(
n2
2+

n2(K(s21+ s22 + s23)+ (M +1)s24)+K(s31 + s32 + s33)+ (M +

1)s34 + 2n2M
))

, respectively, where n1 = NK , n2 = 2M ,

s1 = N(M + 1) + 1, s2 = 2N + K , s3 = M + 2, and

s4 = MN + 1. Similar to the perfect CSI case in Section

IV, the convergence of the robust beamforming scheme can

be proved and thus is omitted here for simplicity.
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TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value

Path loss at the reference distance of 1 m −20 dB [17]

Path loss exponents of BS-RIS, BS-user, and RIS-user links 2.2, 2.8, 2.6

Rician factors of BS-RIS, BS-user, and RIS-user links 3 dB

Noise power at users and the RIS σ2
0 = σ2

1 = −70 dBm

Energy harvesting and power consumption parameters
ξ = 1.1, Pb = 1.5 mW, PDC = 0.3 mW, PC = 2.1 µW [16],

Z = 24 mW, a = 150, q = 0.014 [24]

Other parameters N = 4, ρ(0) = 10
−3, ε = 10 [32]

Fig. 3. Simulation setup of the MF-RIS-aided communication network.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to evalu-

ate the performance of the considered MF-RIS-aided wire-

less network. As shown in Fig. 3, the BS and the MF-

RIS are located at (5, 0, 5) and (0, 5, 10) m, respectively.

We assume that K = 3 users are randomly distributed

in a circle centered at (5, 40, 0) m with the radius of 4
m. All channels are modeled by Rician fading. We define

the maximum normalized estimation error as κh,k =
ξh,k

‖h̃k‖
,

κg,k =
ξg,k
‖g̃k‖ , and κH = ξH

‖H̃‖F

[32]. Then, following

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gk = diag(gH
k )H,

we obtain ξG,k = ξH‖diag(g̃H
k )‖F+ξg,k‖H̃‖F+ξg,kξH =

(ξg,kξH )(κH+κg,k+κHκg,k)
κHκg,k

. Unless otherwise specified, we set

κ2h,k = κ2g,k = κ2H = 0.1. More simulation settings are listed

in Table II. For comparison, we consider the self-sustainable

RIS [16] and reflecting-only RIS [5] as benchmarks.

Fig. 4 illustrates the convergence behavior of the proposed

algorithm with different CSI setups and different numbers

of RIS elements. It is observed that the proposed algorithm

converges rapidly, e.g., 18 iterations are sufficient for it to con-

verge. We notice that the convergence speed of the proposed

algorithm with more elements is slightly slower than that with

fewer elements. This is because both the dimension of the

solution space and the number of constraints increase with M ,

and thus increase the complexity of solving problems (18) and

(38). Meanwhile, Fig. 4 shows that the robust algorithm under

full CSI uncertainty requires more iterations than that under

partial CSI uncertainty, while the algorithm under perfect CSI

converges fastest. The reason is that the CSI uncertainty error

increases the dimension of LMIs, which in turn increases the

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
15
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21

24

27

Su
m

 R
at

e 
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ps
/H

z)

Number of iterations

 k2
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 k2
h,k=k

2
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 k2
h,k=0, k2

g,k=k
2
H=0.1, M =120  

 k2
h,k=0, k2

g,k=k
2
H=0.1, M =100

 k2
h,k=k

2
g,k=k

2
H=0.1, M =120

 k2
h,k=k

2
g,k=k

2
H=0.1, M =100

M =120, 100

Perfect CSI
Partial CSI uncertainty

Full CSI uncertainty

Fig. 4. Convergence behavior of the proposed algorithm under different
numbers of elements and different CSI setups, where Pmax

BS = 36 dBm and
βmax = 16 dB.
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 LoS channel, self-sustainable RIS
 Rician channel, self-sustainable RIS  
 Rayleigh channel, self-sustainable RIS

MF-RIS

Self-sustainable RIS

M th
A

M 
A

Maximum supportable MA 

Fig. 5. SNR versus MA under different schemes and different channels,
where the system model and parameter settings are the same as Section III,
and the Rician factor is 3 dB.

computational complexity of the proposed algorithm.

To verify the theoretical results in Section III, we depict the

achievable SNR and the achievable SR versus MA in Figs. 5

and 6, respectively. Specifically, Fig. 5 is based on the single-

user SISO system considered in Section III, where the SNR

values of the MF-RIS and self-sustainable RIS schemes under

LoS channels are calculated using (11) and (16), respectively,
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Fig. 6. SR versus MA under different schemes and different CSI setups,
where Pmax

BS = 40 dBm and M = 130.

while the numerical results of Rician and Rayleigh channels

are obtained by averaging over 2000 channel realizations. In

contrast, Fig. 6 is based on the simulation settings in Fig. 3

and Table II, where RIS-aided multi-user MISO systems with

Rician channels are considered. It is observed that the curves

under different channels (i.e., LoS, Rician, and Rayleigh

channels), different CSI setups (i.e., perfect and imperfect

CSI), and different numbers of transmit antennas and users

(i.e., single-user SISO and multi-user MISO systems) exhibit

similar trends, validating that our theoretical results can be

used to guide the system design for the more general cases.

With the increase of MA, the SNR and the SR for the

MF-RIS first increase and then decrease after reaching M⋆
A,

which agrees well with our analysis in Section III. This result

characterizes the trade-off between MA and MH due to the

fixed M , and the trade-off between MA and the amplification

power due to the limited available power at the MF-RIS.

Specifically, when MA ≤ M⋆
A, the available power at the

MF-RIS with a large MH is adequate, and thus the MF-

RIS can benefit more from the increasing amplification gain

brought by increasing MA. However, when MA ≥ M⋆
A, the

available power at the MF-RIS is limited by the reduced MH.

Meanwhile, a larger MA introduces greater amplifier, phase

shifter, and thermal noise power consumption, reducing the

available amplification power, which makes the MF-RIS suffer

more from the increased MA.

Figs. 5 and 6 show that the achievable SNR and the achiev-

able SR of the self-sustainable RIS increase with increasing

MA. This is because when increasing MA, unlike the MF-

RIS power constraint (7d) which reduces the available ampli-

fication power, the self-sustainable RIS power constraint (14d)

only limits its maximum supportable MA. Besides, as revealed

in our theoretical results, the MF-RIS performs better than the

self-sustainable RIS when MA ≤M th
A , but worse when MA >

M th
A . This is because in this power limited case, the small

amplification gain provided by the MF-RIS is outweighed by

the adverse effect of its amplifier and thermal-noise power

consumption on overall SNR performance. In addition, we
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0
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Self-sustainability cost

Amplification gain
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Fig. 7. SR versus Pmax
BS under different schemes and different CSI setups,

where M = 120 and βmax = 16 dB.

notice that when MA exceeds the maximum supportable value,

the MF-RIS and the self-sustainable RIS may even fail to

sustain themselves due to insufficient harvested energy. These

results indicate that element allocation is crucial to improve the

achievable performance of the proposed MF-RIS. Therefore,

in Sections IV and V, a flexible element allocation model

(by optimizing the mode indicator αm) is adopted to provide

additional degrees of freedom for throughput improvement.

Fig. 7 shows the achievable SR versus Pmax
BS under different

schemes and various CSI setups. We observe that when Pmax
BS

is small, the battery- or grid-powered reflecting-only RIS

can achieve satisfactory SR gain compared to the without

RIS scheme, while the SR gains achieved by self-sustainable

schemes are almost negligible. This is because at low power,

only very limited power can be harvested by self-sustainable

RIS schemes, which cannot even support their normal op-

eration. However, the achievable SR values of the proposed

MF-RIS scheme greatly exceed those of self-sustainable RIS

and without RIS when Pmax
BS is moderate. Specifically, for the

perfect CSI case with Pmax
BS = 35 dBm, the MF-RIS scheme is

able to provide up to 114% and 237% higher SR than the self-

sustainable RIS and without RIS counterparts, respectively.

This reveals that the introduction of signal amplification can

effectively alleviate the double-fading effect, thereby signifi-

cantly improving the SR of all users. Additionally, we observe

that the achievable SR of MF-RIS and self-sustainable RIS

is inferior to that of reflecting-only RIS. This is because

both the MF-RIS and self-sustainable RIS need to sacrifice

part of their elements for energy harvesting to maintain self-

sustainability. In contrast, the reflecting-only RIS allows all

elements to reflect the incident signal and enhance the desired

reception. However, the self-sustainability cost of the self-

sustainable RIS and MF-RIS decreases significantly with an

increased Pmax
BS , due to the fact that the elements operating in

H mode can harvest more energy when the RF power is high.

Especially for the MF-RIS, the performance gap between it

and the reflecting-only RIS is negligible, which confirms the

effectiveness of the proposed MF-RIS architecture.
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Fig. 8. SR versus Pmax
total under different schemes and different CSI setups,

where M = 120 and βmax = 16 dB.

Considering that the power consumption of the reflecting-

only RIS is ignored in Fig. 7, for fair comparison, we

characterize the achievable SR versus the total power con-

sumption Pmax
total under different schemes in Fig. 8. Specifically,

Pmax
total = Pmax

BS holds for MF-RIS, self-sustainable RIS, and

without RIS schemes, while Pmax
total = Pmax

BS + MPb holds

for the reflecting-only RIS scheme. Since its own power

consumption is taken into account, the utility of the reflecting-

only RIS at low power is as limited as that of self-sustainable

schemes. Nevertheless, when further increasing Pmax
total, both

the MF-RIS and reflecting-only RIS can provide considerable

signal enhancement. It is seen that the proposed MF-RIS

achieves slightly lower SR than the reflecting-only RIS at high

Pmax
total. This is because the inevitable power loss during energy

harvesting and signal amplification is taken into account by

the MF-RIS, while the reflecting-only RIS assumes an ideal

lossless signal reflection and power supply process. However,

the acceptable performance gap between the two shows that

the proposed MF-RIS is a promising self-sustainable RIS

architecture, especially for remote areas where it is difficult

to lay power grids and manually replace batteries.

Fig. 9 plots the achievable SR versus the number of RIS

elements under different schemes and various CSI setups.

“Non-robust scheme” is the same as the proposed scheme

except that it treats the estimated CSI (i.e., h̃k, g̃k, and H̃)

as perfect CSI. First, the MF-RIS scheme shows impressive

SR performance for different CSI uncertainties. In particular,

when M = 200, the MF-RIS schemes under perfect CSI,

imperfect CSI, and non-robust cases attain 280%, 256%, and

238% higher SR than the counterparts without RIS. Second,

compared to the passive RIS, the performance loss of MF-RIS

is negligible, especially for large-size surfaces. This behavior

can be explained as follows: 1) a larger-size MF-RIS can

allocate more elements to operate in H mode, so that more

energy can be collected to power the signal reflection and

amplification circuits; and 2) a larger M offers a higher

beamforming flexibility, and thus effectively enhances the

information transmission from the BS to all users. Third, it is
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Fig. 9. SR versus M under different schemes and different CSI setups, where
Pmax
BS = 36 dBm and βmax = 16 dB.
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Fig. 10. SR versus Y under different schemes and different CSI setups, where
Pmax
BS = 40 dBm, M = 120, and βmax = 16 dB.

observed from Fig. 9 that the performance loss caused by the

CSI uncertainty increases with M . This is because increasing

M results in a higher channel estimation error, which reduces

the SR improvement. As such, we conjecture that within a

reasonable region of CSI uncertainty, the benefits brought by

the growth of M can outweigh its drawbacks. However, if

the CSI uncertainty exceeds the acceptable range, the SR gain

would suffer a significant loss.

Fig. 10 illustrates the impact of the distance between the BS

and RIS on the SR performance by varying the Y -coordinate

of RIS. We observe that in both imperfect and perfect CSI

cases, when the reflecting-only RIS moves from the BS to

users, the achievable SR first decreases and then increases.

This is because the path loss is a decreasing function of

distance. Reducing the distance between the BS and the RIS

as well as the distance between the RIS and users increases

the channel gains of RIS-aided cascaded links. Thus, the

reflecting-only RIS should be deployed near the BS or users,

as it can create signal hot spots for them. By contrast, the per-

formance gains of the self-sustainable RIS and MF-RIS-aided
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schemes decrease as the RIS moves away from the BS, and the

optimal value is obtained when the RIS is in close proximity

to the BS. This can be explained as follows. As the distances

of the BS-self-sustainable RIS and BS-MF-RIS links increase,

the energy harvested by the RIS elements decreases. It can be

observed from constraint (5) that in order to maintain energy

self-sustainability, the self-sustainable RIS and MF-RIS have

to allocate more elements for energy harvesting. This results in

fewer elements for signal reflection and amplification, which

in turn affects the desired signal reception.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper proposed a new MF-RIS architecture to address

the double-fading attenuation and the grid/battery dependence

issues faced by conventional passive RISs. By integrating

signal reflection, amplification, and energy harvesting on one

surface, the proposed MF-RIS is expected to achieve self-

sustainability and an improved throughput. Based on the

operating protocol of the proposed MF-RIS, we derived the

achievable SNR for MF-RIS and self-sustainable RIS-aided

systems to quantify the performance gain achieved by the

MF-RIS. Next, we formulated SR maximization problems and

provided efficient solutions for both perfect and imperfect

CSI cases. Simulation results validated the effectiveness of

the proposed MF-RIS to improve throughout performance in

a self-sustainable manner. Experimental results also revealed

the strong robustness of the proposed algorithm in terms of

CSI imperfectness as well as the great ability to exploit large-

size RISs. Furthermore, practical design guidelines for MF-

RIS-assisted multi-user systems were provided. In particular,

deploying MF-RIS close to the transmitter is favorable for

harvesting more energy and reaping the throughput benefits

offered by the MF-RIS.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

We first consider the case where constraint (7c) is active.

According to the inequality βmax ≤ PMF
O (α)

MA(Pmax
BS h2+σ2

1)
and the

definition PMF
O (α) = 1

ξ
(
∑M

m=1 P
A
m − MA(Pb + PDC) −

MHPC), we derive MA ≤
∑

M
m=1 PA

m−MHPC

ξβmax(Pmax
BS h2+σ2

1)+Pb+PDC
and

β⋆
m = βmax. Then, for the case where constraint (7d) is active,

it is easy to obtain MA >
∑M

m=1 PA
m−MHPC

ξβmax(Pmax
BS h2+σ2

1)+Pb+PDC
and

β⋆
m =

PMF
O (α)

MA(Pmax
BS h2+σ2

1)
.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

By substituting the optimal solutions (8) and (9) into the ob-

jective function (7a), the maximum SNR in the MF-RIS-aided

system is given by (62) at the bottom of this page. Based on

the definitions MA =
∑M

m=1 αm and MH =M −∑M

m=1 αm,

and the mode indicator constraint αm ∈ {0, 1}, the achievable

SNR of the MF-RIS is further derived as (11).

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

Denote γ
′

MF(MA) as the first derivative of (11) with respect

to MA, then it can be verified that for MA ≤ MA,1,

γ
′

MF(MA) ≥ 0 always holds. While for the case of MA >
MA,1, we deduce that when MA ≤ MA,2, γ

′

MF(MA) ≥ 0,

and when MA > MA,2, γ
′

MF(MA) < 0. Accordingly, for

MA,2 ≤ MA,1, we have the following properties: 1) when

MA ≤ MA,1, γ
′

MF(MA) ≥ 0 holds, and thus γMF(MA)
increases as MA increases; and 2) when MA > MA,1,

γ
′

MF(MA) < 0 holds, and thus γMF(MA) decreases as MA

increases. Armed with 1) and 2), the optimal number of

reflection elements is given by M⋆
A = MA,1. Similarly, for

MA,2 > MA,1, we obtain that: 1) when MA ≤ MA,2,

γ
′

MF(MA) ≥ 0 holds, and thus γMF(MA) increases as MA

increases; and 2) when MA < MA,2, γ
′

MF(MA) < 0 holds,

and thus γMF(MA) decreases as MA increases. Therefore, the

optimal number of reflection elements is M⋆
A =MA,2. Finally,

the optimal number of reflection elements is obtained as (12).

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4

Similar to the proof of Proposition 2, by substituting the

optimal solutions (15a) and (15b) into (14a), the achievable

SNR of the self-sustainable RIS-aided system can be derived

as (16). It can be observed that γSE(MA) is an increasing

function of MA. In addition, we can deduce from the energy

constraint (14d) that constraintMA ≤
∑M

m=1 PA
m−MHPC

Pb
should

be satisfied. Thus, for this case, the optimal number of

reflection elements is M⋆
A = ⌊

∑
M
m=1 PA

m−MHPC

Pb
⌋.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Defining x as a complex scalar variable and {x(ℓ)} as a

feasible point in the ℓ-th iteration, then according to the FTS,

we have the following inequality:

|x|2 ≥ 2Re{(x(ℓ))∗x} − (x(ℓ))∗x(ℓ). (63)

Next, by replacing x and x(ℓ) in (63) with (hH
k + vHGk)fk

and (hH
k +(v(ℓ))HGk)f

(ℓ)
k , respectively, a lower bound on the

convex term |h̄kfk|2 is obtained as

2Re
{
(hH

k + (v(ℓ))HGk)f
(ℓ)
k fHk (hk +GH

k v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
g1,k

}

− (hH
k + (v(ℓ))HGk)f

(ℓ)
k (f

(ℓ)
k )H(hk +GH

k v
(ℓ))︸ ︷︷ ︸

g2,k

. (64)

γMF=





Pmax
BS βmax

∣∣∑M

m=1 αmhg
∣∣2

σ2
1βmax

∑M

m=1 α
2
mg

2 + σ2
0

, MA ≤MA,1,

Pmax
BS PMF

O (α)
∣∣∑M

m=1 αmhg
∣∣2

PMF
O (α)σ2

1

∑M

m=1 α
2
mg

2 + σ2
0

∑M

m=1 α
2
m(Pmax

BS h2 + σ2
1)
, MA > MA,1.

(62)
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g1,k =
[
(h̃H

k +△hH
k ) + (v(ℓ))H(G̃k +△Gk)

]
f
(ℓ)
k fHk

[
(h̃k +△hk) + (G̃H

k +△GH
k )v

]

= (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v) + (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (△hk +△GH

k v)

+ (△hH
k + (v(ℓ))H△Gk)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v) + (△hH
k + (v(ℓ))H△Gk)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (△hk +△GH

k v)

= (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v) + (h̃H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk △hk

+ vecH(△Gk)vec(v(h̃
H
k + (v(ℓ))HG̃k)f

(ℓ)
k fHk ) +△hH

k f
(ℓ)
k fHk (h̃k + G̃H

k v) +△hH
k f

(ℓ)
k fHk △hk

+ vecH(v(ℓ)(h̃k + vHG̃H
k )fk(f

(ℓ)
k )H)vec(△Gk) + vecH(△Gk)(f

∗
k (f

(ℓ)
k )T ⊗ v)△h∗

k

+△hT
k (f

∗
k (f

(ℓ)
k )T ⊗ (v(ℓ))Hvec(△Gk) + vecH(△Gk)(f

∗
k (f

(ℓ)
k )T ⊗ v(v(ℓ))H)vec(△Gk)

= xH
k Ãkxk + ãHk xk + xH

k âk + ãk, ∀k. (65)

Furthermore, by inserting hk= h̃k+△hk and Gk=G̃k+△Gk

into (64) and performing mathematical transformations, we

recast the first term in (64), g1,k, as (65) at the top of the next

page. Similarly, the second term in (64), g2,k, is rewritten as

g2,k = xH
k Âkxk + āHk xk + xH

k āk + âk, ∀k, (66)

where the introduced coefficients Ãk, Âk, ãk, âk, āk, ãk, and

âk in (65) and (66) are given by (40). According to (64)-(66),

we finally obtain (39).
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