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Abstract—This paper investigates the energy-efficient hybrid
beamforming design for a multi-functional integrated sensing,
communications, and powering (ISCAP) system. In this system, a
base station (BS) with a hybrid analog-digital (HAD) architecture
sends unified wireless signals to communicate with multiple
information receivers (IRs), sense multiple point targets, and
wirelessly charge multiple energy receivers (ERs) at the same
time. To facilitate the energy-efficient design, we present a novel
HAD architecture for the BS transmitter, which allows dynamic
on-off control of its radio frequency (RF) chains and analog
phase shifters (PSs) through a switch network. We also consider
a practical and comprehensive power consumption model for
the BS, by taking into account the power-dependent non-linear
power amplifier (PA) efficiency, and the on-off non-transmission
power consumption model of RF chains and PSs. We jointly
design the hybrid beamforming and dynamic on-off control at
the BS, aiming to minimize its total power consumption, while
guaranteeing the performance requirements on communication
rates, sensing Cramér-Rao bound (CRB), and harvested power
levels. The formulation also takes into consideration the per-
antenna transmit power constraint and the constant modulus
constraints for the analog beamformer at the BS. The resulting
optimization problem for ISCAP is highly non-convex due to
the binary on-off non-transmission power consumption of RF
chains and PSs, the non-linear PA efficiency, and the coupling
between analog and digital beamformers. To tackle this problem,
we first approximate the binary on-off non-transmission power
consumption into a continuous form, and accordingly propose
an iterative algorithm to find a high-quality approximate solu-
tion with ensured convergence, by employing techniques from
alternating optimization (AO), sequential convex approximation
(SCA), and semi-definite relaxation (SDR). Then, based on the
optimized beamforming weights, we develop an efficient method
to determine the binary on-off control of RF chains and PSs, as
well as the associated hybrid beamforming solution. Numerical
results show that the proposed design achieves an improved
energy efficiency for ISCAP than other benchmark schemes
without joint design of hybrid beamforming and dynamic on-
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off control. This validates the benefit of dynamic on-off control
in energy reduction, especially when the multi-functional perfor-
mance requirements become less stringent.

Index Terms—Integrated sensing, communication, and pow-
ering (ISCAP), energy efficiency, hybrid beamforming, dynamic
on-off control, non-linear power amplifier (PA) efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

With recent advancements in artificial intelligence (AI) of
things (AIoT), future sixth-generation (6G) wireless networks
are envisioned to incorporate a large number of AIoT devices,
which are equipped with sophisticated sensing, communica-
tion, computation, and control capabilities to perform various
AI tasks. Towards this end, wireless networks are experiencing
a paradigm shift from conventional communication-only sys-
tems in fifth-generation (5G) to new multi-functional systems
integrating communication, sensing, computation, control, and
even wireless power transfer (WPT) in 6G, thus supporting the
sustainable operation of AIoT devices [1]. Recently, integrated
sensing and communication (ISAC) and wireless information
and power transfer (WIPT) have attracted extensive research
interests from both academia and industry [2], [3], in which
radio signals in wireless communication networks are reused
for dual functions of environmental sensing and wireless en-
ergy delivery for charging low-power energy receivers (ERs),
respectively. As ISAC and WIPT technologies mature and
spectrum resources become increasingly constrained, it nat-
urally leads to their combined integration at the air interface
for 6G. This thus introduces new triple-functional wireless sys-
tems with integrated sensing, communication, and powering
(ISCAP). Such triple-functional integration is expected to not
only enhance the resource utilization efficiency and reduce
system cost, but also foster mutual benefits among different
functionalities [4].

There have been a handful of works in the recent literature
considering the ISCAP system [5]–[7]. The work [5] first ex-
ploited the multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology
for ISCAP systems. It focused on optimizing the transmit
signal covariance at the multi-functional BS to reveal the
fundamental performance tradeoff among three functionalities,
in terms of sensing Cramér-Rao bound (CRB), communication
rate, and harvested energy, respectively, by characterizing the
Pareto boundary of the so-called CRB-rate-energy (C-R-E)
region. The authors in [6] then studied the transmit beam-
forming design for a multi-user multi-antenna ISCAP system,
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with the objective of optimizing the sensing performance while
ensuring communication and WPT requirements. Furthermore,
the orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) tech-
nique was employed for ISCAP in [7] by considering the non-
zero mean asymmetric Gaussian distributed signaling for each
subcarrier, in which the mean and variance at subcarriers were
designed to maximize the harvested power for WPT while
ensuring the requirements on both the communications rate
and the average side-to-peak-lobe difference for sensing. In
general, these prior works focused on spectral-efficient ISCAP
designs, with the objective of maximizing the multi-functional
performance subject to the constraints on spectrum and power
resources.

The multi-functional integration in ISCAP, however, results
in ever-increasing service requirements. First, sensing require-
ments strongly depend on the line-of-sight (LoS) links between
transceivers and sensing targets, and the transmission range for
WPT is generally much shorter than that for wireless commu-
nications. Therefore, more base station (BS) infrastructures
with massive antennas need to be densely deployed to ensure
adequate network coverage for supporting multi-functional
services. However, this unavoidably leads to increased opera-
tional expenses and network energy consumption. Second, the
deployment of BS infrastructures is planned to support the
peak traffic loads, but the traffic loads may fluctuate signifi-
cantly over both time and space. This consequently can result
in energy wastage during off-peak hours, owing to the non-
transmission energy consumption caused by radio frequency
(RF) chains, digital-to-analog converters (DACs), etc. [8].
Consequently, conventional spectral-efficient ISCAP designs
may not work well in energy-limited scenarios, resulting in
heightened energy consumption and increased carbon emis-
sions. Therefore, the investigation of energy-efficient ISCAP
design is both significant and pressing, which motivates the
current work. To our best knowledge, although several existing
works have focused on investigating the energy efficiency of
ISAC [9]–[11] and WIPT [12]–[14] systems under certain
power and performance constraints, the energy-efficient design
for ISCAP systems remains inadequately understood.

In order to reduce hardware complexity and power con-
sumption, hybrid analog-digital (HAD) architecture has been
widely considered as an enabling technique in MIMO wireless
systems [15], [16]. With HAD architecture at the BS, a
restricted number of RF chains are linked to an extensive
array of antennas via a network of analog components such
as switches and/or phase shifters (PSs) [17]. Prior works
have developed various HAD architectures to balance the
tradeoff between system cost and performance. For instance,
the fully-connected HAD architecture [18] allows each RF
chain to be connected to all antennas, thus offering more
flexibility in beamforming optimization. By contrast, the
partially-connected HAD architecture offers reduced hardware
complexity and lower power consumption while sacrificing
the flexibility in beamforming design and compromising the
performance [19]. In order to enhance the energy efficiency of
HAD design, the authors in [20] proposed to switch off the RF
chain to transmit antenna connections for saving the energy
consumption of the associated components. The work [21]

analyzed the energy efficiency of different HAD architectures,
which shows that dynamically selecting PSs via properly
connected switches contributes to a substantial enhancement
in energy efficiency without sacrificing spectrual efficiency in
general. However, these prior works on energy-efficient HAD
design only considered the transmit power consumption, while
ignoring various practical issues like the power-dependent non-
linear power amplifier (PA) efficiency [22]–[24] and on-off
non-transmission power consumption of RF chains [8], [24]
and PSs. In fact, it is widely known that the consideration
of on-off non-transmission power has a significant impact on
the energy efficiency of wireless communications [25], and
the dynamic on-off control of the corresponding components
including RF chains and PSs is essential in enhancing the
energy efficiency. It is also established in [24] that the con-
sideration of non-linear PA efficiency can affect the dynamic
on-off behaviors and thus is important for further improving
the energy efficiency performance. Therefore, by considering
such practical and comprehensive power consumption models,
how to design the HAD architecture and optimize the energy
efficiency is an interesting but unaddressed problem, especially
for the ISCAP system.

Building upon the aforementioned unresolved issues, this
paper investigates the energy-efficient design for ISCAP sys-
tems with an HAD multi-functional BS serving multiple
information receivers (IRs) and ERs, and sensing multiple
targets at the same time. The main results are listed as follows.

• First, to facilitate the energy-efficient ISCAP design, we
consider a novel HAD architecture, in which a switch
network is employed to enable the dynamic on-off control
of RF chains and PSs for energy saving. Under this setup,
we consider a comprehensive power consumption model
for the BS by taking into account the practical non-
linear PA efficiency and on-off non-transmission power
consumption of both RF chains and PSs.

• Next, we present the joint information and sensing/energy
beamforming design, by allowing the BS to send ded-
icated sensing/energy signals together with information
signals. Accordingly, we optimize the digital beamform-
ing for joint information/sensing/energy transmission,
together with the analog beamforming as well as the
dynamic on-off switching of RF chains and PSs for
enhancing the energy efficiency. Our objective is to
minimize the total power consumption at the BS subject
to constraints on communication, sensing, and powering
performances, as well as those on per-antenna transmit
power and constant modulus for analog beamforming.
The formulated problem exhibits high non-convexity due
to the binary on-off non-transmission power consumption
of RF chains and PSs, the non-linear PA efficiency,
the element-wise constant modulus constraint for analog
beamforming, and the coupling between analog and dig-
ital beamformers.

• Furthermore, to tackle this optimization problem, we
first approximate the binary on-off on-transmission power
consumption into a continuous form, and then optimize
the analog and digital beamformers alternately based on
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alternating optimization (AO), in which the semi-definite
relaxation (SDR) and sequential convex approximation
(SCA) techniques are employed to deal with the non-
convexity caused by the beamformers and non-linear PA
efficiency. Based on the obtained hybrid beamforming
weights, we propose an efficient method to determine
the on-off control of RF chains and PSs, and accordingly
decide the hybrid beamforming solution.

• Finally, numerical results show that the proposed design
exhibits superior power-saving performance for ISCAP
compared to benchmark schemes without joint hybrid
beamforming and dynamic on-off control. In particular,
the dynamic on-off control is shown to be particularly
beneficial when the multi-functional performance require-
ments become less strict. It is also shown that under the
non-linear PA efficiency model, the BS tends to switch
off more antennas and the associated PSs/RF chains for
saving power.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II introduces the ISCAP system model with HAD architecture
at BS, and formulates the problem. Section III proposes an
efficient algorithm to solve the highly non-convex optimization
problem. Section IV presents numerical results. Section V
concludes the paper.

Notations: We use boldface letters to represent vectors
(lower-case) and matrices (upper-case). For a complex-valued
element a, ℜ (a) and ℑ (a) denote its real and imaginary parts,
respectively, and |a| denotes its modulus. For a complex vector
a, ∥a∥ denotes its Euclidean norm, and diag (a) denotes a
diagonal matrix with a being its diagonal entries. For a square
matrix A, tr(A) denotes its trace and A ⪰ 0 indicates that A
is positive semi-definite. For a complex matrix B of arbitrary
size, we use rank (B), Bc, BT , and BH to denote its
rank, complex conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose,
respectively, and use [B]i,j to denote its (i, j)-th element
and vec (B) to denote its column vectorization. Moreover,
E [·] denotes the statistical expectation, and ⊙ denotes the
Hadamard product. Ix denotes the identity matrix with the size
of x× x. 1m

n ∈ R1×m is a vector with its n-th element being
one and others zero, and Em

n ∈ Cm×m is a square matrix with
the n-th diagonal element being 1 and the others being zero.
The indicator function I {·} is defined as I {x} = 0 if x = 0,
and I {x} = 1 otherwise.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a downlink multi-antenna ISCAP system as
shown in Fig. 1, where a BS communicates with KIR single-
antenna IRs, wirelessly charges KER single-antenna ERs,
and senses KS point targets at the same time. Let KIR ≜
{1, . . . ,KIR}, KER ≜ {1, . . . ,KER}, and KS ≜ {1, . . . ,KS}
denote the sets of IRs, ERs, and sensing targets, respectively.
The multi-functional BS consists of an HAD transmitter and
a fully-digital sensing receiver. We assume that the HAD
transmitter is equipped with NT uniform linear array (ULA)
antennas, NRF RF chains, and NTNRF PSs, while the sensing
receiver has NR ULA antennas. Furthermore, each RF chain
and PS is connected to a switch, enabling their dynamic on-
off control to facilitate energy-efficient operation. Let NT ≜
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Fig. 1. The ISCAP system with an HAD multi-functional BS.

{1, . . . , NT} and NRF ≜ {1, . . . , NRF} denote the sets of trans-
mit antennas and RF chains at the transmitter, respectively. It
is assumed that KIR ≤ NRF ≤ NT ≤ NR to ensure the spatial
degrees of freedom (DoFs) for communication and sensing.

We consider a quasi-static narrowband channel model, as-
suming that the wireless channels remain constant throughout
the transmission block of interest. Let hH

k ∈ C1×NT and
dH
j ∈ C1×NT denote the channel vectors from the BS to IR

k and ER j, respectively, which are assumed to be known at
the BS via proper channel estimation [26]. Let Gi ∈ CNR×NT

denote the target response matrix from the BS transmitter to
target i to the BS sensing receiver.

We consider a joint transmit beamforming design for IS-
CAP, in which dedicated sensing/energy beams are employed
together with the information beams for multi-functional trans-
mission1. Let sk (l) denote the information signal for IR k

at symbol l with E
[
|sk (l)|2

]
= 1. Let s0 (l) ∈ CNRF×1

denote the dedicated sensing/energy signal, which is inde-
pendent from {sk (l)} and with covariance matrix S =
E
[
s0 (l) s

H
0 (l)

]
⪰ 0. Let wk ∈ CNRF×1 denote the transmit

digital beamformer for IR k ∈ KIR, and F ∈ CNT×NRF

denote the analog beamformer. Combing information and
sensing/energy signals, the transmitted baseband signal by the
BS is

x (l) =
∑
k∈KIR

Fwksk (l) + Fs0 (l) , (1)

where the covariance matrix of x (l) is

Rx = E
(
x (l)xH (l)

)
=
∑
k∈KIR

Fwkw
H
k FH + FSFH . (2)

Note that we consider the dynamic on-off control of PSs
and RF chains. Therefore, it follows that [F ]i,j ∈ F ≜{
x | |x| ∈

{
0, 1√

NT

}}
, where

∣∣∣[F ]i,j

∣∣∣ = 1√
NT

when the
corresponding PS element is activated, and [F ]i,j = 0 when
the PS element is turned off to be inactive. Similarly, for
each RF chain n ∈ NRF, when it is activated, we have∑

k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENRF

n S
)

> 0, denoting that the

1The dedicated sensing/energy signals are considered to provide sufficient
DoFs for sensing and WPT, which is particularly useful when the number of
IRs KIR becomes small or zero.
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digital signal stream from the digital beamforming is non-zero;
while when it is turned off, it holds that

∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2+
tr
(
ENRF

n S
)

= 0, denoting that the digital signal stream is
zero.

A. Communication Model

First, we consider the downlink multi-user communication
from the BS to IRs. According to the transmit signal in (1),
the received signal at IR k is expressed as

yk (l) = hH
k x (l) + zk (l)

= hH
k Fwksk (l)︸ ︷︷ ︸

desired signal

+ hH
k

∑
i∈KIR,i̸=k

Fwisi (l)︸ ︷︷ ︸
inter-IR interference

(3)

+ hH
k Fs0 (l)︸ ︷︷ ︸

interference from sensing/energy signals

+ zk (l) , (4)

where zk (l) ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

k

)
denotes the additive white Gaus-

sian noise (AWGN) at IR k, with σ2
k denoting the noise power.

As a result, the SINR at IR k ∈ KIR is given by

γk (F , {wk} ,S)

=

∣∣∣hH
k Fwk

∣∣∣2∑
i∈KIR,i̸=k

∣∣∣hH
k Fwi

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣hH
k FSFHhk

∣∣∣+ σ2
k

. (5)

B. Sensing Model

Next, we consider the monostatic radar sensing with multi-
ple point targets. In this case, the corresponding target response
matrix is given by

Gi = βia (θi)v
T (θi) . (6)

In (6), βi denotes the complex coefficient of target i, de-
pending on both the round-trip path-loss and the radar-cross-
sections (RCS). Furthermore, v (θi) ∈ CNT×1 and a (θi) ∈
CNR×1 denote the steering vectors of the transmit and receive
antennas, respectively, with θi denoting the direction of arrival
(DoA) of target i. Assuming half-wavelength spacing between
adjacent antennas and choosing the center of the ULA anten-
nas as the reference point, we have

v (θi) =
[
e−j

NT−1
2

π sin θi , e−j
NT−3

2
π sin θi , . . . , ej

NT−1
2

π sin θi
]T

,

a (θi) =
[
e−j

NR−1
2

π sin θi , e−j
NR−3

2
π sin θi , . . . , ej

NR−1
2

π sin θi
]T

.

(7)

The partial derivatives of v (θi) and a (θi) with respect to
(w.r.t.) θi are respectively given by

v̇ (θi) =

[
−jv1

NT − 1

2
π cos θi, . . . , jvNT

NT − 1

2
π cos θi

]T
,

ȧ (θi) =

[
−ja1

NR − 1

2
π cos θi, . . . , jaNR

NR − 1

2
π cos θi

]T
,

(8)

where vi and ai denote the i-th entries of v (θi) and a (θi),
respectively.

The information and sensing/energy signals are jointly ex-
ploited to sense the targets. Consequently, the received echo
signal by the sensing receiver at the BS is given by

yS (l) =
∑
i∈KS

Gix (l) + zS (l) , (9)

where zS (l) ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

SINR

)
denotes the noise at the

sensing receiver, with σ2
S denoting the noise power. Let

L ≜ {1, . . . , L} denote the set of time symbols with L being
the radar dwell time. The received echo signal during the radar
dwell time is expressed as

Y S = A (θ)BV T (θ)X +ZS, (10)

where Y S = [yS (1) , . . . ,yS (L)], A (θ) =
[a (θi) , . . . ,a (θKS)], V (θ) = [v (θi) , . . . ,v (θKS)],
X = [x (1) , . . . ,x (L)], θ = [θ1, . . . , θKS ]

T ,
b = [β1, . . . , βKS ]

T , and B = diag (b).
Based on the received echo signal in (10), the BS needs to

estimate the unknow target parameters θ, bR, and bI, where
bR = ℜ (b) and bI = ℑ (b).

In the following, to evalute the sensing performance, we
adopt the estimation CRB, which is defined as the lower bound
of estimation error of any unbiased estimators. The Fisher
information matrix (FIM) w.r.t. θ, bR, and bI is given by [27]

M =
2

σ2
S

 ℜ (M11) ℜ (M12) −ℑ (M12)
ℜT (M12) ℜ (M22) −ℑ (M22)
−ℑT (M12) −ℑT (M22) ℜ (M22)

 ,

(11)

where

M11 = L
(
Ȧ

H
Ȧ
)
⊙
(
BcV HRc

xV B
)

+ L
(
Ȧ

H
A
)
⊙
(
BcV HRc

xV̇ B
)

+ L
(
AHȦ

)
⊙
(
BcV̇

H
Rc

xV B
)

+ L
(
AHA

)
⊙
(
BcV̇

H
Rc

xV̇ B
)
, (12)

M12 = L
(
Ȧ

H
A
)
⊙
(
BcV HRc

xV
)

+ L
(
AHA

)
⊙
(
BcV̇

H
Rc

xV
)
, (13)

M22 = L
(
AHA

)
⊙
(
V HRc

xV
)
, (14)

Ȧ = [ȧ (θ1) , · · · , ȧ (θKS)] , (15)

V̇ = [v̇ (θ1) , · · · , v̇ (θKS)] . (16)

Consequently, the CRB matrix is given by

CRB (F , {wk} ,S) = M−1. (17)

We use the trace of the CRB matrix as the performance metric
for sensing, which is expressed as

CRB (F , {wk} ,S) = tr
(
M−1

)
. (18)

In (18), CRB characterizes the average CRB of all estimated
parameters, which is widely adopted as the sensing perfor-
mance measure in prior works (e.g., [28]).
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C. WPT Model

In this subsection, we consider the WPT from the BS to the
ERs, which employ rectifiers to convert RF signals to direct
current (DC) signals for energy harvesting. The received RF
power at ER j is given by

P EH
j (F , {wk} ,S) = dH

j F

( ∑
k∈KIR

wkw
H
k + S

)
FHdj .

(19)

We consider a practical parametric non-linear EH model to
characterize the effect of the non-linear RF-to-DC conversion
process, where the change of RF energy conversion efficiency
w.r.t. various input power levels is captured [22]. The total
harvested DC power at ER j ∈ KER is modeled as

PDC
j (F , {wk} ,S) =

Ψj (F , {wk} ,S)−MjΩj

1−Ωj
, (20)

with

Ωj =
1

1 + exp (ajbj)
, (21)

Ψj (F , {wk} ,S) =
Mj

1 + exp
{
−aj

[
P EH
j (F , {wk} ,S)− bj

]}
=

Mj

1 + exp

{
−aj

[
dH
j F

( ∑
k∈KIR

wkwH
k + S

)
FHdj − bj

]} ,

(22)

where Ωj is a constant introduced to ensure zero output
with zero input, Mj is a constant representing the saturated
harvested power at ER j, while the constants aj and bj
are parameters dependent on specific circuits including the
capacitance and resistance.

D. Power Consumption Model

This subsection presents a comprehensive power consump-
tion model of the hybrid HAD transmitter and the fully-digital
sensing receiver at the multi-functional BS for facilitating the
energy efficient design. In particular, the power consumption
of BS transmitter includes the non-linear power consumption
by PAs, the on-off non-transmission power consumption by
RF chains and PSs, and the static power consumption by
the switch network and other components, while the power
consumption of sensing receiver consists of that consumed by
the low noise amplifiers (LNAs) and other signal processing
components [29], [30].

1) Power Consumption by PAs: The PA power consumption
at the BS transmitter depends on the output or radiated power
at each transmit antenna as well as the power efficiency. Based
on the signal model in (1), the radiated power at each antenna
n is given by P out

n =
∑

k∈KIR

∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣2+tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
)

,

where 1NT
n ∈ R1×NT is a vector with its n-th element being

one and others zero, and ENT
n ∈ CNT×NT is a square matrix

with the n-th diagonal element being 1 and the others being
zero. Furthermore, we consider a practical non-linear PA

efficiency η (P out
n ), which is modeled as a non-linear function

of the transmit power P out
n at antenna n, i.e.,

η
(
P out
n

)
= ηmax

(
P out
n

Pmax
n

)β

, 0 < β ≤ 1, (23)

where Pmax
n and P out

n denote the maximum and actual transmit
power at each antenna n, respectively. In addition, ηmax

represents the maximum PA efficiency under saturation, and
β signifies the efficiency factor, which varies based on the
specific type of PA [24] (e.g., β = 1 and β = 0.5 for class-
A and class-B PAs, respectively). Consequently, the power
consumption of all PAs is given by

PPA (F , {wk} ,S) =
∑
n∈NT

1

η
P out
n

=
∑
n∈NT

1

ηmax (Pmax
n )

β (
P out
n

)1−β

=
(Pmax

n )β

ηmax

∑
n∈NT

 ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣∣2 + tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
)1−β

.

(24)

Furthermore, the transmit power at each antenna should not
exceed the maximum value Pmax

n , i.e.,

P out
n (F , {wk} ,S)

=
∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
)
≤ Pmax

n . (25)

2) Power Consumption by RF Chains and PSs with On-
off Control: Note that the power consumed by RF chains and
PSs depends on their on-off status. Specifically, when each
RF chain is turned on, or equivalently,

∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2 +

tr
(
ENRF

n S
)
> 0, it consumes a fixed power

P s
RF = PDAC + Pmix + Pfilt + Psyn, (26)

where PDAC, Pmix, Pfilt, and Psyn represent the power consump-
tion by the digital-to-analog converter (DAC), mixer, filter, and
synthesizer, respectively. Conversely, when the RF chain is
switched off, or equivalently

∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2+tr
(
ENRF

n S
)
=

0, the power consumption becomes zero. The total power
consumption by all NRF RF chains is given by

PRF ({wk} ,S)

= P s
RF

∑
n∈NRF

I

{ ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENRF

n S
)}

. (27)

Similar to RF chains, an active PS consumes a constant
power value of P s

PS when it is activated and zero power when it
is turned off. The total power consumption by PSs is expressed
as

PPS (F ) = P s
PS

∑
i∈NT

∑
j∈NRF

I
{
[F ]i,j

}
. (28)

3) Power Consumption by the Switch Network: Notice that
the switch network also consumes certain energy. Let P s

SW
denote the power consumption by a single switch, which is
typically much lower than that by a PS. As there are a total
of NRF + NTNRF switches that are consistently active, the
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total power consumption by the switch network is given by a
constant term

PSW = P s
SW (NRF +NTNRF) . (29)

4) Static Power Consumption: Besides the above parts,
other components such as the power supply, backhaul, and
baseband processing at the BS also introduce certain energy
consumption, which is typically constant, denoted as Pstatic.

By combining the power consumptions proposed above, we
have the total power consumption by the BS as

P tot
BS (F , {wk} ,S) = PPA (F , {wk} ,S) + PRF ({wk} ,S)

+ PPS (F ) + PSW + Pstatic. (30)

E. Problem Formulation

Our objective is to optimize the joint hybrid beamforming
and on-off control to minimize the total power consumption
P tot

BS (F , {wk} ,S) while adhering to specific constraints, in-
cluding the minimum SINR constraints ΓIR

k ,∀k ∈ KIR, at IRs
for communication in (31), the maximum estimation CRB
constraint ΓS for target sensing in (32), the minimum harvested
DC power constraints ΓDC

j ,∀j ∈ KER, at ERs for WPT in (33),
the per-antenna transmit power constraint Pmax

n in (34), and
the constant modulus constraint for analog beamforming in
(35). Notice that the EH constraints are reduced to the form
in (33) by letting Γ̃EH

j = bj − 1
aj

ln
[

Mj

ΓDC
j (1−Ωj)+MjΩj

− 1
]
,

where ΓDC
j ,∀j ∈ KER, denotes the constraint on the harvested

DC power PDC
j (F , {wk} ,S) at ER j, according to (22). As

a result, the problem is formulated as (P1), shown at the top of
the next page. The BS is assumed to have perfect knowledge
of channel state information (CSI) as well as rough prior
information of the estimated parameters to facilitate wireless
communication and target tracking.

The formulated problem exhibits a highly non-convex na-
ture, primarily stemming from the coupling between analog
and digital beamformers, the elementwise constant modulus
constraint for the analog beamformer in (35), the quadratic
objective and constraints, and the non-linear PA efficiency
and the binary on-off power consumption of RF chains and
PSs in the power consumption model. Due to such difficulties,
this problem is extremely challenging and thus has not been
studied in the existing literature.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION TO PROBLEM (P1) BASED ON
ALTERNATING OPTIMIZATION

This section proposes an efficient algorithm to address
problem (P1) by employing the AO technique. In particular,
we alternatively optimize the digital beamforming {wk} and
S, and the analog beamforming F . Based on the obtained
beamforming solution, we propose a dynamic on-off switching
algorithm to determine the on-off statuses of RF chains and
PSs for reducing the total power consumption.

To begin with, we approximate the binary on-off non-
transmission power in (27) and (28) into continuous forms,
by considering the following approximation for the indicator
function [31]

I {x} = lim
ε→0

log
(
1 + xε−1

)
log (1 + ε−1)

, x ≥ 0. (36)

Accordingly, the indicator function is approximated as
log(1+xε−1)
log(1+ε−1) with a properly chosen parameter ε, which is

small enough to guarantee the accuracy of the approximation.
By using (36), the total power consumption by RF chains and
PSs are respectively approximated as

P̂RF ({wk} ,S) =
P s

RF

log (1 + ε−1)
×

∑
n∈NRF

log

{
1 + ε−1

[ ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENRF

n S
)]}

,

(37)

P̂PS (F ) =
P s

PS

log (1 + ε−1)
×∑

i∈NT

∑
j∈NRF

log
{
1 + ε−1 [F ]i,j

}
. (38)

Thus, by omitting the constant terms PSW and Pstatic, we
approximate problem (P1) as

(P2) : min
F ,{wk},S⪰0

PPA (F , {wk} ,S) + P̂RF ({wk} ,S)

+P̂PS (F )

s.t. (31) − (35).

A. Optimization of Digital Beamformer and Sensing Covari-
ance in (P2) with Given Analog Beamformer

We first optimize the digital beamformer {wk} and sensing
covariance matrix S in (P2) under given analog beamformer
F . In this case, problem (P2) is reduced into

(P3) : min
{wk},S⪰0

PPA ({wk} ,S) + P̂RF ({wk} ,S) + P̂PS

s.t. (31) − (34).

Note that problem (P3) is still non-convex due to the
quadratic terms of {wk} in the objective function and the
constraints as well as the non-linear objective function. We
first use the SDR technique to deal with the quadratic forms
of {wk}. Specifically, by letting Rk = wkw

H
k with Rk ⪰ 0

and rank (Rk) = 1, the PA and RF chain power consumption
terms in the objective function are rewritten as

P̄PA ({Rk} ,S) =
1

ηmax

∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β ×

{
tr

[
ENT

n F

( ∑
k∈KIR

Rk + S

)
FH

]}1−β

, (39)

P̄RF ({Rk} ,S) =
P s

RF

log (1 + ε−1)
×

∑
n∈NRF

log

{
1 + ε−1tr

[
ENRF

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

Rk + S

)]}
. (40)
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(P1) : min
F ,{wk},S⪰0

(Pmax
n )

β

ηmax

∑
n∈NT

( ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
))1−β

︸ ︷︷ ︸
PPA(F ,{wk},S)

+P s
RF

∑
n∈NRF

I

{ ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENRF

n S
)}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
PRF({wk},S)

+ P s
PS

∑
i∈NT

∑
j∈NRF

I
{
[F ]i,j

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

PPS(F )

+ PSW + Pstatic

s.t.

∣∣∣hH
k Fwk

∣∣∣2∑
i∈KIR,i̸=k

∣∣∣hH
k Fwi

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣hH
k FSFHhk

∣∣∣+ σ2
k

≥ ΓIR
k ,∀k ∈ KIR, (31)

CRB (F , {wk} ,S) ≤ ΓS, (32)

dH
j F

( ∑
k∈KIR

wkw
H
k + S

)
FHdj ≥ Γ̃EH

j ,∀j ∈ KER, (33)

∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
)
≤ Pmax

n ,∀n ∈ NT, (34)

[F ]i,j ∈ F ,∀i ∈ NT, j ∈ NRF. (35)

respectively. Notice that (35) and (40) are both concave
functions of {Rk} and S. Upon letting Hk = hkh

H
k , the

constraints in (31) are equivalent to

tr
(
HkFRkF

H
)
− ΓIR

∑
i∈KIR,i̸=k

tr
(
HkFRiF

H
)

−ΓIRtr
(
HkFSFH

)
≥ ΓIR

k σ2
k,∀k ∈ KIR, (41)

which are convex w.r.t. {Rk} and S. Then, by applying the
Schur complement, the constraint in (32) is reformulated into
the following convex form

3KS∑
i=1

ti ≤ ΓS,[
M ei

eTi ti

]
⪰ 0, i = 1, . . . , 3KS,

(42)

where ei ∈ R3KS×1 is the i-th column of the identity matrix
I3KS , and {ti} are newly introduced slack variables. The
constraints in (33) are equivalent to

dH
j F

( ∑
k∈KIR

Rk + S

)
FHdj ≥ Γ̃EH

j ,∀j ∈ KER, (43)

which are convex w.r.t. {Rk} and S. Furthermore, the con-
straints in (34) are reformulated into

tr

[
ENT

n F

( ∑
k∈KIR

Rk + S

)
FH

]
≤ Pmax

n ,∀n ∈ NT, (44)

which are also convex w.r.t. {Rk} and S. Thanks to the above
derivations, both the objective function and the constraints are
recast as functions of {Rk} and S. As a result, problem (P3)
is approximated into problem (SDR3) by relaxing the rank-one

constraint rank (Rk) = 1, where {Rk} and S are optimized
instead of {wk} and S.

(SDR3) : min
{ti},{Rk}⪰0,S⪰0

P̄PA ({Rk} ,S)

+P̄RF ({Rk} ,S) + P̂PS

s.t. (41) − (44).

Then, we utilize the SCA technique to address the non-
convex objective function in problem (SDR3). Let

{
R

(j)
k

}
and

S(j) represent the local points of {Rk} and S in a specific
SCA iteration j, respectively. By using the first-order Taylor
expansion, we approximate the PA and RF chain power con-
sumption terms P̄PA ({Rk} ,S) and P̄RF ({Rk} ,S) as their
upper bounds P̃

(j)
PA ({Rk} ,S) in (45) and P̃

(j)
RF ({Rk} ,S) in

(46), respectively, as shown at the top of the next page.
Accordingly, the optimization problem in each iteration j

in SCA is given by

(SCA3.j) : min
{ti},{Rk}⪰0,S⪰0

P̃
(j)
PA ({Rk} ,S)

+P̃
(j)
RF ({Rk} ,S) + P̂PS

s.t. (41) − (44).

Note that problem (SCA3.j) is a convex problem that can
be efficiently solved by using standard convex optimization
tools like CVX [32]. Let

{
R

∗(j)
k

}
and S∗(j) denote the

optimal solutions to problem (SCA3.j), which are used as the
local points in the next iteration. Note that P̃

(j)
PA ({Rk} ,S)

in (45), and P̃
(j)
RF ({Rk} ,S) in (46) serve as the upper

bounds for P̄PA ({Rk} ,S) in (39) and P̄RF ({Rk} ,S) in (40),
respectively, which imply that the optimal objective value for
problem (SCA3.j) in the (j + 1)-th iteration is consistently no
greater than that in the j-th iteration. As a result, the achieved
power consumption value of problem (SDR3) diminishes
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P̃
(j)
PA ({Rk} ,S) =

∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β

ηmax

{
tr

[
ENT

n F

( ∑
k∈KIR

R
(j)
k + S(j)

)
FH

]}1−β

+ (1− β)
∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β

ηmax ×

{
tr

[
ENT

n F

( ∑
k∈KIR

R
(j)
k + S(j)

)
FH

]}−β

tr

{
ENT

n F

[ ∑
k∈KIR

(
Rk −R

(j)
k

)
+
(
S − S(j)

)]
FH

}
(45)

P̃
(j)
RF ({Rk} ,S) =

P s
RF

log (1 + ε−1)

∑
n∈NRF

{
log

{
1 + ε−1tr

[
ENRF

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R
(j)
k + S(j)

)]}

+
1

tr

[
ENRF

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R
(j)
k + S(j)

)]
+ ε

{
tr

[
ENRF

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

(
Rk −R

(j)
k

)
+
(
S − S(j)

))]}
 (46)

monotonically with the iteration of SCA, thus ensuring the
convergence of the proposed algorithm. Let

{
R̄

∗
k

}
and S̄

∗

denote the converged solution for communication and sensing
covariance, where

{
R̄

∗
k

}
is typically of high rank.

Based on
{
R̄

∗
k

}
and S̄

∗, we can reconstruct the optimal
rank-one solutions of {Rk} to problem (SDR3) and, conse-
quently, for (P3), by using the following proposition.

Proposition 1. The optimal solution to problems (SDR3) and
(P3) is given by

R∗
k = w∗

k (w
∗
k)

H
, (47)

S∗ = S̄
∗
+
∑
k∈KIR

R̄
∗
k −

∑
k∈KIR

w∗
k (w

∗
k)

H
, (48)

where

w∗
k =

(
hH
k FR̄

∗
kF

Hhk

)− 1
2

R̄
∗
kF

Hhk, (49)

denotes the corresponding digital beamforming vector.
Proof: See Appendix A.

B. Optimization of Analog Beamformer in (P2) with Given
Digital Beamformer and Sensing Covariance

In this subsection, we optimize the analog beamformer F
in (P2) under given {wk} and S. In this case, problem (P2)
is reduced into

(P4) : min
F

PPA (F ) + P̂RF + P̂PS (F )

s.t. (31) − (35)

Problem (P4) is rather challenging due to the quadratic
terms of F in the objective function and constraints (31)-
(34), the non-linearity of PA power consumption term in
the objective function, as well as the elementwise constant
modulus nature of F . To address this problem, we first apply
the SDR technique to transform the quadratic forms of F .
Let f = vec

(
F T
)

denote the column vectorization of F T ,

and define Rf = ffH with Rf ⪰ 0 and rank (Rf ) = 1.
As such, we have Fwk = E

[
INT ⊗ diag (wk)f

]
, where

E ∈ CNT×NTNRF is defined as

E =


e0 0 · · · 0

0 e0
...

...
. . . 0

0 · · · 0 e0

 , (50)

where e0 ∈ C1×NRF is a vector with all its elements being
one. Thus, we define

R̄k (Rf ) = (Fwk) (Fwk)
H

= E
[
INT ⊗ diag (wk)

]
Rf

[
INT ⊗ diag (wc

k)
]
ET , (51)

which is a linear function of Rf . Let r = rank (S), and S =∑r
i=1 λiqiq

H
i denote the eigen-decomposition of the positive

semi-definite matrix S, where λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λr ≥ 0 are
the eigenvalues and q1, . . . , qr are the respective eigenvectors.
We define

RS (Rf ) = FSFH =

r∑
i=1

λi (Fqi) (Fqi)
H

=

r∑
i=1

λiE
[
INT ⊗ diag (qi)

]
Rf

×
[
INT ⊗ diag (qc

i )
]
ET , (52)

which is a linear function of Rf . With the help of (51) and
(52), the PA and PS power consumption terms in the objective
function are re-expressed as

P̄PA (Rf ) =
1

ηmax

∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β ×

{
tr

[
ENT

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R̄k +RS

)]}1−β

, (53)
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P̄PS (Rf ) =
P s

PS

log (1 + ε−1)
×

NTNRF∑
n=1

log
[
1 + ε−1tr

(
ENTNRF

n Rf

)]
. (54)

Note that (53) and (54) are both concave functions of Rf .
Similarly, the SINR constraints in (41) are equivalent to

tr
(
HkR̄k

)
− ΓIR

∑
i∈KIR,i̸=k

tr
(
HkR̄i

)
−ΓIRtr (HkRS) ≥ ΓIR

k σ2
k,∀k ∈ KIR, (55)

which are convex w.r.t.
{
R̄k

}
and RS. It is observed that

the sensing constraint in (42) is affine to Rf . The powering
constraints in (33) are equivalent to

dH
j

( ∑
k∈KIR

R̄k +RS

)
dj ≥ Γ̃EH

j ,∀j ∈ KER. (56)

Moreover, the constraints in (44) are reformulated into

tr

[
ENT

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R̄k +RS

)]
≤ Pmax

n ,∀n ∈ NT, (57)

which are also convex w.r.t.
{
R̄k

}
and RS. Finally, we relax

the constant modulus constraints in (35) as

0 ≤ [Rf ]n,n ≤ 1

NT
,∀n ∈ {1, . . . , NTNRF} , (58)

which are convex intervals. Thanks to the above transforma-
tion, both the objective function and the constraints are restated
as functions of Rf . As a result, problem (P4) is approximated
to problem (SDR4) in the following by relaxing the rank-one
constraint rank (Rf ) = 1, in which Rf is optimized instead
of F .

(SDR4) : min
{ti},Rf⪰0

P̄PA (Rf ) + P̂RF + P̄PS (Rf )

s.t. (42), (55) − (58).

Problem (SDR4) is still a non-convex problem due to the
PA and PS power consumption terms P̄PA (Rf ) and P̄PS (Rf )
in the objective function which are concave w.r.t. Rf . In the
following, we appply the SCA technique to address (SDR4).
For a specific SCA iteration j ≥ 1, let R(j)

f denote the local
point in the j-th SCA iteration. First, we approximate the PA
and PS power consumption terms, P̄PA (Rf ) and P̄PS (Rf ), as
their upper bounds P̃

(j)
PA (Rf ) in (59) and P̃

(j)
PS (Rf ) in (60),

respectively, as shown at the top of next page. In each SCA
iteration j, we aim to solve the following problem.

(SCA4.j) : min
{ti},Rf⪰0

P̃
(j)
PA (Rf ) + PRF + P̃

(j)
PS (Rf )

s.t. (42), (55) − (58).

Problem (SCA4.j) is a convex problem and can be efficiently
solved via standard convex optimization tools like CVX.
Let R

∗(j)
f denote the optimal solution to problem (SCA4.j)

which is used as the local point in the next iteration. Note
that P̃

(j)
PA (Rf ) in (59) and P̃

(j)
PS (Rf ) in (60) serve as the

upper bounds for P̄PA (Rf ) in (53) and P̄PS (Rf ) in (54),

respectively, which imply that the optimal objective value for
problem (SCA4.j) in the (j + 1)-th iteration is consistently
less than or equal to that in the j-th iteration. As a result,
the power consumption value for problem (SDR4) diminishes
monotonically with the iteration of SCA, thus ensuring the
convergence of the proposed algorithm. Let R̄

∗
f denote the

converged solution for the analog beamformer covariance,
typically of high rank.

Finally, we construct an efficient rank-one solution to prob-
lem (P4) by using Gaussian randomization. Specifically, we
generate several random realizations f̄∗ ∼ CN

(
0, R̄

∗
f

)
,

constructing a set of candidate constant modulus solutions as

f∗ =
1√
NT

ejarg(f̄∗). (61)

Subsequently, we find the optimal f∗ among all generated
f∗’s that yields the minimum objective value for problem (P4)
while guaranteeing the constraints in (31)-(34). The optimized
solution F ∗ is then recovered by reshaping the optimal f∗

into the form of an analog beamformer matrix. We then use
the corresponding f̄∗ of the optimal f∗ to design the on-off
control for PSs in the next subsection.

C. On-off Control based on Beamforming Weights

In this subsection, we propose an efficient method based on
beamforming weights to determine the on-off control of RF
chains and PSs by using the obtained beamforming solution
{w∗

k}, S∗, and F ∗. Heuristically, we prioritize switching off
components with minimum impact on the system performance.
Specifically, we initially attempt to switch off as many RF
chains as possible, and then select PSs to further minimize
the total power consumption.

First, we consider the on-off control of RF chains based
on their beamforming weights. Specifically, we define vn =∑

k∈KIR

∣∣1NRF
n wk

∣∣2+ tr
(
ENRF

n S
)

as the beamforming weight
for each RF chain n ∈ NRF. The RF chain with a smaller vn
is switched off with priority. In a detailed procedure, we sort
the beamforming weights of all RF chains and sequentially
switch off the corresponding RF chains in ascending order.
Following the re-implementation of the beamforming opti-
mization, we compare the resulting power consumption values.
Subsequently, we select the RF chain on-off configuration
that achieves the lowest overall power consumption, thereby
designating it as the optimized configuration.

Then, we implement the on-off control of PSs based on
their beamforming weights. We consider the optimal f∗ and
its corresponding f̄∗. By reshaping f̄∗ into its matrix form
F̄ ∗, we define ci,j =

∣∣∣[F̄ ∗]
i,j

∣∣∣ as the beamforming weight
for each (i, j)-th PS element. The PS with a smaller ci,j
takes priority to be switched off. Specifically, we sort the
beamforming weights of all PS elements and sequentially
switch off the corresponding PS elements in ascending order.
Subsequently, we compare the resultant power consumption
values after re-implementing the beamforming optimization,
and then select the PS on-off configuration that yields the
lowest overall power consumption, thus designating it as
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P̃
(j)
PA (Rf ) =

∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β

ηmax

{
tr

[
ENT

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R̄
(j)
k +R

(j)
S

)]}1−β

+ (1− β)
∑
n∈NT

(Pmax
n )

β

ηmax ×

{
tr

[
ENT

n

( ∑
k∈KIR

R̄
(j)
k +R

(j)
S

)]}−β

tr

{
ENT

n

[ ∑
k∈KIR

(
R̄k − R̄

(j)
k

)
+
(
RS −R

(j)
S

)]}
(59)

P̃
(j)
PS (Rf ) =

P s
PS

log (1 + ε−1)

NTNRF∑
n=1

log
[
1 + ε−1tr

(
ENTNRF

n R
(j)
f

)]
+

1

tr
(
ENTNRF

n R
(j)
f

)
+ ε

tr
[
ENTNRF

n

(
Rf −R

(j)
f

)]
(60)

the optimized configuration. During the re-implementation of
beamforming, the analog beamforming process is re-executed
by considering the additional constraint on the n-th deactivated
PS element [Rf ]n,n = 0. After implementing the above RF
chains and PSs on-off control procedures, we can obtain a
highly energy-efficient on-off switching design for the whole
system of RF chains and PSs.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to verify
the performance of our proposed design. In the simulations,
we set the numbers of antennas at the transmitter, antennas
at the sensing receiver, and RF chains at the transmitter as
NT = 32, NS = 32, and NRF = 16, respectively. We
also set the number of IRs, sensing targets, and ERs as
KIR = 6, KS = 5, and KER = 5, respectively. Moreover,
the noise power at each IR and the sensing receiver are
set to be σ2

k = σ2
S = −103 dBm, k ∈ KIR. The power

consumption of a single RF chain and a single PS are set as
P s

RF = 0.5W and P s
PS = 42mW, respectively, with the static

power consumption by other components set as Pstatic = 10W.
We set the maximum transmit power at each antenna n ∈ NT
as Pmax

n = 1.5W, the maximum PA efficiency as ηmax = 0.38,
and the efficiency factor as β = 0.5, respectively. We assume
the SINR constraints at different users and the minimum
harvested power level at different ERs are identical. We
adopt the Rayleigh fading channel model for wireless channel
between the BS and IRs, the line-of-sight (LoS) channel model
for the channel between the BS and sensing targets, and the
Rician fading channel model with Rician factor being 3 dB for
the wireless channel between the BS and ERs. The large-scale
path loss is modelled as 51.2 + 41.2 log10 r, with r in meters
denoting the distance. If not specified, the distances from the
BS transmitter to the IRs, sensing targets, and ERs are set as
50m, 50m, and 10m, respectively. The target angles {θi}KS

i=1

are generated randomly. The transmission frame length is set
as L = 30. In the non-linear EH model, we set Mj = 0.02,
aj = 6400, and bj = 0.003, determined through curve fitting
based on measurement data [33].

We consider the following benchmark schemes in our
evaluation, comparing them with our proposed joint hybrid
beamforming (BF) and on-off control design.

• Hybrid BF w/o on-off control: This corresponds to the
case when the dynamic on-off control is totally ignored
and all RF chains and PSs are activated. The hybrid
beamformers are optimized by the proposed algorithm.

• PS on-off control only: This corresponds to the case
when the dynamic on-off control of RF chains is ignored
and actually determined by the on-off status of the
corresponding PSs.

• RF chain on-off control only: This corresponds to the
case when the dynamic on-off control of PSs is ignored
while the effect of RF chain on-off switching is solely
concerned.

• Digital BF w/ on-off control: This corresponds to our
proposed joint design when applied in the fully-digital
transmitter architecture. In this case, the analog beam-
former F and digital beamformer {wk} are substituted
by a combined fully-digital beamformer, and the on-off
control of the transmitter chains, each comprising an RF
chain and a PA, is considered. The problem is solved
similarly to the proposed algorithm, based on SDR and
SCA.

• Case w/ fixed PA efficiency: This corresponds to our
proposed joint design by setting β = 0. In this case, the
PA power consumption model is reduced to the following
form:

PPA (F , {wk} ,S) =
1

ηmax ×∑
n∈NT

{ ∑
k∈KIR

∣∣1NT
n Fwk

∣∣2 + tr
(
ENT

n FSFH
)}

. (62)

The optimization problem is then similarly formulated
and solved by adopting the proposed algorithm.

Fig. 2 shows the total power consumption concerning the
SINR requirements, given a CRB threshold ΓS = 0.1 and
EH levels ΓDC

j = −2 dBm,∀j ∈ KER. It is observed that the
power consumption of our proposed joint design is markedly
lower than that of other benchmark schemes. The dynamic on-
off control of RF chains and PSs is shown to be particularly
beneficial for saving power consumption when the SINR
requirements become less stringent. This is due to the fact
that more RF chains and PSs are necessarily active with
high SINR requirements. Furthermore, the tradeoff between
communication and the other two functionalities is elucidated.
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Fig. 2. The total power consumption w.r.t SINR requirements with ΓS = 0.1
and ΓDC

j = −2 dBm,∀j ∈ KER.

When the SINR constraints ΓIR
k ,∀k ∈ KIR, are lower than a

certain turning point, the total power consumption is primarily
influenced by CRB or EH constraints. This manifests as a
horizontal trend in the total power consumption w.r.t. SINR,
highlighting the intricate balance between the various perfor-
mance requirements. Moreover, it is observed that the total
power consumption by fully-digital beamforming is higher
than that by our proposed HAD architecture, indicating that
the utilization of low-power PSs in analog beamforming can
lead to a reduced number of RF chains, by partially offsetting
the demand for digital beamforming.
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Fig. 3. The total power consumption w.r.t CRB threshold with ΓIR
k =

6 dB,∀k ∈ KIR, and ΓDC
j = −2 dBm,∀j ∈ KER.

Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 depict the total power consumption
concerning the CRB threshold under given SINR requirements
ΓIR
k = 6 dB,∀k ∈ KIR, and EH levels ΓDC

j = −2 dBm,∀j ∈
KER, and concerning the EH constraint under given SINR
requirements ΓIR

k = 6 dB,∀k ∈ KIR, and a CRB threshold
ΓS = 0.1, respectively. Our proposed design consistently
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Fig. 4. The total power consumption w.r.t EH constraint with ΓIR
k =

6 dB, ∀k ∈ KIR, and ΓS = 0.1.

outperforms all benchmark schemes in terms of power-saving
performance. It is observed that when the CRB threshold is
high or the EH constraints are low, the total power consump-
tion is dominated by the other two requirements. By combining
such phenomenon in Fig. 2, Fig. 3, and Fig. 4, we explicitly
observe the tradeoff among the three functionalities, including
communication, sensing, and powering.
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Fig. 5. The optimized transmit power allocation across various antennas, with
ΓS = 0.08 and ΓDC

j = 0 dBm,∀j ∈ KER.

Fig. 5 shows a comparative analysis of the optimized trans-
mit power allocation across various antennas, considering non-
linear PA efficiency (i.e., β = 0.5) versus fixed PA efficiency
(i.e., β = 0). In the traditional model employing fixed PA effi-
ciency, the prevalent practice is to activate almost all antennas
while judiciously distributing transmit power. On the contrary,
our proposed design unravels a distinctive pattern, where
certain antennas are deactivated with zero transmit power,
while others receive augmented power allocation to meet the
performance constraints. This phenomenon arises from the
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non-linear nature of PA efficiency, which amplifies in tandem
with the output signal power at each antenna. Consequently,
the BS exhibits a tendency to deactivate more antennas and
elevate the transmit power on the remaining antennas, aiming
to exploit heightened PA efficiency. Moreover, comparing the
cases with ΓIR

k = 6 dB,∀k ∈ KIR, and ΓIR
k = 15 dB,∀k ∈ KIR,

we further observe that the distribution of power allocation at
different transmit antennas turns out to be more polarized with
a higher performance requirement.
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Fig. 6. The on-off status of PSs, with black denoting “on” and white denoting
“off”. The left subfigure is with ΓIR

k = 12 dB, ∀k ∈ KIR, ΓS = 0.08, and
ΓDC
j = 0 dBm, ∀j ∈ KER. The right subfigure is with ΓIR

k = 6 dB,∀k ∈ KIR,
ΓS = 0.1, and ΓDC

j = −2 dBm, ∀j ∈ KER.

Fig. 6 shows the on-off control phenomenon on the PSs
via an intuitive image, where black blocks are “on” PSs
with unit norm and white blocks are “off” PSs being zero.
It is observed that our proposed HAD architecture and on-
off control algorithm efficiently switches off the PSs to save
power. Some antennas are actually switched off due to the
on-off control of PSs, while the others are allocated concen-
trated transmit power to exploit the non-linear PA efficiency.
This is due to the fact that, induced by the non-linear PA
efficiency, the corresponding PSs are with low beamforming
weights and thus preferentially switched off. By comparing the
two subfigures under high and low performance constraints,
respectively, we notice that the PSs, which are deactivated
when the requirements are high, are also switched off when
the requirements are less stringent. In the left subfigure, we
turn off 4 RF chains and 248 PSs in total to save power,
where 5 antennas are actually switched off, while in the right
subfigure, an additional 2 RF chains and 101 PSs are switched
off, contributing to a further reduced total power consumption.
The PSs with the least beamforming weights are switched off
to save more power, while other PSs remain active to guarantee
the performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the energy-efficient hybrid beam-
forming design for a multi-functional ISCAP system, where

a BS sends unified wireless signals to communicate with
multiple IRs, sense multiple point targets, and wirelessly
charge multiple ERs concurrently. We presented a novel HAD
architecture with a switch network for the BS transmitter to
enable the dynamic on-off control of its RF chains and PSs. We
introduced a practical and comprehensive power consumption
model for the BS, accounting for the power-dependent non-
linear PA efficiency and the on-off non-transmission power
consumption model of RF chains and PSs. We proposed an
efficient joint hybrid beamforming and dynamic on-off control
algorithm to minimize the total power consumption of the BS,
while guaranteeing the performance constraints on communi-
cation rates, sensing CRB, and harvested power levels, as well
as the per-antenna transmit power constraint and the constant
modulus constraints for the analog beamformer, by employing
AO, SCA, and SDR techniques. Then, based on the optimized
beamforming weights, we developed an efficient method to
determine the on-off control of RF chains and PSs, and update
the associated hybrid beamforming solution. Numerical results
showed that the proposed design significantly improves the
energy efficiency for ISCAP compared to other benchmark
schemes without joint design of hybrid beamforming and
dynamic on-off control. A tradeoff among the three functional-
ities was revealed, and the benefit of dynamic on-off control in
energy reduction was validated, especially under loose multi-
functional performance requirements.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

It follows from (48) that
∑

k∈KIR
R∗

k+S∗ =
∑

k∈KIR
R̄

∗
k+

S̄
∗, and as a result, {R∗

k}, S∗ and
{
R̄

∗
k

}
, S̄∗ achieve the same

objective values and both satisfy the constraints in (42)-(44).
Next, note that the SINR constraints in (41) are equivalent to

tr
(
HkFRkF

H
)

tr

[
HkF

( ∑
i∈KIR

Ri + S

)
FH

]
+ σ2

IR

≥ ΓIR

1 + ΓIR
,∀k ∈ KIR.

(63)
It is verified from (49) that

tr
(
HkFR∗

kF
H
)
= tr

(
HkFR̄

∗
kF

H
)
. (64)

Therefore, {R∗
k} also satisfies the SINR constraints in (63).

Furthermore, for any v ∈ CNT×1, it holds that

vHF
(
R̄

∗
k −R∗

k

)
FHv

= vHFR̄
∗
kF

Hv −
∣∣∣vHFR̄

∗
kF

Hhk

∣∣∣2 (hH
k FR̄

∗
kF

Hhk

)−1

.

(65)

According to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have(
vHFR̄

∗
kF

Hv
)(

hH
k FR̄

∗
kF

Hhk

)
≥
∣∣∣vHFR̄

∗
kF

Hhk

∣∣∣2 ,
(66)

and it follows that vHF
(
R̄

∗
k −R∗

k

)
FHv ≥ 0. Accordingly,

we have R̄
∗
k−R∗

k ⪰ 0. Additionally, the positive semidefinite
constraint holds for {R∗

k} and S∗ since the summation of a
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set of positive semidefinite matrices is positive semidefinite,
implying S∗ ⪰ 0. Notice that rank (R∗

k) ≤ 1 with R∗
k =

w∗
k (w

∗
k)

H . Therefore, {R∗
k} and S∗ are optimal for problem

(SDR2). As a result, Proposition 1 is proved.
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