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STAR-RIS Assisted SWIPT Systems: Active or
Passive?

Guangyu Zhu, Xidong Mu, Li Guo, Ao Huang, Shibiao Xu

Abstract—A simultaneously transmitting and reflecting recon-
figurable intelligent surface (STAR-RIS) assisted simultaneous
wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT) system is
investigated. Both active and passive STAR-RISs are considered.
Passive STAR-RISs can be cost-efficiently fabricated to large
aperture sizes with significant near-field regions, but the design
flexibility is limited by the coupled phase-shifts. Active STAR-
RISs can further amplify signals and have independent phase-
shifts, but their aperture sizes are relatively small due to the high
cost. To characterize and compare their performance, a power
consumption minimization problem is formulated by jointly de-
signing the beamforming at the access point (AP) and the STAR-
RIS, subject to both the power and information quality-of-service
requirements. To solve the resulting highly-coupled non-convex
problem, the original problem is first decomposed into simpler
subproblems and then an alternating optimization framework
is proposed. For the passive STAR-RIS, the coupled phase-
shift constraint is tackled by employing a vector-driven weight
penalty method. While for the active STAR-RIS, the independent
phase-shift is optimized with AP beamforming via matrix-driven
semidefinite programming, and the amplitude matrix is updated
using convex optimization techniques in each iteration. Numerical
results show that: 1) given the same aperture sizes, the active
STAR-RIS exhibits superior performance over the passive one
when the aperture size is small, but the performance gap
decreases with the increase in aperture size; and 2) given identical
power budgets, the passive STAR-RIS is generally preferred,
whereas the active STAR-RIS typically suffers performance loss
for balancing between the hardware power and the amplification
power.

Index Terms—Active simultaneously transmitting and reflect-
ing reconfigurable intelligent surfaces, simultaneously wireless
information and power transfer, performance comparison.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past years, simultaneous wireless information and
power transfer (SWIPT) has emerged as a prominent and
highly promising technique in the Internet-of-Things (IoT)
network [1-3]. Taking full advantage of the potential of radio-
frequency (RF) signals to carry both energy and information,
SWIPT integrates wireless power transfer (WPT) into conven-
tional wireless information transfer (WIT), thus reconciling the
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power supply and communication for the network. However,
limited by the poor transmission efficiency of RF signals
in complex and variable environments, SWIPT will struggle
to fulfill the communication and charging requirements of
massive devices in the future sixth generation (6G) and beyond
networks. To overcome this issue, various technical solutions,
e.g., smart antennas [4], have been proposed. Among them,
however, a two-dimensional device consisting of elements
with tunable reflection properties, known as reconfigurable
intelligent surface (RIS) [5], has attracted the most attention
recently. For an RIS, by dynamically adjusting the phase-shift
and amplitude of each element, the propagation environment
can be controlled to enhance desired signals and attenuate
unwanted ones. This leads to improved transmission efficiency
in terms of spectrum utilization and energy utilization [6].
Inspired by this, RIS assisted SWIPT systems have become
a topic of great interest [7]. Nevertheless, the half-space
coverage caused by the reflecting-only nature of conventional
RISs severely limits their implementation and application in
practical SWIPT systems.

As a complement, a new RIS concept, namely simultane-
ously transmitting and reflecting RISs (STAR-RISs), has been
suggested in [8]. On the basis of conventional RISs reflecting-
only, the hardware modifications in STAR-RISs allow incident
signals to transmit to the opposite side of RISs, thus achieving
full-space coverage [9]. Typically, the STAR-RISs referred
to in the current literature are passive by default. Although
the nearly passive nature of STAR-RISs imposes more strin-
gent requirements on phase-shift configuration [10], it also
allows STAR-RISs to be cost-efficiently fabricated to large
aperture sizes. This scalability provides significant degrees of
freedom (DoFs) and a substantial near-field communication
region, which are indispensable for addressing the challenging
communication environments of future SWIPT systems. On
the other hand, a new STAR-RIS model at the cost of
additional power consumption, known as the active STAR-
RIS, has recently been proposed in [11]. With their ability
to reflect, transmit, and amplify signals, active STAR-RISs
eliminate the double fading effect while maintaining full-space
coverage, thus improving signal transmission efficiency. They
also feature independent phase-shifts for flexible beamforming
design. These characteristics position active STAR-RISs as a
potential paradigm to boost SWIPT efficiencies in future IoT
networks.

A. Prior Works

1) Passive RIS/STAR-RIS Assisted SWIPT Systems: Thanks
to their significant improvement in transmission efficiency,
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RISs/STAR-RISs have been introduced as powerful supports
for the study of SWIPT systems. In [12], the authors investi-
gated a weighted sum-power maximization problem for all en-
ergy devices (EDs) in a RIS assisted SWIPT system, where the
individual information user (IU) signal-to-interference-plus-
noise ratio (SINR) constraint was met via joint beamforming.
Interestingly, the authors of [13] made an exchange of the
optimization goal and user constraint in [12] and studied a RIS
assisted multiple input multiple output SWIPT system. Based
on these, to better portray the conflict between IUs and EDs, a
multi-objective optimization problem (MOOP) framework was
studied by the authors of [14], where beamforming vectors
at the access point (AP) and phase-shifts at the RIS were
jointly optimized to obtain the fundamental trade-off between
sum-rate and total harvested energy. In other respects, under
the quality-of-service (QoS) requirements, the authors of [15]
proposed to optimize joint active and passive beamforming
for transmit power minimization in a multiple RISs assisted
SWIPT system. Driven by similar QoS requirements, the
transmit power minimization problem was extended for a
large-scale RIS aided SWIPT system in [16]. Furthermore,
the authors of [17] studied the max-min fair energy efficient
beamforming design for RIS assisted SWIPT systems with
a non-linear energy harvesting (EH) model. However, the
literature mentioned above strictly requires that all IUs/EDs
and transmitters be located on the same side of the RIS. To
circumvent this limitation, STAR-RISs were introduced into
SWIPT systems in [18-20]. More specifically, the authors of
[18] investigated the transmit power minimization problem for
a STAR-RIS assisted SWIPT system via a joint beamforming
design while guaranteeing the minimum QoS for SWIPT. The
authors of [19] developed a gamma approximation method
to analyze the performance of a STAR-RIS assisted SWIPT
system over the Rayleigh fading channel. In addition, in
[20], we investigated the robust resource allocation design for
STAR-RIS assisted SWIPT systems under the assumption of
imperfect channel state information (CSI), where the max-min
rate-energy region was explored by solving a MOOP.

2) Active RIS Assisted SWIPT Systems: To mitigate the
double fading effect caused by passive RISs, active RISs have
become the new favorites of auxiliary SWIPT systems and
have been studied in [21-24]. In particular, the authors of
[21] studied two joint beamforming optimization problems
with different practical objectives when introducing an active
RIS into a SWIPT system. Following this, the authors of [22]
considered an active RIS aided SWIPT downlink system, and
aimed to maximize the downlink weighted sum-rate subject
to harvested energy constraints in each ED. Under the statis-
tical channel estimation error constraint, the authors of [23]
investigated the transmit power minimization problem through
joint beamforming design for an active RIS assisted SWIPT
system. Further considering a realistic piecewise nonlinear EH
model, the authors of [24] studied a robust resource allocation
strategy in an active RIS assisted multiuser SWIPT system.

B. Motivations and Contributions

It can be observed that despite extensive research on passive
STAR-RIS assisted SWIPT systems, there remains a notable

gap in exploring active STAR-RISs in this context. This lack
of exploration motivates our initial investigation. As we delved
into this topic, an interesting question arises, Which is better
in SWIPT systems, active or passive STAR-RISs? While the
authors of [25-27] have addressed similar questions for RIS
assisted conventional communication systems, their findings
may not directly apply to the more complicated STAR-RIS
assisted SWIPT systems due to the following reasons:

Complex phase-shift adjustment constraints: Compared
to conventional RISs, STAR-RISs face more complex phase-
shift adjustment constraints. For passive STAR-RISs, in order
to ensure the losslessness of the incident signal, their hardware
design imposes an inherent constraint on phase-shift coupling
between transmission and reflection. However, active STAR-
RISs can circumvent this limitation by incorporating amplifier
elements. As a result, this leads to a significant difference in
phase-shift adjustment between passive and active STAR-RISs,
which is absent in conventional RISs.

Signal processing needs for EDs vs. IUs: Compared to
conventional communication systems, SWIPT systems cater
to a more diverse set of users. These include not only IUs that
need to decode the received signal but also EDs that only need
to capture energy from the received signal. In this context,
the additional thermal noise introduced by active STAR-
RISs, which would typically be eliminated in conventional
communication systems, can actually be beneficial for EUs in
SWIPT systems. Therefore, this conflict in user requirements
adds another layer of complexity to the comparison between
passive and active STAR-RISs in SWIPT systems.

Near- and far-field effects: In particular, passive STAR-
RISs typically require a significantly larger size compared to
their active counterparts under the same power budget. Con-
sequently, a notable extension of the Rayleigh distance occurs
with passive STAR-RISs, leading some users to transition from
the far-field region to the near-field region. This shift broadens
beamforming considerations from the angular domain to the
distance domain, thereby highlighting the inherent differences
in beamforming design between passive and active STAR-
RISs, an aspect not extensively investigated in previous works.

To the best of our knowledge, no existing studies have
comprehensively addressed the above challenges to answer
the question posed. Motivated by this, in this paper, we
study the comparison between active and passive STAR-
RISs to identify a more suitable technical solution for future
SWIPT systems. In particular, a multi-user SWIPT system
is considered, where the STAR-RIS is introduced to assist
a multi-antenna AP to simultaneously transmit information
and power to single-antenna IUs and EDs, respectively. To
visualize the comparison, we use the AP power consumption
under user QoS constraints as a metric and develop a per-
formance comparison between active and passive STAR-RISs
in two different contexts. It suggests that in SWIPT systems,
active STAR-RISs are superior for the same aperture size,
while passive STAR-RISs are more robust for the same power
budget. The main contributions of this paper are summarized
as follows:

o We investigate the multi-user SWIPT systems assisted by

both passive STAR-RIS and active STAR-RIS scenarios.



To characterize their performance, we formulate a joint
beamforming design problem for both models to mini-
mize the AP power consumption, subject to user QoS re-
quirements. On this basis, we conduct their performance
comparison under the same conditions of either aperture
size or power budget.

o For the passive STAR-RIS, we first introduce an equiva-
lent but more tractable expression to replace the coupled
phase-shift constraint. Then, we employ the alternating
optimization (AO) framework to decompose the original
problem into two subproblems, i.e., AP beamforming
design and STAR-RIS beamforming design, and effec-
tively solve them in an iterative manner. We utilize
the semidefinite relaxation (SDR) method to optimize
the AP beamforming. In addition, we propose a weight
penalty method to find high-quality solutions for STAR-
RIS beamforming with coupled phase-shift.

o For the active STAR-RIS, we first consider phase-shift
optimization and amplitude optimization in the beam-
forming design separately. Then, we develop an efficient
algorithm by exploiting the SDR method and successive
convex approximation (SCA) to jointly optimize the AP
beamforming and STAR-RIS phase-shift, where the rank-
one constraint is guaranteed by Gaussian randomization.
Based on this, we use convex optimization techniques to
update the STAR-RIS amplitude in each iteration.

e Our numerical results demonstrate that: 1) the intro-
duction of STAR-RISs leads to significant power con-
sumption savings in SWIPT systems; 2) at the same
dimensions, active STAR-RISs exhibit superior perfor-
mance over passive ones, especially when the dimension
is small; and 3) with the same power budget constraint,
passive STAR-RISs achieve more consistent performance
than active STAR-RISs, as they avoid the trade-off be-
tween hardware power and amplification power.

C. Organization and Notation

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: Section II
presents an introduction to the system model and formu-
lates problems for both passive and active STAR-RISs. Next,
efficient algorithms are developed to solve the formulated
problems for passive and active STAR-RISs in Section III
and Section IV, respectively. Section V shows the numerical
results and the corresponding discussions. Finally, the paper
concludes with Section VI.

Notations: Scalars, vectors, and matrices are denoted by
lower-case, bold lower-case letters, and bold upper-case letters,
respectively. ()7 and (-)¥ denote the transpose and conjugate
transpose, respectively. || - ||, || - ||2, and || - || denote the
norm, spectral norm, and Frobenius norm, respectively. Tr(-)
and Rank(-) denote the trace and rank of the matrices. [-].»,
denotes the (m,n)-th element of the matrix. Besides, diag(-)
denotes the diagonalization operation on vectors. CM*V de-
notes the space of M x N complex valued matrices. CN (i1, 02)
represents the distribution of a circularly symmetrical complex
Gaussian random variable with a mean of ; and a variance
of o2. The function mod(a, b) calculates the remainder when
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the SATR-RIS assisted SWIPT system

a is divided by b, and |a,b| denotes the floor function of the
result of dividing a by b. ® represents the Kronecker product.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A STAR-RIS assiste SWIPT system is illustrated in Fig.
1, where two groups of IUs and EDs, denoted by Kz =
{1,--- ,K;}and K¢ = {1,--- , Kg}, are assisted by a STAR-
RIS in exchanging information and recharging with the AP,
respectively. In particular, the STAR-RIS contains M tunable
elements, the AP is equipped with N antennas, while all
IUs and EDs are in a single-antenna configuration. With the
introduction of the STAR-RIS, the full communication region
is partitioned into two parts: the transmission (T) region and
the reflection (R) region, where all IUs and EDs are randomly
located. Affected by obstacles in the real communication
environment, such as tall buildings, trees, etc., we assume
that the direct links between the AP and all users are blocked
[8,20]. As a result, communication for users in blind spots
is supported by the STAR-RIS enabled transmission and
reflection links. In this case, the channel coefficients from
the AP to the STAR-RIS, from the STAR-RIS to IU ¢, and
from the STAR-RIS to ED j are denoted by F € CM*¥,
h,; € CM*1 and g, ; € CM*1, respectively. Besides, note
that the channel estimation methods proposed in [28] and [29]
are applicable for efficient estimation of the WPT and WIT
channels, respectively. Therefore, we assume that the CSI of
all links at the AP is perfectly known in order to explore the
fundamental design insights.

A. Channel Models

Given the coverage characteristics of the STAR-RIS, its
advantages are better exploited by deploying it between users
rather than in close proximity to the AP. In this context, the
channels between the AP and the STAR-RIS, and between the
STAR-RIS and users, can generally be modeled as follows:

1) AP-STAR-RIS Channel Model: For the uniform linear
array (ULA)-type AP and uniform planar array (UPA)-type
STAR-RIS, we adopt the commonly used geometric model
[30] to fit the channel between them as

MN &
= S st ().
=1

where L denotes the number of paths between the AP and the
STAR-RIS and a; represents the path loss of the [-th path.
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the near- and far-field channel models

In particular, we consider that [ = 1 is the dominant line-of-
sight (LoS) link, and [ = 2, - - - , L denote the non-line-of-sight
(NLoS) links. Besides, <plA and 1/1;4 denote the azimuth and
elevation angle of arrival (AoA) associated with the STAR-
RIS, respectively, and o} denotes the angle of departure (AoD)
of the AP. As a result, the corresponding array response vectors
are denoted by ag (<plA, 1/1;4) for the STAR-RIS and ap (<plD )
for the AP. Supposing the STAR-RIS is a UPA of size M =
M, x M,, the array response vector ag (<pf‘, 1/);4) is given by

1 2 g g
as (1) = - R et
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where A, and d denote the wavelength and the element
spacing, respectively. Similarly, for the ULA-type AP with
N antennas, the array response vector aa (<plD ) is given by

py_ 1 . o mIEL(N-1)sing T

ax (¢1) \/N[L ,e 1" 3)
2) STAR-RIS-Users Channel Model: Considering the case
of STAR-RIS with the large size involved in this study, the
conventional far-field channel model may not accurately cover
all user channels. To address this issue, we refine a more
complex but flexible channel model to better match the links
from the STAR-RIS to users in different locations. As depicted
in Fig. 2, we consider a three-dimensional (3D) topology,
where the coordinates at the center of STAR-RIS are denoted
as uy = [zs,¥s, zs]’. On this basis, the coordinates of the

m-th element of the STAR-RIS are expressed as

W, = [2s + (iz(Mm) — @) d, ys, 25 + (iz(m) — zm) d]T, 4)

where i, (m) = mod (m, M) if mod (m, M,) # 0 otherwise
M, and i,(m) = |m, M, |+1 if mod (m, M,) # 0 otherwise
|m, M, | denote the indexes of the m-th element in the
z-axis and z-axis on the STAR-RIS, respectively. Besides,
Ty = % and z, = 2=+L Accordingly, its Rayleigh
distance can be derived from QALZ, where D is the STAR-
RIS aperture size. At this point,c when the user is beyond
this threshold, it will receive an approximate plane wave from
the STAR-RIS, allowing the channel to be simulated using
the far-field model [31]. Conversely, when the user is within
this threshold, it receives a spherical wave, making the near-
field model a more accurate representation of the channel
[32]. Using the energy user as an example, suppose that the
coordinates of ED j are p; = [2p.j, Yp.j, 2p.j]7 and fall within
the Rayleigh distance. Then, the near-field channel model

between the STAR-RIS and ED j is given by [33]

2mr; g 2w 6

s - T
s, = [ague ™ Xe g e™? ] (5)
Ac _
where a;;m = 5 and 75, = |lum — pjll2 represent

the free space path loss coefficient and the distance between
the m-th element of the STAR-RIS and ED j, respectively.
However, when it lies outside the Rayleigh distance, its
channel will transform into a far-field model, shown as

gs.; = ajVMas (o7, 9P) (©6)

where o = ﬁ% and rj = ||us—p;||2. Besides, as (QDJD, z/JJD)

has a similar form to (2), where ¢ and ¢} denote the
azimuth and elevation AoD associated with the STAR-RIS,
respectively. Note that we ignore the NLoS paths from the
STAR-RIS to EDs and IUs here due to their weak power [31].

Along the same line, assume further that the coordinates of
IU i are denoted as 0; = [T4.i, Yo, 20.i|* - Then, its channel
model can be represented as

_i%rrea 2Ty M
h [ai,le R CIRREE O M€ I xe ]T, near-field, o
8,0
aivV/Mas (P, ), far-field,
where @, = 47;;;,%’ Tiom = |[Wp — 0|2, o = 4’\? and
ri = [[us — 04|

Remark 1. Indeed, the near-field model considers both the
angular and distance domains in the beamforming design,
whereas the far-field model starts with the angular domain
only. Therefore, the latter may be regarded as a special case
of the former. For the convenience of subsequent analysis, we
will directly denote the channels between the STAR-RIS and
EDs or IUs as g, ; or hy ;, without specifically distinguishing
between near-field and far-field models.

B. STAR-RIS Signal Models

In this paper, we consider both the passive and active models
for the STAR-RIS employing energy splitting protocol.

1) Passive STAR-RIS Model: As mentioned in [10],
the incident signal can be manipulated to undergo both
transmission and reflection through circuit adjustments for
each STAR-RIS element. Let s, denote the incident sig-
nal of the m-th element, then the transmitted and the re-
flected signal in this element can be denoted as t,, =
\/@eﬂ’fnsm and 7, = \/@eﬂ’:ﬂsm, respectively, where
Bs, € [0,1] and 63, € [0,27), s € {t,r} represent the
amplitude and phase-shift adjustments imposed on the inci-
dent signal. Based on this, the transmission- and reflection-
coefficient matrices of the passive STAR-RIS can be given
by O = diag (\/ﬂ_{eﬂ’i,w- ,\/ﬁ_}i{eﬁ;\/f) and OP* =
diag (/Bye?%, -, \/Byre’®m), respectively. It should be
noted that given the law of energy conservation and the
realistic electric and magnetic impedances inherent to the
STAR-RIS, the following constraint implies that 8¢, + 37, = 1
and cos (0f, — 67) = 0,Ym € M = {1,---, M} consistently
upheld within each individual element. In addition, due to
the nearly passive nature of the passive STAR-RIS, its power
consumption can be modeled as P, = M P, [25], where P,



denotes the circuit power consumption of each element used
to control the phase-shift adjustment.

2) Active STAR-RIS Model: As shown in [11], the ac-
tive STAR-RIS construction is based on the hardware of
the passive STAR-RIS, with the addition of a reflection-
type amplifier for each element. Therefore, the active STAR-
RIS functions not only in the transmission and reflection of
incident signals, but also in their effective amplification. Let
A = diag (ai,- -+, apr) denote the amplification matrix for the
active STAR-RIS, where a,, > 0 is the amplification factor
of the m-th element. Accordingly, the complete transmission-
and reflection-coefficient matrices for the active STAR-RIS
can be given by ©®¥' = A®; and ©*"' = A@®,, respec-
tively, where ©, = diag (\/Be7%1, -, \/B3,€%), with
Bs, € 10,1],65, € [0,2m),s € {t,r}. In particular, with
the introduction of amplifiers, the flexible hardware design
can effectively circumvent the coupling of phase-shift. As
such, the stringent restrictions on T&R within each active
STAR-RIS element are solely confined to amplitude and
considered by Bt + B = 1,Vm € M. Besides, since the
active STAR-RIS amplifies the signal, its power consumption
model is extended on the basis of the passive STAR-RIS as
Py = M(P.+ P,) + P,, where P, is the biasing power used
by the amplifier in each element and P, denotes the allowable
power budge for amplifying signals of the STAR-RIS.

Remark 2. Since the power consumption of the passive
STAR-RIS comes only from the circuit, it can have a much
larger size than the active STAR-RIS as the STAR-RIS power
budget increases. In this case, the near-field effect is more pro-
nounced for the passive STAR-RIS than its active counterpart,
but the inherent phase-shift coupling is also more complicated.

C. Signal Transmission Models

In this paper, we adopt linear transmit precoding at the AP,
which assigns a dedicated beam, denoted by w; € CN*!
and v; € CN*1, for each IU i and each ED j, respectively.
Accordingly, the transmitted signal at the AP is expressed as

X = Z WiJCZ-I + Z le'an (8

€Lz JEK:

where a:f ~ CN(0,1) is the information-bearing signal for [U
. E . E 2 _ . . .

i, and x;" with E(|z}| )._ 1.15 the energy-carrying signal for
ED j. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the energy
beam and information beam are independent. Therefore, the
transmit power of the AP can be expressed as

Pr=E{x"x} =Y |wil?+ > Ivj|>  ©
€KL JjEKe
1) Passive STAR-RIS Assisted SWIPT: When enabling a
passive STAR-RIS to assist in communication, the received
signal at IU ¢ can be expressed as

= hY, 0" Fx +n,;,Vi € Kz, (10)

I
ypass,i

where s; € {¢,r} indicates the T/R region where IU i is
located. n; € CN (O, 02) denotes the additive white Gaussian
noise at IU ¢. Given that the energy beam contains no
information, we assume it can be successfully decoded and

eliminated by IUs. As a result, the achievable SINR can be
expressed as

|ngz‘Wz‘|2
ZkelCz-,k;éi l[ql Hwy|? + 02’

where H; = diag (hs;)F € CM*N denotes the cascaded
channel from the AP to IU ¢ via the STAR-RIS. q,, =
[\/ﬁ_fiejeil,w- ,\/@ejezs\}]T € CMx1 s, ¢ {t,r} repre-
sents the passive STAR-RIS tuning vector.

On the other hand, the received signal by ED j can also be
expressed in a form similar to (10) as follows:

SINRpass,i = (1 1)

Ypass.j = B OFSFx, 40, Vj € K, (12)

where s; € {t,r} and n; € CN (0,0?). Different from
information users, energy devices do not require detailed
decoding of received signals, which results in all signals being
desirable to energy devices. In addition, the energy harvesting
levels considered in this system can be competely covered by
the linear conversion region generated by multi-parallel EH
circuits [34]. Therefore, for the simplicity of the study, we
adopt the linear EH model [35] to express the received RF
energy/power! at ED j as follows:

Prass,j =1 (Z ’ngjWiyz + Yy ‘ngjvk‘z> , (13)

i€z keKe

where G; = diag(gs;)F € CM*Y denotes the cascaded
channel from the AP to ED j, n is the energy conversion
efficiency. Note that the power of the noise is much lower
than the received signal, which leads to its absence in (13).

2) Active STAR-RIS Assisted SWIPT: Unlike the passive
transmission process described above, the implementation of
active STAR-RIS also amplifies the signal accordingly. In this
way, the thermal noise generated by amplifiers becomes an
unavoidable part of the transmission process [36]. Therefore,
the signals received by IU ¢ and ED j from the AP with the
help of active STAR-RIS are respectively represented as

Yari = WO Fx + hl 0%z + n;, Vi € K7,
Yoy = &L O Fx + gl 0%z + n;,Vj € Ke.

(14)
5)

It may be noted that z € CN (O,UlexM) is the thermal
noise introduced by the active STAR-RIS with the power o2.

Following this, the achievable SINR for IU ¢ can be expressed
as

SINRyer i = G Hiwil® (16)
act,? Zke}CI,]g&i|agHiwk|2+ag|h£iasi 2+0.27
where qs, = [a1 Bfiejefi,~-~ ,anm Bzgejeig]T = Aqy, €

CMx1 s, € {t,r} represents the active STAR-RIS tuning
vector. Along a similar line, the energy harvesting by ED j
can be denoted by P, ;, shown as

Rm—n(Dﬁi Gyw [+ [ Gm|2+oflg£fjﬁsj|2> -
EKT keKe

a7)

'In this paper, we use the unit time of 1 second to measure system
performance. Thus, the terms “power” and “energy” are interchangeable.



Due to the amplification of the incident signal, the energy
consumption for signal processing of the active SATR-RIS is
significantly larger than that of the passive STAR-RIS, and
therefore it cannot be ignored. Assume that the maximum
amplification power budget P, is available to the active STAR-
RIS. We can have

o[ DollAOFwi|*+) |IAGFv|* ol AGs|E

se{t,r Ni€eKz JEKe

=> | D@ Fwil > @ By o2 |@l*| <Pa. (18)

se{t,r\iekz JjEKe

D. Problem Formulation

Our goal is to minimize the power consumption Pr at the
AP, subject to the QoS of each IU and ED. In this case, the
problem of jointly optimizing the AP beamforming and the
STAR-RIS beamforming for both passive and active STARis
is formulated as

oD Z will*+ > lvill® (19a)
JEKe

s.t. SINRx ; 2 'yth,Vz € Kz,X € {pass, act}, (19b)

Px ;> Py, Vj € Kg, X € {pass, act}, (19¢)

!B €[0,1], B+ B, =1,Ym € M, (19d)

efn,efn [o 27), vm €M, (19%)

|6 —6 |— 5 O 5 VmeM for passive model, (19f)

A, € [0, Gmax]s Vm € M, for active model, (19¢g)

Px < Pg, X € {pass, act}, (19h)

where constraints (19b) and (19c) represent the QoS require-
ments for each IU and each ED, respectively.> On the one
hand, (19d)-(19f) jointly characterized the tuning constraints
for each passive STAR-RIS element under the coupled T&R
phase-shift. On the other hand, the beamforming design con-
straints for each active SATR-RIS element can be generalized
by (19d), (19e), and (19g), where anax in (19g) denotes the
amplification coefficient constraint. In addition, Pg in (19h)
denotes the maximum power budget at the STAR-RIS.

Note that given the number of STAR-RIS elements M,
the hardware power consumption is also determined. As a
result, the constraint (19h) in the passive STAR-RIS can
be directly ignored in the subsequent solution, whereas in
the active STAR-RIS, it can be simplified to the form (18).
Nonetheless, for both types of STAR-RISs, the problem (19)
is now presented in a form that is difficult to solve directly.
This is due to the fact that all optimization variables are
tightly coupled in the objective function and constraints (19b)
and (19c), which leads to a high degree of non-convexity
in the problem. Besides, compared to STAR-RISs employing
independent phase-shift, the constraints are more stringent in
our considered coupled phase-shift models, which inevitably

2For the sake of simplicity, we assume that all TUs have the same minimum
achievable SINR requirement ~y,, with 7., = 2%tn — 1, and all EDs have
the same minimum harvested power requirement Pip,.

creates more obstacles in the system design. Moreover, the
amplification tuning coefficient constraint (19g) in the active
STAR-RIS also introduces new difficulties to optimization.
In summary, no existing algorithm can be found to solve
this problem. To address this issue, we will explore efficient
algorithms in the next two sections.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION FOR PASSIVE STAR-RIS

It can be observed that the problem (19) for the version
of the active STAR-RIS just adds the amplification coefficient
consideration while ignoring the coupled phase-shift constraint
to that of the passive STAR-RIS. Therefore, we prefer to
explore the solution for the passive STAR-RIS in this section,
and thereafter make appropriate modifications based on it to
solve the problem for the active STAR-RIS in the next section.

Compared to conventional passive STAR-RIS assisted
SWIPT systems, the coupled phase-shift constraint becomes
the main obstacle to the solution of the considered problem.
To this end, we first define g1 = [g1.1, -+ ,q:.m|7 and
qQr = [QT,lu"' 7q7‘,]\4]T’ where ds,m = 4/ ﬁs meje m,8 €
{t,r},Ym € M. Moreover, due to the coupled phase- shlft,

e, |Otm — Orm| = Z or 37”, non-zero ¢, and g, are

2
orthogonal in complex space. In this way, we can rewrite

constraint (19f) in the following equivalent form:

Hqt,m + qr,mH - Hqt,m - qr,mH =0,Ym € M. (20)

Note that the above equation also holds when gy ,, or ¢, m
is 0, which means that the m-th element only works in R
or T mode. In this case, 6 ,, and 6, ,, can be independently
adjusted. Inspired by this transformation, the penalty function
proves to be a favorable method for resolving this new chal-
lenging constraint (20). Thus, we further consider constraint
(20) by integrating it into the following objective function:

no > wil* 4 Y Vil + Xpenarey 1)
zelCI JEKe
s.t. (19b), (19¢), (19d), (19¢), (21b)

where Xpenalty = |Hqt,m + QT,mH - ”qt,m_QT,mm is a non-
negative penalty term and ¢ is the corresponding penalty
coefficient. As such, the original problem (19) reduces to
a common highly-coupled non-convex form (21). Next, we
will decompose it into two simpler subproblems, i.e., AP
beamforming design and STAR-RIS beamforming design, to
decouple the optimization variables. Then, the AO framework
is employed to solve these two subproblems iteratively.

A. AP Beamforming Design

To begin with, we define W; = w;w;
Vi=v;vil e CV N, Q, = q.qf € CM*M yith rank-one
restriction. Then, for given STAR-RIS beamforming {Qs},
problem (21) is reformulated for the AP beamforming design

as follows:
+ > TV
JjEKe

Yy, Te(WiH{ Q. H,) > yin07
ke, k#i

H c (CNXN

min Tr (W (22a)

WiV €Lz

s.t.Tr(W;H/Q,,. H
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(24)
l n\*
(q§ R 0 0 55
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(25)
Vi € Kz, (22b) Taylor expansion to obtain its lower bound as (26), shown
D . . .
Tr (W,G7Q. G)+S Tr (ViG7Q. G)) > Py, at the top of the next page, where qs/ is a given point.
iGZ/Cz WiG;'Qs, G)) kEZICg (ViG;' Qs, G) > Pun Along the same lines, we may replace the LHS of (23c)
Viek (22¢) with its linear lower bound as (27) to ensure the convexity
J & ) of constraint (23c). As for (19d), we may exhibit it further
W; = 0,Rank (W;) = 1,Vi € Kz, (22d) 44 By = @smdsm,s € {t,7},¥Ym € M. Then, following
V; > 0,Rank (V;) =1,Vj € Ks¢. (22e) the convex concave procedure (CCP), we can relax it by

At this point, problem (22) is a standard semidefinite program
(SDP) problem featuring non-convex rank-one constraints. To
effectively solve it, we employ the SDR method to circumvent
these constraints directly. This enables the relaxed problem to
be solved using existing solvers such as CVX [37]. Indeed,
there is no gap between the solution to the relaxed version
and the original version for (22). This is because the optimal
solutions W7 and V7 obtained by solving the former always
satisfy the rank-one constraints considered in the latter, which
can be demonstrated through [20, Theorem 1]. Therefore, the
desired transmit beamforming vector can be recovered via the

* ox H

o . _ H _
Cholesky decomposition as W} = wiw;™ and V; = v} V]

B. STAR-RIS Beamforming Design

For given {w;, v;}, the optimization objective of problem
(21) will degrade to include only the penalty term. Let
Azk; = H,; iWEW, H B%k = G; FWEWL GH and Cjk =
G vivy GJH € (CMXM, we can recast (21) as

min ¢ Z ‘Hqt,m + @l = llgem — qr,m”‘ (23a)
qs
meM
Kr
st af Ai s =y Y all Ai ks, >yin0® VieKz, (23b)
ki
KI KE
> al'Bjra.+Y  al Cjras,> P VieKe, (230)
k=1 k=1
(194d). (23d)

Nonetheless, the non-convexity of the penalty term makes the
reformulated problem (23) still difficult to solve. To overcome
this challenge, we first introduce a non-negative auxiliary
variable {Z,, > 0} that satisfies Z,, > ||¢t,m~+@rm|| = qt.m—
Groml and Zp > \@m — @rmll = |@tm + @rm]|. Besides,
inspired by the SCA technique, we can further transform
the right-hand side of the above two inequalities with the
corresponding convex approximate upper bound by the first-
order Taylor expansion as (24) and (25), shown at the top of
the next page, where [ denotes the number of iterations.
Next, considering the possibility that the left-hand side
(LHS) of (23b) is non-concave, we employ the first-order

ﬁs <qsmq8m Sﬁ

approximated as 35, < 2Re{¢ mqs } qslz;iqs ' With its first
Taylor expansion. Thus, by 1ntr0ducmg new slack variables
{zs,m > 0}, problem (23) is approximated as

2M
€ Zuix 3 Ko

the ﬁrst inequality can be further

min (28a)
=y ¥ se{t,r} m=1

S.. Zm = Dy Zm = Dy ¥ € M, (28b)
RO(qy,) > yno?, Vi € Kz, (28¢)
PO (q,,) > P, Vj € Ke, (284d)
Qamlsm < By, + X, m,vm eM, (28¢)
¢ al) - 2Re{ gl 1, a{) } < Xomans— B, ¥mE M, (28f)
Xom >0,m=1,2--- 2M, (282)
(19d), (28h)

where ) an]\il Xs,m denotes a new penalty function that
limits the CCP and x represents its associated penalty co-
efficient. Moreover, in order to improve the convergence
performance, we introduce a residual variable vector, denoted

by A = [01, -+ ,0K;,0K,+1, " ,0K,+Kg|- Then, problem
(28) can be recast to
Ki+Kg

quIrlnl’r)r(&m Z 0; +§Z ZmtXx Z Z Xs,m (292)

meM se{t,r} m=1

st. RO(qs,) > veno? + 6;,Vi € Kz, (29b)

PY(as,) > P+ 01k, Vi € Ke, (29¢)

(19d), (28b), (28e), (28f), (28g). (294d)

Note that problem (29) is a standard convex problem and
can be solved using the CVX solver. However, in order
to avoid the conflict between the two penalty terms, the
weights between y and & should be controlled in a reasonable
way. In fact, considering that the penlaty term with respect
to amplitude constraint typically exerts a greater impact on
performance compared to coupled phase-shift constraint, we
maintain £ = 0.1 consistently throughout this paper to achieve
a higher quality solution.
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k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1
(27)
Algorithm 1 Proposed weight penalty based AO algorithm to [Qtlmm + [Qrlmm = 1,Ym € M, (30h)
solve problem (19). [Alm € [0, amax], Vm € M, (301)

1: Initialize variables {qgo)}, penalty coefficients £ and .

2: repeat

3:  Set the iteration number [ = 1.

4:  repeat

5 Solve problem (22) with given {qgl_l)}, update

(W} and {V1.
6: Solve problem (29) with given {ng)} and {V§l)}
and {qglfl)}, update {qgl)}.
Update [ < [ + 1.
8:  until the fractional increase of the objective value is
below a threshold gg.
9:  Update q§0> with the current solutions qgl)
& X
10: until the penalty term is satisfied with predefined conver-
gence condition.
11: Output Wi = W, v = v and g7 = gV

, and update

In summary, for given penalty coefficients £ and y, by alter-
nately optimizing problems (22) and (29) several times, we can
obtain the suboptimal solution to the original problem (21).
Subsequently, by gradually increasing the penalty coefficients
and repeating the previous steps until )\, Z, < € and
Doseltr} S2M X, n < € are held, the suboptimal solution
will converge to a high-quality stationary point. Then, the
proposed algorithm can be outlined in Algorithm 1.

IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION FOR ACTIVE STAR-RIS

Without delving into the intricacies of phase-shift coupling
between transmission and reflection, we can directly proceed
with beamforming design from the perspective of matrix di-
mensions. In this case, following the definition in the previous
section, we may reformulate the problem (19) for the active
STAR-RIS as follows:

W G, A Z Tr (Wi) + Z Tr (V) (30a)
iekz JEK:
s.t.Te(WHIAQ, AH,)— 7, > To(W, HI AQ,, AH,)
kEK T, k#i

— yno2Tr (W;AQ,, Ahy ;) > yno®, Vi € Kz, (30b)
> T (WiGI'AQ,, AG))+) Tr (ViGI'AQ,,AG))

€KXz keKe

+02Tr (g, AQ., Ag. ) > P, Vj € K, (30c)
W, = 0,Rank (W) = 1,Vi € K, (30d)
V,; = 0,Rank (V;) = 1,Vj € K¢, (30e)
Q, = 0,Rank (Q,) = 1,Vs € {t,r}, (30f)
[Qs]m.m € [0,1],Vs € {t,r},¥m € M, (30g)

> (YT WiF7AQ.AF)+

se{t,r} i€z

Y Tr (V,FYAQ,AF)+0°Tr (AQ,A) )gPa. (30j)

JEKe
It can be observed that the SDR method used to solve problem
(22) cannot be directly utilized for the solution of this problem
(30) due to the high coupling of variables. Therefore, we
first divide all optimization variables into two blocks, i.e.,
{W;,V,,Q,} and {A}. Based on this foundation, the original
problem is accordingly decomposed into two subproblems,
which are regarded as the joint beamforming design problem
and the amplification feasibility-check problem.

A. Joint Beamforming Design

On the one hand, with fixed {A}, the joint beamforming
design problem is reduced for {W;,V,;,Q,}. However, the
non-convexity of constraints still impedes the solution to
the problem. As such, we can rewrite constraints (30b) and
(30c) in a simpler form as (32) and (33) according to [8,
Lemma 1]. In the following, we employ SCA to obtain a
suboptimal solution in an iterative manner. For a given point
{Wil),V§l), gl)} in the [-th iteration, we can obtain the
convex upper bound of (32) and (33) according to the first
Taylor expansion as (34) and (35), respectively. Similarly,
the non-convexity of the LHS of constraint (30j) can be
approximated by (36) in each iteration. As for non-convex
rank-one constraints, we still employ the SDR method to
ignore them directly. With these transformations, the relaxed
problem can be approximated as

] Tr (W; ;

wilill 2 W 2 (v
st [Raed]™ <0,Vi € Kz, (31b)
[Pat]"™ < 0,Vj € K¢, (31c)

W, = 0,Vi € Kz, (31d)

V, = 0,Vj € Ke, (31le)

Q, = 0,Vs € {t,r}, (31f)

[P]* < Ps, (3lg)

(30g), (30h), (30i). (31h)

This is a standard SDP problem and can be solved by CVX.
Note that the rank-one constraint for AP beamforming is
always satisfied, while for the STAR-RIS, we can reconstruct
it using the Gaussian randomization procedure [38], the details
of which are omitted here for brevity.
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B. Amplification Feasibility-Check

On the other hand, with fixed {W;, V;, Q,}, the original
problem is reduced to a feasibility-check problem with am-
plification matrix {A}. Specially, since all {W;,V;, Q,} are

— 1L 1
semipositive definites, we can define W; 2 W?, V; £ vz,

C)S £ QS% . Then, the feasibility-check problem is shown as

Find A (37a)
st [|[WHIAQ,, % — v > W HITAQ,, ||%
keKz,k#i
— Yot W AQs, |17 > yeno?, Vi € Kz, (37b)
> IWGHAQ, |7 +) 0 IViGIAQ,, |7,
€KL keke
+ 028, AQ,||F > P, Vj € Ke, (37¢)

S D IWETAQ.E + Y IV,FETAQ.3

se{t,r} “i€eKz jeKe
+02|AQ,|%) < P, (37d)
(30i). (37¢)

For the LHS of non-convex constraints (37b) and (37c¢), we
can obtain their lower bound using their first Taylor expansion
expression, as shown in (39) and (40) at the top of the next

page. Consequently, problem (37) can be approximated as a
standard convex SDP as follows:

Find A (38a)
s.t. [Racei]™ > yen, Vi € Kz, (38b)
[Pact ™ > Pin,Vj € Ke, (38¢)
(30i), (37d). (38d)

To solve this simpler problem, CVX is utilized. To sum
up, the intractable problem (19) for the active STAR-RIS is
first reformulated as a SDP problem (30). Then, the SCA
framework is applied to alternately solve the two approximated
subproblems (31) and (38) decomposed from (30). Since the
optimal goal only exists in (31), which is non-increasing, and
(38) is a feasibility-check problem, the convergence of the
proposed algorithm is guaranteed. Additionally, the details of
the proposed algorithm are summarized in Algorithm 2.

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

On the one hand, the original problem (19) for the passive
STAR-RIS is solved by a two-layer algorithm exploiting
penalty method. In the outer layer, the penalty coefficients
are updated in each iteration. While in the inner layer, the
reformulated problem (21) with fixed £ and x is decomposed
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Algorithm 2 Proposed iterative algorithm to solve (30).

1: Initialize variables {Wgo),Vgo),ng)}, and {A)}, set
the iteration number [ = 1.
2: repeat
3 Solve problem (31) with given {A(~D}, update
{ng), Vgl), gl)} according to SCA framework.
4  Solve problem (38) with given {W.", V!" Q{"}, up-
date {A(D} according to SCA framework.
5. Update [ < [+ 1.
6: until the fractional increase of the objective value is below
a threshold €.
7 Output Wi=W", vi=v" Q:=Q{", and A*=A0.

into a standard SDP and a vector dimension optimization
problem. Of them, the former can be solved by the interior
point method [38], whose computational complexity is deter-
mined by O (KN3*®), and the computational complexity of
the latter is determined by O (4M? + 6M ). Thus, the approx-
imate computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is given by
Ors = O (Lowlin (KN35 4+ 4M? + 6M)), where Loy and
I, denote the number of outer and inner loops, respectively,
and K = K;+ Kg. On the other hand, for the active STAR-
RIS, the original problem is divided into two subproblems
with a standard SDP form, which can also be optimized by the
interior point method iteratively. Therefore, let I, denote the
number of loops, the approximate computational complexity of
Algorithm 2 is given by O™ = O (I (KN3° 4+ 3M39)).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To comprehensively compare the performance of passive
and active STAR-RISs in SWIPT systems, we consider two
different resource constraints. First, we compare them under
the same size, where the power consumption of the hardware
is fixed by M. In this scenario, the power consumption of
the active STAR-RIS may be much higher than that of the
passive STAR-RIS. Thus, to ensure a fair comparison, we add
the power consumption Pg of the STAR-RIS to the power
consumed Pr by the AP as in [21]. Second, we investigate
the comparison with the same STAR-RIS power budget Ps.
In this case, the optimal number of elements for the passive
STAR-RIS can be directly determined as M* = %, while
the M™ for the active STAR-RIS needs to be further ecxplored.
Based on the above analysis, the numerical results in this paper
are developed from different perspectives.

A. Simulation Setup

We consider a simulation setup in the 3D coordinate as
shown in Fig. 3, where the AP is located at [0,0,6m|”, while

Fig. 3: Simulation setup
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the STAR-RIS is deployed at a location 30 meters away from
the AP and its central coordinates are [0, 30m, 2m|”. The EDs
and IUs are randomly located on circles centered at the STAR-
RIS with a radius of rg = 1.5 m and r; = 10 m. In particular,
we consider a simple yet widely applicable user distribution,
consisting of one ED and one IU in each of the T and R
regions. Besides, we assume that the AP is equipped with
N = 4 antennas and the communication operates in the f. =
20 GHz band, then A, = 0.015 m, d = % = 0.0075 m. For
the other parameters, unless otherwise noted, they are set as
follows: P. = 0.1 mW, B, = 0.3167 mW, a?nax =40 dB [36],
L =10,7 =038, 0% = 02 = —100 dBm, g9 = 1075, and
€1 = €2 = 10_3.

In addition, three baseline schemes are considered: 1) Pas-
sive STAR-RISs (Independent): In this scheme, the phase-
shift of q, and q,. in each element can be adjusted from [0, 27)
independently. 2) Conventional Active/Passive RISs: In this
scheme, two M /2-element conventional reflecting-only RIS
and transmitting-only RIS are deployed adjacent to each other.
3) Passive STAR-RISs (Element-wise): In this scheme, the
coupled phase-shift constraint in passive STAR-RISs is solved
by the element-wise method [10].

B. Convergence of Proposed Algorithms

In Fig. 4, we show the convergence behavior of the proposed
algorithms for both passive and active STAR-RISs. Note that
the number of iterations here for Algorithm 1 refers to the
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Fig. 5: Pr + Ps versus the number of STAR-RIS elements
number of outer loops. The results depict that all curves fly
down as the number of iterations increases and eventually
stabilize at a fixed value. However, this process takes longer
for active STAR-RISs compared to passive STAR-RISs. This
is because active STAR-RISs require additional optimization
of the amplification factor matrix, which is not present in
passive STAR-RISs. Besides, Algorithm 1 optimizes phase-
shift from a vector dimension, whereas Algorithm 2 uses a
matrix dimension. Nevertheless, in any case, the convergence
rates remain within 10 iterations even if M = 256. This
confirms the feasibility of our proposed algorithms.

C. Performance Comparison Under the Same Size

In this subsection, the performance comparison is based on
the same number of STAR-RIS elements. To ensure fairness,
we also consider the power consumption of the STAR-RIS
as a reference for the comparison. In this case, the power
consumption Pg of the passive STAR-RIS is determined by
Ps = MP,, while the power consumption Ps of the active
STAR-RIS is determined by Ps = M(P. + P,) + P,.

1) Power Consumption Versus STAR-RIS Elements: In Fig.
5, we explore the power consumption of Pr + Pg versus
the number of STAR-RIS elements. We set the P, = 0.1
W, QoS requirements of IUs and EDs as Ry, = 2 bits/s/Hz
and P, = 2 puW. It can be observed that active STAR-
RISs have a significant advantage over passive STAR-RISs
when the M is small, which is due to the amplification
gain provided by active load. However, as M increases, the
performance gap is decreasing. This can be explained as
follows. Under the same QoS, the DoF gain from increasing
M helps passive STAR-RISs effectively mitigate the double
fading effect, thus reducing the transmit power significantly.
However, in active STAR-RISs, the increase of M not only
compresses the amplification capability of each element but
also introduces additional hardware overheads, which inhibit
the performance enhancement of the system by the addi-
tional DoFs. The same reasons can be used to explain the
slowing growth rate of active STAR-RISs performance as
the maximum allowable amplification factor ap,ax increases.
Regarding the performance loss due to coupled phase-shift
in passive STAR-RISs, it is almost negligible when M is
small. Although this loss increases with a larger M, it remains
relatively limited, indicating the robustness of our proposed
algorithm. In addition, compared to the element-wise method,
our proposed algorithm demonstrates significant performance
improvement. This advantage is due to the optimization of
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the entire STAR-RIS as a whole, rather than optimizing each
element separately.

2) Power Consumption Versus QoS Requirements: Fig. 6
plots the power consumption of Pr + Ps versus the QoS
requirements with M = 30 x 20 and P, = 0.1 W. In this
case, EDs are located in the near-field region while IUs are
located in the far-field region of the STAR-RIS. Specially,
we investigate the power consumption versus Py, with fixed
Ry, = 2 bits/s/Hz in Fig. 6(a). As can be observed, as the
Py, increases, the performance gap between STAR-RISs and
conventional RISs is widening, especially in the passive model
comparison. This is largely due to the additional DoFs from
the STAR-RIS. However, this phenomenon is less significant
in the active model because the amplification gain has a more
substantial impact on the system than the influence of external
DoFs. This also explains why conventional active RISs out-
perform passive STAR-RISs in this scenario. In addition, to
cope with the increase in P, active STAR-RISs are able to
control the cost of Ps more effectively, thanks to the signal
amplification gain and thermal noise gain from the active load.

A similar situation is observed in Fig. 6(b), which plots the
power consumption versus the R;; with fixed P, = 4 pW.
The difference is that the performance loss caused by coupled
phase-shift in this figure is more pronounced, especially at
high data rates. This can be attributed to the following reasons:
First, IUs in the far-field region receive plane waves from the
AP, necessitating greater beamforming directionality. Second,
a higher Ry, increases challenge of beamforming in terms of
enhancing useful signal and suppressing interference, particu-
larly when users are located on both sides of STAR-RISs.

D. Performance Comparison with the Same Power Budget

With the same power budget Ps, the dimensions of passive
STAR-RISs and active STAR-RISs can differ significantly.
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In particular, the optimal solution for passive STAR-RISs is
achieved by using up all the budget to extend its size, i.e.,
M =L +>. However, the optimal size of active STAR-RIS is
to be determmed Therefore, we first explore the performance
comparison versus the number of active STAR-RIS elements,
and then investigate the effect of different channel models due
to STAR-RIS size differences in the compraison.

1) Power Consumption Versus Number of Active STAR-RIS
Elements: In Fig. 7, we study the AP power consumption Pr
versus the number of active STAR-RIS elements. Particularly,
the results presented in Fig. 7(a) are based on different
power budgets Ps when QoS requirements are fixed with
R, = 2 bits/s/Hz and Py, = 2 pW. It can be observed
that the AP power consumption in passive STAR-RISs assisted
systems is constant, whereas that in active STAR-RISs assisted
systems initially decreases and then increases as M grows.
Furthermore, the latter outperforms the former only when the
active STAR-RISs are configured at a moderate size. This can
be explained as follows. Given the power budget, the optimal
M* for passive STAR-RISs is fixed with %. While for
active STAR-RISs, the power budget must accommodate both
hardware design and amplifier control. Consequently, when M
is small, there may be a surplus of power due to the limitation
of amax. By contrast, when M is large, the excessive hardware
consumption significantly reduces the power available for
amplification, thereby degrading the system performance. As a
result, this trade-off poses a significant challenge for hardware
design implementation in practice.

In Fig. 7(b), we extend the above study for different QoS
requirements with Ps = 0.03 W, which present similar results
to Fig. 7(a). In addition, the optimal number of elements for
active STAR-RISs increases as P, increases. This is because
the thermal noise and DoF gains achieved from adding a cer-
tain amount of elements outweigh the loss due to the reduced
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amplification power budget. However, this phenomenon is not
significant among noise-sensitive 1Us.

2) Beam Pattern Comparison with Same Power Budget: In
Fig. 8, we compare the beam pattern for active and passive
STAR-RISs under the same power budget, where we consider
Ps=0.06 W, Ry, =2 bits/s/Hz and P, =2 pW. To maximize
system efficiency, we assume that the active STAR-RIS is
configured with a number of elements of M = 8 x 8, where
all users are located in the far-field region. For passive STAR-
RISs, the optimal size with given power budget is M = 600, if
we make M, = 30 and M, = 20, then its Rayleigh distance
will be determined as aﬁ = 9.75 m, where EDs will fall
into the near-field region while the IUs are distributed in the
far-field region. Note that since IUs are located in the far-field
region in both scenarios and their harvested energy magnitude
is much lower than that of EDs, we mainly focus on the beam
pattern comparison of EDs. As such, Fig. 8(a) plots the beam
pattern for EDs in far-field region, where the power intensity
at the EDs is at a very high level. However, its signal power
exhibits a gradual decrease in the propagation path, which
suggests that the beam steering in far-field causes some energy
dissipation. By contrast, Fig. 8(b) illustrates the beam pattern
of EDs in the near-field. It can be seen that beam focusing in
this scenario can accurately converge the energy into specific
locations of EDs, thus increasing the efficiency of WPT.

Distance along the x-axis versus the STAR-RIS (m)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, a STAR-RIS assisted SWIPT system was
studied, where both active and passive STAR-RISs were con-
sidered for comparison. In this context, the minimum power
consumption optimization problem was formulated for both
models. To solve the resulting intractable problem, a weight
penalty based AO algorithm was proposed for passive STAR-
RISs, and an iterative method exploiting SCA and convex



optimization techniques was utilized in active STAR-RISs.
Numerical results unveiled that STAR-RISs can significantly
reduce power consumption for the AP by utilizing a small
power budget, confirming their potential in future SWIPT
applications. Additionally, given the same aperture size, active
STAR-RISs outperform passive ones, especially at the smaller
aperture size. However, under the same power budget, pas-
sive STAR-RISs become a more robust option due to their
simpler design, which avoids the complex trade-offs between
hardware power consumption and amplification power budget
required by active STAR-RISs. Thus, addressing these design
challenges for active STAR-RISs will be the focus of our
future work to fully leverage their potential.
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