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Abstract—A novel movable-element enabled simultaneously
transmitting and reflecting surface (ME-STARS) communication
system is proposed, where ME-STARS elements positions can
be adjusted to enhance the degress-of-freedom for transmission
and reflection. For each ME-STARS operating protocols, namely
energy-splitting (ES), mode switching (MS), and time switching
(TS), a weighted sum rate (WSR) maximization problem is
formulated to jointly optimize the active beamforming at the
base station (BS) as well as the elements positions and passive
beamforming at the ME-STARS. An alternative optimization
(AO)-based iterative algorithm is developed to decompose the
original non-convex problem into three subproblems. Specifically,
the gradient descent algorithm is employed for solving the
ME-STARS element position optimization subproblem, and the
weighted minimum mean square error and the successive convex
approximation methods are invoked for solving the active and
passive beamforming subproblems, respectively. It is further
demonstrated that the proposed AO algorithm for ES can be
extended to solve the problems for MS and TS. Numerical results
unveil that: 1) the ME-STARS can significantly improve the
WSR compared to the STARS with fixed position elements and
the conventional reconfigurable intelligent surface with movable
elements, thanks to the extra spatial-domain diversity and the
higher flexibility in beamforming; and 2) the performance gain
of ME-STARS is significant in the scenarios with larger number
of users or more scatterers.

Index Terms—Simultaneously transmitting and reflecting sur-
face, movable element, position optimization, beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the proliferation of high-volume data transmission

in the wireless communication networks, extensive research

efforts have been devoted to more spectrum-efficient technolo-

gies, such as the multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) [1],

[2]. Although the MIMO technique can provide substantial

beam gain by exploiting the degrees of freedom (DoFs) in the

spatial domain, the growing number of radio frequency (RF)

chains lead to considerable hardware costs and energy con-

sumption, especially in high frequency bands [3]. As a remedy,

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have emerged as a

promising solution [4], [5], which effectively enhance the sig-

nal strength via the phase response of a set of low-cost passive

elements. Compared to the conventional antenna system with

active hardware components, RISs that just passively adjust

the propagation of incident signals are more economical and
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environmentally friendly, and thus can be densely deployed in

wireless networks. However, the reflecting-only RIS requires

the transmitter and receiver to be located on the same side of

the RIS, which results in “half-space” coverage and therefore

restricts the deployment flexibility. To overcome this limita-

tion, the simultaneously transmitting and reflecting surface

(STARS) [6]–[8] is a promising technology to support the

transmission and reflection simultaneously and facilitate the

“full-space” coverage. As such, the users on both sides of

the STARS can benefit from the beam gain brought by the

reconfigured propagation environment [9], [10].

Note that conventional MIMO/RIS/STARS technologies

generally employ fixed position antennas (FPAs), where the

spacing among antennas is commonly set to half of the

wavelength. Such discrete antenna deployment can not fully

exploit the spatial DoFs and thus results in array gain loss

within the antenna region. Although the antenna selection

(AS) technique can further improve the utilization of the

spatial diversity [11], where antennas with preferable chan-

nel conditions have to be selected from a dense array for

enhancing the communication performance, it results in high

hardware cost due to the deployment of a massive number of

antennas. To tackle this issue, the position-adjustable antenna

(PAA) technologies, such as fluid antenna (FA) [12], [13] and

movable antenna (MA) [14], [15], have been recently studied

for further enhancing the system performance. Specifically, the

antennas positions can be flexibly changed within a confined

region in the order of several to tens of wavelengths, in

the purpose of constructing favorable channel conditions.

The PAA technologies can efficiently exploit the channel

variation in the continuous spatial domain, thus bringing new

opportunities to the MIMO and RIS/STARS communication

systems for enhancing the channel power gains or mitigating

the interference.

A. Related Works

Compared to the conventional FPA system, the PAA system

possesses the additional spatial-domain variables, i.e., the an-

tenna positions, to be optimized for performance improvement.

The authors of [12] proposed the concept of FA for freely

switching the position of an antenna to a set of candidate ports

over a fixed-length line space, with the aim of picking up the

strongest channel gain. Moreover, the authors of [13] studied

the FA-assisted multiuser communications, where the antenna

at each user was moved to the position with deep fade of the

interference and favorable power gain of the desired signals.

The authors of [14] proposed a novel field-response channel
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model for the MA system and analyzed the maximum channel

gain in both deterministic and stochastic channels. Moreover,

considering the multiuser communications scenario where

each user is deployed with a single MA, the multiple access

gain was evaluated in [15] by jointly optimizing the antenna

positions, the user transmit powers and the BS combining

matrix. Considering that the beam pattern of a MIMO system

is affected not only by the beamforming weights but also by

the antenna positions, the antenna position optimization was

exploited in [16] for enhancing the channel capacity. With

the objective of the minimum achievable rate maximization

in the multiuser communications where the BS is employed

with a MA array, the particle swarm optimization method was

leveraged in [17] for solving the joint antenna position and

beamforming optimization problem. Incorporating the non-

orthogonal multiple access technique, the authors in [18]

focused on the joint power allocation and antenna positions

optimization via an alternating optimization (AO) scheme

underpinned by the successive convex approximation (SCA)

method. Thanks to the more flexible beam pattern design by

exploiting the spatial variation, the MIMO system enhanced

by the PAA technologies is expected to be more robust against

interference. Therefore, the enhanced multi-beam forming

with a linear MA array was investigated in [19] for striking the

trade-off between the beam gain maximization over desired

directions and the interference minimization over undesired

directions.

Some recent studies have started to explore the integra-

tion of RIS with PAA technologies. Specifically, the authors

of [20] proposed a FA enabled joint transmit and receive

index modulation transmission scheme for the RIS-assisted

millimeter-wave communications. In [21], the system outage

probability was derived for the RIS-aided communication

system involving the receiver with a single FA. Considering the

downlink transmission from a BS deployed with a MA array

to a single-antenna user with the aid of a RIS, the authors

of [22] aimed to maximize the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) by

jointly optimizing the BS/RIS active/passive beamforming and

the antenna position. In a multiuser communication system

with a MA enabled BS and a RIS with FPAs, a fractional

programming-based iterative algorithm was proposed in [23]

for the sum-rate maximization. Furthermore, a MA-aided

integrated sensing and communication system was investigated

in [24], where an RIS was employed to enhance both the

communication and sensing performance. However, the works

[22]–[24] all assumed that the RISs were equipped with FPAs

and the spatial DoFs was not been fully exploited at the RISs

side. Therefore, some recent works [25]–[27] have started to

explore the benefits of deploying MA enabled RISs, where the

passive elements can be moved to desired positions for supe-

rior incoming and outgoing channels. In [25], the MAs were

employed at the RISs to eliminate the phase distribution offset

across different cascaded source-element-destination channels

when the discrete phase shifts were considered. The authors

of [26] evaluated the impact of transmit power and number

of elements on the outage probability performance of a MA

enabled RIS structure. However, the movement of the elements

were restricted to the one-dimension (1D) region in both [25]

and [26]. Considering the RIS is equipped MAs that can

move on the two-dimensional (2D) surface, the authors of [27]

proposed a product Riemannian manifold optimization method

for the joint design of the beamforming and the elements

positions, and demonstrated that enabling the movement of

elements in RIS leaded to higher performance gains compared

to integrating MAs with BS.

B. Motivations and Contributions

Although it has been demonstrated that PAA technologies

can bring in significant performance gain to the MIMO and

RIS communication system, the integration of PAA with

STARS has not been well studied. In this work, we propose a

new communication paradigm where the multiuser downlink

transmission is assisted by a STARS deployed with movable

elements (MEs), namely the ME-STARS. Note that, compared

to the PAA enabled MIMO/RIS communications, exploring the

full potential of the ME-STARS introduces new challenges.

Firstly, different from PAAs that are deployed at the transmit-

ter/receiver sides, the STARS MEs positions make an impact

on the BS-STARS-user cascaded channel, which makes the

position optimization more complicated. Secondly, compared

to the RIS with PAAs, the STARS MEs positions can af-

fect both the transmission and reflection channels. Thirdly,

since the STARS transmission and reflection beamforming are

coupled together, the joint MEs positions and beamforming

optimization becomes intractable to handle. These challenging

issues motivate us to contribute this work to fully reap the

benefits of the ME-STARS.

Against the above background, we explore the ME-STARS-

aided wireless communications and investigate the joint MEs

positions and active/passive beamforming design for three

STARS operating protocols, i.e., energy splitting (ES), mode

switching (MS), and time switching (TS). The main contribu-

tions of this work are summarized as follows:

• We propose a ME-STARS-aided downlink multiuser

communication system, where the spatial-domain DoFs

is further enhanced via the flexible configuration of the

STARS MEs positions. By characterizing the cascaded

BS-STARS-user channel power gain as a function of the

MEs positions, we formulate the joint MEs positions and

beamforming optimization problems for ES, MS, and TS

protocols, with the aim of maximizing the weighted sum

rate (WSR).

• We propose an AO based algorithm to solve the highly-

coupled non-convex optimization problem for ES, where

the original problem is decomposed into three subprob-

lems. For the MEs positions optimization, the penalty

method is first adopted to transform the constrained prob-

lem to an unconstrained one. Afterwards, the gradient

descent algorithm (GDA) is developed to find the local-

optimal solution. For the active and passive beamforming,

the weighted minimum mean square error (WMMSE) and

SCA algorithms are invoked to obtain the stationary solu-

tions. We further demonstrate that the proposed algorithm

can be extended to solve the problems formulated for MS

and TS protocols.
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• Numerical results unveil that 1) the ME-STARS can

facilitate considerable performance gain compared to the

conventional STARS with fixed-position elements (FPE-

STARS) for all operating protocols; 2) the ME-STARS

shows superior performance than the RIS with MEs

(ME-RIS) for both ES and MS, while the ME-STARS

outperforms the ME-RIS for TS only when the number

of users is limited; and 3) the superiority of the ME-

STARS is significant in the scenario with larger number

of users or more scatterers.

C. Organization and Notations

The remaining structure of this paper is arranged as follows.

In Section II, the system model is first introduced, which is

followed by the ME-STARS-aided communications channel

model characterization and the WSR maximization problem

formulation. In Section III, the AO-based iterative algorithms

are developed to address the resulting non-convex problems

for three STARS operating protocols. Section IV presents the

simulation results, and Section V concludes the paper.

Notations: Scalars, vectors, and matrices are denoted by

italic letters, bold-face lower-case, and bold-face upper-case,

respectively. CN×M denotes the set of N × M complex-

valued matrices. Superscripts (·)∗, (·)T , (·)H , and (·)−1 denote

the conjugate, transpose, conjugate transpose, and inversion

operators, respectively. | · | and ‖·‖ denote the determinant and

Euclidean norm of a matrix, respectively. Tr (·), ‖·‖F , and

vec (·) denote the trace, Frobenius norm, and vectorization of

a matrix, respectively. [·]m,n denotes the (m,n)-th element of

a matrix. 1N denotes the all-one row vector with length N .

E denotes the expectation operator. ◦ denotes the Hadamard

multiplication. All random variables are assumed to be zero

mean.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we present the system model of a ME-

STARS-aided downlink multiuser communication system and

formulate the joint MEs positions and beamforming optimiza-

tion problem for the ES, MS, and TS protocols.

A. System Description

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a narrowband ME-STARS

aided downlink multiuser communication system, which con-

sists of a base station (BS) equipped with M FPAs located in

the xB − OB − yB plane, with OB = [0, 0]T representing the

local original point, a STARS equipped with N MEs whose

positions can be flexibly adjusted within the region C located in

the xS−OS−yS plane, with OS = [0, 0]T representing the local

original point, and J single-antenna users. The local coordi-

nate of the m-th FPA at the BS is fixed at rm = [xm, ym]T ,

while the local coordinate of the n-th ME at the STARS is

restricted within the confined region by un = [xn, yn]
T ∈

C, ∀1 ≤ n ≤ N . Let U = [u1,u2, ...,uN ] ∈ R2×N denote

the STARS element position matrix (EPM). The reflection-

and transmission-coefficient matrices of the ME-STARS are

respectively given by

Θr = diag
(√

βr
1e

jθr
1 ,
√

βr
2e

jθr
2 , ...,

√

βr
Nejθ

r
N

)

(1)

Fig. 1: The ME-STARS-aided downlink multiuser communication
system, where STARS MEs can move flexibly within a confined
region.

Fig. 2: ME-STARS local coordinate system and the corresponding
spatial angles.

Θt = diag

(√

βt
1e

jθt
1 ,
√

βt
2e

jθt
2 , ...,

√

βt
Nejθ

t
N

)

, (2)

where βr
n, βt

n ∈ [0, 1] and θr
n, θt

n ∈ [0, 2π) , ∀1 ≤ n ≤ N
represent the amplitude and and phase-shift response of the

n-th ME for the transmission and reflection, respectively. To

ensure the energy conservation principle, the constraint βr
n +

βt
n = 1 should be satisfied. The sets of users located in the

STARS transmission and reflection spaces are denoted by Jr

and Jt, respectively.

B. Channel Model

The ME-STARS can not only reconfigure the BS-user

communication environment by constructing the transmis-

sion/reflection paths, but also change the channel responses

by flexibly adjusting the elements positions. In this work, we

assume that the direct communication links between the BS

and users are blocked by obstacles, and the BS-STARS-users

cascased channels follow slow fading and we focus on one

quasi-static fading block. Moreover, the far-field assumption

is made for all the communication links, which is based

on the setup that the signal propagation distance is much

larger than the BS antenna aperture and the MEs moving

region. Therefore, the plane-wave model can be used to form

all the channel responses. Considering the geometric channel

where there exists LBS and LS,j paths of the BS-STARS and

the STARS-user channels, respectively. Denote the elevation

and azimuth angle-of-departure (AoD)/angle-of-arrival (AoA)
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of the o-th path between the BS and the ME-STARS as

θoBS,B (θoBS,S) ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and φo
BS,B (φo

BS,S) ∈ [−π/2, π/2],
respectively. The field-response vector (FRV) of the m-th

antenna at the BS is given by [14]

e (rm) =
[

ej
2π
λ

ρ1

B(rm), ej
2π
λ

ρ2

B(rm), ..., ej
2π
λ

ρ
LBS
B

(rm)
]T

, (3)

where ρoB(rm) = xm cos θoBS,B sinφo
BS,B + ym sin θoBS,B is the

signal propagation difference between the m-th FPA position

rm and the reference point Ob for the o-th path. Then, the

field response matrix (FRM) over all the FPAs at the BS can

be represented by E = [e (r1) , e (r2) , ..., e (rM )] ∈ CLBS×M ,

which is a constant matrix as the antenna positions at the BS

are fixed.

Similarly, as shown in Fig. 2, the FRV of the n-th ME at

the STARS for the incident channel is given by

fin(un) =
[

ej
2π
λ

ρ1

S,in(un), ej
2π
λ

ρ2

S,in(un), ..., ej
2π
λ

ρ
LBS
S,in

(un)
]T

,

(4)

with ρoS,in(un) = xn cos θoBS,S sinφ
o
BS,S + yn sin θ

o
BS,S repre-

senting the signal propagation difference between the n-

th ME position un and the reference point Os for the o-

th path. By combining all the FRVs, we obtain the FRM

at the ME-STARS for the incident channel as Fin (R) =
[fin(u1), fin(u2), ..., fin(uN )] ∈ CLBS×N . Denote the response

from the BS reference point OB to the ME-STARS reference

point OS as ΣBS ∈ C
LBS×LBS , then we obtain the BS-STARS

channel response H (U) as follows:

H (U) = FH
in (U)ΣBSE. (5)

The FRV of the n-th ME at the STARS for the user j ∈
Jκ, κ ∈ {t, r} can be expressed as

fj (un) =

[

ej
2π
λ

ρ1

S,j(un), ej
2π
λ

ρ2

S,j(un), ..., ej
2π
λ

ρ
LS,j
S,j

(un)

]T

,

(6)

where ρpS,j (un) = xn cos θ
p
S,j sinφ

p
S,j + yn sin θ

p
S,j with θpS,j

and φp
S,j representing the AoDs for the p-th path between the

STARS and the user j. We define the response from the ME-

STARS reference point Os to the user j as ΣS,j ∈ CLS,j×LS,j .

With Fj (U) = [fj(u1), fj(u2), ..., fj(uN )] ∈ CLS,j×N , we

obtain the STARS-user channel response gS,j (U) as follows:

gS,j (U) = 1LS,j
ΣS,jFj (U) . (7)

C. STARS Operating Protocols

In this work, the three operating protocols proposed in [6]

are also considered for the ME-STARS, namely ES, MS, and

TS. For ES, each ME can reflect and transmit the incident sig-

nals simultaneously, which provides high degree of flexibility

for the passive beamforming design. Accordingly, the feasible

set of the transmission- and reflection-coefficients for ES is

given by

FES =
{
ΘES | θκn ∈ [0, 2π), βκ

n ∈ [0, 1] , βr
n + βt

n = 1
}
. (8)

For MS, each ME works either in the transmission or the

reflection mode. In other words, MS can be treated as the

special case of ES, where the amplitude coefficients for

the transmission and reflection are restricted to binary vari-

ables. Accordingly, the feasible set of the transmission- and

reflection-coefficients for MS is given by

FMS =
{
ΘMS | θκn ∈ [0, 2π), βκ

n ∈ {0, 1} , βr
n + βt

n = 1
}
.
(9)

When the STARS employs ES or MS protocols, the received

signal at user j ∈ Jκ, κ ∈ {t, r} is expressed as

yj =gS,j (U)ΘES/MS
κ H (U)wjxj

+

J∑

j′ 6=j

gS,j (U)ΘES/MS
κ H (U)wj′xj′ + nj, (10)

where H (U) ∈ CN×M and gS,j (U) ∈ C1×N denote the

BS-STARS and the STARS-user channels, respectively, wj ∈
CM×1 represents the BS beamforming vector for user j, xj is

the signal transmitted from the BS to user j with E

[

|xj |
2
]

=

1, and nj ∼ CN (0, σ2
j ) is the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) at user j. As such, the achievable communication

rate of user j is given by

R
ES/MS

j

= log2










1 +

∣
∣
∣gS,j (U)Θ

ES/MS
κ H (U)wj

∣
∣
∣

2

∑

j′∈J
j′ 6=j

∣
∣
∣gS,j (U)Θ

ES/MS
κ H (U)wj′

∣
∣
∣

2

+ σ2
j










.

(11)

Compared to ES and MS, TS exploits the time domain for

covering the users in the transmission and reflection regions in

a time-division manner. Since all the MAs are switched to the

transmission or reflection mode simultaneously in each time

slot, the feasible set of Θκ is given by

FTS =
{

ΘTS = diag
(

ejθ
r
1 , ..., ejθ

r
N

)

| θκn ∈ [0, 2π)
}

. (12)

For TS, let τκ, κ ∈ {t, r} denote the time allocation efficient

for the transmission and reflection periods, which satisfies τr+
τt = 1. As such, the achievable communication rate of user

j ∈ Jκ, κ ∈ {t, r} is given by

RTS
j

= τκ log2









1 +

∣
∣gS,j (U)ΘTS

κ H (U)wj

∣
∣
2

∑

j′∈Jκ

j′ 6=j

|gS,j (U)ΘTS
κ H (U)wj′ |

2
+ σ2

j









.

(13)

D. Problem Formulation

In this work, we aim at maximizing the system WSR by

jointly optimizing the active beamforming at the BS, as well

as the MEs positions and the passive transmission/reflection

beamforming at the STARS, while satisfying the movable

region and the transmission/reflection coefficients feasibility

constraints.
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1) ES and MS: When the ES or MS protocol is employed at

the ME-STARS, the optimization problem can be formulated

as follows:

(P1) : max
U,W,Θκ

J∑

j=1

ωjR
X
j , (14a)

s.t. un ∈ C, 1 ≤ n ≤ N, (14b)

‖un − un′‖2 ≥ D0, 1 ≤ n 6= n′ ≤ N, (14c)

Tr
(
WHW

)
≤ Pmax, (14d)

ΘX
κ ∈ FX, ∀κ ∈ {t, r} , (14e)

where X ∈ {ES, MS}, ωj is the weight representing the

priority of user j, W = [w1,w2, ...,wJ ] ∈ C
M×J is the

active beamforming matrix for all users at the BS. Constraint

(14b) ensures the MEs move within the feasible region C. D0

in constraint (14c) is the minimum distance among adjacent

MEs to avoid antenna coupling. Pmax in constraint (14d) is the

maximum transmit power at the BS. (14e) restricts the feasible

values of the transmission and reflection coefficients.

2) TS: : When the TS protocol is employed at the ME-

STARS, due to the limited MEs moving speed in practice, we

assume that the MEs positions are constant in the considered

time period. Denote the active beamformers as Wt and Wr

when the STARS work in transmission and reflection modes,

respectively. Then, the optimization problem is formulated as

(P2) : max
U,Wκ,Θκ,τκ

J∑

j=1

ωjR
TS
j , (15a)

(14b), (14c), (15b)

Tr
(
WH

κWκ

)
≤ Pmax, ∀κ ∈ {t, r} , (15c)

ΘTS
κ ∈ FTS, ∀κ ∈ {t, r} , (15d)

0 ≤ τt, τr ≤ 1, τt + τr = 1, (15e)

where (15e) imposes the time allocation constraint.

Both (P1) and (P2) are intractable to solve as U, W/
Wκ, Θκ, τκ are highly coupled, and the objective func-

tions (14a)/(15a) are highly non-convex with respect to (w.r.t.)

the involved variables. In the following, we propose efficient

iterative algorithms to obtain the suboptimal solutions by

invoking the AO.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION OF JOINT MES POSITIONS AND

BEAMFORMING OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we first propose an iterative algorithm to

solve the joint MEs positions and beamforming optimization

problem for ES. Then the proposed algorithm is extended to

solve the corresponding problems for MS and TS, respectively.

A. Proposed Solution for ES

1) Optimization of U with given W and Θκ: This sub-

problem is to optimize U in (P1) with given W and Θκ,

which can be expressed as

(P1-1) : max
U

f(U) =

J∑

j=1

ωjR
ES
j , (16a)

(14b), (14c). (16b)

Since RES
j defined in (11) is highly non-convex w.r.t. un,

it is challenging to obtain the global optimal solution for

problem (P1-1). Next, we propose the GDA framework [28]

for optimizing U.

As observed in (11), U is a variable of both gS,j(U) and

H(U), which makes the gradient derivation much compli-

cated. To facilitate the subsequent calculations, we first trans-

form Rj into a more tractable form w.r.t. U. Specifically, de-

fine the transmission- and reflection-coefficient vectors of the

ME-STARS as qκ =
[√

βκ
1 e

jθκ
1 ,
√
βκ
2 e

jθκ
2 , ...,

√
βκ
Nejθ

κ
N

]H
,

∀κ ∈ {t, r}. Then we have |gS,j (U)ΘκH (U)wj |
2

=
∣
∣qH

κ Vj (U)wj

∣
∣
2
. Vj (U) ∈ CN×M is given by

Vj (U) = diag (gS,j (U))H(U)

= diag (σS,jFj (U))FH
in (U)ΣBSE

= (σS,jFj(u1)ΣBSE, ..., σS,jFj(uN )ΣBSE)
T
, (17)

where Fj(un) = fj(un) (fin(un))
H ∈ CLS,j×LBS is only

determined by the position of the n-th ME, which can be

expanded as in (18). Accordingly,
∣
∣qH

κ Vj (U)wj

∣
∣
2

can be

rewritten in an element-wise manner as follows:

∣
∣qH

κ Vj (un)wj

∣
∣
2
=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

an,jFj(un)bj +

N∑

n′ 6=n

an′,jFj(un′)bj

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

,

(19)

where an,j = qH
κ [n]σS,j ∈ C1×LS,j , an′,j = qH

κ [n′]σS,j ∈
C1×LS,j , and bj = ΣBSEwj ∈ CLBS×1 are constant vari-

ables irrelevant to U. Similarly,
∑J

j′ 6=j

∣
∣qH

κ Vj (U)wj′
∣
∣
2

can

be rewritten in the element-wise manner as in (20), where

b′
j = ΣBSEwj′ ∈ CLBS×1.

Given that the GDA can not solve the constrained optimiza-

tion problem directly, we first convert (P1-1) to an uncon-

strained one. To satisfy the confined region constraint (14b),

we introduce the auxiliary variable Ũ ∈ R2×N that satisfies

U =
A

2
tanh

(

Ũ
)

, (21)

where

tanh(X)[a, b] =
eX[a,b] − e−X[a,b]

eX[a,b] + e−X[a,b]
∈ (−1, 1) . (22)

The above operation is to project the variables ũn, ∀n defined

in the real space onto the confined real space C. As such, (P1-

1) can be transformed to the following optimization problem:

(P1-1-1) : max
Ũ

f
(

Ũ
)

, (23a)
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Fj(un) =







ej
2π
λ

(ρ1

S,j(un)−ρ1

S,in(un)) ... ej
2π
λ

(ρ1

S,j(un)−ρ
LBS
S,in

(un))

...
. . .

...

ej
2π
λ

(ρ
LS,j

S,j
(un)−ρ1

S,in(un)) ... ej
2π
λ

(ρ
LS,j

S,j
(un)−ρ

LBS
S,in

(un))






. (18)

J∑

j′ 6=j

∣
∣qH

κ Vj (un)wj′
∣
∣
2
=

J∑

j′ 6=j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

an,jFj(un)bj′ +

N∑

n′ 6=n

an′,jFj(un′)bj′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

. (20)

g (ũn, ũn′) =
2D0

A
−|| tanh(ũn)− tanh(ũn′)||2 ≤ 0,

∀1 ≤ n 6= n′ ≤ N. (23b)

For the remaining constraint (23b), we employ the

penalty method [29] to convert it to a penalty term in

the objective function when the inequality is not sat-

isfied. Specifically, the penalty term can be given by

η
∑

1≤n<N

∑

n′=n+1 max {0, g (ũn, ũn′)}, where η > 0 is

the penalty factor which implies the weight for penalizing the

objective function when (23b) is not satisfied. As the max
function is non-differential, we adopt the log-sum-exp (LSE)

function to smooth the max function following max{a, b} ≈
ρ ln

(
ea/ρ + eb/ρ

)
with ρ > 0 being the smoothing parameter,

where the approximation precision is increased with smaller

ρ. As such, we can transform (P1-1-1) to (P1-1-2) as follows:

(P1-1-2) :max
Ũ

p
(

Ũ
)

= f
(

Ũ
)

− η1
∑

1≤n<N

∑

n′=n+1

ρ ln
(

1 + eg(ũn,ũn′)/ρ
)

. (24)

Now, (P1-1-2) is an unconstrained differential problem, which

can be solved by the GDA. However, whether we can get

the optimal/suboptimal optimization result of (P1-1-1) through

solving (P1-1-2) highly depends on the values of the penalty

factor η1 and the smoothing parameter ρ. (P1-1-1) and (P1-

1-2) can be treated as the same if η is sufficiently large and

ρ is small enough [30]. However, if we put η too large at

the beginning, the objective function of (P1-1-2) is dominated

by the penalty term and the solution might be restricted to the

space where the sum rate maximization is not fully considered.

Therefore, we propose to initialize η1 with a relatively small

value and gradually increases η1. Meanwhile, ρ is gradually

decreased to improve the accuracy of the smoothing of the

max function. The iterations repeat until eventually satisfying

the constraint (23b). To this end, the algorithm for solving

(P1-1-1) consists of a nested loop. In the outer loop, η1 and

ρ are updated as η1 = ωηη1 with ωη > 1 and ρ = ωρρ with

0 < ωρ < 1 until constraint (23b) is satisfied. In the inner

loop, ũn is optimized via the GDA, which is elaborated in the

following.

In the i-th iteration of the GDA, Ũ(i) is updated by moving

along the gradient direction, i.e.,

Ũ(i+1) = Ũ(i) + τ (i)∇p
(

Ũ(i)
)

, (25)

where ∇p
(

Ũ(i)
)

∈ R2×N and τ (i) are the gradient vector of

p
(

Ũ
)

at the point Ũ(i) and the corresponding step size. The

gradient vector ∇p
(

Ũ(i)
)

is calculated as follows:

∇p
(

Ũ
)

= ∇p (U) ◦
A

2

(

1− tanh2(Ũ)
)

, (26)

where p (un) is the function obtained by substituting (21) into

(24), and ◦ is the Hadamard multiplication. The n-th column

of ∇p (U) is given by

∂p (U)

∂un
=

J∑

j=1

ωj

∂RES
j

∂un

− η1
∑

n′ 6=n

eg(un,un′)/ρ

1 + eg(un,un′)/ρ

∂g(un,un′)

∂un
, (27)

where g(un,un′) = D0 − ‖un − un′‖2.
∂g(un,un′)

∂un
is given

by

∂g(un,un′)

∂un
= −

un − un′

√

(un − un′)
T
(un − un′)

. (28)

The detailed derivation of ∂RES
j /∂un is given in Appendix A.

In addition, we employ the backtracking line search to

determine the value of the step size τ (i) [31]. Specifically,

starting with a relatively large value, τ (i) is shrinked with

τ (i) = ωττ
(i) until the following Armijo condition is satisfied:

p
(

Ũ(i+1)
)

≥ p
(

Ũ(i)
)

+ δτ (i)
∥
∥
∥∇p

(

U(i)
)∥
∥
∥

2

F
, (29)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is the given parameter that controls the

increment range of the objective function.

The overall GDA for solving (P1-1) is given in Algo-

rithm 1, which consists of an outer loop and an inner loop.

The MAs positions U are initialized within the confined

region C and assigned to Ũ in lines 1-2. In lines 3-15, the

outer loop iterates with increased accuracy for eventually

satisfying the MAs minimum distance constraints. In lines

5-13, the MAs positions are iteratively updated with the

GDA until the increment of p
(
Ũ
)

is below the threshold

ǫ1 or the number of inner iterations reaches the threshold

imax. Since δ > 0, τ (i) > 0 and ‖∇p(U(i))‖2 ≥ 0, it

is ensured that p
(
Ũ
)

is non-decreasing in each iteration

of the inner loop. As such, the inner loop is guaranteed

to converge given that p
(
Ũ
)

is upper bounded. Moreover,

with sufficiently large η and relatively small ρ, the condition
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Algorithm 1: Algorithm for Solving Problem (P1-1)

Input: {rm}Mm=1, ΣBS, {σS,j}
J
j=1,

{
θoBS,B

}LBS

o=1
,

{φo
BS,B}

LBS

o=1, {θoBS,S}
LBS

o=1, {φo
BS,S}

LBS

o=1, {θpS,j}
LS,j

p=1,

{φp
S,j}

LS,j

p=1, C, D0, W, Θ

1 Initialize the EPM U, the penalty factor η1, the

smooothing parameter ρ, and the initial step size τ ;
2 Set Ũ(0) = U;

3 repeat

4 Set iteration index i = 0 for inner loop;

5 repeat

6 Calculate ∂RES
j /∂u

(i)
n in (38);

7 Calculate ∂g(u
(i)
n ,u

(i)
n′ )/∂u

(i)
n in (28);

8 Calculate ∂p
(
U(i)

)
/∂u

(i)
n in (27);

9 Calculate ∇p
(

Ũ(i)
)

in (26);

10 Update τ (i) = ωττ
(i) until (29) is satisfied;

11 Update Ũ(i+1) according to (25);

12 i = i+ 1;

13 until p
(

Ũ(i+1)
)

− p
(

Ũ(i)
)

≤ ǫ1 or i ≥ imax;

14 η1 = ωηη1, ρ = ωρρ;

15 until

∥
∥
∥tanh

(

ũ
(i)
n

)

− tanh
(

ũ
(i)
n′

)∥
∥
∥
2
≥ D0, 1 ≤ n 6=

n′ ≤ N ;

16 Output U = A/2 tanh
(

Ũ(i)
)

.

∥
∥
∥tanh

(

ũ
(i)
n

)

− tanh
(

ũ
(i)
n′

)∥
∥
∥
2

≥ D0, 1 ≤ n 6= n′ ≤ N

can be eventually satisfied for finding the optimal solution

of p
(
Ũ
)
, which guarantees the convergence of the outer loop.

Therefore, the solution of Algorithm 1 after convergence is

the stationary point for solving the original problem (P1-1).

Moreover, the computational complexity of Algorithm 1

is analyzed as follows. The main complexity for calculat-

ing the gradient ∇p
(

Ũ(i)
)

relies on the computation of

∂Rj/∂u
(i)
n in line 6. Specifically, the complexities for cal-

culating an,j , bj , cn,j , ij
′

n,j , ∇υj(un), and ∇γj(un) are

given by O(LS,j), O(MLBS), O(NLBSLS,j), O(NLBSLS,j),
O(LBSLS,j), and O(JLBSLS,j), respectively. Moreover, the

complexity of the backtracking line search in line 10 is

given by O (IbtMN), where Ibt is the number of searching

steps. Therefore, the overall complexity of Algorithm 1 is

O
(
Iout
1 I in

1

(
N2LBSLS,j + IbtMN

))
, where Iout

1 and I in
1 denote

the number of outer and inner iterations required for conver-

gence, respectively. As can be observed, the computational

complexity of Algorithm 1 is polynomial in N , which makes

the practical implementation feasible even when the STARS

is deployed with a large number of MEs.

2) Optimization of W with Given Θκ and U: The sub-

problem to optimize W is a typical WSR maximization

problem in the mutli-user MISO system, which has been

studied extensively in the existing literatures. One well-known

solving approach is the weighted minimum mean square

error (WMMSE) method [32], [33]. Specifically, W can be

effectively solved by iteratively optimizing the MSE weights

{̟j}
J
j=1, the scaling parameters {vj}

J
j=1, and W. According

to [33], {̟j}
J
j=1 and {vj}

J
j=1 can be given in the closed form

as

̟j = ωj

(

1 +
|qH

κ Vj (U)wj |2
∑

j′ 6=j |q
H
κ Vj (U)wj′ |2 + σ2

j

)

, ∀j, (30a)

vj =
qH
κ Vj (U)wj

∑J
j′=1 |q

H
κ Vj (U)wj′ |

2
+ σ2

j

, ∀j, (30b)

respectively.

For the optimization of W, the following convex optimiza-

tion problem needs to be solved with given {̟j}
J
j=1 and

{vj}
J
j=1:

(P1-2) : min
W

J∑

j=1

̟jej , (31a)

Tr
(
WHW

)
≤ Pmax, (31b)

where ej = 1 − 2ℜ{v∗jq
H
κ Vj (U)wj} +

|vj |2
∑J

j′=1

∣
∣qH

κ Vj (U)wj′
∣
∣
2
+ |vj |2σ2

j . The problem is

a typical convex quadratic programming (QP) problem, for

which the optimal solution can be effectively obtained via

standard convex problem solvers such as CVX [34]. If the

interior point method is employed [31], the computational

complexity for solving (P1-2) is given by O
(
JM3.5

)
. Thus,

assuming that I2 iterations are required for the convergence

of iteratively optimizing {̟j}
J
j=1, {vj}

J
j=1, and W, the

overall complexity is given by O
(
I2JM

3.5
)
.

3) Optimization of ΘES
κ with Given W and U: For the

subproblem of optimizing ΘES
κ , existing works have shown

that SCA is an effective approach to find the local-optimal

solution [6], [35]. Define Qκ = qκq
H
κ , which satisfies

Qκ � 0, Rank (Qκ) = 1 and Diag (Qκ) = β
κ

, where β
κ
,

[βκ
1 , ..., β

κ
N ]. Further define Cj = (Vj(U)wj) (Vj(U)wj)

H

and C
j′

j = (Vj(U)wj′ ) (Vj(U)wj′ )
H

. By invoking the slack

variables Aj and Bj , the Θκ optimization subproblem can be

formulated as

(P1-3) : max
Qκ,βκ,{Aj},{Bj},{Rj}

J∑

j=1

ωjR
ES
j , (32a)

s.t. log2

(

1 +
1

AjBj

)

≥ RES
j , ∀j, (32b)

1

Aj
≤ Tr (QκCj) , ∀j, (32c)

Bn,j ≥
J∑

j′ 6=j

Tr
(

QκC
j′

j

)

+ σ2
j , ∀j, (32d)

Qκ � 0,Rank(Qκ) = 1,Diag(Qκ) = βκ, ∀κ, (32e)

βt
n, β

r
n ∈ [0, 1] , βt

n + βr
n = 1, ∀n. (32f)

The main challenge for solving the above optimization prob-

lem relies on the non-convexity of (32b) and the rank-one

constraint in (32e). For (32b), we can apply the first-order
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Algorithm 2: Algorithm for Solving Problem (P1-3)

Input: {rm}Mm=1, {un}Nn=1, ΣBS, {σS,j}
J
j=1,

{
θoBS,B

}LBS

o=1
, {φo

BS,B}
LBS

o=1, {θoBS,S}
LBS

o=1,

{φo
BS,S}

LBS

o=1, {θpS,j}
LS,j

p=1, {φp
S,j}

LS,j

p=1, W

Output: Qκ, κ ∈ {t, r}

1 Initialize Q
(0)
κ and α;

2 repeat

3 Set iteration index i = 0 for inner loop;

4 repeat

5 Solve the relaxed problem of (32) to obtain

Q
(i)
κ and update Qκ = Q

(i)
κ ;

6 i = i+ 1;

7 until Increment of the WSR is below ǫ2 or i ≥ imax;

8 Update Q
(0)
κ = Q

(i)
κ and η2 = ωηη2.

9 until max {Tr (Qκ)− ‖Qκ‖2} < ǫ3;

Taylor expansion to transform it into a linear approximation

as follows.

log2

(

1 +
1

Ai
jB

i
j

)

−
(Aj −Ai

j)

(ln 2)Ai
j

(
1 +Ai

jB
i
j

)

−
(Bj −Bi

j)

(ln 2)Bi
j

(
1 +Ai

jB
i
j

) ≥ Rj , ∀j,

(33)

For the rank-one constraint, it is first equivalently trans-

formed into the following equality constraint [36]

Tr (Qκ)− ‖Qκ‖2 = 0, ∀κ ∈ {t, r} . (34)

Again, the penalty method can be utilized to treat (34) as a

penalty term added to the objective function. As such, (32a)

is rewritten as

max
Qκ,βκ,{Aj},{Bj},{Rj}

J∑

j=1

ωjRj−η2
∑

κ∈{r,t}

(Tr (Qκ)− ‖Qκ‖2) ,

(35)

where η2 is the penalty factor for violating the rank-one

constraint. Since the penalty term is non-convex and in the

form of difference of convex (DC) functions, we can adopt

the first-order Taylor expansion to construct the upper-bound

surrogate function in the i-th iteration of the SCA method as

follows:

Tr (Qκ)− ‖Qκ‖2 ≤ Tr (Qκ)− [‖Qκ‖2]
i
lb
, (36)

where [‖Qκ‖2]
i
lb

,

∥
∥
∥Q

(i)
κ

∥
∥
∥
2
+ Tr

[

x̄i
(
x̄i
)H

(Qκ −Q
(i)
κ )
]

and x̄i denotes the eigenvector w.r.t. the largest eigenvalue

of Q
(i)
κ . To this end, the original problem (P1-3) can be

iteratively solved by applying CVX upon the relaxed QP [34].

As shown in Algorithm 2, the proposed solution consists of

the outer loop for iteratively updating η2, and the inner loop

for iteratively solving the relaxed version of (P1-3). The main

computational complexity of Algorithm 2 relies on applying

CVX to solve the QP problem. If the interior point method is

employed, the complexity is given by O
(
N3.5

)
[37]. Then,

the overall complexity is O
(
Iout
2 I in

2 N
3.5
)
, where Iout

2 and I in
2

are the number of outer and inner iterations, respectively.

Algorithm 3: Alternating Algorithm for Solving Prob-

lem (P1)

Input: {rm}Mm=1, ΣBS, {σS,j}
J
j=1,

{
θoBS,B

}LBS

o=1
,

{φo
BS,B}

LBS

o=1, {θoBS,S}
LBS

o=1, {φo
BS,S}

LBS

o=1, {θpS,j}
LS,j

p=1,

{φp
S,j}

LS,j

p=1, C, D0

1 Initialize W, Θt, Θr

2 repeat

3 Given W, Θt, Θr, solve problem (P1-1) to update

U;

4 Given U, Θt, Θr, solve problem (P1-2) to update

W;

5 Given U, W, solve problem (P1-3) to update Θt,

Θr;
6 until Increment of the WSR is below ǫ2;

Output: U,W,Θt,Θr

4) Overall AO Algorithm Design: With the solutions ob-

tained for problem (P1-1), (P1-2) and (P1-3), we now finalize

the overall algorithm design for solving the original problem

(P1), which is given in details in Algorithm 3. Specifically,

the proposed algorithms for solving problem (P1-1), (P1-2),

and (P1-3) are iteratively executed until the increment of the

WSR is below the predefined convergence threshold ǫ2. Since

the WSR is non-decreasing during the process in alternatively

optimizing U,W, and Θr, Θt, the iterations in Algorithm 3

is limited due to the finite WSR. In other words, Algorithm 3

is guaranteed to converge to a solution of (P1) that is at least

locally optimal.

B. Extended Solutions for MS and TS

MS can be treated as a special case of ES, where the

amplitude coefficients of each ME are restricted to binary

variables, i.e. βκ
n ∈ {0, 1} , ∀κ ∈ {t, r}. Therefore, the

optimization of Θκ needs to be re-designed by considering the

non-convex integer constraints, while U and W can be opti-

mized following the similar manner as previously described.

According to [6], by converting the binary constraints to the

continuous equality ones, i.e., βκ
n − (βκ

n)
2 = 0, ∀κ ∈ {t, r},

the constraints can be added to the objective function (35)

as another penalty term. As the introduced penalty term is

non-convex, the first-order Taylor expansion can be adopted

to obtain the convex upper-bound. Subsequently, the relaxed

problem can be efficiently solved via CVX [34]. The structure

of the algorithm for solving ΘMS
κ is similar to Algorithm 2,

except from the extra penalty term. The details are omitted

here for brevity.

For TS, U, Wκ and Θκ should be jointly optimized

with the time allocation coefficients τκ, κ ∈ {t, r}. Again,

applying the AO method, the optimization of U, Wt, Wr

can follow the similar approach as previously described for

ES. Different from ES/MS, as the transmission and reflection

modes are activiated successively in orthogonal time slots, the

optimization of Θt and Θr can be decoupled for TS, which

yields the following subproblem:

max
qt/qr

J∑

j=1

ωjR
TS
j , (37a)
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Algorithm 4: Alternating Algorithm for Solving Prob-

lem (P2)

Input: {rm}Mm=1, ΣBS, {σS,j}
J
j=1,

{
θoBS,B

}LBS

o=1
,

{φo
BS,B}

LBS

o=1, {θoBS,S}
LBS

o=1, {φo
BS,S}

LBS

o=1, {θpS,j}
LS,j

p=1,

{φp
S,j}

LS,j

p=1, C, D0

1 Initialize Wt, Wr, Θt, Θr, τt, τr
2 repeat

3 Given Wt, Wr, Θt, Θr, τt, τr, update U via

Algorithm 1 by substituting RES
j with RTS

j ;

4 Given U, Θt/Θr, update Wt/Wr based on

WMMSE method;

5 Given U, Wt/Wr, update Θt/Θr by

solving (37);

6 Solve the time coefficients optimization

subproblem;
7 until Increment of the WSR is below ǫ2;

Output: U, Wt, Wr, Θt, Θr, τt, τr

s.t. |[qt]n| = 1 or |[qr]n| = 1, ∀n. (37b)

The solution of the above optimization problem can be ob-

tained via the gradient descent or the SCA methods [35].

Moreover, the time coefficients optimization is a typical re-

source allocation problem. Due to the page limit, the solving

approaches for Θκ and τκ are omitted here. We refer the reader

to [6] for a thorough explanation of the details. The overall

alternating algorithm for TS is summarized in Algorithm 4.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to validate

the effectiveness of the proposed ME-STARS aided downlink

multiuser MISO communications system.

A. Simulation Setup

Referring to the xS-yS-zS coordinate in Fig. 2, the location

of the BS is set at (−10,−5, 10) meters, while the users

are randomly distributed within a square region centered at

(0,−10, 0) meters with the edge of 40 meters in the xS − zS

plane. Considering the geometric channel model, we assume

that the number of paths is the same for all the considered

channels, i.e., LBS = LS,j = L, ∀j. ΣBS is a diagonal matrix

with each diagonal element following the circularly symmetric

complex Gaussian (CSCG) distribution CN (0, βBS/L), where

βBS = β0d
−α0

BS is the expected BS-STARS channel power

gain, β0 denotes the channel power gain at the reference

distance of 1 m, dBS represents the distance between the

BS and the ME-STARS, and α0 is the path-loss exponent.

Similarly, each element of σS,j follows the CSCG distribution

CN (0, βS,j/L), where βS,j = β0d
−α0

S,j , and dS,j denotes the

distance between the ME-STARS and the user j. The path an-

gles θoBS,B, θoBS,S, φo
BS,B, φo

BS,S, θpS,j , φp
S,j , ∀j, o, p are generated

randomly within the range [−π/2, π/2]. To guarantee the users

fairness, the weights ωj , ∀j are chosen inversely proportional

to the expected STARS-user channel power gain βS,j , and then

normalized by
∑

ωj = 1. The adopted settings of simulation

parameters are provided in Table I, unless otherwise stated.

Each point in the simulation figures (Figs. 4 - 8) is obtained
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Fig. 3: Convergence performance of the proposed AO algorithms.

by generating 103 user distributions and channel realizations,

except from the convergence demonstration in Fig. 3, where

the results are obtained over one random channel realization.

TABLE I: Simulation parameters

Parameter Description Value

f Carrier frequency 3 GHz

M Number of FPEs at the BS 8

N Number of MEs at the STARS 8

J Number of users 4

L Number of paths for each channel 2

β0 Channel power gain at 1 meter −30 dB

α0 Path-loss exponent 2.2

Pmax BS maximum transmit power 30 dBm

σ2

j
User noise power −90 dBm

A Length of the sides of moving region C 2.5λ

τ Initial gradient-ascent step size in Algorithm 1 10

ωτ Step size shringking parameter in Algorithm 1 0.5

ǫ1, ǫ2 Increment threshold in Algorithm 1-4 10
−6

imax Max. number of iterations in Algorithm 1 & 2 100

ǫ3 Accuracy for constraint in Algorithm 2 10
−7

η1, η2 Initial penalty factors in Algorithm 1 & 2 10−4

ρ Initial smoothing parameter in Algorithm 1 1

ωη Scaling factor in Algorithm 1 & 2 10

ωρ Scaling factor in Algorithm 1 0.1

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the ME-STARS aided

communications, we choose the following benchmarks for

comparison:

• FPE-STARS (STARS with fixed-position elements): In

this case, we assume that the STARS is equipped with N
FPEs spaced by λ/2. The WSR maximization problem

is addressed by iteratively solving the active beamform-

ing and the passive transmission/reflection beamforming

subproblems via the WMMSE and the SCA methods,

respectively, that have been proposed in Section III.

• ME-RIS (RIS with movable elements): In this case, one

conventional reflecting-only RIS and one transmitting-

only RIS are deployed at the same location as the ME-

STARS to provide full-space coverage. For fair compari-

son, it is assumed that each RIS is deployed with N
2 MEs.

This baseline can be treated as a special case of the MS

mode, where half of the MEs work in the transmission

mode and the other half work in the reflection mode.
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Fig. 4: WSR versus number of users.

In Fig. 3, we demonstrate the convergence performance

of the proposed AO algorithms for the joint MEs positions

and beamforming optimization problems for ES, MS, and

TS. It is shown that the WSR obtained by all the three

algorithms increases rapidly at the beginning of the iterations.

For example, the AO algorithm converge within around 5 outer

iterations for ES. It is also observed that the TS algorithm

requires more iterations for convergence compared to the

ES and MS algorithms, which shows stable performance

after around 10 iterations. This is expected, as the extra

time-domain resource brings in more optimization variables

and higher computational complexity, thereby reducing the

convergence rate. Nevertheless, all the three algorithms show

their convergence within limited number of iterations, which

implies the possible application in practice.

In Fig. 4, we compare the achievable WSR of differ-

ent scehmes versus the number of users J . Besides the

performance achieved by ME-STARS with three operating

protocols, we also provide the results obtained by the bench-

mark schemes. As can be observed, WSR decreases with the

increment of J for all schemes, which is expected as the

inter-user interference is increased with larger J . Regarding

the performance comparison among the three protocols for

STARS, it is interesting to find that TS is preferable when

there exists only two users (one user in the transmission region

and the other one in the reflection region). This is because,

TS can realize the interference-free communication for each

user, given that only one user is in service for each time

instant. However, when J becomes larger than 2, the multiuser

interference is also introduced for TS. Then, ES becomes

appealing again since it can make full use of the entire

communication resources without the need of time-domain

division. ES also shows its superiority compared to MS, which

is expected as ES has higher flexibility in beamforming, given

that each element can work in transmission and reflection

modes simultaneously.

It is also seen from Fig. 4 that the gaps between the ME-

STARS and the FPE-STARS get enlarged for all protocols

when J increases. The reason is given as follows. If J is

small, the multiuser interference can be efficiently mitigated
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Fig. 5: WSR versus BS maximum transmit power.

by the active and passive beamforming. As J increases to get

close to the number of FPAs at the BS or the number of MEs

at the STARS, i.e., M/N , the interference among users can

not be well suppressed due to the highly correlated channels.

However, the ME-STARS can reduce the correlations via

the MEs position adjustment, thereby improving the WSR

performance. Thus, Fig. 4 verifies that the ME-STARS can

facilitate higher performance gain over the FPE-STARS with a

large number of users. Regarding the performance comparison

between the ME-STARS and the ME-RIS, the ME-STARS

shows superior performance for both ES and MS. The reason

is that the ME-STARS possesses higher DoFs for enhancing

the desired signal power and mitigating inter-user interference

for both ES and MS. However, for TS, the ME-STARS

shows worse performance than the ME-RIS when J gets

large. The reason behind this is that, the full usage of the

available communication time of ME-RIS is beneficial for the

achievable WSR, especially when the multiuser interference

is also non-negligible for TS and the time resource dominates

the performance gain.

In Fig. 5, we investigate the achievable WSR versus the

BS maximum transmit power Pmax. One can observe that, the

ME-STARS outperforms the FPE-STARS by around 20.15%,

14.33%, and 14.21% for ES, MS, and TS, respectively, in

average. This observation validates our theoretical analysis

that the ME-STARS can further explore the spatial-domain

diversity and therefore results in considerable WSR gain. Note

that the WSR improvement for the ME-STARS compared

to the FPE-STARs is most significant when ES protocol is

adopted. This is due to the reason that, ES possesses the

highest DoFs for passive beamforming, and thus the MEs

positions optimization can lead to greater performance gain.

In Fig. 6, we demonstrate the achievable WSR versus the

ME-STARS normalized movable region size A/λ. It can be

observed that the ME-STARS outperforms the FPE-STARS

for all movable region sizes, and the performance gain is more

pronounced when the movable region gets larger. For example,

the ME-STARS achieves 27.57% and 47.13% higher WSR

compared to the FPE-STARS for ES, when A/λ is set as 3
and 4.5, respectively. This is because, higher spatial-domain
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diversity gain can be explored when the MEs moving region

is expanded. It is also shown that the WSR gets saturated

with the increment of A/λ. This is due to the fact that, when

there are sufficient optimal positions for the given number of

antennas, enlarging the region size cannot bring in any further

performance gain. Therefore, we can infer that the maximal

WSR can be obtained within a finite ME-STARS movable

region size.

In Fig. 7, we study the WSR performance versus different

numbers of channel paths L. It can be observed that the

ME-STARS working in the ES protocol achieves the highest

WSR across all L. Also observe that the achievable WSR for

all schemes increases with the increment of L. The reason

behind this can be explained as follows. On the one hand,

the multiuser channel matrix possesses higher rank when L
gets larger, which means that the correlations among the users

channel vectors are decreased. This is beneficial for mitigating

the multiuser interference. On the other hand, since the small-

scale fading is pronounced when there exists more multi-path

components, the number of optimal MEs positions increases

within the given movable region. As such, the MEs schemes

can achieve superior performance with more available local

maxima.
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Fig. 8: WSR versus number of ME-STARS elements.

In Fig. 8, we present the impact of the number of elements

N on the ME-STARS performance. One can first observe that

the WSR obtained by all schemes increases with the increment

of N , while the ME-STARS achieves the highest WSR for ES.

This is expected as larger N enables higher passive beam-

forming gain, thereby enhancing the overall communication

capacity. Moreover, when N increases, the ME-STARS can

move more elements to the preferable positions, thus further

mitigating the interference and enhancing the desired signals.

It can also be observed that the increasing rate of the MEs

schemes gets smaller with the increment of N . This is due to

the fact that, since the local optimal positions in the given

movable region is limited and the antennas positions are

restricted by the minimum distance, not all the elements can

be moved to the preferable positions when N becomes larger

than the number of local maxima.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed the ME-STARS-aided multiuser

MISO communication system. Different from the conven-

tional FPE-STARS where the elements positions are fixed,

the proposed ME-STARS further exploits the spatial-domain

diversity by moving the elements to preferable positions within

a confined region. The WSR maximization problems were

formulated for three STARS operating protocols, i.e., ES, MS,

and TS, where the elements positions and the active/passive

beamforming were highly coupled. To solve the resulting non-

convex problem for ES, the AO-based algorithm was proposed

for decomposing the original problem into three subproblems.

Subsequently, the GDA embedded with the penalty method

was employed to efficiently search for the local-optimal MEs

positions, while the WMMSE and the SCA methods were

utilized for solving the active and passive beamforming sub-

problems, respectively. It was demonstrated that the proposed

AO algorithm proposed for ES can be extended to solve

the MS and TS problems. Extensive simulation results were

provided to verify the superiority of the proposed ME-STARS

assisted multiuser communications. It was shown that the

ME-STARS can significantly improve the WSR compared to

the FPE-STARS for all operating protocols, thanks to the
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higher spatial-domain diversity. Moreover, the ME-STARS

was demonstrated to outperform the ME-RIS for both ES and

MS due to the greater flexibility in transmission and reflection

beamforming. The ME-STARS also showed its superiority in

the scenarios with a large number of users or rich scatterers,

for the more pronounced gain in interference mitigation.

APPENDIX A

DERIVATION OF ∂RES
j /∂un

For ease of brevity, define υj(un) =
∣
∣qH

κ Vj (un)wj

∣
∣
2

and

γj(un) =
∑J

j′ 6=j

∣
∣qH

κ Vj (un)wj′
∣
∣
2
. Based on the chain rule,

we have

∂RES
j

∂un
=

∂υj(un)
∂un

(
γj(un) + σ2

j

)
− υj(un)

∂γj(un)
∂un

ln 2
(
1 + υj(un)/(γj(un) + σ2

j )
) (

γj(un) + σ2
j

)2 .

(38)

For the derivation of the gradient vector of υj(un) w.r.t.

un, i.e., ∇υj(un) =
[
∂υj(un)

∂xn

∂υj(un)
∂yn

]T

, we first define

constant cn,j as

cn,j = |cn,j | e
j∠cn,j ,

N∑

n′ 6=n

an′,jFj(un′)bj , (39)

where |cn,j | and ∠cn,j denote the amplitude and phase of cn,j ,

respectively. Further denote the p-th element of an,j and the o-

th element of bj as apn,j =
∣
∣apn,j

∣
∣ ej∠ap

n,j and boj =
∣
∣boj
∣
∣ ej∠boj ,

respectively, with the apn,j amplitude
∣
∣apn,j

∣
∣ and phase ∠apn,j ,

as well as the boj amplitude
∣
∣boj
∣
∣ and phase ∠boj . According

to (19), υj(un) can be rewritten as in (40), where φp,o
j (un)

is defined as in (41). Subsequently,
∂υj(un)

∂xn
and

∂υj(un)
∂yn

are

given in (42).

Similarly, for the derivation of the gradient vector of γj(un)

w.r.t. un, i.e., ∇γj(un) =
[
∂γj(un)

∂xn

∂γj(un)
∂yn

]T

, we first

define constant ij
′

n,j as

ij
′

n,j =
∣
∣
∣i
j′

n,j

∣
∣
∣ e∠ij

′

n,j ,

N∑

n′ 6=n

an′,jFj(un′)bj′ , (43)

where |ij
′

n,j| and ∠ij
′

n,j denote the amplitude and phase of

ij
′

n,j , respectively. Moreover, denote the o-th element of bj′ as

boj′ =
∣
∣boj′
∣
∣ ej∠bo

j′ , with the amplitude
∣
∣boj′
∣
∣ and the phase ∠boj′ .

Then γj (un) can be rewritten as in (44), where ϕp,o
j (un) is

defined as ϕp,o
j (un) =

2π
λ

(
ζp,oj xn + µp,o

j yn
)
+∠boj′ +∠apn,j .

Subsequently,
∂γj(un)

∂xn
and

∂γj(un)
∂yn

are given in (45).
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