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Abstract—Radio frequency (RF) wireless power transfer
(WPT) is promising for promoting sustainability in future wire-
less systems, but its low end-to-end power transfer efficiency is
a critical challenge. For this, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(RISs) can be leveraged to enhance efficiency by providing
nearly passive beamforming gains. Beyond diagonal (BD) RIS
is a new RIS variant offering greater performance benefits than
traditional diagonal RIS (D-RIS), though its potential for RF-
WPT remains unexplored. Motivated by this, we consider a
single-input single-output BD-RIS-aided RF-WPT system and
we formulate a joint beamforming and waveform optimization
problem aiming to maximize the harvested power at the receiver.
We propose an optimization framework relying on successive con-
vex approximation, alternating optimization, and semi-definite
relaxation. Numerical results show that increasing the number
of transmit sub-carriers or RIS elements improves the harvested
power. We verify by simulation that BD-RIS leads to the same
performance as D-RIS under far-field line-of-sight conditions (in
the absence of mutual coupling), while it outperforms D-RIS as
the non-line-of-sight components become dominant.

Index Terms—Radio frequency wireless power transfer (RF-
WPT), beyond diagonal reconfigurable intelligent surface (BD-
RIS), waveform optimization, nearly passive beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

RADIO frequency (RF) wireless power transfer (WPT) is a

promising technology for supporting uninterrupted com-

munications among a myriad of low-power devices in future
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wireless systems. This can be done by providing multi-user

wireless charging capability over large distances while using

the wireless communications infrastructure. A key challenge

of RF-WPT systems is their inherently low end-to-end power

transfer efficiency, which is caused by the power consumption

sources at the transmitter side, the channel losses, and the

inefficiency at the energy receiver (ER) side. The efficiency

of RF-WPT, which is referred to as WPT, can be improved by

providing novel solutions for mitigating the adverse impact of

these inefficiency sources [1], [2].

Waveform optimization and energy beamforming (EB) tech-

niques are promising enablers for efficient WPT. Specifically,

optimizing multi-carrier waveforms can enhance efficiency at

the ER by leveraging the non-linearity of RF-to-DC conversion

[3]. Moreover, EB leads to effectively pointing the transmit

signal toward the ER, compensating for wireless channel

losses to some extent. EB can be done actively or passively

depending on the transmit architecture. An active EB leverages

active antenna elements connected to dedicated RF chains,

while a passive EB utilizes low-cost nearly passive elements.

There exist hybrid architectures, which combine active and

passive EB, leading to a reduced number of active elements

and a tradeoff between cost/complexity and performance [4].

One of the novel enablers of nearly passive EB is recon-

figurable intelligent surfaces (RIS), which can improve the

performance of wireless systems by providing extra coverage,

especially when in the presence of blockages/obstacles. This

emerging technology may rely on planar surfaces comprising

nearly passive scattering elements, which can introduce am-

plitude and phase changes to incident electromagnetic waves.

Reflective-type RIS can smartly tune the reflected signal and

point it toward the desired direction, providing significant EB

gains. A recent generalization of diagonal RIS (D-RIS) is

given by beyond diagonal RIS (BD-RIS), which is charac-

terized by scattering matrices not constrained to be diagonal,

which translate into surfaces where elements/ports are inter-

connected via tunable impedances [5]. BD-RIS, through recon-

figurable interconnections, provides new degrees of freedom
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and higher flexibility to manipulate waves by forming group-

connected or fully-connected structures [6].

Waveform optimization and EB for WPT systems with

non-linear EH have recently attracted considerable research

interest, especially when using traditional fully digital transmit

architectures, e.g., [7]–[9]. Novel low-cost WPT transmit

structures for reducing the implementation cost/complexity

is another interesting topic, gaining attention recently. The

authors of [10] study the waveform and EB optimization

for dynamic metasurface antennas-assisted WPT systems with

non-linear EH. Interestingly, the harvested power maximiza-

tion problem is addressed in [11] and [12] for RIS-aided WPT

and simultaneous wireless information and power transfer

systems with non-linear EH, respectively. Therein, the authors

highlight the extra beamforming gains on the harvested DC

power provided by RIS. However, these works only focus on

conventional D-RIS, which is limited to a diagonal scattering

matrix [6]. Although BD-RIS architectures have been widely

investigated for communication purposes [5], [6], [13], [14],

current research on RIS-aided WPT is still limited to conven-

tional diagonal (local) RIS [11], [12].

All in all, it has been shown that using practical non-linear

EH models achieves higher DC power harvesting than linear

models [3], [9]. However, most studies on non-linear EH

models address traditional fully digital WPT designs. This

paper, in contrast, examines BD-RIS-assisted WPT systems

with non-linear EH models, a topic not yet explored in the

literature. Our main contributions are: i) we formulate a joint

beamforming and waveform optimization problem for a single-

input single-output (SISO) multi-carrier WPT system aided

by a fully-connected BD-RIS to maximize the DC harvested

power; ii) we propose alternating optimization to decouple the

waveform optimization and beamforming problems and pro-

pose a successive convex approximation (SCA)-based method

for waveform optimization, a semi-definite relaxation (SDR)-

based method for beamforming, and a randomization-based

method to map the obtained solution of SDR into a rank-1

solution; iii) we verify by simulations that in the absence of

mutual coupling, BD-RIS achieves the same performance as

D-RIS in terms of harvested DC power in far-field line-of-sight

(LoS) channels even with multi-carrier signals, while in Rician

channels with non-LoS (NLoS) components, BD-RIS provides

additional performance gains compared to D-RIS. This extends

the findings of [6] to multi-carrier WPT.

Structure: Section II covers the system model and problem

formulation, while the beamforming and waveform optimiza-

tion framework is elaborated in Section III. Section IV presents

the numerical results and Section V concludes the paper.

Notations: Bold lower-case and upper-case letters represent

vectors and matrices, respectively. The ℓ2-norm operator is

denoted by ‖·‖. ℜ{·} and ℑ{·} denote the real and imaginary

parts of the input. Moreover, (·)T , (·)H , and (·)⋆ denote

the transpose, transposed conjugate, and conjugate operations,

respectively. Additionally, [·]i,l denotes the element in the

lth column and the ith row of a matrix. The vectorization

operator is represented by Vec(·), and its inverse is denoted

by Vec−1
D×D(·). Finally, ID represents a D×D identity matrix

and diag(a) refers to a diagonal matrix with its main diagonal

being the elements of vector a.

II. SYSTEM MODEL & PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a multi-carrier SISO WPT system with N sub-

carriers aided by a fully-connected BD-RIS with M elements.

For simplicity, we assume perfect CSI at the transmitter side

as in [5], [9], [11]. Additionally, we assume no direct path

exists between the transmitter and receiver, as typical in RIS

applications aimed at enhancing coverage in blind spot areas.

A. Transmit and Received Signals

Multi-carrier waveforms can leverage the rectifier’s non-

linearity and enhance the performance in terms of DC har-

vested power [3]. Motivated by this, we consider multiple sub-

carriers with fn = fc+(n− 1)∆f being the frequency of the

nth sub-carrier, where fc is the lowest frequency and ∆f is

the sub-carrier spacing. Thus, the transmit signal at time t can

be written as ℜ
{
∑N

n=1 sne
j2πfnt

}

, where sn is the complex

weight of the nth sub-carrier. This implies unit gain linear

signal amplification at the power amplifier.

The transmit signal propagates through the wireless channel.

We denote by hI,n ∈ CM×1 the incident channel between the

transmitter and RIS and by hR,n ∈ CM×1 the channel between

the RIS and receiver for the nth sub-carrier.

The D-RIS is mathematically characterized by diagonal

phase-shift matrices. Assuming a multiport network model for

the RIS, each RIS element is modeled as a port connected to

an independent tunable impedance [15], [16]. This leads to

the so-called diagonal scattering matrix, while in BD-RIS the

scattering matrix Θ is not limited to being diagonal. In the

case of reciprocal and lossless BD-RIS1, the scattering matrix

is symmetric (Θ = ΘT ) and unitary (ΘHΘ = IM ).

The cascade channel2 at the nth sub-carrier is denoted by

hn = hT
R,nΘhI,n, and the received signal at time t is given

by

y(t) =
N
∑

n=1

ℜ
{

snhne
j2πfnt

}

. (1)

B. Rectenna

The ER model, i.e., rectenna, consists of the antenna equiva-

lent circuit and a single-diode rectifier for transforming the RF

received signal into harvested DC [3], [9], [10]. By leveraging

this model, assuming perfect matching, and using the Taylor

expansion, the output current of the rectenna is given by

idc =

n̄
∑

i even,i≥2

KiE
{

y(t)i
}

, (2)

where K2 = 0.17, K4 = 957.25 [11], and one can consider

n̄ = 4, hence modeling the main sources of non-linearity

1For the sake of simplicity and since the goal is to investigate the potential
gains of BD-RIS for WPT purposes, we consider the case study with no
mutual coupling between different ports. The performance of BD-RIS in the
presence of electromagnetic mutual coupling has been analyzed in [14].

2The underlying general model and assumptions can be seen in [16].



as a part of the fourth order term, while the second order

term represents the ideal linear rectenna model [9], [11]. By

expressing (2) in the frequency domain and assuming n̄ = 4,

we obtain [9]

idc =
K2

2

∑

n

‖snhn‖
2 + . . .

3K4

8

∑

n0,n1,n2,n3
n0+n1=n2+n3

(hn0sn0)
⋆
(hn1sn1)

⋆(hn2sn2)(hn3sn3),

(3)

which is more tractable than the sampling-dependent model.

C. Problem Formulation

The goal of this paper is to maximize the harvested power

given a transmit power budget PT . By leveraging the fact that

the DC harvested power is an increasing function of the DC

current at the ER, the problem can be formulated as

maximize
sn,Θ

idc (4a)

subject to Θ = ΘT , (4b)

Θ
H
Θ = IM , (4c)

1

2

N
∑

n=1

‖sn‖
2 ≤ PT . (4d)

Notably, (4) is a non-convex problem due to the coupling

between the optimization variables and the presence of a

quadratic equality constraint, i.e., (4d). To cope with this, we

rely on alternating optimization and decouple the problem into

separate problems for optimizing waveform and beamforming.

III. BEAMFORMING AND WAVEFORM OPTIMIZATION

Here, we provide optimization methods for solving the

beamforming and waveform-related subproblems.

A. Waveform Optimization with Fixed hn

First, we assume the cascade channel hn is fixed and

optimize the signal weights sn, ∀n. We proceed by defining

sn = s̄ne
js̃n , where s̄n and s̃n are the amplitude and the phase

of sn, respectively. Similarly, we can write hn = h̄ne
jh̃n . It is

evident that the optimal s̃n must compensate for the phases in

(3), leading to a real-valued idc [9]. Thus, it is sufficient to have

s̃∗n = −h̃n, ∀n leading to s̄ne
js̃∗

nhn = s̄nh̄n, ∀n. Now, the

only goal of the optimization is to find the optimal amplitudes

for the signal weights at different sub-carriers. For this, the

problem for a given Θ can be reformulated as

maximize
s̄n

idc (5a)

subject to
1

2

N
∑

n=1

s̄2n ≤ PT . (5b)

Lemma 1. The DC current in (3) is convex w.r.t. s̄n.

Proof. Note that y(t) is linear w.r.t. s̄n. By leveraging the

second-order convexity condition [17] and the linearity of the

mathematical average operator, it can be easily verified that idc

is convex w.r.t. y(t). Then, idc is convex w.r.t. s̄n since the

composition of an affine with a convex function is convex.

According to Lemma 1, problem (5) is not convex since it

maximizes a convex function. However, the convexity of (5a)

leads to the fact that ĩdc(s̄n, s̄
(l)
n ) ≤ idc, where ĩdc(s̄n, s̄

(l)
n ) is

the first order Taylor expansion of idc at the local point s̄
(l)
n

formulated as

ĩdc(s̄n, s̄
(l)
n ) = idc

∣

∣

s̄n=s̄
(l)
n

+

N
∑

n=1

g(s̄(l)n )(s̄n − s̄(l)n ), (6)

and

g(s̄n) = K2h̄
2
ns̄n +

3K4

2

[

h̄4
ns̄

3
n + 2

∑

n1 6=n

h̄2
nh̄

2
n1
s̄2n1

s̄n+

∑

n2,n3
n2+n3=2n

n2 6=n3

h̄n2 h̄n3 h̄
2
ns̄n2 s̄n3 s̄n+

∑

n1,n2,n3
−n1+n2+n3=n
n6=n1 6=n2 6=n3

h̄n1 h̄n2 h̄n3 s̄n1 s̄n2 s̄n3 h̄n

]

. (7)

Hereby and by removing the constant terms, the problem can

be transformed into a convex problem at the neighborhood of

the initial point s̄
(l)
n , which can be formulated as

minimize
s̄n

ξ1 = −

N
∑

n=1

g(s̄(l)n )s̄n (8a)

subject to
1

2

N
∑

n=1

s̄2n ≤ PT . (8b)

Finally, the problem can be iteratively solved using standard

convex optimization tools, e.g., CVX [18].

Algorithm 1 illustrates the proposed SCA-based method for

obtaining sn, ∀n. First, the scaled match filter approach in [19]

is used to initialize the signal weights such that

sn = e−jh̃n h̄β
n

√

2PT
∑N

n0=1 h̄
2β
n0

, ∀n. (9)

Then, the solution is updated iteratively until convergence. By

leveraging the lower-bound properties of Taylor-approximation

and writing the KKT conditions of (5), it can be seen that

(8a) is monotonically increasing and the obtained solution by

Algorithm 1 satisfies the KKT conditions of (5).

B. SDR-based Beamforming with Fixed sn

Herein, we provide an optimization method for the beam-

forming problem given sn, ∀n, which adapts the approach and

mathematical reformulations provided in [11]. Let us proceed

by rewriting the optimization problem for fixed sn as

maximize
Θ

idc (10a)

subject to Θ = Θ
T , (10b)

ΘHΘ = IM , (10c)



Algorithm 1 SCA-based waveform optimization (SCA-WF).

1: Input: {hn}∀n, ρs, υ Output: s
(l)
n

2: Initialize: Initialize s
(l)
n , ∀n using (9), ξ1 =∞

3: repeat

4: ξ⋆1 ← ξ1
5: Solve (8) to obtain s̄

(l+1)
n , ∀n

6: s
(l+1)
n ← s̄

(l+1)
n e−jh̃n , ∀n

7: Compute ξ1 using (8a), s
(l)
n ← s

(l+1)
n , l← l + 1

8: until ‖1− ξ⋆1/ξ1‖ ≤ υ

which is highly complicated and non-convex due to the unitary

constraint and the idc non-linearity.

Proposition 1. The cascade channel, i.e., hn = hT
R,nΘhI,n,

can be rewritten as

hn = aTnθ, (11)

where an = PTVec(hI,nh
T
R,n) ∈ CM(M+1)/2×1. Moreover,

θ ∈ CM(M+1)/2×1 is the vector containing the lower/upper-

triangle elements in Θ and P ∈ {0, 1}M
2×M(M+1)/2 is a

permutation matrix such that

[P]M(m−1)+n,k =











1, k = m(m− 1)/2 + n, 1 ≤ n ≤ m

1, k = n(n− 1)/2 +m, m < n ≤M

0, otherwise.
(12)

Proof. We proceed by rewriting hn as

hn = hT
R,nΘhI,n = Tr(hT

R,nΘhI,n)

(a)

= Tr(hI,nh
T
R,nΘ) = Tr(HnΘ)

(b)

= Vec(Hn)
TVec(Θ)

(c)

= Vec(Hn)
T
Pθ = aTnθ. (13)

Assume that D, F, and H are arbitrary matrices. Hereby,

(a) comes from Tr(DFH) = Tr(HDF) and (b) comes

from Tr(DTF) = Vec(D)TVec(F). Moreover, by defining

θ ∈ C
M(M+1)/2×1 as the vector containing the lower/upper-

triangle elements in Θ, one can design a permutation matrix

P ∈ {0, 1}M
2×M(M+1)/2 such that Pω = Vec(Ω) holds,

which leads to (c).

Leveraging Proposition 1 allows to remove the constraint

(10b) by using θ as the optimization variable. However, the

complexity caused by the unitary constraint still remains. For

this, we leverage the idea in [11] and define zn = snan,

D0 = z1z
H
1 + . . .+ zNzHN , D1 = z1z

H
2 + . . .+ zN−1z

H
N , and

DN−1 = z1z
H
N . Hereby, idc can be reformulated as

idc =
1

2
K2θ

H
D0θ +

3

8
K4θ

H
D0θ(θ

H
D0θ)

H

+
3

4
K4

N−1
∑

n=1

θH
Dnθ(θ

H
Dnθ)

H . (14)

Next, we need to formulate the constraint (10c) as a function

of the new optimization variable θ. For this, let us proceed by

defining a permutation matrix Pi, which extracts the ith row

of Θ from θ. Hereby, (10c) can be rewritten as

(Piθ)
H(Pjθ) = Tr(θθH

P̄i,j) =

{

1, i = j,

0, i 6= j,
(15)

where P̄i,j = PT
i Pj and Pi is a permutation matrix contain-

ing the (iM −M + 1)th to the iM th row of P.

Now, we define dn = θH
Dnθ, d =

[d1, . . . , dN ]T , and positive semidefinite matrices

K0 = diag{ 38K4,
3
4K4, . . . ,

3
4K4} � 0 and X = θθH .

Hereby, the problem can be reformulated as

maximize
d,X�0

1

2
K2d0 + dHK0d (16a)

subject to Tr(XP̄i,j) = 1, ∀i = j, (16b)

Tr(XP̄i,j) = 0, ∀i 6= j, (16c)

dn = Tr(XDn), ∀n, (16d)

rank(X) = 1. (16e)

Note that problem (16) is still non-convex and challenging

to solve since it deals with the maximization of a convex

objective function and includes a rank-1 constraint. For (16a),

SCA can be used to iteratively update the objective function

by approximating it using its first-order Taylor expansion.

Specifically, the quadratic term in (16a) can be approximated

in the neighborhood of d(l) by [11]

f(d,d(l)) = 2ℜ
{

d(l)HK0d
}

− d(l)HK0d
(l). (17)

Since f(d,d(l)) ≤ dHK0d always holds, it can be used

as a lower bound and maximizing the Taylor approximation

iteratively leads to maximizing the original quadratic term.

We use SDR to relax the rank-1 constraint and reformulate

the problem in the neighborhood of the local point d(l) as

minimize
X

Ω = Tr(K1X) (18a)

subject to X � 0, (18b)

(16b), (16c),

where K1 = J+ JH and

J = −
K2

4
D0 −

3K4

8
d
(l)
0 D0 −

3K4

4

N−1
∑

n=1

d(l)n Dn. (19)

This problem is a standard semi-definite programming (SDP)

problem that can be solved using convex optimization tools.

Moreover, if the obtained X∗ is a rank-1 matrix, the SDR is

tight and X∗ is a stationary point of problem (16), leading to

a local optimum point extracted by X∗ = θ∗θ∗H . However,

it might happen that rank(X∗) > 1, which leads to X∗

satisfying the KKT conditions of problem (18) (see [11]

for the proof). For this, we obtain an approximate θ∗ using

the Gaussian randomization method in [20]. In this scenario,

constructing Θ with θ∗ results in a symmetric Θ, though

it may not necessarily be a unitary matrix. Therefore, it is

crucial to project the final solution into the problem’s feasible

space. Let us proceed by writing Θ′ = Vec−1(Pθ∗). Then,



Algorithm 2 SDR-based passive beamforming and waveform

optimization for fully-connected BD-RIS (SDR-BDRIS).

1: Input: υ, β, hR,n,hI,n, ∀n Output: s
(l)
n , ∀n, Θ∗

2: Initialize: Choose Θ(l) randomly, f⋆ = 0, idc =∞
3: Compute P and hn using (12) and (11)

4: Initialize s
(l)
n , ∀n using (9)

5: Compute d
(l)
n = θ(l)

Dnθ
(l)H , where θ(l) =

P−1Vec(Θ(l))
6: repeat

7: Ω =∞, i⋆dc ← idc
8: repeat

9: Ω⋆ ← Ω, solve (18) to obtain X

10: Compute θ(l) using Gaussian randomization

11: d
(l)
n = θ(l)

Dnθ
(l)H , Θ(l) = Vec−1(Pθ(l))

12: l ← l+ 1
13: until ‖1− Ω⋆/Ω‖ ≤ υ

14: hn = hT
R,nΘ

(l)hI,n and run Algorithm 1 to update s
(l)
n

15: Compute idc using (3)

16: until ‖1− i⋆dc/idc‖ ≤ υ
17: Run Algorithm 3 to obtain Θ∗

Algorithm 3 Randomization-based method for obtaining a

feasible Θ.

1: Input: Θ, K , hR,n,hI,n, sn, ∀n Output: Θ∗

2: Initialize:

3: Compute the SVD of Θ to obtain Θ = QΣQT , i⋆dc = 0
4: for k = 1, . . . ,K do

5: Generate random φi ∈ [0, 2π], ∀i
6: Set φ = [ejφ1 , . . . , ejφM ]T and Σ′ = diag(φ)
7: Compute Θ = QΣ′QT and idc using (3)

8: if idc > i⋆dc then

9: i⋆dc ← idc, Θ
∗ ← Θ

10: end if

11: end for

by leveraging the fact that Θ′ is symmetric, we can write the

singular value decomposition (SVD) as Θ′ = QΣQT , where

Q is a unitary matrix and Σ is a diagonal matrix containing the

singular values of Θ′. It is evident that if the diagonal elements

of Σ are unit modulus, Θ′ is unitary. However, this only

happens when rank(X∗) = 1, while for higher-rank cases,

we propose a randomization-based method to construct a Σ

with unit modulus diagonal elements.

Algorithm 2 describes the proposed SDR-based method for

passive beamforming and waveform optimization for fully-

connected BD-RIS. First, the optimization variables are initial-

ized. Then, the waveform and scattering matrix are optimized

in an alternative fashion through lines 6-16. Specifically,

beamforming is done by solving (18) iteratively in lines 8-

13, followed by iterative waveform optimization using Al-

gorithm 1. After that, Algorithm 3 is utilized to construct

a feasible solution Θ∗ based on the characteristics of the

obtained solution Θ. First, the SVD of Θ is computed to

0 2 4 6 8
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Fig. 1: The convergence performance of SDR-BDRIS with a

random channel realization and different M and N .

obtain a unitary matrix Q. Then, random phase shifts are gen-

erated for K iterations to construct new Σ′ matrices and their

corresponding feasible solution Θ. Finally, the constructed Θ

with the best idc is selected as the final solution.

C. Complexity Analysis

Herein, we discuss the time complexity of the proposed

algorithms in details:

SCA-WF: Algorithm 1 requires solving a quadratic program

[17] in each SCA iteration. Notably, the complexity of

quadratic programs scales with a polynomial function of the

problem size, while the degree of the polynomial mainly

depends on the type of solver. Let us consider a simple solver

based on the Newton method, which has O(n3) complexity

[17], where n is the problem size and the number of variables

is N , leading to n scaling with N .

SDR-BDRIS: The number of variables in (18) is M̄(M̄ + 1)/2
with M̄ = M(M+1)/2, while the rest of the entries in X are

determined according to the Hermitian structure, and the sizes

of these Hermitian matrix sub-space is M̄2. Additionally, the

number of constraints scales with M in (18). It is shown that

for a given accuracy, the complexity of SDP problems grows

at most with O(n1/2), where n is the problem size, scaling

with the number of constraints and variables [21].

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we evaluate the system’s performance in a

WiFi-like scenario at a carrier frequency of fc = 2.4 GHz. We

consider the path loss due to large-scale fading at a distance d
to be L0d

−κ, where L0 = 40 dB is the path loss at a reference

distance of 1 m and κ = 2 is the path loss exponent. Moreover,

the incident and reflective path are both considered to be 2 m.

The transmit power is PT = 50 dBm and the channels are

modeled with quasi-static Rician fading given by

hn =
√

κ/(κ+ 1)hLoS
n +

√

1/(κ+ 1)hNLoS
n , (20)

where κ is the Rician factor. The NLoS part is modeled with

Rayleigh fading considering L = 18 delay taps with real-

izations following a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian

distribution with a random power pl, such that
∑L

l=1 pl = 1.

Fig. 1 illustrates the convergence performance of the pro-

posed SDR-BDRIS. It is seen that SDR-BDRIS iteratively

converges toward a local optimum solution. Note that in this
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Fig. 2: The average idc at the ER for (a) LoS channel (left)

and (b) Rician channel with κ = 0 dB (right) as a function of

M for N = 1 and N = 4.
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Fig. 3: The average idc at the ER for (a) LoS channel (left)

and (b) Rician channel with κ = 0 dB (right) as a function of

N for M = 16.

figure, the number of required iterations for convergence in

different setups is the same. However, the time complexity of

solving the SDP problem in (18) drastically increases with M
since the hermitian matrix sub-space is in the order of M4.

Fig. 2 shows the average idc as a function of M for D-

RIS and BD-RIS. The D-RIS results are obtained using the

approach proposed in [11]. As expected, it is observed that

increasing the number of elements increases idc. Moreover,

Fig. 2.a illustrates that BD-RIS achieves the same performance

as D-RIS for both single-carrier and multi-carrier systems in

pure LoS conditions. However, when κ decreases and the

channel tends to become frequency-selective, as in Fig. 2.b,

BD-RIS can leverage the extra degrees of freedom to impact

different components of the channel effectively such that idc
becomes higher compared to D-RIS.

Fig. 3 presents the average idc as a function of N for D-RIS

and BD-RIS. It is shown that for LoS channels, BD-RIS and

D-RIS achieve the same performance for any number of sub-

carriers, while for the Rician channel with NLoS components,

the BD-RIS becomes the favorable option and the performance

gap increases with N . Moreover, it is seen that increasing the

number of sub-carriers improves the performance.

V. CONCLUSION & FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we considered a BD-RIS-aided SISO WPT

system with EH non-linearity. Moreover, we formulated a joint

beamforming and waveform optimization problem to maxi-

mize the harvested power at the ER. We proposed the SDR-

BDRIS approach relying on alternating optimization, SCA,

and SDR to solve the problem. The simulation results proved

that BD-RIS achieves the same performance as D-RIS under

far-field LoS conditions (in the absence of mutual coupling),

while it outperforms D-RIS in NLoS cases. As expected, our

findings demonstrated that increasing the number of elements

or sub-carriers improves performance.
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