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Beamforming Design for Secure RIS-Enabled
ISAC: Passive RIS vs. Active RIS
Vaibhav Kumar, Member, IEEE, and Marwa Chafii, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—The forthcoming sixth-generation (6G) communica-
tions standard is anticipated to provide integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) as a fundamental service. These ISAC
systems present unique security challenges because of the expo-
sure of information-bearing signals to sensing targets, enabling
them to potentially eavesdrop on sensitive communication infor-
mation with the assistance of sophisticated receivers. Recently,
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) have shown promising
results in enhancing the physical layer security of various wireless
communication systems, including ISAC. However, the perfor-
mance of conventional passive RIS (pRIS)-enabled systems are
often limited due to multiplicative fading, which can be alleviated
using active RIS (aIRS). In this paper, we consider the problem of
beampattern gain maximization in a secure pRIS/aRIS-enabled
ISAC system, subject to signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
constraints at communication receivers, and information leakage
constraints at an eavesdropping target. For the challenging
non-convex problem of joint beamforming design at the base
station and the pRIS/aRIS, we propose a novel successive convex
approximation (SCA)-based method. Unlike the conventional
alternating optimization (AO)-based methods, in the proposed
SCA-based approach, all of the optimization variables are up-
dated simultaneously in each iteration. The proposed method
shows significant performance superiority for pRIS-aided ISAC
system compared to a benchmark scheme using penalty-based
AO method. Moreover, our simulation results also confirm that
aRIS-aided system has a notably higher beampattern gain at the
target compared to that offered by the pRIS-aided system for
the same power budget. We also present a detailed complexity
analysis and proof of convergence for the proposed SCA-based
method.

Index Terms—Reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), inte-
grated sensing and communication (ISAC), physical layer se-
curity, second-order cone program (SOCP), successive convex
approximation (SCA)

I. INTRODUCTION

AS the commercial deployment of the fifth-generation
(5G)-enabled wireless services are underway across the

globe, the third-generation partnership project (3GPP) has
recently frozen release 17 (Rel-17) of the 5G standard. This
latest release focuses on enhancing multicast and broad-
cast services, standalone non-public networks (SNPNs), non-
terrestrial networks (NTNs), and reduced capability (RedCap)
services, among others [2]. The researchers are now looking
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ahead for the development of next-generation wireless stan-
dard to create a smart and connected wireless ecosystem, that
requires a paradigm shift to support high-accuracy sensing
capability along with high-quality wireless connectivity [3].
In their latest release (Rel-19), 3GPP has formed a technical
specification group (TSG) to study the use-case of such
sensing-aided wireless systems for intrusion detection in an
outdoor/indoor area, rainfall/flood monitoring, autonomous
maneuvering and navigation, monitoring the trajectory of an
unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), collision avoidance in an
UAV network via network-assisted sensing, healthcare moni-
toring, extended-reality (XR) streaming, and advanced driver
assistance system (ADAS) among various other applications.
Based on the 3GPP-TSG studies, it is envisioned that sensing
will be offered as a basic functionality in the sixth-generation
(6G) wireless communications standard, resulting in a recent
surge of research interest in integrated sensing and communi-
cation (ISAC). Through the integration of communication and
sensing capabilities in a single network infrastructure, ISAC
can exploit common hardware, as well as spectral and signal
processing framework; it thereby can enjoy integration as well
as coordination gain [4]–[6].

At a higher level, ISAC can be classified into two categories:
i) device-free ISAC, and ii) device-based ISAC. The former
is based on device-free sensing in which the sensing targets
do not have any transceiver capability, while in the latter
case, sensing is facilitated via device-based sensing where
the sensing targets are capable of transmitting and/or receiv-
ing radio signals [7]. However, ISAC systems can also be
classified based on the design requirements including radar-
centric design [8], communication-centric design [9], and
joint design [10]. A comprehensive overview of the signal
processing techniques for these three types of aforementioned
ISAC systems was presented in [11]. Some of the notable
works on different aspects of ISAC were presented in [12]–
[15]. The advantages of an ISAC system over a frequency-
division sensing and communications (FDSAC) system were
studied in [12]. Using a mutual-information (MI)-based frame-
work, it was shown therein that ISAC has a broader sensing-
communication rate region compared to that of FDSAC system
in both uplink and downlink scenarios. The problems of
joint design of transmit and receive beamformers for power
consumption minimization and sum rate maximization in a
full-duplex (FD) ISAC system were discussed in [13]. A
detailed channel modeling for ISAC combining forward and
backward scattering, and including the non-stationarity and
correlation between communication and sensing links was
presented in [14]. In [15], the authors presented a resource
allocation scheme in a unified ISAC framework considering
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fairness and comprehensiveness criteria for a scalable trade-off
between sensing and communication quality-of-service (QoS).

In recent times, passive reconfigurable intelligent surface
(pRIS) has gained considerable attention as a groundbreaking
hardware technology that can further enhance the performance
of a wireless communication system [16], [17], including that
of ISAC. These pRISs are composed of software-controlled
metasurfaces capable of reengineering the wireless propaga-
tion media by controlling the phase of the electromagnetic
waves reflected from these surfaces [18]. The authors in [19]
considered the integration of these two emerging technolo-
gies, i.e., pRIS and ISAC, and shown that joint sensing and
communication (S&C) designs are mostly beneficial when the
two channels were coupled together, and that using pRIS can
be advantageous in the presence of such channel coupling.
Similarly, it was shown in [20] that the use of RIS in an
ISAC system can result in higher accuracy, wider coverage,
and ultra-reliable communication and sensing performance.
The problem of joint waveform and passive beamforming
design for a multi-user multiple-input single-output (MU-
MISO) ISAC system to maximize the signal-to-interference-
and-noise-ratio (SINR) for radar and minimizing the multi-
user interference was considered in [21], where the authors
proposed a solution to the challenging non-convex optimiza-
tion problem using block coordinate descent (BCD) method.
Similarly in [22], the problem of joint beamforming design
for pRIS-aided ISAC system was considered under signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR) or Cramér-Rao bound (CRB) constraint,
and a solution has been obtained using BCD. The authors
in [23] considered the problem of power allocation and beam-
forming design in an FD pRIS-ISAC system, and proposed a
solution using penalty-dual-decomposition (PDD) method and
majorization-minimization (MM). A low-complexity method
using alternate direction method of multipliers (ADMM) was
also proposed therein. Moreover, beamforming designs for
simultaneously transmitting and reflecting (STAR)-RIS-aided
ISAC system with non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA),
and pRIS-ISAC with rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA)
were discussed in [24] and [25], respectively. It is noteworthy
that the problem of beamforming design in [21]–[25] was
solved using AO-based approach which results in a notably
suboptimal solution due to the intricate coupling between the
decision variables.

Although ISAC provides a higher design flexibility and
superior performance compared to the FDSAC counterpart, it
also posses unique security challenges since the information-
bearing communication signals are exposed to the potentially
eavesdropping sensing targets. However, physical layer secu-
rity (PLS) is an effective countermeasure for this problem.
For example, the problem of beamforming design for physical
layer security in in a satellite-terrestrial network was presented
in [26], [27]. Similarly, in the context of ISAC, the authors
in [28] devised an efficient beamforming design for transmit
power minimization problem using the notion of physical layer
security in an FD ISAC system. Furthermore, RIS has also
been shown to enhance the PLS of wireless communication
systems [29], [30]. In this direction, the authors in [31]
consider the secure beamforming design in an pRIS-aided

MU-MISO ISAC system, where they aim to maximize the
radar SINR, subject to SINR constraints at communication
users, and information leakage constraints at the malicious
target. In particular, the challenging non-convex optimization
problem therein was solved via alternating optimization (AO)
using semi-definite relaxation (SDR), fractional programming
(FP), and MM; it was shown therein that pRIS-aided system
has notable performance superiority compared to its non-pRIS
counterpart. The problem of secure beamforming design in a
similar MU-MISO system was presented in [32] to minimize
the maximum SINR at an eavesdropper, while maintaining a
predefined SINR threshold at communication receivers, and
a detection probability threshold at the target. An iterative
solution to the non-convex beamforming design problem was
then obtained using AO technique based on FP and SDR.
Moreover, optimized beamforming design to maximize the
achievable sum secrecy rate in an pRIS-aided MU-MISO ISAC
system was obtained in [33] with the help of AO, successive
convex approximation (SCA), and SDR. A penalty-assisted
AO algorithm was proposed to obtain a semi-closed-form
solution using Lagrange duality and an MM algorithm in [34]
to obtain a secure beamforming design in an pRIS-aided
MU-MISO ISAC system. Furthermore, a deep reinforcement
learning (DRL)-based secure beamforming design in an pRIS-
enabled MU-MISO ISAC system was developed in [35]. At the
same time, it is also interesting to keep in mind that a RIS can
also pose severe security threats in wireless communication via
destructive beamforming [36]. One can easily notice that the
solution to the beamforming design problem in secure pRIS-
aided ISAC system in [28], [31]–[35] were obtained using
AO-based approaches where obtaining a stationary solution is
not guaranteed theoretically.

Although pRISs have shown promising benefits in ISAC
systems, one of the major drawbacks in the pRIS-aided
systems is that its performance is often restricted due to multi-
plicative fading effect. This effect becomes more pronounced
when there exist strong direct links between the transmitter
and receiver(s). To circumvent this problem, active RIS (aRIS)
has been recently proposed, which is capable of amplifying
the reflected signals by virtue of the integrated amplifiers in
the RIS elements [37]. An overview of aRIS-enabled ISAC
system design focusing on important issues like frequency-
selective fading, cascaded channel estimation, and optimal
RIS placement was presented in [38]. The authors in [39]
considered the problem of maximizing the target illumination
power in an aRIS-aided terahertz (THz) ISAC system with
delay alignment modulation, where they proposed an opti-
mal beamforming design using AO, quadratically constrained
quadratic program (QCQP), SDR, and MM. The problem of
maximizing the SINR of the echo signal from the target in an
aRIS-enabled MU-MISO ISAC system was considered in [40],
where the beamforming design is obtained using AO, BCD
method, Dinkelbach’s transform, and MM. Similarly, in [41],
the authors formulated the problem of maximizing the radar
SINR, subject to communication SINRs in an aRIS-aided MU-
MISO ISAC system; the optimal beamforming design therein
was obtained using MM, AO, and SDR. A secure beamforming
design for aRIS-enabled MU-MISO multicast ISAC system
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to maximize the achievable sum secrecy rate was proposed
using AO, FP, and MM in [42]. Similar to the case of pRIS-
aided systems, the solution to the beamforming optimization
problem in aRIS-aided ISAC systems in [37], [39]–[42] were
also obtained using AO-based approaches.

It is worth mentioning that compared to the pRIS-enabled
ISAC systems, there is a dearth of literature on beamforming
design for physical layer security in aRIS-enabled ISAC.
Nevertheless, the beamforming design problem in pRIS/aRIS-
aided ISAC systems are particularly challenging due to cou-
pling between optimization variables, and therefore, AO is
generally used to simplify the problem [21]–[25], [31]–
[35], [37], [39]–[42]. However, AO-based methods cannot pro-
duce a high-performance solution due to complicated coupling
between optimization variables, and a stationary point is not
guaranteed to be obtained theoretically [43]. To address this
challenge, we have used a method based on SCA in [1] for
the secure beamforming in a pRIS-enabled ISAC system. In
this approach, we concurrently update all design variables in
each iteration obtain a high-quality solution. Therefore, in this
paper we propose an SCA-based optimization method for a
high-performance beamforming design in a secure pRIS/aRIS-
enabled MU-MISO ISAC system. Moreover, different from
most of the existing literature on aRIS-aided system de-
sign [37], [39], [41], [42], where separate power budgets are
usually considered for the BS and aRIS, we consider a joint
power budget for them. The reasoning behind this approach
is as follows: we assume that both the BS and aRIS have
unlimited power supplies, and both are connected to a central
controller via backhaul links. The central controller determines
an overall power budget based on the incentives paid by the
users. Then, depending on the solution of the optimization
problem, the controller informs the BS and aRIS about the
portion of the power budget allocated to each. This method is
more practical and adaptable than managing separate power
budgets for the BS and aRIS. The main contributions of the
paper are listed as follows:

• We consider the problem of beamforming design in a
secure aRIS/pRIS-enabled MU-MISO ISAC system. In
the system, the BS transmits a linear superposition of
communication and sensing signals, which provides extra
degrees-of-freedom (DoF) for beamforming design, and
also help enhancing the security of the ISAC system.
Our aim is to maximize the beampattern gain at the
eavesdropping target, while ensuring a minimum SINR
at communication users, and information leakage con-
straints at the target.

• The formulated beampattern maximization problem is
non-convex due to intricate coupling of the optimization
variables, i.e., the transmit beamforming vector, and the
aRIS/pRIS beamforming vector. For the case of aRIS-
aided system, we also consider optimal power splitting
between the BS and aRIS. Unlike the conventional AO-
based approach, we use a series of convex approxima-
tions to reformulate the original non-convex optimization
problem into an equivalent second-order cone program
(SOCP), which can be solved using off-the-shelf solvers.

The proposed method results in a high-performance
solution since all of the design variables are updated
simultaneously in each iteration. A proof of convergence
and a complexity analysis are also presented for the
proposed SCA-based method.

• Extensive numerical results are then presented to analyze
the performance of the proposed SCA-based algorithm.
We also show the dependence of the system performance
on different system design parameters. Our results con-
firm the superiority of the proposed algorithm over the
AO-based benchmark algorithm in the case of pRIS-aided
ISAC system. The results also confirm that the aRIS-
aided system has significant performance superiority over
the pRIS-aided system, however, this performance supe-
riority is achieved at the cost of higher computational
complexity/problem-solving time and memory require-
ment.
Notation: Uppercase and lowercase bold letters are used

to represent matrices and vectors, respectively. The vec-
tor space containing all M × N complex-valued/real-valued
matrices is indicated by CM×N/RM×N . The notation XT,
XH, ∥X∥, ℜX, and ℑX refers to the transpose, conjugate
transpose, Frobenius norm, real component, and imaginary
component of a complex-valued matrix X. The absolute value
of a complex number x is denoted by |x|, and diag(x)
represents the diagonal matrix with elements from vector x.
The Bachmann–Landau notation is denoted by O(·), and the
Kronecker product is symbolized by ⊗.

Organization: The remainder of this paper is organized as
follows: Section II introduces the pRIS/aRIS ISAC system
considered in the paper and we formulate the problem of
optimal secure beamforming design. In Section III, we propose
a high-performance solution to the challenging non-convex
optimization problem using a series of convex approximations.
We also present a proof of convergence, and a detailed com-
plexity analysis therein for the proposed SCA-based method.
We present extensive simulation results to analyze the perfor-
mance of the proposed algorithm for the ISAC system under
consideration in Section IV. Conclusions are then presented
in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first provide a description of the
pRIS/aRIS-enabled ISAC system model, and then formulate
the beampattern maximization problem.

A. System Model

Consider the ISAC system shown in Fig. 1, consisting
of a dual-function radar-communication (DFRC) base station
(BS) equipped with L antennas, K single-antenna communica-
tion users, one1 single-antenna eavesdropping target, and one

1Although our paper focuses on a single eavesdropping target scenario,
extending the proposed algorithm to a system with multiple targets is
straightforward. For multiple eavesdropping targets, the optimization objective
can be formulated as maximizing the minimum beampattern gain among
all targets. The SCA-based approach presented in the paper can be directly
applied to this max-min optimization problem.
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Fig. 1. System model for secure RIS-enabled ISAC.

passive/active RIS equipped with N passive/active reflecting
elements. We denote the communication users by Uk where
k ∈ K ≜ {1, 2, . . . ,K}. It is assumed that the BS transmits
a linear superposition of information and sensing signals for
the purpose of joint sensing and communication. Therefore,
we denote the transmitted signal from the BS as

s =
∑

k∈K
xc,kwc,k +

∑
m∈M

xt,mwt,m,

where wc,k (∀k ∈ K) denotes the information-bearing com-
munication signal for Uk (∀k ∈ K), wt,m denotes the m-th
sensing signal, m ∈ M ≜ {1, 2, . . .M} with M being the
total number of sensing signals used, xc,k ∈ CL×1 denotes the
beamforming vector associated with wc,k, and xt,m ∈ CL×1

represents the beamforming vector corresponding to wt,m. It
is assumed that E{wc,k} = E{wt,m} = 0 ∀k ∈ K,m ∈ M,
E{|wc,k|2} = E{|wt,m|2} = 1 ∀k ∈ K,m ∈ M and
E{wc,kw

H
r,m} = 0 ∀k ∈ K,m ∈ M, i.e., the communication

and the sensing signals are uncorrelated. The BS-RIS, BS-
Uk, RIS-Uk, and RIS-target wireless links are denoted by
G ∈ CN×L, hD,k ∈ C1×L, hR,k ∈ C1×N , and gR ∈ C1×N ,
respectively. Similar to [34], we assume that the direct links
between the BS and target do not exist due to heave fad-
ing/shadowing or blockage.2 Therefore, the signal received at
Uk is given by

yk =
(
hD,k + hR,kΘG

)
s+ hR,kΘzI + zk

= hks+ hR,kΘzI + zk, (1)

where hk ≜ hD,k + hR,kΘG, Θ ≜ diag(θ), θ is the RIS
beamforming vector defined as θ ≜ [θ1, θ2, . . . , θN ]T, θn =
βn exp(jϕn) ∀n ∈ N ≜ {1, 2, . . . , N}, ϕn ∈ [0, 2π), zI ∼
CN (0, σ2

I I) ∈ CN×1 is the dynamic noise at the RIS, and
zk ∼ CN (0, σ2

k) is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
at Uk. Note that for the case of passive RIS, βn = 1 and
σ2
I = 0, while for the case of active RIS, βn ≤ βmax and
σ2
I > 0. Therefore, the SINR to decode wc,k at Uk is given

by

γc,k = |hkxc,k|2
(
σ2
k +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

|hkxc,k′ |2

+
∑

m∈M
|hkxt,m|2 + σ2

I ∥hR,kΘ∥2
)−1

. (2)

2Although in this work, we assume that the direct links between the BS and
target are blocked, the algorithm proposed in this paper is also valid (without
any changes) for the case when direct links between the two exist.

Similarly, the signal received at the target is given by

yt = gRΘGs+ gRΘzI + zt = gts+ gRΘzI + zt, (3)

where gt ≜ gRΘG, and zt ∼ CN (0, σ2
t ) is the AWGN at the

target. Hence, the SINR at the target to decode wc,k is given
by

γt,k = |gtxc,k|2
(
σ2
t +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

|gtxc,k′ |2

+
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2 + σ2

I ∥gRΘ∥2
)−1

. (4)

Similar to [21]–[25], [28], [31]–[35], [39]–[42], we assume
that all of the channels and the target location are perfectly
known at the BS.3 Therefore, the beampattern gain at the target
is defined as (c.f. [34])

G (X,θ) = E{|gts+ gRΘzI|2}
= E{|gts|2 + |gRΘzI|2 + 2ℜ{gts(gRΘzI)

H}}
=

∑
k∈K

|gtxc,k|2 +
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2 + σ2

I ∥gRΘ∥2, (5)

where X ≜ [xc,1, . . . ,xc,K ,xt,1, . . . ,xt,M ] ∈ CL×(K+M).

B. Problem Formulation

Similar to [34], in this work we are interested in maximizing
the beampattern gain at the target4, while also maintaining
a certain predefined QoS at the communication users. More-
over, since the target is a potential eavesdropper, we impose
a tolerance limit on the information leakage at the target.
Therefore, for the case of active RIS, the problem of jointly
designing the BS and RIS beamforming vectors to maximize
the beampattern gain at the target is formulated as follows:

(P1) maximize
X,θ

G (X,θ), (6a)

subject to γc,k ≥ Γc,k ∀k ∈ K, (6b)
γt,k ≤ Γt,k ∀k ∈ K, (6c)
P(X,θ) ≤ Pmax, (6d)
|θn| ≤ βmax ∀n ∈ N , (6e)

where P(X,θ) is the total power consumption at the BS and
the active RIS, which is given by

P(X,θ) = ∥X∥2 + ∥ΘGX∥2 + σ2
I ∥Θ∥2. (7)

In the RHS of the (7), the first terms ∥X∥2 quantifies the
total power of the signal transmitted from the BS, the second
terms quantifies the total power of the (useful) signal reflected
from the active RIS after amplification, and the third term
quantifies the power of the dynamic noise generated during
the signal amplification at the active RIS. Note that a similar

3Although, considering imperfect knowledge of channel state information
(CSI) and target location uncertainty are more practical, in this paper, we are
interested to know the theoretical upper bound on the system performance. A
similar assumption was considered in [21]–[25], [28], [31]–[33], [35], [39]–
[42]. Moreover, several methods for obtaining the CSI in an RIS-aided systems
were presented in [44], [45]. We leave the case of imperfect CSI and target
location as a topic for future investigation.

4This is equivalent to maximizing the average received power at the target
or maximizing the target illumination power [39]. This in turn can improve the
SINR of the echo signal received from the target at the BS, or the probability
of detection of the target.
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modeling for power consumption at the aRIS had been used
in [39], [40]. It is worth mentioning that in the case of separate
power budget constraints at the BS and aRIS (similar to
the case in [37], [39], [41], [42]), the constraint at the BS
will be a convex constraint, and the non-convex constraint
at the aRIS can be handled following the same approach as
used in Theorem 4. Moreover, (6b) ensures that the SINR
at Uk is greater than or equal to a predefined threshold
Γc,k, (6c) represents the tolerance limit on the leakage of Uk’s
information to the target5. Additionally, (6d) ensures that the
total power consumed at the BS and the aRIS is within the
available budget Pmax, and (6e) enforces that the amplification
offered by each of the aRIS element is less than or equal to
the maximum allowed amplification gain βmax.6

Analogously, for the case of passive RIS, the problem of
joint design of BS and RIS beamforming to maximize the
beampattern gain at the target is given by

(P2) maximize
X,θ

G (X,θ), (8a)

subject to (6b), (6c), (8b)
∥X∥2 ≤ Pmax, (8c)
|θn|2 = 1 ∀n ∈ N . (8d)

Note that in (P2), the SINR constraints at the users, and
the information leakage constraints at the target are jointly
represented using (8b), the transmit power constraint for the
case of pRIS is represent using (8c), and (8d) represents the
unit-modulus constraint for each of the pRIS element.

It is noteworthy that both (P1) and (P2) are non-convex
due to the non-convex objective function and the non-convex
SINR and information leakage constraints. Moreover, (6d)
in (P1), and (8d) in (P2) are also non-convex. Additionally,
the intricate coupling between the design variables X and θ
makes the problem more challenging to solve.

Hua et al. [34] introduced a penalty-assisted dual-loop
AO-based algorithm for solving (P2). Specifically, in the
inner loop, auxiliary variables were updated through solving
a QCQP, the BS beamformers were updated using a bisection
search, and the RIS reflection vector was updated via MM.
The outer loop was solely utilized for updating the penalty
parameter. Despite the reformulation of the optimization prob-
lem in [34], where the design variables were decoupled in the
constraints, achieving a high-quality solution is not guaranteed
with AO. Furthermore, the per-iteration complexity of the

5As highlighted in [46], employing information leakage constraints provides
greater flexibility in resource allocation compared to using secrecy rate when
dealing with diverse security requirements. This approach is particularly
beneficial for various applications such as video streaming, email services,
IoT devices, and online banking, each of which may require different levels
of security. The use of information leakage thresholds allows for more precise
control over the secrecy performance against potential eavesdroppers, enabling
a more effective balance between overall system performance and security
measures. Alternatively, if one opts to evaluate secrecy performance using
different metrics—such as secrecy rate, secrecy outage probability, or covert
communication rate—the optimization strategy would need to be tailored to
the specific system configuration and the convexity of the constraint function
in question.

6The constraint on the maximum amplification gain, i.e., (6e) is often
overlooked in many papers related to aRIS. In such instances, the optimization
algorithm yields an unconstrained optimal value of |θn|; this value may not
be achievable in practical applications due to hardware limitations.

penalty-based solution in [34] was O
(
N3

)
. However, due

to the use of bisection search and the dual-loop structure,
a large number of iterations is necessary for convergence.
Consequently, this leads to extended problem-solving time,
and prematurely terminating iterations before the penalty terms
approach zero may yield infeasible solutions. Furthermore, it
is not straightforward to apply the penalty-based AO method
for the case of active RIS. To overcome these shortcomings,
in the next section, we proposed an SCA-based method where
all of the design variables are updated simultaneously in each
iteration resulting in a high-performance solution.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION

In this section, we proposed an SCA-based method to obtain
a stationary solution to (P1) and (P2). We first deal with
the problem in (P1), and then discuss on how the solution
obtained for (P1) can be applied to (P2) with minimal
modifications.

Before proceeding further, we recall the following
(in)equalities:

∥u∥2 ≥ 2ℜ{vHu} − ∥v∥2, (9a)

ℜ{uHv} = 1

4

(
∥u+ v∥2 − ∥u− v∥2

)
, (9b)

ℑ{uHv} = 1

4

(
∥u− jv∥2 − ∥u+ jv∥2

)
, (9c)

which hold for two arbitrary complex-valued vectors u and
v. Using (9), we apply a series of convex approximations
on (P1) in the following subsection.

A. Solution to (P1)

Due to the coupling between X and θ, the objective
G (X,θ) in (6a) is neither convex nor concave. Owing to
the maximization nature of (P1), we obtain a concave lower
bound on G (X,θ) as follows:

Theorem 1. A concave lower bound on G (X,θ) can be given
by

G (X,θ) ≥ σ2
I

∑
n∈N

f̂n(θn; θ
(i)
n ) +

∑
k∈K

fk(xc,k,θ;x
(i)
c,k,θ

(i))

+
∑

m∈M
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) ≜ F (X,θ). (10)

Proof: See Appendix A.
Next, we turn our attention to the non-convex constraints

in (6b), which can be reformulated using the following theo-
rem.

Theorem 2. The non-convex constraint in (6b) can be
transformed into a set of convex constraints as follows:

1

Γk
f̄k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)

≥ σ2
k +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

(
℘2
c,k,k′ + ℘̄2

c,k,k′

)
+

∑
m∈M

(
℘2
t,k,m + ℘̄2

t,k,m

)
+ σ2

I ∥hR,kΘ∥2 ∀k ∈ K, (11a)
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℘c,k,k′≥µc,1,k,k′(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K, k′∈K\{k},
(11b)

℘c,k,k′≥µc,2,k,k′(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K, k′∈K\{k},
(11c)

℘̄c,k,k′≥ µ̄c,1,k,k′(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K, k′∈K\{k},
(11d)

℘̄c,k,k′≥ µ̄c,2,k,k′(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K, k′∈K\{k},
(11e)

℘t,k,m≥µr,1,k,m(xt,m,θ;x
(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K,m∈M, (11f)

℘t,k,m≥µr,2,k,m(xt,m,θ;x
(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K,m∈M, (11g)

℘̄t,k,m≥ µ̄r,1,k,m(xt,m,θ;x
(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K,m∈M, (11h)

℘̄t,k,m≥ µ̄r,2,k,m(xt,m,θ;x
(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) ∀k ∈ K,m∈M. (11i)

Proof: See Appendix B.
We now transform the non-convex constraint in (6c), with

the aid of the following theorem.

Theorem 3. The non-convex constraints in (6c) can be equiv-
alently written using the following set of constraints:

σ2
t +σ

2
I

∑
n∈N

f̂n(θn; θ
(i)
n ) +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

fk(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i))

+
∑

m∈M
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i))≥ 1

Γt,k

(
τ2c,k + τ̄2c,k

)
∀k ∈ K,

(12a)

τc,k ≥ ηc,1,k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
∀k ∈ K, (12b)

τc,k ≥ ηc,2,k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
∀k ∈ K, (12c)

τ̄c,k ≥ η̄c,1,k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
∀k ∈ K, (12d)

τ̄c,k ≥ η̄c,2,k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
∀k ∈ K, . (12e)

Proof: See Appendix C.
Next, we turn our attention to tackle the non-convex con-

straint in (6d). One can convexify (6d) using the following
theorem.

Theorem 4. The non-convex constraint in (6d) can be trans-
formed to the following convex constraints:

Pmax ≥
∑
k∈K

∥xc,k∥2 +
∑

m∈M
∥xt,m∥2

+
∑
k∈K

∑
n∈N

(κ2
c,k,n + κ̄2

c,k,n)

+
∑

m∈M

∑
n∈N

(κ2
t,m,n + κ̄2

t,m,n) + σ2
I

∑
n∈N

|θn|2,

(13a)

κc,k,n ≥ ϖc,1,k,n

(
xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n

)
∀k ∈ K,∀n ∈ N ,

(13b)

κc,k,n ≥ ϖc,2,k,n

(
xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n

)
∀k ∈ K,∀n ∈ N ,

(13c)

κ̄c,k,n ≥ ϖ̄c,1,k,n

(
xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n

)
∀k ∈ K,∀n ∈ N ,

(13d)

κ̄c,k,n ≥ ϖ̄c,2,k,n

(
xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n

)
∀k ∈ K,∀n ∈ N ,

(13e)

Algorithm 1: Proposed SCA-based Method to
Solve (P3).

Input: X(0), θ(0)

1 i← 0;
2 repeat
3 Solve (P3) and denote the solution as X⋆, θ⋆;
4 Update: X(i+1) ← X⋆, θ(i+1) ← θ⋆;
5 i← i+ 1;
6 until convergence;

Output: X⋆, θ⋆

κt,k,n ≥ ϖt,1,k,n

(
xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n

)
∀m ∈M,∀n ∈ N ,

(13f)

κt,k,n ≥ ϖt,2,k,n

(
xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n

)
∀m ∈M,∀n ∈ N ,

(13g)

κ̄t,k,n ≥ ϖ̄t,1,k,n

(
xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n

)
∀m ∈M,∀n ∈ N ,

(13h)

κ̄t,k,n ≥ ϖ̄t,2,k,n

(
xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n

)
∀m ∈M,∀n ∈ N .

(13i)

Proof: See Appendix D.
We are now left with the constraints in (6e), which is a con-

vex constraint. Therefore, we may summarize the equivalent
transformation of the problem in (6) as follows:

(P3) maximize
X,θ,S

{
F (X,θ) | (1), (2), (3), (4), (6e)

}
, (14)

where S ≜ {℘c, ℘̄c,℘t, ℘̄t, τ c, τ̄ c,κc, κ̄c,κt, κ̄t}, ℘c ≜
{℘c,k,k′ | k ∈ K, k′ ∈ K \ {k}}, ℘̄c ≜ {℘̄c,k,k′ | k ∈
K, k′ ∈ K \ {k}}, ℘t ≜ {℘t,k,m | k ∈ K,m ∈ M},
℘̄t ≜ {℘̄t,k,m | k ∈ K,m ∈ M}, τ c ≜ {τc,k | k ∈ K},
τ̄ c ≜ {τ̄c,k | k ∈ K}, κc ≜ {κc,k,n | k ∈ K, n ∈ N },
κc ≜ {κc,k,n | k ∈ K, n ∈ N }, κ̄c ≜ {κ̄c,k,n | k ∈
K, n ∈ N }, κt ≜ {κt,m,n | m ∈ M, n ∈ N }, and
κ̄t ≜ {κ̄t,m,n | m ∈ M, n ∈ N }. Since all of the
constraints in (P3) can be represented by second-order cones,
the problem in (P3) is an SOCP problem. This can be
efficiently solved using off-the-shelf solvers, e.g., CVX [47]
/ CVXPY [48] and MOSEK [49]. The proposed SCA-based
SOCP algorithm to solve (P3) is outlined in Algorithm 1.

Remark 1. To run Algorithm 1, we need to find feasible initial
points for (P3), which is not straightforward to obtain. In the
following, we describe a practical way to obtain such points.
Consider the following optimization problem:

(P4) minimize
X,θ,δc≥0,δt≥0

∑
k∈K

(δc,k + δt,k), (15a)

subject to δc,k + γc,k ≥ Γc,k ∀k ∈ K, (15b)
γt,k ≤ Γt,k + δt,k ∀k ∈ K, (15c)
(6d), (6e), (15d)

where δc ≜ {δc,k | k ∈ K}, and δt ≜ {δt,k | k ∈ K}.
Note that (P4) is feasible for sufficiently large δc and δt,
and can be solved following a similar set of transformation
used to transform (P1) to (P3), and then applying an
iterative algorithm similar to that outlined in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 2: Proposed SCA-based Method to
Solve (P5).

Input: X(0), θ(0)

1 i← 0;
2 repeat
3 Solve (P5) and denote the solution as X⋆, θ⋆;
4 Update: X(i+1) ← X⋆, θ(i+1) ← θ⋆;
5 i← i+ 1;
6 until convergence;

Output: X⋆, θ⋆

If at the convergence δc = δt = 0, the problem in (P3)
(equivalently (P1)) is considered to be feasible. We then
choose the final values of X and θ in (P4) as X(0) and θ(0)

for Algorithm 1. However, we simply declare that the consid-
ered problem is infeasible and will not run Algorithm 1 if the
objective

∑
k∈K(δc,k + δt,k) is not zero at the convergence.

B. Solution to (P2)

We now propose an SCA-based method to solve (P2),
similar to that proposed for (P1). Following the arguments
similar to those for the case of aRIS, (P2) can be equivalently
written as follows:

maximize
X,θ,S̃

F (X,θ), (16a)

subject to (10), (11), (8c), (8d),

where S̃ ≜ {℘c, ℘̄c,℘t, ℘̄t, τ c, τ̄ c}. Recall that in the case
of pRIS, σ2

I = 0. In (16), the only non-convex constraints
are those in (8d), which are particularly difficult to handle.
Keeping in mind the increasing problem size, we tackle (8d) by
first replacing the equality constraints with convex inequality
constraints, and then forcing the constraints to be binding by
adding a regularization term in the objective. This results in
the following optimization problem:

maximize
X,θ,S̃

F (X,θ) + ζ∥θ∥2 (17a)

subject to (10), (11), (8c),
|θn| ≤ 1 ∀n ∈ N , (17b)

where ζ > 0 is the regularization parameter. One can show
that for sufficiently large ζ, (17b) is binding at the optimality
when convergence is achieved. Note that due to the convexity
of the term ζ∥θ∥2, the term in (17a) is non-concave. Therefore,
we use (9a) to obtain a corresponding concave lower bound
as follows:

(P5) maximize
X,θ,S̃

F (X,θ)+ζ[2ℜ{θ(i)Hθ}−∥θ(i)∥2],

subject to (10), (11), (8c), (17b).

It can be shown that all of the constraints in (P5) can be rep-
resented by quadratic cones, and therefore (P5) is an SOCP
problem. The proposed SAC-based method to solve (P5) is
outlined in Algorithm 2.

Remark 2. To solve (P5), the initial points X(0) and θ(0)

can be obtained following a similar routine as described
in Remark 1.

Convergence analysis: Let (X(i),θ(i)) denotes the opti-
mal solution to (P3) in the i-th iteration. Hence, (X(i),θ(i))
is also a feasible solution to (P3) in the (i + 1)-th itara-
tion, and therefore, F (X(i+1),θ(i+1)) ≥ F (X(i),θ(i)). This
means that Algorithm 1 generates a non-decreasing objective
sequence. It is trivial to check that the objective function
F (X,θ) is continuous and bounded from above for a finite
Pmax. Since the feasible set is compact, the objective sequence
must converge to a finite limit, i.e., limi→∞ F (X(i),θ(i)) =
F ∗. Define S ≜ {X,θ|F (X,θ) ≤ F ∗}, then due to the
continuity and the compactness of the feasible set, and the
continuity of F (X,θ), the set S is compact. Hence there
exists a sequence (X(ij),θ(ij)) which converges to the limiting
point (X∗,θ∗), and due to the continuity of F (X,θ), one
must have F ∗ = F (X∗,θ∗). It is rather standard to prove
that F (X∗,θ∗) is a stationary solution to (P3), and therefore
omitted. Interested readers may refer to [50, Sec. 2.7]. The
convergence analysis for Algorithm 2 can be carried out in a
similar fashion, and hence omitted here for brevity.

Complexity analysis: Here we first compute the per-
iteration complexity of the proposed SCA-based method for
aRIS-aided system in Algorithm 1. The total number of real-
valued optimization variables in (P3) is given by Nvar =
2{K2 +K(L+M +N) +LM +N}+1. At the same time,
the total number of second-order conic constraints in (P3) is
given by Ncons = 4K2+2K(1+2M+2N)+4MN+N+2.
Next by computing the size of each conic constraint in (P3),
we define Nsize = [L(K+M)+1]2+K[2(K+M−1)+N+L+1]2+
4K(K−1)(2L+1)2+4KM(2L+1)2+K(3+L)2+4K(2L+
1)2+[2L(K+M)+2N(K+M)+2N ]2+4KN(2L+1)2+
4MN(2L + 1)2 + 4N. Therefore, following the arguments
in [51, Sec. 6.6.2], the per-iteration computational complexity
for the proposed SCA-based method in Algorithm 1 is given
by CaRIS−SCA = (Ncons + 1)0.5Nvar(N

2
var + Ncons + Nsize).

However, in a practical system, N ≫ max{K,L,M},
and therefore, the approximate complexity can be given by
CaRIS−SCA ≈ O(N3.5). Following a similar line of argument,
one can show that for the pRIS-enabled system, the per-
iteration computational complexity of the proposed SCA-
based method in Algorithm 2 is also well-approximated by
CpRIS−SCA ≈ O(N3.5). However, it can be shown that the
exact computational complexity of the proposed algorithm for
the aRIS-enabled system is higher than that for the pRIS-
aided system. In the following section, we will show that the
former outperforms the latter; this performance superiority is
obtained at the cost of a more expensive hardware, and higher
computational complexity.

Additionally, as discussed in [34, Sec. III-C], the per-
iteration complexity of the AO-based benchmark scheme for
the pRIS-aided system can be approximated as O(N3). Al-
though, the per-iteration complexity of the proposed SCA-
based method is slightly higher than that of the benchmark
scheme, our experiments show that the proposed method
requires significantly fewer iterations for convergence. We will
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show in the following section that for the case of pRIS-enabled
system, this in turn results in a significantly smaller problem-
solving time for the SCA-based method.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present comprehensive simulation results
to investigate the performance of the proposed system and the
corresponding algorithm.

Simulation Setup: For the purpose of simulation, the
location of different nodes (i.e., the BS, pRIS/aRIS, commu-
nication users, and the target) are assumed to be that same as
that considered in [34]. Throughout this section, we assume
Γc,k = Γc ∀k ∈ K, and Γt,k = Γt ∀k ∈ K. For the case
of average beampattern gain, the averaging is performed over
100 independent channel realizations. Furthermore, in Figs. 2
– 10, the quantity in the y-axis has been represented in the
logarithmic scale (with base 10) for the ease of readability.
The simulations are performed on the NYUAD Jubail high
performance computing cluster with AMD EPYC Rome CPU
(128 cores & 512GB RAM each) using Python v3.12.0 and
MOSEK Fusion API for Python Rel.-10.1.21.

Remark 3. It is noteworthy that once a set of feasible points
is obtained for (P3) (respectively(P5)), it is guaranteed that
the subsequent iterations of Algorithm 1 (resp. Algorithm 2)
will return optimal/feasible solutions, because the optimal
solution to (P3) (resp. (P5)) in the i-th iteration is also
a feasible solution to (P3) (resp. (P5)) in the (i+ 1)-th it-
eration, respectively. However, sometime, due to the numerical
issues, the optimization solver may return the “solution status
unknown” error. To avoid this situation, we define the scaling
factor ς as follows:

ς = ε/max{max{|G|},max{|hD1|}, . . . ,max{|hDK |},
max{|hR1|}, . . . ,max{|hRK |},max{|gR|}}, (19)

where ε = 10. Here max{|X|} returns the element with largest
absolute value in X. Then we apply the following scaling:

{G,hDk,hRk,gR, σ
2
k, σ

2
t , σ

2
I }

← {√ςG, ςhDk,
√
ςhRk,

√
ςgR, ς

2σ2
k, ς

2σ2
t , ς

2σ2
I }. (20)

Once Algorithm 1 (resp. Algorithm 2) converges, we descale
the objective function to obtain the true beampattern gain.

Convergence results: In Fig. 2, we show the convergence
behavior of the proposed algorithm for aRIS/pRIS-enabled
system, and compare it with that of the benchmark scheme
proposed in [34]. For the dual-loop-based AO scheme [34], we
set the inner-loop and outer-loop tolerance as 10−2 and 10−4,
respectively. At the same time, for the SCA-based proposed
algorithm, we set the convergence tolerance equal to 10−3.
Moreover, each iteration in Fig. 2 for the case of AO-based
benchmark scheme represents one iteration of the inner loop
in [34, Algorithm 1]. It can be noted from the figure that for
the given set of channels, the benchmark scheme with pRIS-
enabled system takes 290 iterations to converge. On the other
hand, the proposed SCA-based scheme takes 50 iterations for
pRIS-aided system and nearly 20 iterations for the aRIS-aided
system. Additionally, a notable advantage of the proposed

SCA-based method is that each iteration of the proposed
method returns a feasible set of design variables, therefore
the proposed algorithm can be stopped before convergence,
if required. Contrary to this, the benchmark scheme returns
a feasible set of optimization variables only in the final
outer-loop iteration in [34, Algorithm 1]. Therefore, in a
rapidly changing environment with small coherence time, the
benchmark method is not suitable where at least a suboptimal
solution is required within a certain fraction of the channel’s
coherence time.

Sensitivity to initialization: In Fig. 3, we show the impact
of initial values of X and θ. We use different feasible values
of (X,θ) as initial points to solve (P4), and then use the
corresponding converged values as initial points (X(0),θ(0))
for the proposed SAC-based method in Algorithm 1. It is
evident from the figure that the proposed algorithm results in
approximately the same beampattern gain at the convergence,
irrespective of the initial points. In subsequent experiments,
we conclude the iteration of the proposed method when either
the relative change in the objective function is less than or
equal to 10−3, or the iteration count reaches 50, whichever
happens first. This ensures that the computational complexity
remains within manageable limits.

Impact of the number of RIS elements N : Fig. 4 shows
the impact of the number of RIS elements on the average
beampattern gain. An increase in the number of RIS elements
increases the DoF at the RIS, allowing the RIS to perform
highly focused beamforming. This in turn results in increasing
beampattern gain with increasing N . Also, the superiority of
the proposed method over the benchmark scheme can be easily
noted from the figure, as the former results in a significantly
higher average beampattern gain. Moreover, as N increases,
the impact of coupling between the design variables, i.e., X
and θ become more dominant, resulting in a highly subopti-
mal beampattern gain obtained via the AO-based benchmark
method. On the other hand, the SCA-based method, where
all of the design variables are updated simultaneously in each
iteration, can efficiently handle the impact of coupling. In the
figure, the legend “w/o direct link” and “w/ direct link” refer
to the case of hDk = 0 and hDk ̸= 0, respectively. When the
number of RIS elements is small, the system with direct link
offers higher beampattern gain at the target compared to the
w/o direct link counterpart because the communication QoS
constraint are difficult to meet in the later case. However, when
the number of reflecting elements increases, the system with
direct link results in a smaller beampattern gain at the target.
The reason for this non-trivial behavior is that when N is
large, the communication constraints can be met easily due to
the large beamforming gain offered by the RIS, and since no
direct link exists in the system, all of the power from the BS
is focused toward the RIS, which in turn increases the total
power received at the RIS (compared to the case with direct
links, where some of the power from the BS is steered directly
toward the communication users). Due to the larger incident
power at RIS, the beampattern gain at the target increases.
However, this effect is more pronounced in the case of pRIS-
aided system. Additionally, the superiority of the aRIS-aided
system over that of the pRIS-enabled system is also clearly
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Fig. 2. Convergence results for L = M = 4,
K = 3, N = 100, Pmax = 40 dBm, Γ = 10 dB,
and Γ̂ = 0 dB.
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Fig. 3. Beampattern gain for L = M = 4, K = 3,
Pmax = 40 dBm, N = 100, Γc = 10 dB, and
Γt = 0 dB for different initial points.

42 62 82 102 11210−8

10−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

N

Av
er

ag
e

be
am

pa
tt

er
n

ga
in

Proposed: aRIS (β = 8, w/o direct link)
Proposed: aRIS (β = 8, w/ direct link)
Proposed: aRIS (β = 4, w/o direct link)
Proposed: aRIS (β = 4, w/ direct link)
Proposed: pRIS (w/o direct link)
Proposed: pRIS (w/ direct link)
Benchmark: pRIS (w/ direct link)

Fig. 4. Average beampattern gain for L = 4, K =
3, Pmax = 40 dBm, Γc = 10 dB, Γt = 0 dB,
and different values of N .
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Fig. 5. Average beampattern gain for L = 4, K =
3, N = 100, Γc = 10 dB, Γt = 0 dB, and
different values of Pmax.
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Fig. 6. Average beampattern gain for L = 4, K =
3, N = 100, Γt = 0 dB, Pmax = 40 dBm, and
different values of Γc.
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Fig. 7. Average beampattern gain for L = 4, K =
3, N = 100, Γc = 10 dB, Pmax = 40 dBm, and
different values of Γt.

evident from the figure, as the former effectively mitigates the
impact of multiplicative fading.

Impact of the power budget Pmax: The impact of the
power budget Pmax on the average beampattern gain is shown
in Fig. 5. For the case of pRIS-aided system, the inferiority of
the AO-based scheme [34] is clearly evident from the figure.
Moreover, the significant advantage of the aRIS-aided system
over its pRIS-aided counterpart is also evident from the figure.
The average beampattern gain for both the pRIS-aided and
aRIS-assisted systems increases with an increase in Pmax,
because of the reason that for a fixed Γc, the required power
from the BS to satisfy the communication SINR constraints
remains fixed. So an increase in Pmax results in increased
amount of power steered toward the target, resulting in an
increased beampattern gain at the target.

Impact of the communication SINR threshold Γc: Fig. 6
shows the impact of communication SINR threshold, i.e., Γc,
on the average beampattern gain. As the communication SINR
threshold increases, the SINR constraints become more strin-
gent. This results in a reduced achievable average beampattern
gain at the target, because a larger amount of power is required
to satisfy the SINR constraint at the communication users.
This in turn results in a reduced amount of surplus power for
sensing the target. However, the reduction in the beampattern
gain is more pronounced in the case of AO-based benchmark
solution, highlighting its suboptimal system design.

Impact of the information leakage threshold Γt: The
impact of varying information leakage threshold on the achiev-
able average beampattern gain is shown in Fig. 7. As the value
of Γt increases, the information leakage constraints become
less stringent, resulting in a higher average beampattern gain.
This occurs because when the information leakage constraints
are less stringent, more power can be directed toward the
target, resulting in the increased beampattern gain.

Impact of the number of communication users: The
impact of the number of communication users, K, on the
average beampattern gain of the aRIS/pRIS-enabled IRS sys-
tem is shown in Fig. 8. One can note that increasing the
number of communication users in the system results in
a higher inter-user interference, and therefore, the meeting
the communication SINR constraints becomes more difficult.
This in turn needs a larger amount of power to be steered
toward the communication users, which reduces the amount
of surplus power to illuminate the target. This phenomenon
leads to a reduction in the average beampattern gain at the
target. However, we can easily note that this reduction in the
beampattern gain with increasing number of communication
users is more pronounced in the case of AO-based solution.

Average problem-solving time: In Fig. 9, we show the
the average problem-solving time for different values of the
number of RIS elements. As the value of N increases, the size
of the optimization problem to be solved also increases, result-



10

1 2 3 410−7

10−6

10−5

10−4

Number of communication users, K

Av
er

ag
e

be
am

pa
tt

er
n

ga
in

Proposed: aRIS (βmax = 8, w/o direct link) Proposed: aRIS (βmax = 8, w/ direct link)

Proposed: aRIS (βmax = 4, w/o direct link) Proposed: aRIS (βmax = 4, w/ direct link)

Proposed: pRIS (w/o direct link) Proposed: pRIS (w/ direct link)
Benchmark: pRIS

Fig. 8. Average beampattern gain for L = M = 4,
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Fig. 9. Average problem-solving time for L = 4,
K = 3, Pmax = 40 dBm, Γc = 10 dB, Γt =
0 dB, and different values of N .
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Fig. 10. Average beampattern gain for L = 4,
K = 3, Pmax = 40 dBm, Γc = 10 dB, Γt =
0 dB, and different values of N for uncertain target
location.

ing in an increasing average problem-solving time. However,
for the case of pRIS-aided system, although the per-iteration
complexity of the proposed SCA-based method is slightly
higher than that of the AO-based benchmark scheme, the
problem-solving time for the former is much smaller than that
required by the latter. This happens because of the proposed
method needs a significantly fewer number of iterations. On
the other hand, for the aRIS-aided system, due to the increase
in the size of the feasible set of the optimization variables, and
a higher per-iteration complexity, the problem-solving time is
the highest. For the exact same reason, the problem-solving
time for the aRIS-aided system also increases with increasing
βmax.

Average beampattern gain for uncertain target location:
In Fig. 10, we show the average beampattern gain for uncertain
target location. To model the uncertain target location, we
assume that φaz ∈ [40◦−2.5◦, 40◦+2.5◦], and φel ∈ [−30◦−
2.5◦,−30◦ + 2.5◦]; here φaz and φel represent the target’s
azimuth and elevation angle, respectively. In this case, for
the proposed SCA-based method, we assume that the BS first
performs target location estimation with 5◦ uncertainty in both
azimuth and elevation angle, but ignores this estimation error
for beamforming optimization, i.e., considers the estimated
target location to be perfect. The robustness of the proposed
algorithm against the target location uncertainty can be easily
observed from the figure for both pRIS-aided and aRIS-
aided systems due to the negligible performance degradation
compared to the case of (perfectly) known target location. It
is also noteworthy that for the case of pRIS-aided system, the
proposed SCA-based method with uncertain target location
significantly outperforms the benchmark system with known
target location, which further highlights the drawbacks of AO-
based algorithm in beamforming optimization in RIS-aided
ISAC systems.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered the problem of beamforming
design in a pRIS/aRIS-enabled ISAC system with physical

layer security. For the case of aRIS-enabled system, we
considered a scenario where the beampattern gain at the
eavesdropping target is maximized, subject to SINR constraint
at the communication users, information leakage constraints at
the target, optimal power allocation between the BS and aRIS,
and maximum amplification constraint at the aRIS elements.
On the other hand, for the case of pRIS-enabled system,
the problem of beampattern gain maximization is constrained
by SINR constraints, information leakage constraints, power
budget constraint at the BS, and unit-modulus constraints
for the pRIS elements. Different from the conventional AO-
based approach, we proposed an SCA-based method where
all of the design variables are updated simultaneously in each
iteration. The proposed SCA-based method resulted in notable
performance improvement in the case of pRIS-enabled system
compared to that offered by a penalty-based AO method.
With the aid of the proposed method, we also established the
performance superiority of aRIS-aided system over the pRIS-
assisted systems. This peformance superiority is achieved
at the expense of higher hardware cost, and computational
complexity/problem-solving time.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Using (5), we have

G (X,θ)=
∑
k∈K

|gtxc,k|2+
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2+σ2

I ∥gRΘ∥2

=
∑
k∈K

|gtxc,k|2 +
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2 + σ2

I

∑
n∈N

|θngRn|2

(a)

≥
∑
k∈K

[
2ℜ{a(i)c,k

Hgtxc,k} − |a(i)c,k|2
]

+
∑

m∈M

[
2ℜ{a(i)t,m

Hgtxt,m} − |a(i)t,m|2
]

+ σ2
I

∑
n∈N

[
2ℜ{ψ(i)

n
HgRnθn} − |ψ(i)

n |2
]

(b)
=

∑
k∈K

[1
2

{
∥a(i)c,kg

H
t +xc,k∥2−∥a(i)c,kg

H
t −xc,k∥2

}
−|a(i)c,k|2

]



11

+
∑

m∈M

[1
2

{
∥a(i)t,mgH

t + xt,m∥2 −∥a(i)t,mgH
t − xt,m∥2

}
−|a(i)t,m|2

]
+ σ2

I

∑
n∈N

[
2ℜ{ψ(i)

n
HgRnθn} − |ψ(i)

n |2
]

(c)

≥
∑
k∈K

[
ℜ
{
b
(i)
c,k

H
[
a
(i)
c,kg

H
t + xc,k

]}
− 1

2
∥b(i)

c,k∥2

− 1

2
∥a(i)c,kg

H
t − xc,k∥2 − |a(i)c,k|2

]
+

∑
m∈M

[
ℜ
{
b
(i)
t,m

H
[
a
(i)
t,mgH

t + xt,m

]}
− 1

2
∥b(i)

t,m∥2

− 1

2
∥a(i)t,mgH

t − xt,k∥2 − |a(i)t,m|2
]

+ σ2
I

∑
n∈N

[
2ℜ{ψ(i)

n
HgRnθn} − |ψ(i)

n |2
]

≜
∑
k∈K

fk(xc,k,θ;x
(i)
c,k,θ

(i))

+
∑

m∈M
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i))+σ2
I

∑
n∈N

f̂n(θn; θ
(i)
n )

≜F (X,θ), (21)

where x
(i)
c,k, x(i)

t,m and θ(i) denote the value of xc,k, xt,m and
θ in the i-th iteration of the SCA process, respectively, and
gR,n is the n-th element of gR. Moreover, (a) and (c) follow
from (9a), and (b) follows from (9b). Additionally in (21),
a
(i)
c,k ≜ g

(i)
t x

(i)
c,k, a(i)t,m ≜ g

(i)
t x

(i)
t,m, b(i)

c,k ≜ a
(i)
c,kg

(i)
t

H + x
(i)
c,k,

b
(i)
t,m ≜ a

(i)
t,mg

(i)
t

H + x
(i)
t,m, g

(i)
t ≜ gRΘ

(i)G, and ψ
(i)
n ≜

gRnθ
(i)
n . One can note that both fk(xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)) and
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)) are jointly concave with respect to
(w.r.t.) the BS beamforming vectors xc,k and RIS beamform-
ing vector θ„ and f̂n(θn; θ

(i)
n ) is concave w.r.t. θ. Hence, (21)

is jointly concave w.r.t. X and θ. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

For any k ∈ K, using (9), we can equivalently represent (6b)
as
1

Γk

∣∣hkxk

∣∣2 ≥ σ2
k +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

(
℘2
c,k,k′ + ℘̄2

c,k,k′

)
+

∑
m∈M

(
℘2
t,k,m + ℘̄2

t,k,m

)
+ σ2

I ∥hR,kΘ∥2, (22a)

℘c,k,k′ ≥
∣∣ℜ{hkxc,k′

}∣∣ ∀k′ ∈ K \ {k}, (22b)

℘̄c,k,k′ ≥
∣∣ℑ{hkxc,k′

}∣∣ ∀k′ ∈ K \ {k}, (22c)

℘t,k,m ≥
∣∣ℜ{hkxt,m

}∣∣ ∀m ∈M, (22d)

℘̄t,k,m ≥
∣∣ℑ{hkxt,m

}∣∣ ∀m ∈M. (22e)

In (22a), we only need to obtain a concave lower bound on
the left-hand side (LHS), since the right-hand side (RHS) is
already convex. Analogous to (21), this can be achieved as
follows:
1

Γk

∣∣hkxc,k

∣∣2 ≥ 1

Γk

[
ℜ
{(

d
(i)
c,k

H
)[
c
(i)
c,kh

H
k + xc,k

]}
− 1

2
∥d(i)

c,k∥2 −
1

2
∥c(i)c,kh

H
k − xc,k∥2 −

∣∣c(i)c,k

∣∣2]

≜
1

Γk
f̄k
(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
, (23)

where c(i)c,k ≜ h
(i)
k x

(i)
c,k and d

(i)
c,k ≜ c

(i)
c,kh

(i)
k

H+x
(i)
c,k. Therefore,

using (22a) and (23), the constraint in (22a) can be transformed
as (11a).

Next, using the fact that u ≥ |v| iff u ≥ v or u ≥ | − v|,
and following (9b), ℘kℓ in (22b) can be equivalently written
as

℘c,k,k′ ≥ ℜ
{
hkxc,k′

}
=

1

4

(
∥hH

k + xc,k′∥2 − ∥hH
k − xc,k′∥2

)
, (24a)

℘c,k,k′ ≥ −ℜ
{
hkxc,k′

}
=

1

4

(
∥hH

k − xc,k′∥2 − ∥hH
k + xc,k′∥2

)
. (24b)

Note that the RHSs of (24a) and (24b) are non-convex due
to the negative quadratic terms −∥hH

k − xc,k′∥2 and −∥hH
k +

xc,k′∥2, respectively, while we need the RHSs to be convex.
Therefore, we invoke the inequality in (9a) in (24a) as follows:

℘c,k,k′ ≥ 1

4

[
∥hH

k + xc,k′∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k − x

(i)
c,k′

H
)

×
(
hH
k − xc,k′

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H − x

(i)
c,k′∥2

]
≜ µc,1,k,k′

(
xc,k′ ,θ;x

(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)
)
. (25)

One can note that µc,1,k,k′
(
xc,k′ ,θ;x

(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)
)

is convex due
to the RHS of (25) being jointly convex w.r.t. xc,k,k′ and θ.
Following similar arguments, we can transform the inequality
in (24b) as

℘c,k,k′ ≥ 1

4

[
∥hH

k − xc,k′∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k + x

(i)
c,k′

H
)

×
(
hH
k + xc,k′

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H + x

(i)
c,k′∥2

]
≜ µc,2,k,k′

(
xc,k′ ,θ;x

(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(n)
)
. (26)

Analogously, (22c) – (22e) can be transformed as

℘̄c,k,k′ ≥ 1

4

[
∥hH

k − jxc,k′∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k − jx

(i)
c,k′

H
)

×
(
hH
k + jxc,k′

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H + jx

(i)
c,k′∥2

]
≜ µ̄c,1,k,k′

(
xc,k′ ,θ;x

(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)
)
, (27)

℘̄c,k,k′ ≥ 1

4

[
∥hH

k + jxc,k′∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k + jx

(i)
c,k′

H
)

×
(
hH
k − jxc,k′

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H − jx(i)

c,k′∥2
]

≜ µ̄c,2,k,k′
(
xc,k′ ,θ;x

(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i)
)
, (28)

℘t,k,m ≥
1

4

[
∥hH

k + xt,m∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k − x

(i)
t,m

H
)

×
(
hH
k − xt,m

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H − x

(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ µr,1,k,m

(
xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)
)
, (29)

℘t,k,m ≥
1

4

[
∥hH

k − xt,m∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k + x

(i)
t,m

H
)

×
(
hH
k + xt,m

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H + x

(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ µr,2,k,m

(
xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)
)
, (30)

℘̄t,k,m ≥
1

4

[
∥hH

k − jxt,m∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k − jx

(i)
t,m

H
)



12

×
(
hH
k + jxt,m

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H + jx

(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ µ̄r,1,k,m

(
xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)
)
, (31)

℘̄t,k,m ≥
1

4

[
∥hH

k + jxt,m∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

h
(i)
k + jx

(i)
t,m

H
)

×
(
hH
k − jxt,m

)}
+ ∥h(i)

k
H − jx(i)

t,m∥2
]

≜ µ̄t,2,k,m

(
xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i)
)
. (32)

This completes the proof.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

The constraint in (6c) for a given k ∈ K can be written as

γt,k ≤ Γt,k

⇒ σ2
t +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

|gtxc,k′ |2

+
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2 + σ2

I ∥gRΘ∥2 ≥
1

Γt,k
|gtxc,k|2. (33)

Note that both the LHS and RHS of (33) are neither convex nor
concave, due to the coupling between X and θ. To proceed
further, we need a concave lower bound on the LHS and a
convex upper bound on the RHS of (33). Similar to (21), the
former can be obtained with the help of (9a) and (9b), resulting
in the following:

σ2
t +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

|gtxc,k′ |2 +
∑

m∈M
|gtxt,m|2 + σ2

I ∥gRΘ∥2

≥ σ2
t +

∑
k′∈K\{k}

fk(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i))

+
∑

m∈M
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i))+σ2
I

∑
n∈N

f̂n(θn; θ
(i)
n ), (34)

which is jointly concave w.r.t. X and θ. Next, an upper bound
on the RHS of (33) can be analogous to (22) . Hence, the
constraint in (6c) can be transformed to

σ2
t +

∑
k′∈K\{K}

fk(xc,k′ ,θ;x
(i)
c,k′ ,θ

(i))

+
∑

m∈M
fm(xt,m,θ;x

(i)
t,m,θ

(i))+σ2
I

∑
n∈N

f̂n(θn; θ
(i)
n )

≥ 1

Γt,k

(
τ2c,k + τ̄2c,k

)
, (35a)

τc,k ≥
∣∣ℜ{gtxc,k

}∣∣, (35b)

τ̄c,k ≥
∣∣ℑ{gtxc,k

}∣∣. (35c)

It is noteworthy that if (6c) is feasible then so is (35), and vice
versa. Following (24) – (32), we can transform the non-convex
constraints in (35b) and (35c) as follows:

τc,k ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

t + xc,k∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

g
(i)
t − x

(i)
c,k

H
)(
gH
t − xc,k

)}
+ ∥g(i)

t
H − x

(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ηc,1,k

(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
, (36a)

τc,k ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

t − xc,k∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

g
(i)
t + x

(i)
c,k

H
)(
gH
t + xc,k

)}
+ ∥g(i)

t
H + x

(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ηc,2,k

(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
, (36b)

τ̄c,k ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

t − jxc,k∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

g
(i)
t − jx(i)

c,k
H
)(
gH
t + jxc,k

)}

+ ∥g(i)
t

H+jx
(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ η̄c,1,k

(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
, (36c)

τ̄c,k ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

t + jxc,k∥2 − 2ℜ
{(

g
(i)
t + jx

(i)
c,k

H
)(
gH
t − jxc,k

)}
+ ∥g(i)

t
H−jx(i)

c,k∥2
]
≜ η̄c,2,k

(
xc,k,θ;x

(i)
c,k,θ

(i)
)
. (36d)

This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 4

From (7), it can be noted that the LHS of (6d) is non-convex,
and therefore an equivalent reformulation of (6d) can be given
by

Pmax ≥
∑
k∈K

∥xc,k∥2 +
∑

m∈M
∥xt,m∥2

+
∑
k∈K

∑
n∈N

(κ2
c,k,n + κ̄2

c,k,n)

+
∑

m∈M

∑
n∈N

(κ2
t,m,n + κ̄2

t,m,n) + σ2
I

∑
n∈N

|θn|2,

(37a)
κc,k,n ≥ |ℜ{θngnxc,k}| ∀k ∈ K, n ∈ N , (37b)
κ̄c,k,n ≥ |ℑ{θngnxc,k}| ∀k ∈ K, n ∈ N , (37c)
κt,m,n ≥ |ℜ{θngnxt,m}| ∀m ∈M, n ∈ N , (37d)
κ̄t,m,n ≥ |ℑ{θngnxt,m}| ∀m ∈M, n ∈ N , (37e)

where gn ∈ C1×L represents the n-th row of G. It is
straightforward to see that if (6d) is feasible, then so is (37)
and vice versa; this means that the optimality of (6d) remains
unaffected after the reformulation. Furthermore, the constraints
in (37b) – (37e) can be further represented as

κc,k,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n + xc,k∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn − x

(i)
c,k

H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n − xc,k

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H − x
(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ϖc,1,k,n(xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n ), (38a)

κc,k,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n − xc,k∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn + x

(i)
c,k

H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n + xc,k

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H + x
(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ϖc,2,k,n(xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n ), (38b)

κ̄c,k,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n − jxc,k∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn − jx(i)

c,k
H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n + jxc,k

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H + jx
(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ϖ̄c,1,k,n(xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n ), (38c)

κ̄c,k,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n + jxc,k∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn + jx

(i)
c,k

H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n − jxc,k

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H − jx(i)
c,k∥2

]
≜ ϖ̄c,2,k,n(xc,k, θn;x

(i)
c,k, θ

(i)
n ), (38d)

κt,m,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n + xt,m∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn − x

(i)
t,m

H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n − xt,m

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H − x
(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ ϖt,1,m,n(xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n ), (38e)

κt,m,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n − xt,m∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn + x

(i)
t,m

H
)
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×
(
gH
nθ

H
n + xt,m

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H + x
(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ ϖt,2,m,n(xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n ), (38f)

κ̄t,m,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n − jxt,m∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn − jx(i)

t,m
H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n + jxt,m

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H + jx
(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ ϖ̄t,1,m,n(xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n ), (38g)

κ̄t,m,n ≥
1

4

[
∥gH

nθ
H
n + jxt,m∥2 − 2ℜ

{(
θ(i)n gn + jx

(i)
t,m

H
)

×
(
gH
nθ

H
n − jxt,m

)}
+ ∥gH

nθ
(i)
n

H − jx(i)
t,m∥2

]
≜ ϖ̄t,2,m,n(xt,m, θn;x

(i)
t,m, θ

(i)
n ). (38h)

The proof is now complete.
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