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Joint Transmit Beamforming and Receive Power
Splitting for MISO SWIPT Systems

Qingjiang Shi, Liang Liu, Weigiang Xu, and Rui Zhang

Abstract

This paper studies a multi-user multiple-input singlepai{MISO) downlink system for simultaneous wireless
information and power transfer (SWIPT), in which a set ofirantenna mobile stations (MSs) receive information
and energy simultaneously via power splitting (PS) fromglgmal sent by a multi-antenna base station (BS). We
aim to minimize the total transmission power at BS by joirdsigning transmit beamforming vectors and receive
PS ratios for all MSs under their given signal-to-interfare-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints for information
decoding and harvested power constraints for energy harges-irst, we derive the sufficient and necessary
condition for the feasibility of our formulated problem. Newe solve this non-convex problem by applying
the technique of semidefinite relaxation (SDR). We provd ®BaR is indeed tight for our problem and thus
achieves its global optimum. Finally, we propose two sulmogl solutions of lower complexity than the optimal
solution based on the principle of separating the optirionadf transmit beamforming and receive PS, where the
zero-forcing (ZF) and the SINR-optimal based transmit bieaming schemes are applied, respectively.

Index Terms

Simultaneous wireless information and power transfer (8WY] broadcast channel, energy harvesting, beam-
forming, power splitting, semidefinite relaxation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, simultaneous wireless information and powensfier (SWIPT) has drawn an upsurge of
interests [[1]4[9]. By SWIPT, mobile users are provided witbth wireless data and energy accesses at
the same time, which brings great convenience. Howevere tiseone crucial issue for realizing SWIPT
systems in practice, i.e., existing receiver circuits cdrtdecode information and harvest energy from the
same received signal independeritl3]. As a result, the receiver architecture design plays a fagnit

role in determining the trade-offs between the end-to-afmination versus energy transfer. Two practical
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receiver designs have been proposed for SWIPT, namelysiivitehing (TS) and power splitting (PS) [1].
With TS, the receiver switches over time between decodifaynmation and harvesting energy, while with
PS, the receiver splits the received signal into two streaindgferent power for decoding information and
harvesting energy separately. Based on the PS scheme, lamegeated receiver architecture for SWIPT
was proposed in [2], where the circuit for radio frequencl B baseband conversion in the conventional
information receiver is integrated to the front end of egareiver via a rectifier, thus achieving a small
form factor as well as energy saving. The TS and PS schemesaisw been investigated for SWIPT
over fading channels to exploit opportunistic informatiemd energy transmissions [3],/ [4]. It is worth
noting that theoretically, TS can be regarded as a spedia & PS with only binary split power ratios,
and thus in general PS achieves better rate-energy trasismisade-offs than TS [1]-[4]. However, in
practice PS is implemented differently from TS since thenfer requires an RF signal splittér [12] while
the latter only needs a simpler switcher.

Another key concern for SWIPT is drastically decaying poweansfer efficiency with the increas-
ing transmission distance due to propogation pass lossadidet this problem, MIMO (multiple-input
multiple-output) techniques by employing multiple antasrat the transmitter and/or receiver have been
proposed in[[1] to significantly improve the power transféiceency while still achieving high spectral
efficiency for information transmission. Moreover] [5] ertled [[1] to the case with imperfect channel
state information (CSI) at the transmitter. In [6], a MISOultiple-input single-output) multicast SWIPT
system with no CSI at the transmitter was studied, wherearanideamforming was proposed to improve
the performance of opportunistic energy and informatioriticasting over quasi-static fading channels.
Since in practice information and energy receivers havg dédferent power sensitivity (e.g5-60dBm
for the information receiver versus10dBm for the energy receiver) [[1],[3], a “near-far” or recstiv
location based scheduling for a MISO SWIPT system was pexpos| 7], where receivers that are close
to the transmitter are scheduled for energy transmissidiigevothers that are more distant away from

the transmitter are scheduled for information transmigsio resolve the receivesensitivity issue. In
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Fig. 1. A multi-user MISO SWIPT system, where each mobilgéi@ta(MS) coordinates information decoding and energy ésting via
power splitting (PS).

[8], the receiver-location based scheduling is extended tdISO SWIPT system with the additional
secrecy information transmission constraint. Furtheenarulti-antenna SWIPT systems have also been
recently studied under the interference channel (IC) seAupvo-user MIMO IC was studied in_[9] for
SWIPT, where the achievable information and energy trassion trade-offs by different combinations
of transmission modes at the two transmitters are charaeterThe SWIPT system was also studied in
the K-user MISO IC in [10] and[[11] based on PS and TS receiverpedsely.

In this paper, we further study the multi-antenna and PSled&WIPT system by considering a MISO
broadcast channel consisting of one multi-antenna basers{@S) and a set of{ > 1 single-antenna
mobile stations (MSs), as shown in Fig. 1. We focus our stuayP8 receivers instead of TS receivers
in [7], [8], such that each MS can receive both informatiod @mergy from the BS continuously at all
time. Each MS is assumed to have its own required signalarference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for
information decoding as well as harvested power amount iergy harvesting. Under the above two
types of constraints at the same time, we study the joingdesi transmit beamforming at BS and receive
PS ratios at MSs to minimize the total transmission poweastFwe derive the sufficient and necessary
condition for the feasibility of our formulated problem.ténestingly, it is shown that the feasibility of
this problem only depends on the SINR constraints but noherharvested power constraints. Next, we
apply the technique of SDR [14] to solve this non-convex feoh due to the coupled design variables

of both beamforming vectors and PS ratios. We prove that SORdeed tight for our problem and



thus it yields optimal beamforming solution. Furthermones present two suboptimal designs of lower
complexity, in which the transmit beamforming vectors arst filesigned based on the zero-forcing (ZF)
and the SINR-optimal criteria, respectively, and then teeeive PS ratios are optimized to minimize
the transmission power. Finally, we compare the performasfcour proposed optimal and suboptimal
solutions by simulations.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sedtipresents the MISO SWIPT system model
and the formulation of our joint beamforming and PS desigibj@m. Section Il provides the feasibility
condition for the formulated problem. Section IV presehis optimal solution based on SDR and proves
its optimality. Section V presents two suboptimal solusidiased on ZF and SINR-optimal beamforming,
respectively. Section VI provides numerical results fax gerformance comparison. Finally, Section VII
concludes the paper.

Notations: scalars are denoted by lower-case letters; bold-facerioase letters are used for vectors,
while bold-face upper-case letters are for matrices. Foquai® matrixA, Tr(A), Rank(A), AT and
A denote its trace, rank, transpose and conjugate transsgectively, whileA = 0 means thatA is
a positive semidefinite matriX,, denotes am by n identity matrix.|| - || denotes the Euclidean norm of a
complex vector, whild - | denotes the absolute value of a complex scalar. The ditiibof a circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) random vector with meamd covariance matriC is denoted
by CN(u,C), and ~ stands for ‘distributed as’. FinallyC"™*" denotes the space af x n complex

matrices.

1. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

This paper considers a multi-user MISO downlink SWIPT systmnsisting of one BS and’” MSs,
denoted byMS,, - - - , MSg, respectively, over a given frequency band, as shown in[Fidf.is assumed
that the BS is equipped witlV, > 1 antennas and each MS equipped with one antenna. We assume

linear transmit precoding at BS, where each MS is assignéd evie dedicated information beam. The



complex baseband transmitted signal at BS is thus expressed

K
T =) wvsi, 1)
k=1

wheres; denotes the transmitted data symbolX¥é$,, andwy, is the corresponding transmit beamforming
vector. It is assumed that,, £k = 1,---, K, are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) @GC
random variables with zero mean and unit variance, denoged. b- CA/(0, 1).

We assume the quasi-static flat-fading channel for all MS$ fan convenience denotk, as the

conjugated complex channel vector from BSM®,. The received signal atlS,. is then given by
K
yk:thZ'ij]_'_nk? k:177K7 (2)
j=1

wheren;, ~ CN(0,07) denotes the antenna noise at the receive¥I6f.

In this paper, we assume each MS applies PS to coordinatedbegses of information decoding and
energy harvesting from the received signal [1]. Specificals shown in Figl]1, the received signal at
each MS is split to the information decoder (ID) and the epdrgrvester (EH) by a power spitter, which
divides anp, (0 < pr < 1) portion of the signal power to the ID, and the remaining p, portion of

power to the EH. As a result, the signal split to the IDM§,. is expressed as

K

lecD:\/p_k<thZ'vjsj+nk>+Zk7 k=1 K, (3)

i=1

wherez;, ~ CN(0,62) is the additional noise introduced by the IDN§,.. Accordingly, the SINR at the
ID of MS,, is given by

pilhi v ?

SINR,, = :
Pk Zj;ﬁk |hi 02 + prof + 6}

— 1, K. 4)

On the other hand, the signal split to the EHNf,, is expressed as

K

j=1

Then, the harvested power by the EHNB,, is given by

K
Ey = (1= pr) (Z\hfvj|2+a,3>, k=1,--- K, (6)

J=1



where(, € (0 1] denotes the energy conversion efficiency at the ERISH,.

In order to realize a continuous information transfer, e’td), requires its SINR to be above a given
target, denoted by, at all time. In the meanwhile, eadiS, also requires that its harvested power
needs to be no smaller than a given threshold, denoteg, bl maintain its receiver operation. Under
the above two types of constraints, we aim to minimize thalthnsmission power at BS by jointly

designing transmit beamforming vectofsy, }, and receive PS ratiogyy}, at all MSs, i.e.,

{'UImPk

K
min Y ||vgl]?
} k=1
pr| by vl
> iz PEIRV2 + pro}

K
Ce(1 = pr) (Z |hilv;]” + U/?) > ey, VEk,

J=1

s.t.

>V, Vk,
+ 5,% (7)

0<pp<1, VE.

Notice that in this paper we consider the general case th&l®$ have non-zero SINR and harvested
power targets, i.exy, > 0 ande;, > 0, Vk; thus, the receive PS ratios at all MSs should safisty p;, < 1,
Vk, as given by the last constraint il (7).

For convenience, probleni(7) is referred to as the joint Beaming and power splitting (JBPS)
problem in the sequel. Note that JBPS is non-convex dustanly the coupled beamforming vectors
{vr} and PS ratiogp,} in both the SINR and harvested power constraints but alsthallquadratic
terms involving{v;}. It is also worth noting that if we fixp,'s with 0 < p, < 1, Vk, the resulting
beamforming optimization problem ovéw,} is still non-convex due to the harvested power constraints
with e, > 0, Vk. Finally, notice that if we remove all the harvested powenstmaints and lep, — 1,
Vk, the above problem reduces to the conventional power maaitioin problem subject to only SINR
constraints in the MISO broadcast channel, which can beiaitly solved by existing methods [15],
[16], [17]. In the following, we first derive the sufficient dmecessary condition for the feasibility of
the JBPS problem iri{7), and then propose both optimal andpgurbal solutions to this problenNote

that, for practical implementation of all solutions, thenqmutation takes place at the BS and then the BS



sends eachy to the corresponding MS

1. WHEN IS THEJBPS ROBLEM FEASIBLE?

Before we proceed to solve the JBPS probleniin (7), in this@eeve study its feasibility condition
for a given set ofy, > 0 ande, > 0, Vk. First, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1: Problem [[¥) is feasible if and only if the following problem fieasible.

find {’Uk, pk}
pr| by vl
s.t. >Ye, VK, (8)
> ik x| RE 02+ prof + 6 o
0<pr <1, VEk.
Proof. Please refer to Appendix]A. [ |

Lemmal3.1l indicates that the feasibility of problem (7) dowd depend on its harvested power
constraints. The following lemma further simplifies thedigdity test for problem[(B).

Lemma 3.2: Problem [[B) is feasible if and only if the following problem fieasible.

find {v}
8.t [l o >, Yk ©)
PPN 17 T L S S T
Proof: Please refer to Appendix| B. [ |

Lemmal3.2 indicates that the feasibility of problem (8) can dhecked by lettingy, — 1, Vk.
Combining Lemmas$_3l1 and 3.2, it follows that the feasipitibndition for problem[{7) must be the
same as that of problern](9). Problem (9) is a well-known SiNRsibility problem and its feasibility
region overv,’s has been characterized in the literat{t8]. We thus have the following proposition,
which presents the sufficient and necessary condition ®fehsibility of problem[(9).

Proposition 3.1: [18, Theorem 1l1l.1] Probleni (9) is feasible if and only if t8&N\R targetsy,’s satisfy
the following condition:

K

Yk
< Rank(H). 10
>, < Rank(ED) (10)

whereH £ [h; hy ... hg].



Therefore, the feasibility of the JBPS problem [ (7) for aegi set ofy,’s ande,’s can be simply
verified by checking whether,’s satisfy the condition given in Propositibn B.1. Withoos$ of generality,

in the rest of this paper we assume that problem (7) is fegsilsiless stated otherwise.

IV. OPTIMAL SOLUTION

In this section, we apply the celebrated technique of SDRoteesthe JBPS problem inl(7) optimally.
DefineX;, = vv/, Vk. It then follows thaRank(X},) < 1, Vk. By ignoring the above rank-one constraint

for all X,’s, the SDR of problem[(7) is given by

K
min } Z Tr(Xg)
k=1

{Xk7pk
s.t. >V, Vk,
Zj;ﬁk pkthXJhk + pkai + (5]% =Tk
- (11)
Gr(1 = pr) (Z hiX;h; + U;%) > ey, Vk,
=1

0<pp<l1, V&,

X, =0, Vk.

Problem|[(11) is still non-convex in its current form sincetbthe SINR and harvested power constraints

involve coupledX,’s and p;'s. However, problem[(11) can be reformulated as the folhgyproblem.

min Z Tr(Xg)

X'?
{Xk,or} 1

1 2
st. —hXphx =Y RIX;h > of + %, w,

Ve ik Pk
K (12)
RAX by > — 52k,
; EITRE G —p) "
Xy =0, Vk,
0<p<l1, Vk.

Note that problem[(12) is convex due to the fact that bgtmnd ﬁ are convex functions ovet;
with 0 < p, < 1. Let {X}} and {p;} denote the optimal solution to problem [12).{K;} satisfies

Rank(X}) = 1, Vk, then the optimal beamforming solutiarf to problem [[¥) can be obtained from the



eigenvalue decomposition (EVD) &f;, k = 1,--- , K, and the optimal PS solution of problef (7) is also
given by the associateg]'s. Otherwise, if there exists any such thatRank(X;) > 1, then in general
the solution{X;} and{p;} of problem [I2) is not necessarily optimal for probldm (7).the following
proposition, we show that it is indeed true that for probl€ifl)( the solution satisfieRank(X}) = 1,
Vk, i.e., the SDR is tight.
Proposition 4.1: For problem[(1R) given, > 0 ande;, > 0, Vk, we have

1) {X;} and{p;} satisfy the first two sets of constraints of probléml(12) vétjuality;

2) {X;} satisfiesRank(X}) =1, Vk.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix]C. [ |
The second part of Proposition #.1 indicates that the ratdxadon onX,'s in problem [11) or
(@2) results in no loss of optimality to probleml (7); thuse thptimal solution to probleni{7) can be
obtained via solving problem_(1L2) by interior-point algbm|[19] using existing software, e.g., CVX [20].
According to [22, sec. 6.6.3], it is known tlahe complexity of the interior-point algorithm for solving
problem [I2) isO (vKN; (K*N} + K?N})). To summarize, one algorithm for solving problefm (7) is
given in Tablelll as Algorithm 1. Furthermore, the first partRybposition[ 4.1l suggests that with the
optimal beamforming and PS solution, both the SINR and tsedepower constraints in problein (7)

should hold with equality for all MSs.

TABLE |
ALGORITHM 1: OPTIMAL ALGORITHM FOR PROBLEMQZD

1. Check whether the SINR targets, kK =1,--- , K,
satisfy the feasibility condition given ifi_(ILO). If nq,
exit the algorithm; otherwise, go to step 2.

2. Solve problem[{12) by CVX, and obtain the optimal
solution as{Xj} and{p; }.

3. Obtainv; by EVD of X}, k=1,--- , K.

For better efficiency, the dual problem of problefi( could be solved instead of probleffiZj. The complexity of solving the dual
problem isO (vVKN; (K*N? + K°N?)) [22, sec. 6.6.3].
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V. SUBOPTIMAL SOLUTIONS

The optimal solution to problend(7) derived in the previoast®n requires a joint optimization of the
beamforming vectors and PS ratios. In this section, we ptese suboptimal algorithms for problem
(@) to achieve lower complexity. Both algorithms are basedle approach of separately designing the
beamforming vectors and PS ratios, while the ZF-based aN&®-®ptimal based criteria are applied for
the beamforming design in the two algorithms, respectivély also study the asymptotic optimality of

both suboptimal algorithms.

A. ZF Beamforming

When N; > K, the ZF beamforming scheme can be used to eliminate the usettinterference by
restrictingv,’s to satisfyh v, = 0, Vi # k, which simplifies the beamforming design. With ZF transmit

beamforming, probleni{7) reduces to the following problem.
K
: 2
min v
{orit ; el
pelhi vk
peop + 07
(1= pi) (bl o> + 07) > ex, VE,

s.t. Vk,

(13)

H v, =0, V&,

0<pr<l, Vk.
whereH 2 [hy --- hy_1 hgyy -+ hg] € CVE=D |t is readily seen that problenmi (13) must be
feasible if N; > K and furthermoreh,’s are not linear dependerithe following proposition then gives
the optimal solution to probleni_(113) in closed-form.

Proposition 5.1: Let U,, denote the orthogonal basis of the null spacéaf, £k = 1,--- , K. Define

£ oty Gy and B 2 Ws -z: 7k. The optimal solution to probleni{L3) is given by

- —<ak+ﬁk — 1)+ /o + B — 17 £ 45,
Pr = 2 )

82\ U,UlR
GHES 7(k+ )M k=1,--- K. (15)

k=1, K, (14)

hIU, Ul R’
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TABLE I
ALGORITHM 2: ZF BEAMFORMING BASED SUBOPTIMAL ALGORITHM FOR PROBLEM(7])

1. SetH, = [h1,. . .,hkfl,thrl, .. .,hK], Vk.

SetUy, = null(H), Vk, where ‘null¢)’ is a Matlab
function which computes the orthonormal basis for

N

the null space of a matrix using singular valuie
decomposition (SVD).

_ Ck _ "/k‘si
3. Setay, = ¢ oz and By = s, V.

—x —(a — —
4. Setp = —(oatOT DV (Ontb T AR

U, U h,

rHU,UHER,’ vk.

. 5 | 82
5. Setv; = /v (a’k + —’“)

P

Proof. Please refer to AppendixID. [ |

In Tableldl, we summarize the above algorithm for probléink@¥ed on the ZF transmit beamforming
as Algorithm 2.Clearly, the complexity of Algorithm 2 is dominated by thétimes of SVD operations.
Since each SVD operation takes @f(K — 1)3 + N?(K — 1)) complexity, the complexity of Algorithm
2 is O(K* + K2N?).

Remark 5.1: In Propositiof 5.1, we have assumed that> 0, Vk, i.e., the antenna noise at each MS
is non-zero. In practice, the antenna noise powgis much smaller than the ID noise pow&r [2].
Thus, if we neglect the antenna noise power by settihg: 0, Vk, the optimal PS solution can be shown
(see [(36) in Appendik D) to be

I

_ 16
Pk Z_:‘l”}/k(sg ( )

which has an simpler form than that given [nl(14) tgr > 0.

B. SNR-Optimal Beamfoming

Algorithm 2 works only whenV, > K due to the ZF transmit beamforming. Alternatively, we can
apply SINR-optimal transmit beamforming, which works fabi&rary values of N, and K. The SINR-

optimal transmit beamforming vectors can be first obtaingddiving the following power minimization
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problem with only SINR constraints, i.e.,
K
: 2
min ()
min 3l

|hflvg|?
>, k.
> ho P ot o

Note that problem[(17) is feasible if and only if probleim (%)feasible (see Sectign]lll). Problem (17)

(17)

s.t.

has been well studied in the literature and can be efficiealyed by existing techniques [15], [16], [17].
Let {v,} denote the solution of probleh (17). Next, we scale up themfeemers{v,} by a common
factor \/a and then jointly optimizev and receive PS ratigs,’s to satisfy both the SINR and harvested

power constraints in problera](7) and yet minimize the traissian power. Specifically, we consider the

following problem with given{v,}.

K
: A2
min a||v
iny 3ol
pror|hy O]
S.t. ~ Z’Wm Vka
Zj;ék pka|thvj|2 + pkaz + (5,3
i (18)
G(1 = pu)(a > [hf6;* + 0}) > ex, VE,
7j=1
0<pr<l, Vk,

a > 1.
Since all the SINR constraints in problem(17) can be showhdid with equality by{v,} [17], the

SINR constraints in problend_(118) hold with equality wher= 1 andp, = 1, Vk. However, to satisfy the
additional harvested power constraints in probléni (18js itequired that) < p, < 1, Vk. As a result,
we needn > 1 to satisfy both the SINR and harvested power constraintsahlem [18), which is given
as the last constraint ih_(1.8). Next, we present the follgwpnoposition for problem(18).
Proposition 5.2:
1) Problem|[(1B) is feasible if and only if problem (7) is fdasi
2) Definec, £ ""{;%F — > R0, andd, = Zle \hf9,?, k=1,---, K. For eachk, let a; be

the largest real root of the following quadratic equation:

(5]% 4 €L
acy — o Celady + o)
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TABLE 11l
ALGORITHM 3: SINR-OPTIMAL BEAMFORMING BASED SUBOPTIMAL ALGORITHM FOR PROBLE# (7))

Obtaindy’s by solving problem[{1]7).
Setey, = PR S~ Rl 2 vk
Tk J#k

Setdy =Y 1, [hf |, Vk.
Set ar as the largest real root of the following
equation:

A 0D PR

5,% €L
ack — o} Cr(ady + 02)

= 1,Vk.

5. Seta® = maxi<ik<k Qk.

6. Setj] = =i andd] = Va ox, V.
2 . . -
Thena* = maxy<x<x oy and gy = M‘Zik_(ﬁ Vk, is the optimal solution to probleni {118).
- = Ok
Proof: Please refer to AppendiX E. [

With &*, the corresponding beamforming vectors can be obtainéd as+/a*oy, Vk. In Table(Ill, the
suboptimal algorithm for probleni](7) based on the SINR+optitransmit beamforming is summarized
as Algorithm 3.Clearly, the complexity of Algorithm 3 is dominated by salgi problem [(1l7), which
required O(K? + KN}).

Remark 5.2: To summarize, the complexity of the optimal solution(y /KN, (K*N? + K?N})),
while the complexity of the ZF-based suboptimal solutiod #me SINR-optimal suboptimal solution are
O(K*+ K?N?) andO(K?+ K N?), respectively. Note that the ZF-based suboptimal solutiorks only
when N, > K. Hence, we can see that, in terms of computational completkié suboptimal solutions
are better than the optimal solution and the ZF-based sumhalpsolution is better than the SINR-optimal

beamforming based suboptimal solution.

2problem [[7) can be iteratively solved using the existing uplink-dawkl duality [L7]. The complexity of solving problen{I) is
dominated by the inversion operations &f N;—by—N; matrices (corresponding to beamforming directions updatel one( K +1)—by—
(K+1) matrix (corresponding to power allocation update). Thamsfthe complexity of Algorithm 3 i©(K* + K N?). Note that we have
neglected the number of iterations in the above calculaioce it is observed from simulations that the algorithm Vexy fast convergence
(the number of iterations i$0 ~ 20 in general).
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C. Asymptotic Optimality

Algorithms 2 and 3 are suboptimal in general. However, wé shibw that the two suboptimal solutions
can achieve optimality in terms of minimum transmit powerewlthe SINR target;’s are asymptotically
high. The intuition behind the asymptotic optimality is tlae power allocation for the optimal solution
and suboptimal solutions all become extremely large,&sgo to infinity and furthermore the interference
terms (in the SINR expression) vanish in order to keep theRStdnstraints feasible with increasing
~v,’'S. We summarize this result in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3: The two suboptimal solutions are both asymptotically optimhen-,’s go to infinity.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix F. [ |

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we numerically evaluate the performancehef proposed beamforming and power
splitting algorithms in MISO SWIPT systems. We assume tlaeek = 4 MSs and all MSs have the
same set of parameters, i.6,,= (, 67 = 6%, 07 = 02, e} = ¢, andy;, = v, Vk. Moreover, we sef = 0.5,

0? = —70dBm, andé? = —50dBm in all simulations. It is further assumed that the sigaiénuation
from BS to all MSs is40dB corresponding to an identical distancebometers. With this transmission
distance, the line-of-sight (LOS) signal is dominant, ahdstthe Rician fading is used to model the

channel. Specificallyh, is expressed as

Kp 1
h, — hLOS hNLOS 19
FEV T R TV Tr R (19)

where 0% € CN+*! is the LOS deterministic componeit}©5 ¢ C¥*1 denotes the Rayleigh fading

component with each element being a CSCG random variablezeio mean and covariance -6#0dB,
and K is the Rician factor set to bedB. Note that for the LOS component, we use the far-field unifo
linear antenna array modél [21] with:0S = 10-4[1 ei% /2 . JNe= Do |T with ¢, = —2rdsinte),

whered is the spacing between successive antenna elements at BShe carrier wavelength, ang,

is the direction ofMS,, to BS. We setl = % and{¢1, oo, ¢3, 4} = {—30°, —60°, 60°, 30°}.
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Fig. 2. Transmission power versys

First, we investigate the minimum transmission power nefliat BS versus the SINR target for all
MSs, v, with their harvested power constraimt, being fixed. It is assumed that BS is equipped with
N; = 4 transmit antennas. Fi¢] 2 shows the performance compahgotihe optimal JBPS solution
to problem [[¥) and the two suboptimal solutions based on ZiF SiNR-optimal beamforming with
e = 0dBm ore = —20dBm. It is observed that as the harvested power consteaistincreased from
—20dBm to 0dBm, substantially more transmission power is needed atdB&ry each value of. It is
also observed that for both the casesof 0dBm ande = —20dBm, the minimum transmission power
is achieved by the optimal JBPS solution for all valuesyoMoreover, when the SINR constraintis
small, the SINR-optimal based suboptimal solution is olegrto achieve notably smaller transmission
power than ZF based suboptimal solution. However; dacreases, the performance gap between the
two suboptimal solutions vanishes. For example, when 35dB for the case oé = 0dBm or~ > 25dB
for the case ok = —20dBm, the minimum transmission power values achieved by wwesuboptimal
solutions both converge to that by the optimal solutional it is observed that the transmission power
with the ZF based suboptimal solution is not sensitive tovidlee ofy when~ is sufficiently small. The
reason is as follows. In our simulation setup, the antennsengowers? is much smaller than the ID

processing noisé®. Thus, from[(16) in Remark 5.1, we hayg ~ % In addition, ifv is sufficiently
Ck "k
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35
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30

251

201
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Transmission power (dBW)

Harvested power, e (dBm)

Fig. 3. Transmission power versds

small such tha% is much larger thany,éZ, then we havep, ~ 0. In this case, to meet the harvested

power constrains in(13), it can be shown thiat;||> ~ vk, which is independent of;

W’
thus, the total transmission powgr:1 ||v7]|? is invariant overy in the smally regime.

Next, we show in Fig[I3 the rr;inimum transmission power actdely the optimal and suboptimal
algorithms overe with fixed v = 0dB or v = 20dB. Similarly as in Fig[R, it is observed that for both
the cases ofy = 0dB and~ = 20dB, the optimal solution achieves the minimum transmisgiower for
all values ofe. Furthermore, at low SINR, i.ey = 0dB, the transmission power achieved by the SINR-
optimal based solution is notably smaller than that by thebZBed solution, but all much larger than
that by the optimal solution, for both values @fHowever, at high SINR, i.ey > 20dB, all the optimal
and suboptimal solutions perform very closely to each offileis confirms our result in Proposition 5.3
regarding the asymptotic optimality of the suboptimal solus.

At last, we investigate the impact of the number of transmieanasV;, on the minimum transmission
power for all proposed solutions, as shown in Eig. 4, withdixe= 10dB ande = —10dBm. It is observed
that when the number of transmit antennas increases, theaBShtission power is substantially decreased

for all solutions. This demonstrates the significant befgfépplying large or even massive antenna arrays

for efficiently implementing MISO SWIPT systems in practice
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Transmission power (dBW)

4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52
The number of antennas at B§, N

Fig. 4. Transmission power versié with fixed e = —10dBm and~ = 10dB.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

This paper has studied the joint transmit beamforming aoéive power splitting design for a multiuser
MISO broadcast system for simultaneous wireless inforonatéind power transfer (SWIPT). The total
transmission power at the BS is minimized subject to givekdRShnd harvested power constraints for
MSs. The sufficient and necessary condition to guaranteéetisbility of our problem is first derived.
Then we solve this non-convex problem by applying the tepimiof SDR, and prove its optimality.
Two suboptimal designs of lower complexity than the optimalution are also presented based on ZF
and SINR-optimal beamforming, respectively, and theifgrenances are compared against the optimal

solution by simulations.

APPENDIX A
PrROOF OFLEMMA [B.1

First, it can be easily verified that if problernl (8) is not filsdes, then problem[{7) cannot be feasible
since problem[{|7) has additional constraints on harvesbegep Second, suppose probldm (8) is feasible,
and let{v,} and {p.} be a feasible solution. It can be shown that the new solufien,} and {p;}
is also feasible to probleni](8Ya > 1. Since there must exist a sufficiently large> 1 such that
the solution{aw,} and {p;} also satisfies all the harvested power constraints of pnol{l8, we can

conclude that probleni7) is feasible. Lemmal 3.1 is thus gulov
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APPENDIX B
PROOF OFLEMMA [3.2

First, suppose problernl(9) is feasible and{let} denote a feasible solution. Then given @ny p < 1,
consider the following solution to problernl (8); = vi/\/p, pr = p, k =1,--- , K. Since

pr| b oy

> iz PrIREO|2 + prof + 0F
_ |h{ v |?

> ik [P 012 + pof + OF
b v

2z (PR Vs + 0f + 6

>

{v.} and{p.} is a feasible solution to problernl(8). Therefore, if probl@ is feasible, then problem
(@) must be feasible.

Second, consider the case that problem (9) is not feasibliel following, we will show that problem
(8) cannot be feasible by contradiction. Suppose problgms(8easible and le{v,} and {p.} be a

feasible solution. Since, < 1, Vk, we have

< pelhil v
=2k PelRE V2 + prof + 67
byl v
_ .
>k RO 12+ o + =
hH 2
< i v V. (21)

o [Pl vs* + o + 07
As a result,{v;} is also a feasible solution to problem (9), which contragict the assumption that
problem [9) is not feasible.

To summarize, Lemmla_3.2 is thus proved.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ. 1

First, we show the first part of Proposition 4.1 as followsicgi problem[(12) is convex and satisfies
the Slater’s condition, its duality gap is zefo [19]. et} and{u} denote the dual variables associated

with the SINR constraints and harvested power constraingsablem [12), respectively. Thehe partial



19

Lagrangian of probleni(12) is defined as

52
L({Xk, pies M bir}) ZTY (Xk) — Z <7 hiXhy — ZhHX hy — —k>

—1 ik Pk
- hi’X;h 2.
Z,Uk: (Z k— (1 — Pk) Uk)

With the Lagrangian function, the dual function of probldb®) is given by[[19, Sec. 5.7.3]

. Lix
Xy =002, <1,k ({ X%k Prs ks g })

which can be explicitly written as

K K
X} =0,0<pp<1VE P Pt

+§: <)\k5z LU )} (22)
—~\ e G(l—pk)
where
A, =1y, + Z — bRt — (i’“ + Ak) hih k. (23)

Let {\;} and{u;} denote the optimal dual solution to problemI(1&kcordingly, we define

)\*

Al =Ty, + 15 bRt — <—’f+A*)hhH. 24

i=Ly Z L) i (24)

Then it is observed froni(22) that, for any givénX; must be a solution to the following problem:

pin Tr(A;Xg). (25)

Note that, to guarantee a bounded dual optimal value, we haws

Al =0, k=1,2,... K.

As a result, the optimal value of problem {25) is zero, iB(A;X;) = 0, k = 1,2,..., K, which

together withA; > 0 andX; ~ 0, £ = 1,2,..., K, implies that

AX;=0, k=1, K. (26)
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Moreover,it is observed from[(22) that the optimal PS solutjgnfor any givenk € {1,---, K} must

be a solution of the following problem:
* &2 *
min AL + HiCh
e pe Gl —pr) (27)

s.t. 0<pp <1

It is observed from the above problem that\if = 0 and x;, > 0, the optimal solution will bep; — 0.
Similarly, if 47 = 0 and A, > 0, then the optimal solution ig; — 1. Since givere, > 0 and~; > 0,
VE, 0 < p; < 1 must hold for allk’s in problem [12), the above two cases cannot happen.

Next, we show thaf; = 0 andu;, = 0 cannot be true for any by contradiction. Suppose there exist

somek’s such that\; = p; = 0. Define a set
U2 kN =0,u=01<k<K}, (28)
where VU # (). DefineB* = I, + %(Aj — wi)h;hl. ThenA; can be expressed as
j
B*, if ke,

A.* — *
“T B (A hahil, otherwise,

(29)

Since A; > 0 and — (% + )\,’;) hih < 0, it follows that B* = 0. In the following, we show that
B* > 0 by contradiction. Suppose the minimum eigenvaludofis zero. Then, there exists at least an

x # 0 such thatx” B*z = 0. According to [29), it follows that

i Ajx = — <ﬁ + A;;) " hhile >0, k¢ V. (30)
Yk

Note that we have\; > 0 if k£ ¢ . Hence, we obtain fron{(30) thak’z|> < 0, k ¢ V. It thus follows

that
hilx =0, k¢U. (31)
Thus, we have
Bz =" | Iy, + Z()\; - ,u;)hjhf x=a"x>0, (32)
J¢v

which contradicts tar”B*z = 0. Thus, we haveB* = 0, i.e., Rank(B*) = N,. It thus follows from

(29) thatRank(A}) = N, if k € ¥. According to [(26), we hav&}; = 0 if k € U. However, it is easily



21

verified thatX; = 0 cannot be optimal for probleni_(112). Therefore, it must fallthat ¥ = 0, i.e.,
Ar = 0 and u,, = 0 cannot be true for any. Since we have previously also shown that both the cases
of A\ =0, uy > 0 andX\; > 0, u; = 0 cannot be true for any, it follows that A\; > 0, u; > 0, Vk.
According to the complementary slackness| [19], we thus gitbe first part ofPropositiod 4.11
Next, we prove the second part of Proposition 4.1. Sifice (), it follows thatB* = I, + i(kj —
iz

15)h;h’, and [29) thus reduces to

)\*
A;:Bﬂ-<ﬁ+A@hﬂﬁ,k:1,uJ( (33)
Tk

Since we have shown th&tank(B*) = N,, it follows thatrank(A;) > N; — 1, k = 1,--- , K. Note
that if A} is of full rank, we haveX* = 0, which cannot be the optimal solution to probldml(12). As a
result, it follows thatrank(Aj) = N; — 1, Vk. According to [(26), we haveank(X;) =1, k=1, --- | K.
The second part of Propositidn 4.1 is thus proved. Combitiegproofs of both parts, the proof of

Propositio 4 llis thus completed.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONG. 1

Note that with ZF transmit beamforming, the SINR and haeggiower constraints in problern_{13)
can be decoupled ovér. Moreover, it is observed that the objective function oflgeon [13) is also
separable ovek. Hence, probleni (13) can be decomposed ikteubproblems, with thé-th subproblem,
k=1,---,K, expressed as

min  ||vg||?
Vp,Pk

pi| R vr|?
pros + 02~

Cr(1 — pr) (|th'Uk|2 + Ug) > e, (34)

s.t. Yk,

H{ v, =0,

0<pr<l.

Next, we show that for probleni_(B4), with the optimal ZF beamfing solutionu; and PS solution

pr, the SINR constraint and harvested power constraint shioatld hold with equality, by contradiction.
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First, suppose that both the two SINR and harvested powest@onts are not tight givem; and p;. In
this case, there must exist an, 0 < o < 1, such that with the new solution, = a;v; and p, = pj,
either the SINR or harvested power constraint is tight. Mweg, with this new solution, the transmission
power is reduced, which contradicts the fact thatand p;;. is optimal for problem[(34). Thus, the case
that both the SINR and harvested power constraints are giut ¢annot be true. Next, consider the case
when the SINR constraint is tight but the harvested powesitamt is not tight. In this case, we can
increase the value gf; by a sufficiently small amount such that both the SINR and é®tad power
constraints become non-tight. Similar to the argument @ fttst case, we can conclude that this case
cannot be true, too. Similarly, it can be shown that the chae the harvested power constraint is tight
but the SINR constraint is not tight, also cannot be true. Tmrsarize, with the optimal solutiof;
andp;, for problem [34), the SINR and harvested power constraintstrinoth hold with equality. Hence,

problem [(34) is equivalent to

min ||vk||2
Uk Pk

pr|hivRl*
S.t. ﬁ — f}/k’
Ck(l — pkz) (|thvk|2 + O‘z) = €k, (35)
H{ v, =0,
0<pr<l.

Note that in problem[(35), the first two equality constraipiesid

%(£+§)=—il——& (36)
" G(l—pr) "
We can rearrangé (B6) as
(093 . @ —1
L—pp pp

which can be shown to have a unique solution satisfying p, < 1 given by

L —(at B — 1)+ w + B — D2+ 4B,
Pr = 9 .
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Define v, = \/pro;, With ||v;|| = 1, Yk. Then problem([(35) is equivalent to the following problem.

min - py,
Pk,Vk

s.t. pk‘th'ﬁkP = Tk,
(37)
H{ v, =0,

oell = 1,
where, £ v, (a,ﬁ + %) It can be observed from the first constraint of problém (3iAt to achieve
the minimump,, the optimalv, should be the optimal solution to the following problem:
max |k o[
Uy,

s.t. H g, =0, (38)

okl = 1.
It can be shown that the unique (up to phase rotation) optsolition to the above problem is given by

U, Ulh,

) — e
C UL U Ry

where U, denotes the orthogonal basis for the null spac&igf. Hence, the optimal power solution is

given by

Tk Tk

PE= i 2 ~ U U 2

It thus follows that the optimad; for problem [(35) is given by

52 U;.CUHh;C
T of + —’“) —_—k
T < ET ) TTURUTR 2

Propositiof 5.1 is thus proved.

APPENDIX E
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONG.2

First, we show the first part of Propositibn 5.2 as followsfibe

Pka|hf’f’k|2
ik Pral REO1% + pro + 67

>

or(pr, ) =
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and
Pu(pr, a) = Ge(1 — pr)( Z|hH i1+ h).
Based on Lemmas8.1 and 3.2we can infer that problenﬂl?) is feasible if and only if pevh (1) is
feasible. Sincgv,} is the optimal solution to probleni_(IL7), it follows that,
¢1(1,1) =, Vk, (39)

with p, = 1, Vk, anda = 1. Since¢;(px, ) is @ monotonically increasing function of whena > 0,
we can have am > 1 such that

or(1,&) > v, Vk. (40)
Since ¢;(px, «) is a continuous function of,, we can find arp, < 1 such that

Gr(pr, &) > Y, V. (41)

Sincel — p, > 0, Vk, ¢g(pr, @) is increasing overy > 0. Together with the fact thab;(py, ) is also

increasing overy > 0, Vk, it follows that there must exist a sufficiently largesuch that

Or(Pr, &) > vk, ¢u(pr, &) > ex, Vk. (42)

Therefore, we conclude that the “if” part is proved, i.eolgem [18) is feasible if problend (IL7) drl(7)
is feasible. The “only if” part can be shown easily since aegsible solution of probleni (IL8) must be
feasible for problem[(17) of{7). The first part of Proposit®.2 is thus proved.

Next, we prove the second part of Proposifion 5.2. With thindd ¢,'s andd,.’s given in Proposition

and by noting thatic;, — o7 > 67 > 0, Vk, whena > 1, problem [(I8) can be equivalently rewritten

as
min «
O‘v{pk}
52
s.t. pr > 7"”2, vk,
acp — 0y,
€k
1>, (43)
Pk = Ce(ady + o2)
0<pr <1, VEk,

a > 1.
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It can be shown that problerh (43) is equivalent to the foltayvproblem:

mirll «Q
a> (44)
st. gr(a) <1, Vk,

where g, (a) £ QCSQ = + ck(ad 7 since the two problems have the same optimal value.

It is observed thay,(«) = 1 is a quadratic equation. Let, anda;, wherea, > «,, be the two roots

of the equatiory,(«) = 1. By noting that 7 = = 1 due to [(39), we conclude that (1) > 1, implying
ar > a4 (otherwise anyn satisfiesg,(a) < 1). On the other hand, due to the fact thati,(, > 0,
the inequalityg, (o) < 1 implies eithera > a; or a < «,. Sinceg,(«) is a monotonically decreasing
function of a for « > 1 and g, (1) > 1, we must havey, < 1 < q;. It thus follows that problem(45) is
simplified as

min «
(7

(45)
s.t. a>ag, Vk,

which has the optimal solution given hby* = max;<,<x &;. Furthermore, we can easily check that
Pe = Fra— 02, Vk, is the corresponding optimal solution to problem](43) wiflven a*. This thus
completes the proof of the second part of Proposition 5.2c@&ybining the proofs of both parts, the

proof of Propositioi 5]2 is thus completed.

APPENDIX F
PrROOF OoFPrROPOSITIONG.3

For eachk, let v, = /prvr Wherep, denotes the power allocation arg denotes the normalized
beamformer with unit norm, i.e., the beam direction. Thesm $INR constraints can be expressed as

Pkpk\hk ’Uk| >~
Z Vks
Z];ﬁk pipj| i 0512 + prof + 6

Vk. (46)

We first prove a basic result that, for any set of beamformiegtars {v,} that satisfies the SINR

constraints withy, — oo, Yk, p,’s must go to infinity and furthermore,’s must satisfy zero-forcing
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Due to the fact thad ., prp;|hi ;1> > 0, V, the SINR constraints imply

prpk i O]
pros + 62

> Vi, Vk.

By noting that|h,v,|? is bounded, we thus infer from the above inequalities thatahy &, pr — oo
wheny, — oo. Next we show by contradiction that zero-forcing conditimust be satisfied fofv, }
when v, — oo, Vk. Suppose we havk v, # 0 for any j # k when~, — oo, Vk. Note that all the
terms|hf v,|*> (Vk,j) are bounded. The coupling @f’s in all the SINR constraintd(46) implies that
pr'S need to be in the same order. Combining this with the faat thr all &, p, — oo asv, — oo, we
can assume that without loss of optimaljty = a.p, Vk, with a;’s being constant angd — oo (when

v — oo). It thus follows from [[(46) that

prai i o
Zj;ﬁk pkaj‘th@jP

implying a contradiction. To summarize, for amy’s that satisfy the SINR constraints with, — oo,

> 00, VE, (47)

Vk, we havep, — oo and|hfv;| —0,Vj #k, k=1,2,..., K.

From the above result, we conclude that, for all the threetswis provided by Algorithms 1, 2, and 3,
the power allocation will become infinity ag’s increase to infinity. Moreover, the optimal solution and
the SINR-optimal beamforming based suboptimal solutiostsatisfy zero-forcing condition (as the ZF-
based suboptimal solution does) whers go to infinity. Hence, the three algorithms will asymptally
achieve the same minimum transmit power whgn— oo, Vk. Thus, the proof of Proposition 5.3 is

completed.
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