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Abstract—In this paper, we theoretically investigate a new tech-
nique for simultaneous information and power transfer (SWIPT)
in multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) point-to-point  with
radio frequency energy harvesting capabilities. The propsed
technique exploits the spatial decomposition of the MIMO clan-
nel and uses the eigenchannels either to convey informatioor
to transfer energy. In order to generalize our study, we conisler
channel estimation error in the decomposition process andhe
interference between the eigenchannels. An optimizationrpblem
that minimizes the total transmitted power subject to maxinum
power per eigenchannel, information and energy constrairg is
formulated as a mixed-integer nonlinear program and solvedto
optimality using mixed-integer second-order cone prograrming.
A near-optimal mixed-integer linear programming solution is also
developed with robust computational performance. A polynanial
complexity algorithm is further proposed for the optimal solution
of the problem when no maximum power per eigenchannel
constraints are imposed. In addition, a low polynomial compexity
algorithm is developed for the power allocation problem wih
a given eigenchannel assignment, as well as a low-complgxit
heuristic for solving the eigenchannel assignment problem

Index Terms—RF energy harvesting, SWIPT, MIMO channel,
singular value decomposition, channel estimation error, ptimiza-
tion, MISOCP, MILP.

I. INTRODUCTION
HE integration of renewable energy sources into co

munication networks is a hot research topic. It provid
significant energy gains and is an efficient green commu
cation solution for the expected future data traffic inceea

critical for applications where quality-of-service (QoiS)of
paramount importance. On the other hand, recently there is a
lot of interest to use electromagnetic radiation as a piaknt
renewable energy resource. The key idea of this concept is
that electromagnetic (EM) waves convey energy, which can
be converted to DC-voltage by using specific rectenna dgcui
[l [.

Most of the work on radio-frequency (RF) energy transfer
concerns the design of rectenna circuits in different fesoy
bands, which is a fundamental aspect towards the develapmen
of this technology[[10]-£[12]. From an information theoceti
standpoint, evaluating the channel capacity for diffenest:
work configurations, when RF EH requirements characterize
the receiver nodes, is a challenging problem. The work in
[13] discusses the joint transfer of information and endogy
a single-input single-output (SISO) channel and is extdride
[14] for a set of parallel point-to-point channels; the auth
in [15] study the capacity for two baseline multi-user syste
with RF energy constraints, namely multiple access and mul-
tihop channels. However, information theoretic studiesiase
that the receivers are able to decode information and harves
energy from the same RF signal without limitations. Althbug

IﬁHjis assumption provides some useful theoretical bourds, i
dannot be supported by the current practical implememtsitio

. In order to satisfy the above practical limitation, the work
deals with the beamforming design for a basic broadcast

Traditional renewable energy sources such as solar enadyy letiple—input multiple-output (MIMO) channel, where the

wind depend on the weather conditions and are characteriz&k _
the integration of these energy sogrc&NErgy to the other one. In that work, the authors introduce

by high instability;

requires a fundamental re-design of communications sste

in all levels of protocol stack in order to ensure robustraess
reliability [2]. Several works consider conventional remdle

energy resources and study optimal resource allocatidm te

niques for different objective functions and network taupés

e.g., [3]-[7]. However, the intermittent and unpredictab
nature of these energy sources makes energy harvesting (
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yrce conveys information to one receiver and transfers

fyyo main practical techniques for simultaneous infornmatio

and power transfer (SWIPT): a) “time switching” (TS), where
the receiver switches between decoding information and har
gesting energy and b) “power splitting” (PS), where the
receiver splits the received RF signal in two parts for dé@upd

|information and harvesting energy, respectively. This kwvor

xtended in[[17] for imperfect channel information at the
transmitter using robust optimization.

The employment of the above two practical approaches in
different fundamental network structures, is a hot redearc
topic and several recent works appear in the literature. The
works in [18]-[21] focus on the TS technique for different
network topologies. Specifically, in L8] the authors irtigste
the optimal switching strategy for a SISO channel in order
to achieve various trade-offs between wireless infornmatio
transfer and EH with/without channel state information ICS
knowledge at the transmitter. The work in[19] presents &tim
division multiple access (TDMA)-based multiuser broadcas
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channel where the downlink (broadcast channel) is used the scope of this paper.
EH while the uplink for conveying information from the users More specifically, the contributions of this paper are:

to the access point. 10.[20], the authors apply the TS teekeniq , Construction of mixed-integer second-order cone pro-

for a basic rela_y channel a_nd invest.igate the optimal swvitch graming (MISOCP) and mixed-integer linear program-
rule. A TS switching architecture is proposed [nl[21] for a  ming (MILP) formulations to the general problem that
multiple-input single-output (MISO) system, where theghn can be solved using standard optimization tools to provide

antenna receiver uses its harvested energy to feed a qerintiz  optimal and near-optimal solutions, respectively.

CSI. On the other hand, in_[22] the authors study the perfor-, Development of an optimal polynomial complexity algo-
mance of a cooperative system, where the relay is powered by rithm for the solution of the special problem of having
employing a PS technique on the received signal. The work no maximum power per eigenchannel constraints. A low
in [23] studies the optimal transmitted power for a MISO  complexity polynomial algorithm is also developed for
interference channel with PS where the destinations hatle bo the genera| pr0b|em with excellent performance_

information/energy constraints. The TS and PS techniques Derivation of a waterfilling-like procedure for the solu-
have also been exploited in cognitive radio networks toaehi tion of the optimal power allocation problem with fixed

joint information and energy cooperation between a primary  ejgenchannel assignment, of low polynomial complexity.

and a secondary system, resulting in improved performanggiasion: Upper case and lower case bold symbols denote
for both systems due to the added RF EH capabilifies [2 atrices and vectors, respectively, while calligraphiteles

Recently, the authors irl_[25] take into account the Enerd¥%note setsdiag(x) represents a diagonal matrix with the

consumption of the active electronlc_cwcuns ge.g., MEYer actor x in the main diagonaldet(-) denotes determinant,
and they propose an integrated receiver archltecture,e/vhfr is the identity matrix of ordem, log(-) denotes the

PS is employed at the baseband domain. A recent OVeNVigiua ithm of base, E[] represents the expectation operator,
of S_W“_DT systems with a p_artlcular focu_s on the _hardwa{ﬁe superscripté/ and « denote the Hermitian transpose and
real_lzatlon of rectenna circuits and_practlcal techniqthes conjugate operations, respectivelyl| denotes the cardinality
achieve SWIPT in the domains of time, power and antenngscq; 1 \while A\ B is the difference between setsand 3

is provided in [26]. The paper is organized as follows. Section Il presents the

_ Although most of_the previous studies refer to specific a’lﬂ/stem model, introduces the spatial domain EH and the
fix network topologies, more recent works study TS/PS fQlsqqciated optimization problem. Section 11l deals wite th
large scale networ_ks W'th_ location randomness.IE [27], _t_ibeptimal solution of (a) the general problem considered gisin
authors study the interaction between primary and cogniti, socp and MILP formulations and (b) the special case with
radio networks, Wh_ere cognitive. rqdio nodes can harvq% maximum power per eigenchannel. Section IV develops
energy from th? primary transmissions, by modgllng no% optimal procedure for the power allocation problem for a
locations as Poisson point processes. A cooperative netWgf,en eigenchannel assignment. Section V introduces a low-
with multiple transmitter-receiver pairs and a single Ebye 56ty suboptimal heuristic for the considered optiaai

is studied in [[28] by taking the spatial randomness of usgy, problem. Section VI discusses the numerical perfoizean

locations into consideration. If_[29], the authors ,StUd? b the proposed schemes and Section VIl concludes the paper.
performance of a large scale ad hoc network with/without

relaying where receivers have PS capabilities.

In contrast to the conventional TS and PS approaches, we
propose a new technique for SWIPT in the spatial domain for e assume a simple point-to-point MIMO model consisting
a basic point-to-point MIMO channel. In this work, spatiaPf one source withNy transmit antennas and one desti-
domain does not refer to the antenna eleménts [[8], [30] Biation with N receive antennas. The source is connected
mainly on the spatial degrees of freedom of the channel.dade @ constant power supply while the destination has RF
on the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the MiMaransfer capabilities and can harvest energy from the vedei
channel, the communication link is transformed to parall€lectromagnetic radiation. We consider a flat fading sfpatia
channels that can convey either information data or energjicorrelated Rayleigh MIMO channel whek € CVrxNr
this binary allocation is in respect to the current pratticdlenotes the channel matrix. The channel remains constant
limitations. In order to make our analysis more general (af#iring one transmission time-slot and changes indepelydent
practical), we assume an imperfect channel estimation ttig@m one slot to the next. The entries Hf are assumed to be
affects the orthogonality of the eigenchannels (the imgmerf independent, zero-mean circularly symmetric complex Gaus
channel knowledge generates an interference to the eiganctsian (ZMCSCG) random variables with unit variance (which
nels). We study the minimization of the transmitted poweinsuresank(H) = N = min{Nr, Ng}). The received signal
when the receiver is characterized by maximum power pirdescribed by
eigenchannel, information rate and power transfer coimssra
which is a mixed-integer nonlinear optimization problendan
propose several solution methods. It is worth noting that thvhere x € CN7>*! denotes the transmitted signal with
main purpose of this work is to introduce a new technique f@{xx”] = Q andn € CVz*! represents the noise vector
SWIPT in MIMO systems; this technique is studied from &aving ZMCSCG entries of unit variance. We assume that the
theoretical standpoint and practical implementation igolpel channel matrix is subject to a channel estimation error and

Il. SYSTEM MODEL & PROBLEM FORMULATION

y =Hx+n, 1)



with

. Ui = 033 + 7y, With i € N, 4)

where n; denotes the AWGN for thé-th parallel channel
and has the same distribution with; (due to the unitary
transformation) in reception.

The expression in[{3) shows that the imperfect channel
estimation generates an interference to Meparallel SISO
Fig. 1. The SVD transformation of the MIMO channel inf$ parallel channels (eigenchannels). We assume that the destination i
AWGN channels. characterized by both information rate and RF EH require-
ments; this means that for the duration of one transmission

therefore ismperfectlyknown at both the transmitter and theghe destination requires an information ratg and energy

receiver with a MMSE estimation errd® 2 H — H, where Cry = Cgg/d as input to its rectenna circuits (the amount

the entries o are ZMCSCG with variance? and the entries of energy that can be storedizx, depends on the energy
of H are also independent and identically distributed (i.i.d Onversion efﬂmgncy Pf the Sp‘?c'f'c |mplementat|6m,g.g.,
ZMCSCG with variancd — o2 [31]]. The channel estimation is /<" [32]. For simplicity and without loss of generality we
performed at the destination via a downlink pilot sequemze a2SSUme in the mathematical analysis that 1.

is communicated to the source by using an uplink feedback o

channel; the channel estimation process is beyond the sgop&: SWIPT optimization problem

this paper. We note that the parametércaptures the quality ~The proposed scheme exploits the SVD structure of the
of the channel estimation and is assumed to be known to b&ftMO channel and achieves SWIPT in the spatial domain.
the transmitter and the receiver. The work [n][31] providddore specifically, the transformation of the MIMO channel to
some examples far? related to different channel estimationN parallel SISO channels allows the simultaneous transfer of
schemes and channel statistics; in this paper, we assure tada traffic and RF energy by using an eigenchannel either to
o? is a constant without further implications. Based on theonvey information or energy. An eigenchannel cannot bd use

€

estimated channeH, a lower bound of the instantaneougo convey both information and energy; this limitation rsfe

mutual information is given by [31] to practical constraints and is inline with the other apphees
1 proposed in the literature, e.g. power splitting. Basedhan t
I(x;y) =logdet (Iy, + ———HQH" ). (2) diagram in Fig[, at the output of each eigenchannel there
R 14+ 02P . . . . .
€ is a switcher which drives the channel output either to the

It is worth noting that fow? = 0 (perfect channel knowledge),conventional decoding circuit or to the rectification citcu
€ ’ . . . . . . .
the above expression gives the exact mutual information B#ring each transmission an appropriate optimization ferob
the MIMO channel. By using the SVD of thH channel, it IS solved, which determines the usage of each antenna and a

has been proven i [31] that the lower bound of the mutudVitching mechanism selects the appropriate circuits.

information is maximized whe® = diag(P:, ..., Py, ) and In this paper, we focus on the minimization of the transmit-
takes the form ted power given that both information and energy constsaint
P are satisfied. Based on the notation considered, the prdpose
I(x;y) = Z log <1 + ﬁ) , (3) technique introduces the following optimization problem
N ‘ min P=Y P, (5a)
where);, i € N = {1, ..., N}, is thei-th eigenvalue oHHH*, iEN
P; is the power allocated to theth eigenchannel an®® = i P\
>, P Itis further assumed that; > Xy > ... > Ay. St ;/IOg (1 + 1+ 03P> =, (5b)
This bound can be achieved using SVD on the estimated < )
matrix H and by appropriate precoding and receiver shaping Z(l - ”i)(Pi/\i +oe P) > CpH, (5¢)
at the source and the destination, respectively.[Rig. 1rsahe eV
ically presents the system model and the transformatioheof t 0< P < Ppas, m €{0,1}, i €N, (5d)

MIMO channel toN eigenchannels for potential transfer ofyhere p,,.., indicates the maximum power that can be used
information/energy. We show the SVD coordinate transfermg, each eigenchannel, while binary variabte indicates

~

tions when the matrbH has a SVD equal td = UXV™ ., \yhether thei-th eigenchannel is used for information transfer
whereU € CMXVe and V e CVr*™r are unitary matrices (r, — 1) or energy transfers; = 0). Note that terms

and X € CN=*N7 is a diagonal matrix with elements th
singular values of the matriM i.e., o;, i € A ando; = /\;.
Based on the SVD, the channel inpxt comes from the m;log gl - 15;233) when; € {0,1}, i € N. This mathe-
transformation of the original sequengewith the matrixV.  matical progra?n Involves binary and continuous variabédess,
while the received sequengeis transformed to the sequencewvell as nonlinear functions; hence it belongs to the class of
y by using the matriXU. In the ideal case wherg® = 0, the mixed-integer nonlinear optimization problems, which ey
MIMO channel is decomposed t& parallel SISO channels hard to solve in general.

elog (1 + f_ﬁ;@lg) are equal to the more intuitive representation




The incorporation o2 into (3) makes the problem moreapproaches have exponential complexity and are only used fo
realistic and general, with interesting implication efeecOn benchmarking purposes; the reason for discussing botfais th
the one hand, increasing reduces the achieved informatiorthe MISOCP guarantees optimality, while the MILP has more
rate in [Gb). On the other hand, the added cross-eigenchamobust performance (see Sectfod VI). In addition, we previd
interference becomes a useful source of energy transferaipolynomial algorithm that optimally solves the problem fo
(5d), which implies that even zero-power EH eigenchannelse special case aP,,,, = oo.
can contribute to the satisfaction of the EH constraintni-em
optimization point of view, the problem becomes more dificuA. Optimal MISOCP solution
to tackle due to the presence of teerAP in the denominator

of the logarithmic terms if(3b). Hence, the developed smut Towards the optimal solution of[(5), we write it as:

methodologies are quite general and can be applied not only, i, p — Z P (63)
for the solution of the special case wittf = 0, but also for v
other problems with similar information rate expressions. 1+ 02P + 1P\
We note that the energy harvested due to the receiver noise S.t. H < 1E+ 5P ) > 201, (6b)
is negligible. In addition, the optimization problem can be ieN €
solved at the source node and then control bits can be used Z(Pi —mP)X\; + Nggp _ 052 Z P > Cra,
in order to inform the receiver about the content of each ieN ieN
eigenchannel. (6¢)
0 <P, < Prgz, m €1{0,1}, i € N. (6d)

B. Implementation issues _ _

The main challenge to implement the proposed SWIPT F_OLTUIatlon KB; IS nqt MJ\I/SQCP due to thde ﬁrOdUCts ?f
technique is to perform the required signal processing, iK@r'(‘;" es,?Pl- an _”iP’bZ EN ek @)r']@)r?n the generab
cluding the eigenchannel decomposition, with ultra-lowpo product o te_rms '”'33 ). Next we s ow ow these can be
consumption. This requires the use of analog passive etgctr transformed into equivalent representations of MISOCknfor

elements (e.g., Schottky diode), which is in line with cuatre Firstly, we state two auxiliary propositions.
implementations of conventional wireless power trans88i,[ Proposition 1. Let w € {0,1} and z € [zLB, 2UB|.

[34]. In respect to these requirements, analog eigenmadenstrainty = wa can be equivalently represented with the
beamforming with passive electronic elements (180-degreflowing linear constraints:

hybrid couplers) is a promising technology recently praubs

[35], that could be used for the practical implementation wzt? <y <z —(1-w)zt?, (7a)

of the proposed technique. This implementation technology z—(1—wazUP <y <wzsV?, (7b)

achieves diagonalization of the MIMO channel matrix withou

destroying the energy content of the received signal. Proof: The proof is easily derived by checking that= 0
It is worth noting that although digital beamforming domandw = 1 yield y = 0 andy = =, respectively. [ |

inates current communication systems, analog beamforming et us defineP” = ; P, and P!t = m; P, i € N/, which

is an emerging technology with particular impact on futurgppear in constraint§ (bb) anid {6c). Based on propodiiion 1,

millimeter-wave (mmWave)- based systeins| [36]! [37]. Irsthe equalitiesP = ; P;, i € A can be represented by constraints

systems, the transceivers are composed of a large num@@@)-[7b) withy = P7, w = m;, 2 = P; € [0, Pya.); Similarly

of antennas and the conventional baseband/digital priocessye can represenP}*t = mP, with y = P°* w =

requires a large number of analog-to-digital converterd ap = P ¢ [0, NP,,qz]. Next, we will show that the general

RF chains, which results in a high complexity and powesroduct appearing i (6b) can be represented by a hierafchy o

consumption. Also note that SWIPT is only studied the@onvex second-order rotated cone (SORC) constraints of the

retically and not used in current devices; proof-of-coniceform zyzo > 22, 21 > 0, z2 > 0 using propositiof 2.

implementations are still under investigation. o ) )

Proposition 2. ( [@lj, p.105): The geometric mean constraint

IIl. OPTIMAL EIGENCHANNEL ASSIGNMENT AND POWER (GMC) 1.y > 42, 2 > 0,0 = 1, .21 is convex and can

ALLOCATION be represented by a hierarchy of SORC constraints. Let us

The considered problem is nonlinear and combinatorial #efine existing variables as = zo.; and new variables;, ; >

nature, and hence very hard to solve. Moreover, stand@d: = 1,...,1,7 = 1,...,2'~*. Then, the GMC is equivalent

MILP/MISOCP solvers are not directly applicable for itgo the following SORC constraints

solution due to the presence of nonlinear terms. In thiss®gct

two formulations are proposed for the optimal/near-optimdayer k: z_12i-1%5-1,2i > Tp 0 = 1,..,2" "k =1,..,1,

solution of problem [(5) using standard solvers. The first, x> L.

transforms the problem into an equivalent MISOCP formu-

lation that provides the optimal solution, while the second The proof is based on the fact that each of these constraints

approximates the logarithmic functions using piecewigedr is SORC, hence convex, while if these constraints hold the

approximation (PLA) to arrive at a near-optimal (in mostesas GMC holds as well. To see why this is true, let us consider

optimal) result by solving a series of MILP problems. Thesthe caser;zszszzy > t*. Settingz; = z¢,, i = 1,..,4, this



constraint becomes: T 7 T 7
4.5 | // // ] 4.5¢ | ,/ / /’
! / / I | / ,
2 2 ! / S [ / Y
T0,1%0,2 27 1, 40,3%0,4 = 1 3, (8a) o ] a2
h , _ ;-
Z1,171,2 ZI%;, 21 2 t. (8b) 35F 1 4y ] 3st ) e
L /// . 1/ a7,
. . 371 . 3|,
The two constraints in[{8a) yield thato, 1:50 gxo 3x04 > o |
a3 a7 5, which combined with[(8b) gives? 27, > 23, > ‘&~ 25;"/ 1 a2
#4; hence, if [BR){8b) hold, the original constraint alsodsol o | | R
To bring [6b) into the GMC form, we defin®/ = [log N | ,,“ !
and N, = 2™, and rewrite it as: 1.5 ] 150
U
1t ] 1f ]
N Ny—N . | —f(Pi")=Iogz(1+10Fi§I) —f(Pi”)=Iogz(1+10F?I)
2 T 2 Ny, 2 Ny
H(1+UEP+P@' Ai) H (14+02P) > (2 1N (142 P)) N 0.5[f| - - -PLA Segments || 0.5[|- - -PLA Segments
i=1 i=1 ——LB Envelope ——UB Envelope
0 : 0 :
. . ) . 0 1 2 0 1 2
Following propositioli R, we can representl(6b) with the &ier pr pr
chy of SORC constraints by setting ; = 1 +02P+ P \; > ' '
0,i €N, zp; =1+02P>0,i=N+1,..,N, andt = Fig. 2. Piecewise linear approximatioR"a® = 2; and, /(1 + 02 P;) =

2CI/N“(1+U?P). Towards this direction, a total ¥, —1 new 10.
variables are neededy; > 0,k =1,.., M, i=1,...,2M~F

and N,,/2 SORC constraints. becomes:
Based on the above analysis, the original problem can be
rewritten as: min P = Z P (10a)
iEN
min P = Z P; (9a) i P\
2 s.t. ;flog (1 4 o 7P, > (O], (10b)
s.t. Tk—1,20i—1Tk—1,2i 2 xi,i: k= 17"'7M7i: 17"'72N17k7 (gb) . 2
eaa 2t ¢ =291V (14 02 P), (9c) %\;(1 mi) (PiXi + 0¢P) = Cron, (10c)
K3
_ 2 L
@i =1+o P+ Pk, ieN, (o) 0< P < Ppas, m €{0,1}, i€N.  (10d)
zoi=140:P, i=N+1,..., Ny, 9e . )
’ S0 k—0 . Mi—1 . oMk (9) Using the transformationsP” = m; P, and P/°* = r,P,
Thii = B = E e 2’1_ T N introduced in sectiof_I[[-A via proposition 1, all the con-
> (Pi= PN+ 0l (NP =Y P) > Crn, (99)  straints of problem[{10) become of MILP form, except from
;EWN< b prep AE[N on constraint [(I0b), due to the presence of terfaéP") =
i SMifmes, 5 S5 1EN, ( ,) log (14 222 ). Nonetheless, these terms can be trans-
PF > P, — (1 =) Pmaz, PF >0, i €N, (9i) Adoch . . . .
ol rot - - formed into MILP form by considering appropriate piecewise
Pit ) < MilN Pz, BT < Py tetN’ O linear approximation (PLA) functiong;(P7) ~ f;(Pr). PLA
P > P —(1=mi)NPpaz, P;” 20, i €N, (9K)  functionsg;(P7) can also be selected to provide either upper
0 < P; < Pras, m € {0,1}, i € N. (9)  or lower bounds (UB or LB) to the optimal value of problem

@Q), if g:(P7) < fi(PT) or gi(P7) = fi(PT), 0 < PT <

In formulation [3), [3b){{3f) represent the informationneo Imas: @ € N, respectively. Constraini(P7) < f;(F[) and
straint, [9%) the EH constraint, whilEoh)1(9i) afd] (99:@1 g:(PT) > fi(P) can be achieved by taking the lower envelop
_ of a number of lines that interse¢t(P) from below or are

are used to linearize equatio¥ = 7, P, and P}°! =
respectively. Note that formulatiop] (9) |s MISOCP and can Bgngent tof;(F") from above respectively, as illustrated in
solved with standard optimization solvers. Fig.[2. o L )

One can easily find the PLA of a logarithmic function, by
considering a fixed number of points, at integer multiples of
parametek, such that segments are either tangent (for UB) or

B. Near-optimal MILP solution intersect (for LB) the logarithmic function. Nonetheletisis
approach has no control over the approximation error, while

In this section we propose an iterative approach for thke maximum error for different segments varies. For this
solution of [®), where in each iteration a MILP problem iseason, an approach has been followed that produces segment
solved. Although, this approach yields near-optimal rss{ih  when needed so that the approximation error does not exceed
most cases optimal) it is considerably faster than MISOGP predefined value,... [39]. Although this approach may
for large problems. Towards this direction, we examine tHead to a large number of segments we can adjyst, to
implications of having a fixed value for the total pow@rin achieve the desirable number of segments and at the same
(5H). Assuming that this value is equal f, the problem time maintain the error less than a constant known value.



The approximation procedure, involves two steps for thlgorithm 1 : MILP solution to problem (B)
production of each segment. In LB-PLA, where an LB en-1: Init. Prg =0; Pys = N Paz; € = 1075 €100 = 1073;
velope needs to be produced, the first step for the deriva- f = 0.
tion of segmentl, starts from a known intersection point 2: while |Pyp — Prp| > € do
{Pr, (PR} (initially, {P7, =0, f(P[,) =0}) and finds a 3 SetP; = (Pyp + PLg)/2.
line cv; ; P7+ B, such thatf (P7) — (i, P +Bi1) < emaz, for 4. Computea;; and P7y, i € N, | = 1,..., L; according

f(PF) > a1 P+ ;. In the second step, a new intersection t0 €mq USING PLA.

point is found, such thaf (P, ) = @i PJ},; + Big, which 5. Solve problem[(Tl1) using a MILP solver to obtai,
completes the creation of thith segment. In UB-PLA, where mi, 1 € N.

a UB envelope needs to be produced, the first step for the if (problem feasible) AND P < Py) then

derivation of segment, starts from a point of maximum 7: SetPyp =Py, mf =m; f=1.

error, {P7,, f(P,) + emae} (initially, the procedure starts 8 else

from {P{Ti = O,f(Pi’jl) = 0} to produce such a point) and o: SetPrp = Pj.

computes a liney; ; PT" + b, ; that is tangent tgf (P7). In the  10: if f =1 then
second step, a new point of maximum error is found such that:  Solve the power allocation problem with fixed assign-

i Pl + Bin = f(P 1) + €max, Which completes the mentz}, i € N (Sectior1V).
creation of the/th segment. This two-step iterative procedura2: else
is followed until ,,,,.. is reached. 13:  Problem[(b) is deemed infeasible.

Based on the above discussion formulatiod (10) becomes:

min P =Y P, (11a)
Having obtained PLA functiong;(P”), i € AN, we now iEN
describe how to obtain a problem formulation with MILP Li
constraints. Let us assume that functigf{P7) is approx- StY N ki > Cr, (11b)
imated by L, linear segments with slopes; i,....,, and iEN l:1L
start-pointsP[,...,P[ . Let us also assume th&", ,, = - : )
Prros- Becadéefi(PiL’T) are monotonically incgaLsi;E; and Pr=) & i€l (11c)

concave, the PLA functiong;(P), will also be concave, =1

with segments whose slopes have monotone decreasingvalues 0 = G0 S Pl — Pl i€ N, I=1,., L, (11d)
Qi1 > 00> .. >a,r,. Let &l = 1,..., L; be the value Constraints[(9g) {(9I). (11e)

gflP<i lggrres_p%gdlnlg:tol tﬁjétg?%ﬁ?g;iﬂ?i;j&;gﬁ?hatNote that_formulationl]]]l) is MILP, as constrainE(lll'c_l) -
51-’ _ Ig_ﬁjl _}j_; m _ 1 7...11—1 wheng;; > 0, it s true (11d), which represent constrainf_(10b), also be<_:om_e linea
I:m L 4 I’ ’ haty: ( P L, under the considered PLA scheme. Also, by considering UB-
that P7" = >, §z,l and also thaly;(P) = >_;%, @ii€ii-  pLA (LB-PLA) for f:(P7) a lower-bound (upper bound) to
In other words,Pl._ can be replaced by the sum O_f V"]‘”""bleﬁroblem [(10) is obtained, as we need to use more (less) power
&',l,_l = },...,Li if we can ensure that the solution of theto satisfy the information constraint.
optimization problem will Qlways be such that eathy is If the solution of formulation[(T1) is feasible and the total
nonzero only when. the variabl€s,,, m=1,...,1—1 have required power is less thaf;, ie. P < Py, then P; is
obtained their maximum value. an upper bound to the optimal total power of probldm (5),
otherwiseP; is a lower bound. Based on this observation, we
can construct a bisection procedure to obtain a near-optima
value for the total power, according to algoritiuin 1.
Loss of optimality in algorithni]l is primarily due to the

. . . PLA of the logarithmic terms in the total information rate
To explain why this condition holds for prObIe'1E(10)’expression which may result in a non-optimal eigenchannel

. - X
npte th_at_ variables?" should -be as_small as pSSS'b'e toassignment. Note that global optimality is preserved when
yield minimum total power, while the impact @f (P/), and

. . the optimal eigenchannel assignment is found, by optimall
hence of variables;;, should be as large as possible tQ op 9 . 9 — oy op y

. : ’ . . o Solving the power allocation problem with fixed eigenchdnne
ensure satisfaction of constraif (10b) with minimum power __. .

: % signment (line 11).

Because the slopes of the PLA segments have monotomcafy
decreasing values, the first segment has the largest impact; )
this implies thatt; ; will be the first variable to be assigned &C- Special Caser;,q; = oo
nonzero value and only §; ; becomes equal to its maximum In this section, we deal with the solution of problel (5)
value, variable¢; » will be assigned a nonzero value. Thisvhen P,,,, = co. We show that we can obtain the optimal
ensures the assumption made that will be non-zero only assignment by examining a polynomial number of information

if & m,m =1,...,0—1 have attained their maximum valueand EH eigenchannel combinations and develop an algorithm



that solves this problem optimally i@(N?). We also derive Theorem 1. Let Z, £ be a fixed assignment, = min {£},
analytical results for obtaining the optimal power alléeat ¢ = >, ., (1/\) +o0.> —|Z|3, T, = {i : i € T, P; > 0},
for a fixed eigenchannel assignment, as well as for decidiagd 3 be given by:
whether a candidate assignment is potentially optimalrgdo

computing the power allocation. 8 (

1

9C1 H /\i> . , (13)

€7y

Assume that a given assignment of channels is made such
thatm, = 1,4 € Z andm, = 0, iy € &£, whereZ and &
denote the sets of information and EH eigenchannels, res
tively. Due to this assignment, problefd (5), wifty,,, = oo,
can be written as:

Pfie optimal total power for this assignment is giveny=
(y —1)/02, y > 1, where:

min P — ZB (12a) _ oo 2/, By if 0.2/¢ > C@f +1 (14)
ieN (CEHELJ‘F‘TEI)@””E . otherwise.
P\, )
S-t-z log (1 + m) > Cr, (12b) addition, givenP and y, the optimal power allocation for
nel ‘ a given assignmeng,, &, is:
Z (P )iy +02P) > Ca, (12¢)
€€ —Pz = maX{Q?J(ﬁ - 1/)\1)}72 € I7 (15)
P,>0,icN. (12d) P { max {07 Cen—Ww-1)|¢] §\y 1)\5|}’ i=ce, . (16)
Three important remarks can be made regardin) (12). 0, i€ &\ {e}
Remark 1. At most one EH eigenchannel can have nonzero
power. Proof: The proof can be derived by following similar
Remark 1 is true because there is no imposed upper bo@lysis with Section Il in[[1]. u

on the transmitted power in each eigenchannel. As a resultTheorem 1 consists of two parts; the first part illustrates
if a set of eigenchannel§ are assigned to satisfy the EHhow the optimal powerp’, of the examined assignment can
constraint, only the one with the largest eigenvalue in thRe obtained, while the second part provides its optimal powe
set, \., e € & will be nonzero. Despite the fact that theallocation. To obtainP it is essential to compute parameter
power assigned to other channels dnis zero, they still 8 which requires finding sef; containing the indices of
contribute towards the satisfaction of the EH constraing dinformation eigenchannels with non-zero power. These &n b
to the presence of the teraf P in the EH constraint. obtained by sequentially adding information eigenchaste|
Remark 2. Eigenchannels with?, = 0 are those with the 3, starting from the best one, until an eigenchanhgis found
overall smallest eigenvalues. for which 8 — 1/\; < 0, k € Z. One important observation

This is because “better” eigenchannels are beneficial figgarding theorem 1, which emanates from remark 3, is that
both the satisfaction of the information and EH constraintgondition 5 — 1/\; > 0, j = max{Z} is necessary for a
Hence, if we consider two eigenchannel with> \;, P, = 0 candidate assignment to be optimal. Hence, any assignments
and P; = ¢ > 0, by simply switching the power of the two that do not satisfy this condition are immediately rejected
eigenchannel, i.e’; = 0 and P, = ¢ > 0, more benefit can Without any further consideration.
be obtaining for the corresponding constraint withoutetffey To check for infeasible solutions, we further need to ensure
the other constraint or the total power in any way. that the obtained solution fay yields a positive value foP,
Remark 3. At the optimal solution, no information eigenchanand thaty > 1. As y is a monotonically increasing function of
nel should have zero power. P, by finding the best feasible value fgramong all feasible

To see why this is true, notice that eigenchannels with zeassignmentsy,,;, we can derive the optimal power allocation
power can contribute to the EH constraint but not to the infoef (12), as outlined in algorithinl 2.
mation constraint. This is a result of the cross eigenchiannelt should be emphasized that algoritfuin 2 has two very at-
interferences2 P, that is present in all eigenchannels due ttractive characteristics: (a) it solves a nonlinear coratuirial
the channel estimation error. Hence, zero power informatioptimization problem involving binary variables, in pobyn
eigenchannels should always be used as EH eigenchannelsi@ time, as it requires the examination of a polynomial
have a positive contribution towards the satisfaction effi number of fixed assignments (approximataly /2), and (b)
constraint. the optimal power allocation needs to be derived only for

These remarks imply that in order to find the optimahe optimal assignmerif,,;, e,,:;, and not for all examined
assignment we need two different indices. The first indexfixed assignments which reduces the execution time of the
indicates the energy eigenchannel with a possibly non-zeagorithm. Although each assignment appears to be of com-
value, while the second indicates the channel with the &rggutational complexityO(N) due to the presence of Ai
eigenvalue such thab;, = 0, i € £\ {e}. Based on the and][,.; A\;, we can reduce the computational complexity to
above observations, we can conclude that in order to find thé1). This can be achieved by storing the sum and product
optimal assignment, we only need to examingV?) different terms for fixed EH assignment, and updating their values for
assignment combinations. The next result, summarizes #reincreasing number of information channels e+1, ..., N.
solution of each assignment combination. Hence, the total complexity of algorithimh 2 {3(V?).



Algorithm 2 : Optimal solution to problem (I2) Algorithm 3 : Optimal power allocation for problem (I47)

1 Init. yopr = 00, Zopr = &, andeyy; = 3. 1: Init. Prg =0; Pyp = NP, € = 1075 f =0.

2: fore=11to N do 2: while |Pyg — Prp| > e do

3 fori=e+1to N do 3: SetPf:(PUB+PLB)/2.

4: Initialise fixed assignmenfZ= {1,...,i — 1} \ {e}. 4:  Solve the information subproblem {18) according to the
5: if (|Z| > 0) then procedure discussed in section TV-A.

6: Compute3 according to[(IB). 5:  Find the optimal power allocationsy;,i € {Z U &}
7: if (8—1/X; >0, j=max{Z}) then according to cases 1-4 discussed in sedfion|IV-B.
8: Compute the value of according to[(I4). 6. if (problem fea3|ble)ANDZ:Ze{Zug} P, < Py) then

9: if ((Yopt > v) AND (y > 1)) then 7: SetPyp = Py; P} = P;; f =

10: Store the optimal solution found so far: 8 else

11: Yopt = Y, Iopt =1, andeopt = €. 9: SetPLB = Pf

12: if (1 < yopt < 00) then 10: if f =0 then

13:  Having found optimal assignmem,,, eopt @andyop:  11:  Problem [IV) is infeasible.
compute optimal power allocation according[tol(15) and
(18).

14: else

15:  Deem problem infeasible.

is the computational complexity for solving the informatio
subproblem.

A. Information subproblem solution
IV. OPTIMAL POWERALLOCATION WITH FIXED P

EIGENCHANNEL ASSIGNMENT For given assignment and fixed total power in the informa-

tion constraint, the information subproblem is expressed a
In this section, we develop a waterfilling-like procedure to

solve the optimal power allocation problem for a given eigen

channel assignment. Addressing this problem is essemtial f min ZP (18a)
the development of a low complexity algorithm for problem i€
(@), discussed in Sectidnl V; it is also used to find the optimal P
power allocation of the MILP approach upon derivation of the st Z log { 1 + o2P; = Cn (18b)
eigenchannel assignment. et

0< P, < Phaz, 1 €. (18c)

Let, Z and &, denote the sets of eigenchannels assigned for

information and EH respectively, addf denote a fixed value The solution of problem{18) is summarized in theorem 2.
for the total power that appears in constralnf] (5b); them, th

optimal power allocation problem can be defined as: Theorem 2. Let 6; = (1 + oZPy)/Ai. The solution of
the information subproblenfI8), if the problem is feasible
min Z P, (17a) (i.e.,.>,c71og(1 + Pras/0;) > C), is given by:
1e{ZUE} - 0, v <6
st Y log (1 + ) >0, (17b) Pr={ v—0i 0,<v<0;+Ppu (19)
P .
iel Pq:, Otherwise
Z (PN +0? Z Pj) > Cgm, (17c) where the Lagrange multiplier is derived from:
i€E je{ZTUE} 2C1 H (9)
0< P < Pz, i € {TUE}. (17d) v=p/mD andp= SR (20)

[licz, (1 + Praz/0i)

etsIl andZ, are defined asy = {i : 0 < P/ < P}
q IQ_{Z P*_Pmam}

In formulation [IT), the information constrainf_(17b) is
independent of the EH constraint as no power allocated
energy eigenchannels appears in it, while the EH constrai

only depends on the total power allocated to information Proof: The proof is given in Appendix A. ]
eigenchannels so that the two subproblems can be solvedheorem 2 indicates that the computation of the optimal
almost independently. power allocation can be easily obtained frdml(19), provided

Note that by fixing the total power in the information conthat the value ofv satisfying [20) is found. This can be
straint of the power allocation problem, a bisection prared achieved if the eigenchannels in séis and Z, are found.
has to be followed to obtain the optimal total power. Thi$owards this direction, first we need to sort thg| values
procedure is summarized in algoritHth 3, where the solutiéh and0; + P,,.. in ascending order; let us assume that this
of the information and energy subproblems is discussed ander isq: < g2 <...< qoi7). If v € [g;,q;41], setsT) and T,
section$ IV-A and V=B, respectively. The computationafrco can be constructed and a candidate valuecan be computed
plexity of algorithni3, is equal t®(log(1/€¢) N log N), where from (20); in case’. € [g;, gj+1] then it is optimal, otherwise
log(1/e€) is the estimated number of iterations of the bisectiaine subsequent range of values needs to be examined, i.e.,
procedure with a stopping toleranee while O(Nlog N) [gj+1,q,+2]. For example, if|Z] = 2, 6; = 1, 6, = 2,



Ppae = 0.5, andrv = 2.3, with ¢; = {1,1.5,2,2.5}, then, Algorithm 4 : Group Eigenchannel Assignment

according to[(20), it will be true thaf; = {2} andZ, = {1}, 1 Init. SetP = oco.

asv — 01 > Poue and0 < v — 0y < Pryos. 2: ComputeP™, i e N, {T"/, £/}, using algorithni.
A computationally efficient method to obtain the optimal }

value ofv is to sequentially keep updatingandr = |Z;| for ~ 3: if aII(Pi"‘f_g Prqz) then

cheap computation of,, while examining new regions. When 4:  P* = P/"/ i e N; T =1, € = &/,

examining regiorig;, ¢;+1], two cases can occur: (a) addition 5: else

of some eigenchannel, say into setZ; (wheng¢; = 6¢;), 6 forie N do

and (b) addition of eigenchanneélinto setZ, (wheng; = 7 Compute the minimum number of information eigen-
0; + Pnaz). The first case, requires addition of elemeéimto channelsN™", with Z = {i,..., N}.

setZ; so thatr has to be increased by one, andas to be 8: for j =i+ N™" —1,...,N do

multiplied by ¢; = 6;. The second case, requires deletion of9: SetZ. = {i,...,j}.

eigenchannel from setZ; and addition intdZ, so thatr has 10: Seté. ={1,...,i—1,7+1,...,N}. .

to be decreased by one; updatimgequires division by;, due 11 Obtain a lower bound to the total powd?%f =
to the deletion of eigenchannefrom setZ;, and division by (y — 1)/0?, wherey is computed from[(T4) ac-
(14 Ppaz/6:), due to addition of elemeritinto Z,, yielding cording to theorem 1.

division by0;(1+ P42 /0:) = 0;+ Pias = ¢;. TO SUMMarize, 12: if (ng < P) then

starting fromp = 2¢7 andr = 0 the two cases require setting13: Solve problem[(T7) to obtai®®"4 i € N.
r=r+1,p=pg, andr =1 —1, p = p/q;, respectively; 14: if &, PPT4 < P) then

oncer andp are updated, we compute = p'/” and check to 15: Store current solution? = )", PoPA,

see whether. € [g;, g;+1] in which case we stop, otherwise Pr=pPPPA e N3 I =1.; € =E.

we examine the subsequent range of values. The complexity
of solving the information subproblem ©(N log(N)), due

to the sorting of they; values. Note that the above four cases are examined sequentially

until one of them is satisfied, yielding the optimal solutton

B. EH subprobl luti
sU pr<.) em S(,) uton , , (]F). The complexity of solving the EH subproblem($N).
Once the information subproblem is solved, the optima

solution of [1T) is obtained by solving theH subproblem
V. LOW-COMPLEXITY HEURISTIC
. In general, the solution methods proposed for probleim (5)
P 21a) . i ; .
e Z (212) in SectiondT-A andIlI-B have exponential complexity due
) to the nonlinear and combinatorial nature of the problem,
Z (P +0c( ZPJ +Pr)) = Cen, (21b) * and hence not suitable for real-time execution. In thisisect

et ict we propose a polynomial complexity heuristic that provides

0< P < Pras, 1 €€, (21c) suboptimal results, but is suitable for real-time exeautio
where P = Y~._; P;. The solution of [211) falls within the The heuristic is based on the observation that one con-
following four cases: straint usually dominates over the other, acquiring thestbe

Case 1:The minimum power allocated for the informatioreigenchannels, i.e., those with the largest eigenvaliigbel
eigenchannelsP; suffices to satisfy the EH constraint, i.e.jnformation constraint is dominant, the firét consecutive
|E|Pro? > Cgg. Hence, no power needs to be allocated teigenchannels will be assigned for information decoding an
EH eigenchannels. the rest for EH, wherek is a value to be determined.

Case 2: The minimum power allocated for the informa-Nonetheless, if the EH constraint is dominant, then aparhfr
tion eigenchannels and the total power allocated for tliee “best” eigenchannels, the “worse” eigenchannels cbald
EH eigenchannels suffices to satisfy the EH constraint, i.given for EH, with power only allocated in the best ones. The
Praz Y iee Ni + |E|(Pr + |E| Prmaz)o? > Cppr. Because the reason is that empty eigenchannefs & 0) are only useful
EH constraint[{I7c) is linear, power allocation is perfodmefor EH. Note that in both cases, information eigenchannels
by sequentially filling EH eigenchannels, starting from theemain grouped, and for this reason we call the heuristiagro
one with the largest eigenvalue to the one with the smalleggenchannel assignment (GEA).
eigenvalue, until the EH constraint is satisfied. GEA heuristic is outlined in algorithra] 4. First, algorithm

Case 3: The total power allocated to the informatiorid is examined as a way to optimally solve cases of low
and EH eigenchannels suffices to satisfy the constraintgnsmitted power, i.e. withP* < P, i € N. If that
i.e., |EINPrawo? + Pras YiceXi = Cpm. In this case is not the case, GEA implements the main idea of assign-
all EH eigenchannels are allocated maximum power, i.éng information eigenchannels in a group, as well as two
P, = P, 12 € &, and extra power is arbitrarily addedstrategies that significantly reduce the total number of grow
to information channels until the EH constraint is satisfied allocation problems that need to be solved. The first styateg

Case 4:The total power allocated to the information and Eléstimates the minimum number of eigenchannels required to
eigenchannels is not sufficient to satisfy either the infation  satisfy the information constrainty*", given thati is the
or the EH constraint, hence the problem is infeasible. largest information eigenchanneN" is the first number
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that satisfies the information constraint wittf = 0, i.e., information eigenchannels by exploiting the interfereteren

mi

Zﬁ[;:: 10g(1 4+ PrazAm) > Cr. The second strategy solvedn @.
the fixed assignment problem &, = oo to obtain a lower _In Fig.[3(c) we plot the impact of the peak power constraint
bound to the total power?}"/, according to theorem 1, so thatPma= 0N the performance of MISOCP for different RF EH
the standard fixed assignment problem is solved only when fiéesholds andC; = 10 BPCU ando? = 0.1. As the
currently best solutior? is less thanPZjBf. Note that if any bound P, increases, the inherent spatial diversity of the
subproblem is infeasible the returned total power is equial $ystem is exploited in a more efficient way by the optimal
infinity. power allocation policy. Thus, the performance of the syste
GEA involves N(N — 1)/2 iterations to account all con- is improved, despite the fact that potentially more power is
sidered eigenchannel combinations, while the maximum coficailable to the system. For any givéryy and C; value,
plexity for each assignment i©(N log(N)log(1/¢)) which there is a point where any further increasefn,, does not
is the complexity to solvd{17). Note that neither of theantr affect the performance of the system. This is because tkere i
duced strategies increase the complexity of the algoritem R0 eigenchannel in which the upper power bound constraint is
the complexity of solving[{7) is larger. Hence, the Comput@ctive, e.g for all eigenchannels the power allocated amount

tional complexity of the algorithm i©)(N3 log(V) log(1/e)). is strictly less than?,,,... Clearly, this phenomenon emerges
for larger values ofP,,,. as the constraints become harder.

In Fig.[3(d) we show the impact of channel estimation error
o2 on the transmitted power for different RF EH thresholds
Computer simulations are carried-out in order to evalua€é=x = {2,10,20}. As can be seen the value of signifi-
the performance of the developed algorithms. Since theescagantly affects the total power consumption. For a fixed value
of the paper is to highlight the theoretical idea of SWIPDf Cry, a higher estimation error means that more power
in point-to-point MIMO setup, only small scale fading isis required to guarantee the information rate constraihe T
considered for the wireless medium. Specifically, for eadhcrease becomes more intense for higher values of theenerg
different experimental configuration, the results are aged constraint.
over several randomly generated instance¥ gk Nt channel
matrix in which the entries of the channel are independest comparison between MISOCP and MILP
and identically distributed ZMCSCG random variables with

) . . . . .. As it was concluded by extensive simulation results, the
unit variance. Thus, the information rate is measured is Bif erformance of MILP is perfectly matched to MISOCP in
Per Channel Use (BPCU) and power is measured in Po 7 b y

. X ) &Mms of average transmission power. This is an interesting
Units (PUs). Mathematical modeling of MISOCP and Ivul‘\gesult since the two approaches aim to solve the original

%nulatmns was done using the Gurobi optimization SOIV%rroblem from two completely different viewpoints. Howeyer

one important issue that should be taken into consideration
is the execution time of each solution algorithm. In Fig.
A. The effect of harvesting and information constraints [, the execution time of MILP and MISOCP with respect

To evaluate the effect of harvesting and information cor%c-? the size of the problem is showg the number of

straints, the optimal MISOCP solution ifil (9) is invoked t(glgenchannels, for tW.O dl_fferent se_tup configurations. The
: - . ound for the approximation error in MILP was set equal
solve several instances of the original problem under diffe

) ; . t0 e,ar = 1073, As can be seen, the execution of MILP is
configuration setups. In all instances, &r 8 MIMO channel o .
. : . __more robust compared to the execution time of MISOCP which
is considered (thusN = 8) and the energy conversion

e ; ' becomes non-practical @ increases. Having algorithms that
efficiency factor is set t& = 0.3. In each figure, the per- . S
, . . . provide robust execution times for largé, such as the MILP
formance is shown in a relative manner by using the meastte

of the Normalized Average Transmission Power, which foarlgonthm, Is particularly important in obtaining the opél

. . . lution in massive MIMO configurations where hundreds of
each setup is defined as the ratio between the average ofstﬂ%a

S . o . antenna elements are present.
objective value (of this specific setup) to the maximum agera
value of the objective over all the setups which are illustia
in the figure. C. Comparison between MISOCP and GEA

In Fig.[3(a) and Fig[ 3(b), we plot the average normalized In Fig. [5(a), the performance of the Group Eigenchannel
transmitted power of MISOCP versus the RF EH constraifissignment (GEA) algorithm and MISOCP is compared by
(Cem) and information rate constraintC¢), respectively, averaging 10000 problem instances. &xn8 MIMO channel is
when o2 = 0.1 and P,,,, = 2 PUs. Each point in the considered withP,,,., = 2 PUs,0s2 = 0.1 and several different
figures is the normalized average value of the total powealues Cry and C;. As can be seen, GEA has excellent
consumption calculated over 1000 problem instances. Asrformance, achieving results within 5% from the optimal
expected, the required transmitted power increase§'@s MISOCP solutions for all the examined configuration setups.
and/orC7 take higher values because the constraints are hardiéis is a quite significant result if we take into considerati
to satisfy. One interesting observation that was extrabied that GEA is a low-complexity algorithm, while MISOCP
analyzing MISOCP’s eigenchannel assignment output, is thes exponential complexity. The small gap in performance
a significant portion of energy constraifi; 7 is covered from is because GEA cannot output an eigenchannel assignment

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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Fig. 3. Effect of different parameters on the normalizedrage transmitted power: (&'z 7, (b) Cr, (C) Pmas, and (d)o?.

where information eigenchannels are not sequential, whiahd MILP formulations have been developed that provide
appear to be the optimal assignment in certain cases.dptimal and very close to optimal solutions, respectively.
Fig. [5(b), the feasibility of the two algorithms is comparetsing Lagrange theory, a waterfilling-like procedure foe th
against theC'gy parameter for three different values 6. optimal power allocation is derived when the eigenchannel
Again, a small gap exists in GEA's feasibility which becomeassignment is known. Finally, a polynomial complexity algo
more notable when the RF EH and/or information constraintishm is presented which produces a near-optimal solutiom f
become more stringent. This observation is inline with theide range of parameter configurations. In this paper, we hav
results in Fig[ 5(a) where the performance of GEA deteréwatlaid the theoretical foundation of the spatial domain SWIPT

asCgy and(C; take higher values. which can be a promising technology especially for millieret
wave communication systems. In future work, practical eapl
VIl. CONCLUSIONS mentations of such systems need to be investigated.

In this paper, we have theoretically investigated SWIPT in
the spatial domain for a MIMO channel with RF EH capabil- APPENDIXA: PROOF OFTHEOREM 2
ities. By using SVD decomposition for the wireless channel In order to prove the theorem, we consider the Karush-
under an imperfect channel knowledge, the proposed teganidKuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality conditions, ag (IL8) is a corve
uses the eigenchannels to convey either information oiggneroptimization problem[[40]. Let:> and ;¥ denote the La-
with the goal of minimizing the overall transmitted powegrange multipliers corresponding to the constraifts> 0 and
subject to information and energy constraints. Althougé thP; < P,..., i € Z, respectively and the Lagrange multiplier
examined problem is non-linear and combinatorial, MISOCgrresponding to the information constrainf (I1.8b). Théwe, t
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Fig. 4. Execution time versus number of eigenchannels fiferdnt RF EH
and data constraints.

KKT conditions can be written as:

restrictions hold:

Restriction 1: Because”; > 0, the minimization OfZieIPi
implies that constrain{(ZRa) is always satisfied with eifyal
at the optimal solution; otherwise, soni& could be further
reduced to achieve equality for the information constraint
and also reduce the objective function value. Herlce,] (22c) i
always satisfied and > 0.

Restriction 2: Eqgs. [228) and{22e) imply that whe? = 0

it is true thaty! = 0, when0 < P; < P4, it is true that
pk = 0anduy = 0, and whenP; = P, it is true that

Restriction 3: According to the values ofiZ and ;Y we can
identify three cases for the value ofobtained from[(220):
3.1 Casery =0andp? >0 (P, =0): ut =1-v/0, >
0=v <0,.
32 Caseul =pV =0(0< P, < Paz): v="0;+P, > 0.
33 Caseul =0 andpl > 0 (P = Puaz): v > 0; +
Praz > 0.

Restriction 3, guarantees th&tf19) is satisfied for allrinfo
mation eigenchannels and that> 0 if P, > 0, for some
1 € Z, which is always true sincé€’; > 0.

Notice that the contribution of eigenchannels with= 0

Zlog(l + P /0;) > Cr, (22a) or P; = P, is not depended ow (it is equal to 0 and
ieT log(14+ Pyax/0:), respectively), while fof < P; < P4, the
0< P, <Pz, i €L, (22b) contribution is equal tdog(v/0;) (obtained from substitution
of P, = v— 0, into the associated log term of the information
y Zk’g(l +P,/6;)—Cr | =0, (22c) constraint). Substituting all contributing channels irf#2a)
i€l yields:
Lp _ .
HZPZ =0,i€7Z, (22d) Z log(v/0;) + Z log(1 + Pras/0;) = Cy
M (Pz - Pmam) = O,Z S Ia (228) 1€Zq i€lo
v>0, uf >0, pf >0, i€, (22f)  whereZ; and Z, are defined in Theorem 2. Rewriting the
1—v/(0; +P)—pr+pY =0,ie1, (22g) logarithmic terms in product form yields:
where [22h)E{22b) are the primal feasibility constraif@2d)- vl
(22é) are the complementary slackness conditidns] (22f) ar log ez, 0 H (1 + Paas/0) o = C1
1€y 7t e,

the dual feasibility constraints, whil§¢ (32g) is obtaineg b

setting the derivative of the Lagrange function with respewhich after simple algebra yield§_(20). This completes the
to P; to zero. Based on the KKT conditiorflS{22) a number qdroof.
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