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Abstract—This paper investigates the spectral and energy
efficiency (EE) tradeoff of nearly-passive (NP), both locally
and globally NP (GNP), reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS),
considering diagonal and beyond-diagonal (BD) implementations
in multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO) broad-
cast channels designed for ultra-reliable low-latency communica-
tion (URLLC). We demonstrate that while all RIS architectures
enhance the spectral efficiency, GNP BD-RIS achieves the highest
gains. However, its EE is highly sensitive to the static circuit
power consumption since BD-RIS has many more circuit ele-
ments than diagonal architectures. Furthermore, we demonstrate
that the benefits of BD-RIS over diagonal RIS diminish as the
number of data streams per user increases due to enhanced
channel diversity in MIMO systems.

Index Terms—TFinite block length coding, low latency, max-min
energy efficiency, max-min rate, MIMO systems, reconfigurable
intelligent surface, ultra-reliable communications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Energy efficiency (EE), spectral efficiency (SE), reliability,
and latency have emerged as key performance indicators in
modern wireless communication systems, with 6G networks
expected to improve these metrics by at least an order of
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magnitude compared to 5G [1], [2]. A promising approach
to significantly enhance these performance metrics is the use
of reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS), which can operate
in a nearly passive mode without requiring an external power
supply [3], [4].

There are two approaches to operate an RIS in nearly
passive mode [5], [6]. In the first approach, each RIS element
operates independently in a nearly passive manner, meaning
the power of the reflected signal from each element does
not exceed the power of the incident signal. This approach
is referred to as the locally nearly-passive (LNP) mode. By
contrast, the second approach allows some elements to amplify
the incoming signal, provided that the total power of the
reflected signal across all elements does not exceed the total
received power. This more flexible strategy is referred to as
globally nearly-passive (GNP). Note that unlike a hybrid RIS,
which operates as an active device due to its net power gain
[7], the GNP RIS remains passive overall, as its total output
power never exceeds the input power.

The scattering matrix of an RIS can be either diagonal or
non-diagonal, depending on the underlying hardware archi-
tecture [8]. A diagonal scattering matrix corresponds to the
conventional RIS design, where each element operates inde-
pendently without requiring inter-element circuitry. In contrast,
a non-diagonal scattering matrix, commonly called beyond-
diagonal (BD), entails a more advanced design in which RIS
elements are interconnected through dedicated circuits [9].
This added flexibility enlarges the optimization space and
enables more degrees of control in wave manipulation, often
leading to higher SE [10]-[12]. At the same time, BD-RIS
introduces non-negligible implementation costs, mainly due to
the higher static power consumption of the required circuitry
[13], necessitating careful analysis of its EE performance.

The SE gains of GNP BD-RIS in multiple-input single-
output (MISO) ultra-reliable low-latency communication
(URLLC) systems were demonstrated in [6], while its EE
performance was investigated in [13] for a MISO broadcast
channel (BC). Both treatises, however, considered only single-
antenna users and focused on a single performance indicator,
namely SE in [6] and EE in [13]. Moreover, they were limited
to GNP BD-RIS, leaving locally passive (LNP) BD-RIS un-
addressed. In this paper, we extend the analysis to multi-user
(MU) multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) URLLC BCs,
jointly optimizing SE and EE. MU-MIMO systems introduce
additional tradeoffs, as they exploit spatial diversity and enable
multiple parallel data streams per user, which can significantly
affect RIS performance. Furthermore, MU-MIMO requires
more advanced analytical tools than MISO, particularly for
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efficient resource allocation. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work to investigate BD-RIS, either LNP or
GNP, in MU-MIMO URLLC systems.

This work also differs fundamentally from the earlier studies
on RIS-aided MU-MIMO URLLC systems in, e.g., [14], [15].
These treatises focused exclusively on LNP diagonal RIS (D-
RIS), whereas this paper studies three other RIS architectures,
i.e., GNP D-RIS, LNP BD-RIS, and GNP BD-RIS, within
a unified optimization framework. The feasibility sets of
these new architectures are rigorously formulated to remain
compatible with the models in [14], [15]. Here, we extend the
optimization framework to jointly capture the SE-EE tradeoff
in BD-RIS-aided URLLC MU-MIMO systems, enabling a
more comprehensive system-level analysis.

The central message of this paper is built around a critical
question, which is often overlooked in the literature: does
the higher SE promised by more complex RIS architectures,
such as GNP BD-RIS, justify the extra implementation cost
in terms of energy consumption? Our results show that the
answer is not a simple yes or no. While BD-RIS consistently
delivers superior SE compared to D-RIS, its EE performance
is highly sensitive to the static power consumption of its
circuit elements. Depending on the system parameters being
considered, a simpler D-RIS may in fact provide better EE.
This highlights that the tradeoff between added complexity and
energy cost must be explicitly accounted for when evaluating
the practicality of advanced RIS architectures.

The main contributions of this work are as follows.

e First, we show that all considered RIS architectures
enhance the SE of the MU-MIMO URLLC BC, with the
GNP BD-RIS architecture achieving the highest SE.

e Second, we analyze the EE performance and show that
it strongly depends on the static power consumption
of the BD-RIS circuitry. In particular, when the circuit
elements are not sufficiently energy efficient, D-RIS can
outperform BD-RIS, suggesting that switching some BD-
RIS circuits off may be preferable in some cases.

e Third, we demonstrate that the overall SE increases with
the number of data streams per user, which holds for
all scenarios, with or without RIS, and for all RIS
architectures. However, the benefits of using RIS reduce
as the number of data streams increases. In particular, the
performance gap between GNP and LNP architectures,
for both D-RIS and BD-RIS, also becomes smaller. This
happens since MIMO systems with more data streams
offer higher channel diversity, which reduces the impact
of the RIS on system performance.

o Finally, although the lower bounds used in the opti-
mization framework are adapted from [14], the problem
studied here, i.e., the SEE tradeoff of BD-RIS in MU-
MIMO URLLC systems, has not been addressed before.
This enables us to directly examine the central question
of whether the gains from added RIS complexities justify
their costs.

Notations: Scalars/vectors/matrices are denoted by s/s/S.
A zero-mean Gaussian signal s with covariance matrix S is
represented as s ~ CN(0,S). E{S}, Tr(S), and |S| denote

the mathematical expectation, trace, and determinant of S,
respectively. I denotes the identity matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an RIS-aided MIMO BC with a base station
(BS), having Npg transmit antennas (TAs) and serving K
users with NN, receive antennas (RAs) each. Also, an RIS
with Nirs elements helps the BS. We assume that the data
packets have a finite block length n. The transmit signal of the
BS is x = ), Wysy, where s, ~ CA(0,I) is the message
intended for user k, and the matrix W, € CNBs*NBs ig the
beamforming matrix, corresponding to si. Thus, x is a zero-
mean vector with the covariance matrix

C=E{xx"}=> W, W} eCNvsxNss, (1)
k

A. RIS Model

We employ the RIS model in [16], [17] for the MIMO BC.
Therefore, the channel between the BS and user & is Hy, (®) =
G, PG + F} , where F, is the channel between the BS and
user k, Gy, is the channel between the RIS and user &k, G is the
channel between the BS and the RIS, @ is the scattering matrix
of the RIS. We consider the following RIS architectures.

1) Locally Nearly-Passive Diagonal RIS: In this architec-
ture, the non-diagonal elements of ® are zero. Moreover, the
absolute value of each diagonal element of ® is not greater
than one (|¢.m| < 1). Hence, the feasible values of ® belong
to the set ELpp = {Pmn : |Pmm| < 1, dmn = 0,¥Ym # n}.

2) Locally Nearly-Passive Beyond Diagonal RIS: This ar-
chitecture realizes non-diagonal ®, satisfying ®® < I and

® = ®7 [18]. We can rewrite PP < T as (I)IH ? -
0 to easier implement this convex constraint in numerical
solvers. Therefore, the feasible set of @ in this architecture
is SLPBD:{¢ P = @T,Q(I’H = I}

3) Globally Nearly-Passive Diagonal RIS: Following the
definition in [5] and [13], ® should fulfill the constraint

Pout — pin = Tr (GCGT (@@ —T))) <0,  (2)

where p,,; and p;, are the output and input power to the RIS,
respectively, and C is defined in (1). Hence, the feasible set
of ® is:

Ep={®:Tr (GCG(®7® — 1)) <0,9pmn =0,Ym #n}. (3)

4) Globally Nearly-Passive Beyond Diagonal RIS: In this
case, ¢ can be a non-diagonal symmetric matrix, but it needs
to fulfill (2). Thus, we have

Epp={®:® =" Tr (GCG"(®"® —1y)) <0}. 4

B. Rate and EE Expressions

The received signal of user k is y, = Hy Y, W;s; +ny,
where nj, ~ CN(0,0°I) is the additive noise at the receiver
of user k, and o2 is the noise variance at each receive antenna.
Upon utilizing the normal approximation (NA), the finite block
length (FBL) rate of user k is [14], [19]
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where e is the maximum tolerable bit error rate for each
message, n is the codeword length of each message, and
Zy; = HyW,WHIH for all i, k.
. rr,({W},®
The EE of user k is e, ({W}, ®) = %, where

n~1 is the power efficiency of the BS, and P, is the static
power consumption is given by [13, Eq. (11)]

_ Pps+ Prys Pris ©)
K K’

where Ppg and Py are defined in [13, Eq. (11)]. Moreover,

Pris is the static power to operate the RIS. For a nearly

passive D-RIS architecture, the static power consumption is

given by

P, +Pyg =P+

Pris = PRrso+ NrisPRrs.n: (7

where P 5,0 denotes the static power of the diagonal archi-
tecture, and PZ; s.n 1s the static power of each RIS element,
and Npjg is the number of RIS elements. Moreover, the static
power consumption of a GNP BD-RIS is

Prrs = ng%,o + NchIDS,n» ®)

where PR3 is the static power of the BD architecture,
PRf%,, is the static power of each circuit element, and N.
represents the total number of circuit elements of GNP BD-
RIS. In this paper, we consider a fully-connected GNP BD-RIS
architecture, for which N, = Ngrrs(Ngrrs —1)/2.

C. Problem Statement
A metric to evaluate the SEE tradeoff is [15]

(1 — Oék>’l“k
P.+ nTr(WkW,f)

where 0 < o <1 and 1 — « are the weights of the SE and
EE for user k, respectively. These weights correspond to the
priority of the SE or EE for each individual user. Maximizing
the minimum of (j, for all k£ yield

» 9
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kawf)} s.t. Te(C) < P, (10)

max min{akrkJr
{W},decE k

where P is the power budget of the BS, and & is the set
of all feasible ®, which can be &rpp, ErpBp, €D, OF
Epp, depending on the RIS architecture. Note that £ is a
convex set in either case. The objective function of (10) has a
fractional structure, and, therefore, (10) is a fractional matrix
programming (FMP) optimization problem.

III. PROPOSED SOLUTION

To solve (10), we employ alternating optimization (AO),
the FMP solver proposed in [15], and the lower bounds in
[14]. The proposed solution is iterative, starting with a feasible

initial point {W®} and @), In iteration /, we first update
{W}, keeping ® fixed at (). Then we alternate and update
® while {W is fixed to {W(+1D}. Each iteration monoton-
ically improves the objective function of (10), and thus, the
algorithm converges. Note that [14], [15] do not optimize GNP
D-RIS and BD-RIS architectures. In this treatise, the feasibility
sets of these advanced RIS architectures are constructed in
a manner consistent with [14], [15], requiring a nontrivial
generalization of the prior frameworks. In the following, we
present the algorithms for updating {W} and ®.

A. Updating {W}

When @ is fixed to @O, (10) is simplified to
(1 — ayg)rg
P.4+nTr(W, W)
which is an FMP problem in {W}. We employ [15, Lemma 2]

to solve (11). To this end, we require a concave lower bound
for rg, which is presented in the following lemma.

maxmin{akrk—l- } st.Tr(C)< P, (11)

{w} &

Lemma 1 ([14]). All feasible beamforming matrices satisfy
H
(W 27 (W) =ay + 2 Y R {rr( A wiHD" )|

- Te(Bu(o?1+ Y HYWWIH)),
J

where H,(cl) = G, ®VG + Fy, and the coefficients ay, A,
and By, for all k, j are defined as in [14, Lemma 5].

Upon using Lemma 1 and [15, Lemma 2], we can transform
(11) to the following convex optimization problem

: ~ _ 0, _ a?
{rv%%),(ummk{akrk({w})Jr(l ak)(QBk, up— Py, pk)} (12a)
s.t. Tr(C) < P, #,({W}) —u? >0, VE,
V(WO a0)

Petme (WO WD)
nTr (Wka) and u = [uq,ug, -+ ,uk] is a set of auxiliary
optimization variables. The solution of (12) is {W (41},

(12b)

where 6,(;) =

is a coefficient, p, = P, +

B. Updating ®

When the beamforming matrices are fixed, (10) is equivalent
to maximizing the minimum weighted rates in ® as
(1 — Ozk)

PC+77Tr(W,(ClH)W,(€lH)H)

Tk'(é) ) (13)

max min<|ayg +
PcE k

(1—ak)
PotnTe( WD W (DT
The set £ is convex for all the architectures considered in
Section II-A. However, (13) is non-convex since rj is non-
concave in ®. To solve (13), we first obtain a concave lower
bound for 7 as in the following lemma.

Lemma 2 ([14]). All the feasible channels for ® € £ obey

is a constant coefficient.

where oy, +

P (@) > 7 (B) =ap+2 Zm{Tr(AkjW,S””HHkH(@))}



—Tr | By J2I+ZHk(q’)ngH)ngH)HHkH(‘I)) )
J

where all coefficients are defined as in Lemma 1.

Upon utilizing 7, we can update ® by solving the convex
problem

(1 — Oék-)
I+1 I+1
P+ e (WD WD)

Fr(®)S. (14)

max min< (o +
®cE k

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

In this subsection, we calculate an approximate upper bound
for the number of multiplications imposed by running our
algorithms. Each iteration of our proposed framework consists
of two steps, as summarized in Algorithm I. In the first step,
we update {W} by solving (12). An approximate number of
multiplications for solving (12) can be obtained similar to [15,
Sec. VI.B], which is O [N]%,SKQ\/QK + 1(2Npgs + Nu)]

Now, we derive an approximation for the number of mul-
tiplications needed to update {®}, i.e., the number of mul-
tiplications needed for solving (14). To solve each Newton
iteration, we have to compute K surrogate functions for the
rates, 7, as well as K equivalent channels, Hy(®). To
compute each channel, we need approximately N, NpsNprrs
multiplications for D-RIS and N,NpsN%;s multiplications
for BD-RIS. Moreover, the computational complexity of calcu-
lating 7, is approximately O [K N34 (2Nps + N,,)|. Finally,
the computational complexity of updating ® can be approx-
imated as O[K(KNzg(2Nps + Nu) + NuNpsNi;g)] for
BD-RIS and O[K(KN%S(QNBS +Nu) +NuNBSNRIS)] for
D-RIS. Note that the computational complexities of LNP and
GNP are approximately of the same order, as the number of
multiplications to compute (2) is significantly lower than those
of calculating K channel matrices and K surrogate functions
for the rates.

Algorithm I: Summary of the proposed solution.

Initialization

Set 6, 1=1, {W}={Wh} &=

While <Ig}€n ¢ — min g}ﬁ) /min ¢ >4
Derive 7, employing Lemma 1
Compute {W !+ by solving (12)
Obtain 7, employing Lemma 2
Find ®(+1 by solving (14)
l=1+1

End (While)

Return {W®)} and &)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Monte Carlo simulations are leveraged to evaluate the
performance of the nearly passive RIS architectures studied
in this paper. The channel models, simulation scenario, and
parameters are based on [15, Appendix G]. Specifically, the
BS-to-RIS channel is modeled using a Rician distribution with
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Fig. 1: Max-min EE versus max-min rate ( P = 10dB, Nps =
N, =4, K =2, and Ngrrs = 20).

a Rician factor equal to three. By contrast, the RIS-to-user
channels are assumed to be non-line-of-sight (NLOS), follow-
ing a Rayleigh fading model. The heights of the BS and RIS
are set to 25 meters, while the height of users is 1.5 meters.
The BS is positioned at the origin, with the RIS is located 130
meters away. Users are randomly distributed within a square
region of 20 meters per side, centered at the RIS position. For
a baseline comparison, a configuration without RIS (labeled
as No-RIS) is considered, where the BS-to-user links are
Rayleigh-distributed due to NLOS propagation. Additionally,
we include a scenario where LNP D-RIS reflection coefficients
are assigned randomly (RIS-Rand). Moreover, we assume that
the weights for the SE and EE of each user is the same, i.e.,
o, = « for all k.

Fig. 1 illustrates the max-min SEE tradeoff, where the x-axis
represents the max-min rate and the y-axis shows the corre-
sponding max-min EE for o, = «, Vk. The figure captures
all the achievable SE-EE operating points. As observed, RIS
can substantially improve both SE and EE when optimized.
Moreover, GNP D-RIS outperforms LNP D-RIS, though the
performance gap remains relatively small. Both LNP and GNP
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BD-RIS offer higher SE, but their EE may be less than the EE
of the D-RIS architectures, especially when the static power is
high. In particular, for large values of Prrg ,, we observe an
intersection between the Pareto boundaries of GNP BD-RIS
and D-RIS, indicating that the circuit design of BD-RIS should
be carefully optimized when the EE is the primary concern.

Fig. 2 depicts the average max-min EE versus Pgrg,p,
showing that all RIS architectures enhance the EE when
carefully optimized. The EE of all RIS architecture reduces
when Pryg,, increases. However, this performance degrada-
tion is mild for diagonal architectures because of fewer circuit
elements. Hence, both LNP and GNP D-RISs maintain a
significant EE gain even when Pgjg,, is relatively high. By
contrast, the EE of BD-RIS significantly drops with Pg;g ,,
and it may even degrade the overall EE when the static power
is high due to its large number of circuit elements.

Fig. 3 illustrates the average max-min EE versus Ngjg.
All RIS architectures enhance EE compared to No-RIS, and
their performance initially improves as Nryg increases. When
the number of RIS elements is small, BD-RIS architectures
achieve higher EE than D-RIS due to their richer configuration
flexibility. However, as Nrrs grows, the static power con-
sumption of BD-RIS, which scales quadratically with Ngrg
because of the inter-element circuitry, becomes dominant.
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Consequently, the EE of BD-RIS saturates and may even
decline, while the EE of D-RIS continues to increase almost
linearly with Ngr;g. This figure highlights the tradeoff between
performance and complexity: although both D-RIS and BD-
RIS achieve higher SE with more reflecting elements, the
rapidly growing implementation complexity and power con-
sumption of BD-RIS may ultimately outweigh its SE gains.

Fig. 4 shows the SE performance of RIS architectures versus
the BS power as a function of the maximum number of data
streams per users / = min(Npg, N,). As observed, GNP
BD-RIS outperforms the other RIS architectures; however,
the performance gap between LNP and GNP BD-RIS is not
substantial. Moreover, the benefits of all RIS architectures
diminish as I increases. This is because the spatial diversity
provided by MIMO reduces the relative impact of the RIS
configuration. Additionally, the performance gain obtained by
GNP BD-RIS is more prominent at lower SNR, while it
becomes marginal compared to the gain of LNP BD-RIS at
high-SNR.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper studied the SEE tradeoff of nearly passive RIS
architectures in a MU-MIMO URLLC BC, showing that GNP
BD-RIS enhances the max-min rate and EE compared to



systems operating without RIS. GNP BD-RIS is more general
than other nearly passive architectures; hence, an optimal GNP
BD-RIS never performs worse than the other RIS architectures
in terms of SE. However, BD-RIS (both LNP and GNP) may
be less energy efficient than its diagonal counterpart, as BD-
RIS has a much higher number of circuit elements, yielding
a higher static power consumption. Hence, if the EE is the
primary concern, the number of circuit elements enabling
BD-RIS needs to be carefully optimized to balance perfor-
mance and power consumption. Future work may consider
alternative BD-RIS architectures with fewer interconnections
such as band-connected and stem-connected designs to further
improve EE [20].
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