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Abstract
The fundamental intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) deployment problem is investigated for IRS-

assisted networks, where one IRS is arranged to be deployed in a specific region for assisting the
communication between an access point (AP) and multiple users. Specifically, three multiple access
schemes are considered, namely non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA), frequency division multiple
access (FDMA), and time division multiple access (TDMA). The weighted sum rate maximization
problem for joint optimization of the deployment location and the reflection coefficients of the IRS as
well as the power allocation at the AP is formulated. The non-convex optimization problems obtained
for NOMA and FDMA are solved by employing monotonic optimization and semidefinite relaxation to
find a performance upper bound. The problem obtained for TDMA is optimally solved by leveraging
the time-selective nature of the IRS. Furthermore, for all three multiple access schemes, low-complexity
suboptimal algorithms are developed by exploiting alternating optimization and successive convex
approximation techniques, where a local region optimization method is applied for optimizing the IRS
deployment location. Numerical results are provided to show that: 1) near-optimal performance can
be achieved by the proposed suboptimal algorithms; 2) asymmetric and symmetric IRS deployment
strategies are preferable for NOMA and FDMA/TDMA, respectively; 3) the performance gain achieved

with IRS can be significantly improved by optimizing the deployment location.

I. INTRODUCTION
Intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs), also known as reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) [1]

and large intelligent surfaces (LISs) [2], have recently attracted extensive attention from both
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academia and industry. Generally, an IRS is a planar meta-surface comprising a large number of
low-cost passive reflecting elements, which is capable of passively reflecting the incident signals
and reconfiguring their amplitudes and phase shifts [3,4]. Therefore, by deploying an IRS,
the wireless environment becomes controllable. Compared to conventional relaying technologies
such as amplify-and-forward (AF) and decode-and-forward (DF) relays, IRSs consume much less
energy since they do not have to be equipped with costly active transmit radio frequency (RF)
chains. Additionally, IRSs do not suffer from the self-interference problem due to their nearly
passive full-duplex mode of operation. Therefore, IRSs have been envisioned as a promising
technology for future sixth generation (6G) communication networks [5, 6].

For the integration of IRSs into future wireless networks, multiple access (MA) techniques are
essential. Current MA techniques can be loosely classified into two categories, namely orthog-
onal multiple access (OMA) and non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA). The key difference
between these two MA techniques is whether one resource block (in time, frequency, or code) can
serve multiple users or only one user. For downlink NOMA transmission, superposition coding
(SC) and successive interference cancellation (SIC) techniques are invoked at the transmitter
and receiver, respectively [7]. By employing SIC, stronger users are capable of removing the co-
channel interference caused by weaker users, before decoding their own signal. In conventional
NOMA, the decoding order is determined by the users’ channel power gains. With the aid of IRSs,
however, the users’ decoding order can be designed more freely by reconfiguring the IRS reflec-
tion coefficients and optimizing the IRS deployment, which introduces new degrees-of-freedom
(DoFs) for IRS-assisted NOMA networks to improve wireless communication performance.

A. Prior Works

1) Reflection Coefficient Design in IRS-assisted Networks: The joint optimization of the IRS
reflection coefficients and resource allocation has received considerable research interest as it
can significantly improve the performance of IRS-assisted communications [8—12]. By adjusting
the IRS reflection coefficients, the reflected signal can be combined coherently to improve the
received signal strength or destructively to mitigate interference. For instance, the authors of [8]
studied the transmit power minimization problem by jointly designing the transmit beamforming
at the access point (AP) and the reflection coefficients at the IRS in both single-user and multi-
user scenarios. Based on an IRS element power consumption model, the energy efficiency
of IRS-assisted multi-user multiple-input single-output (MISO) networks was maximized by

optimizing discrete and continuous IRS reflection coefficients in [9] and [10], respectively. The



authors of [11] maximized the achievable spectral efficiency in a single-user IRS-assisted MISO
communication system, where fixed point iteration and manifold optimization techniques were
applied for reflection coefficient design. Instead of employing conventional mathematical tools,
the authors of [12] optimized the IRS reflection coefficients by invoking deep reinforcement
learning methods.

2) NOMA in IRS-assisted Networks: The potential performance gains introduced by combin-
ing IRS and NOMA have been investigated in [13—-16]. The authors of [13] proposed a simple
IRS-assisted NOMA transmission architecture, where the outage performance was analyzed under
an on-off IRS control scheme. The authors of [14] investigated the joint beamforming design
in downlink MISO IRS-assisted NOMA networks for minimization of the total transmit power.
Moreover, the sum rate of MISO IRS-NOMA networks was maximized in [15], where the IRS
reflection coefficients were optimized for ideal and non-ideal IRS elements. The authors of [16]
compared the performance of NOMA and OMA in IRS-assisted networks for different user
pairing strategies. The authors of [17] studied the capacity region of the two-user IRS-aided
multiple access channel, which is achieved by NOMA, where both distributed and centralized
IRS deployment strategies were considered.

3) Channel Estimation Schemes for IRS-assisted Networks: The optimization of the IRS
reflection coefficients relies on the accurate acquisition of the channel state information (CSI)
of both the direct and the reflection channels, which is challenging due to the passive nature
of IRSs. The authors of [18] proposed a channel estimation method for IRS-aided orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) systems based on an efficient IRS element-grouping
scheme. Furthermore, the authors of [19] reported a novel IRS reflection pattern design for
assisting the channel estimation in uplink IRS-aided OFDM systems. For IRS with discrete phase
shifts, the authors of [20] proposed a hierarchical training IRS reflection design for reflection
channel estimation. In contrast to the single-user scenario considered in [18-20], the authors
of [21] investigated the channel estimation in an IRS-empowered downlink multi-user MISO
system, and proposed two iterative estimation methods. Moreover, the authors of [22] reported
two channel estimation methods for IRS-assisted multi-user systems as well as corresponding
channel training designs for minimizing the estimation error.

B. Motivations and Contributions
One critical issue in IRS-assisted communications is that the IRS-assisted link suffers from

the “double fading” effect [23], which causes severe path loss. In fact, the received signal



power in the IRS-assisted link in general scales with 1/(d7"d%") [24], where dr and dp are
the distances of the AP-IRS link and the IRS-user link, respectively, and o and ap are the
corresponding path loss exponents. As a result, the performance of IRS-assisted networks is
sensitive to the deployment location of the IRS. However, there are only a few initial works [17,
25] that have investigated the IRS deployment design. The authors of [17] have recently studied
optimal IRS deployment strategies for a two-user network from a network level perspective, and
distinguished centralized and distributed deployment strategies. For each strategy, the deployment
locations of the IRSs are assumed to be fixed and are not optimized. In a recent tutorial [25],
the optimization of the IRS deployment location was studied for an IRS-assisted single-user
network, which revealed that the IRS should be deployed close to either the AP or the user.
However, the solutions proposed in [17,25] are not applicable to the link level optimization of
the IRS deployment location in IRS-assisted multi-user networks, which is the main focus of
this paper.

In this paper, we investigate the joint design of the IRS deployment, IRS reflection coefficients,
and power allocation at the AP in a downlink IRS-assisted multi-user network for different MA

schemes. The main contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

« We investigate a downlink IRS-assisted multi-user network, in which the direct AP-user link
is blocked and one IRS is deployed for coverage extension. For this system, we formulate a
weighted sum rate (WSR) maximization problem for joint optimization of the deployment
location and the reflection coefficients of the IRS as well as the power allocation at the AP
for NOMA, frequency division multiple access (FDMA), and time division multiple access
(TDMA) transmission.

o For NOMA and FDMA, we develop monotonic optimization (MO) based algorithms to
determine corresponding performance upper bounds, where the IRS reflection coefficients
and the power allocation at the AP are jointly optimized using MO theory and semidefinite
relaxation (SDR). Due to the time-selective nature of the IRS, for TDMA, the optimal IRS
reflection coefficients of the users can be obtained in closed form.

o We further develop low-complexity alternating optimization (AO) based algorithms for all
three considered MA schemes to find a high-quality suboptimal solution, where the power
allocation, IRS reflection coefficients, and deployment location are optimized in an alternat-

ing manner with the other variables fixed by employing successive convex approximation



(SCA). Specifically, for IRS deployment location design, we propose a novel local region
optimization method to efficiently obtain the desired IRS deployment location. Additionally,
we propose an efficient user ordering scheme for NOMA.

o Our numerical results unveil that 1) the proposed suboptimal AO based algorithms achieve
near-optimal performance and require much fewer iterations to converge than the MO based
algorithms; 2) optimizing the IRS deployment location can significantly increase the IRS
performance gain; 3) the optimal IRS deployment strategy for OMA tends to enhance the
channel power gains of all users, whereas for NOMA, it is preferable that the IRS enlarges

the disparities among the users’ channels.

C. Organization and Notations

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the system model and
the considered WSR maximization problem formulation for downlink IRS-assisted multi-user
networks. The proposed MO and AO based algorithms are developed in Section III and Section
IV, respectively. Section V compares the complexity and performance of the proposed algorithms,
and in Section VI, numerical results are provided to verify their effectiveness. Finally, Section
VII concludes the paper.

Notations: Scalars are denoted by lower-case letters. Vectors and matrices are denoted by
bold-face lower-case and upper-case letters, respectively. CV*! denotes the space of N x 1
complex-valued vectors. a’ and a’’ denote the transpose and conjugate transpose of vector a,
respectively. diag (a) is a diagonal matrix with the elements of vector a on the main diagonal.
|a]| denotes the Euclidean norm of vector a. ® denotes the Kronecker product. HY denotes the
set of all NV-dimensional complex Hermitian matrices. rank (A) and Tr (A) denote the rank and

the trace of matrix A, respectively. A > 0 indicates that A is a positive semidefinite matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. System Model

We consider a narrow-band downlink IRS-assisted communication network operating over
frequency-flat channels, and consisting of one single-antenna AP, K single-antenna users, and
one IRS, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Specifically, the direct AP-user links are assumed to be blocked
by obstacles!, which is a very challenging scenario for conventional wireless communication

'Tf there is no blockage, the channel qualities of the users dependent on both the direct AP-user links and the reflection

AP-IRS-user links, which results in a more challenging IRS deployment optimization problem. However, this scenario is beyond
the scope of this paper and constitutes an interesting topic for future work.
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the downlink IRS-assisted multi-user communication network.

systems. The IRS is deployed to provide wireless service to a given communication dead zone,
where the users are assumed to be static or low-mobility, i.e., a quasi-static scenario®. Assuming a
three-dimensional (3D) Cartesian coordinate system, the locations of the AP, the IRS, and the kth
user are denoted by b = (xy, yp, Hb)T, s = (zs, Ys, HS)T, and ug = (g, yx, Hk)T, respectively.
In this paper, let €2 specify a predefined region for deploying the IRS. The deployment location
of the IRS should satisfy the following condition

5 € Q= { (2050 H)" Jrmin < 20 < Taes Yiin < Yo < s Hin < Hy < Hih, (D
where [Zmin, Tmax)> [Ymins Ymax)» a0d [Hin, Hmax] denote the candidate ranges along the x-, y- and
z-axes, respectively. In practice, the size of  is usually limited®, especially for the considered
quasi-static scenario, since it is not only restricted by the limited coverage of the IRS but also
depends on external factors such as the line-of-sight (LoS) link requirement (e.g., the locations
of surrounding obstacles) and the available infrastructure for deployment (e.g., building facades
on which the IRS can be deployed). The IRS is assumed to be equipped with a uniform planar
array (UPA) composed of M = M, M, passive reflecting elements with element spacing d;.
Due to the assumed narrow-band transmission, the reflection coefficients are constant across

the entire signal bandwidth. As a result, the frequency-flat IRS reflection coefficient matrix is

modelled as © = diag (e”", /2, ... /%), where 6, denotes the phase shift coefficient of the

’If the users are widely distributed and/or high-mobility, multiple IRSs or mobile IRSs may be required to achieve high
performance. The resulting deployment optimization problem is beyond the scope of the current work.

3Note that the solutions proposed in this paper are also applicable to large €2. This is because the IRS deployment design
is an offline optimization problem, see Section II-D for details. Thus, the potentially high computational complexity caused by
large €2 is acceptable given the available computing power.



mth element of the IRS and the amplitude coefficients of all elements are set to one*.
In this paper, the narrow-band quasi-static fading channels of the AP-IRS link and the IRS-user
links are modeled as Rician fading channels. Therefore, the small scale fading of the AP-IRS

and the IRS-user links can be expressed as

BAl  Los 1 NLoS Mx1
=/ ——8 "+, /—=—g P eC", )
& \/ 1+5A1g 1+5A1g

Brv  Les 1 NLoS Mx1
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where 547 and (7 denote the Rician factor of the AP-IRS link and IRS-user links, respectively.

ghS = a (¢, ) and rp*S = a (¢1V, ¢iU) are the deterministic line-of-sight (LoS) compo-

NLoS NLoS

nents, and g and r; “°> are the non-line-of-sight (NLoS) components modeled as Rayleigh

fading. a (¢, ) is the array response vector (ARV) which can be expressed as [27]

.2mdy . .2mdy . T
_ —j=5+(my—1)sin ¢ cos —7 M, —1) sin ¢ cos
a(gb,gp)—[l,...,e x - (me=1) v eI (M) ¢
2md 2md T (4)
_.2mdg T . _.2mdy T .
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Y

where ¢ € [—%, g} and ¢ € [0, 7| denote the elevation angle-of-arrival (AoA)/angle-of-departure

(AoD) and the azimuth AoA/AoD, respectively. For the elevation AoAs/AoDs, we have ¢4/ =

arcsin (Hb_H“’> and ¢!V = arcsin (Hk_H5>, and for the azimuth AoAs/AoDs, we have ¢*! =

[b—s|l llur—sll

arccos | —2=2=— | and ¢V = arccos ks , where (-),., denotes the first two elements
[|(b=s), | || (=) 1o | '

of a vector.

Furthermore, the path loss L;rg ) between the AP and user k via the IRS is given by

Po__Po
Ligsy = JAAT oI %)
AT AUk
where p, represents the path loss at a reference distance of 1 meter, and ds; = ||s — b|| and

diux = ||s — ug|| denote the distances of the AP-IRS link and the IRS-user £ link, respectively.
aay and ajp are the corresponding path loss exponents. From (5), it can be observed that the
IRS-assisted link suffers from the “double-fading” effect [23]. In this paper, we consider only
signals that are reflected by the IRS one time and ignore the combinations of signals that are
reflected multiple times due to the high associated path loss, see also [8, 15]. Therefore, the
combined channel power gain of user k£ can be expressed as

“In this work, similar to [8, 10], we assume that all reflection coefficients are independent, in order to investigate the maximum
achievable performance gain. However, according to a recent experimental study [26], in practice, the IRS reflection coefficients
are highly sensitive to the incident angle. An incident-angle-dependent reflection coefficient model makes the IRS reflection

coefficient and deployment location design much more challenging. Hence, this problem is left for future work where advanced
machine learning based tools could be exploited.



Ck = LIRs,k‘rkH@g}z = |qu|27 (6)
where qp = \/Ligsri diag (g) and v = [e/® el ejeM]T.

In this paper, we consider two different MA strategies, i.e., NOMA and OMA. For NOMA,
all users share the same time and frequency resources by invoking SC at the AP and SIC at the
users. For OMA, we consider TDMA and FDMA.

B. NOMA

Based on the NOMA principle, each user employs SIC to remove the intra-cell interference.
The users with the stronger channel power gains decode first the signals of the users with the
weaker channel power gains, before decoding their own signal. Let p (k) € {1,..., K} denote
the decoding order of user k. For any two users j and k satisfying p (k) > p (j), user k& will first
decode the signal of user j before decoding its own signal, where the combined channel power
gains of the two users need to satisfy |q,v|” > |q,v|>. Since the combined channel power gain
is determined by both the IRS deployment location and the reflection coefficients, the decoding
order can be any one of all K! possible combinations [15,16]. Let D denote the set of all
possible decoding orders, where |D| = K. The achievable rate of user k can be expressed as

RY = log, (1 §— Jawln ) : 7
ARV 2 iy i+ 02

where p;, denotes the transmit power allocated to the kth user, and o2 denotes the variance of

the additive complex Gaussian noise. Let P, denote the total transmit power at the AP, and we

have 215:1 Pr < Ppax. Furthermore, the allocated power should satisfy the following condition

pe < pjif (k) > p(j), ®)

i.e., higher powers are allocated to the users with lower decoding orders and having weaker
channel conditions [7].

Our goal is to maximize the WSR of the users by jointly optimizing the power allocation at the

AP and the reflection coefficients and deployment location of the IRS. If NOMA is employed,

the optimization problem is formulated as follows

K

(NOMA) Z{;ﬂ}&x Zka,iV (9a)
ksV,S k:l

s.t. s €, (9b)

|vm| = 1,¥Ym € M, (9¢)

w (k) € D,Vk € K, (9d)

lawv]? > |ayv]?if (k) > p(5), (%e)



0<py<pjif p(k)>p(j), (9)
<P 9
Zkzlpk > 4 max) ( g)

where wy, is the non-negative rate weight for user k. Equations (9b) and (9c) are the IRS de-
ployment location constraint and the unit modulus constraint® for the IRS reflection coefficients.
Equations (9d) and (9e) are the NOMA decoding order constraints. Equations (9f) and (9g) are

the constraints for the allocated powers.
C. OMA
1) FDMA: For FDMA, the AP serves the users in orthogonal frequency bands of equal

size with the aid of one common frequency-flat IRS reflection coefficient vector v. Then, the

achievable rate at user k£ can be expressed as

RE = %logz 1+ % (10)
Accordingly, the optimization problem for FDMA can be written as follows
K
(FDMA) : max ;kaf (11a)
s.t. s €, (11b)
|vm| = 1,Ym € M, (11¢)
pr >0,k € K, Z:lek < Prax- (11d)

2) TDMA: For TDMA, the AP serves the users in orthogonal time slots of equal size. We
note that the IRS reflection coefficients can assume different values in each time slot. This
property of IRSs is referred to as time-selectivity [16]. Because of this time-selectivity, TDMA
is different from NOMA and FDMA, where the IRS reflection coefficients are always identical

for all users®’. As a result, for TDMA, the achievable rate at user k can be expressed as

2
R = Liog, [ 14 [9:Vel Pnax
- 2

- > , (12)

5In this paper, continuous phase shifts are assumed for all IRS reflection elements, which provide a performance upper bound
for systems employing more practical discrete phase shifts [6, 9]. It is worth noting that the obtained continuous phase shifts can
be quantized into discrete ones and the resulting performance degradation is small for sufficiently high phase shift resolutions [9,
15].

®We note that TDMA entails a higher hardware complexity for the IRS than NOMA/FDMA, since the IRS reflection coefficients
need to be reconfigured multiple times during the transmission. This, however, is a non-trivial task since the size of the IRS is
usually large, which makes the IRS reconfiguration time-consuming.

"In fact, in principle, NOMA and FDMA can also exploit the fime-selectivity of the IRS. To facilitate this, the IRS reflection
coefficients and the corresponding power allocation have to be jointly optimized in each time slot. However, these considerations
are beyond the scope of this work.
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where v, represents the IRS reflection coefficients for user k. As the AP transmits to only one
user at a given time, the transmit power is always set as P ay.

Then, the optimization problem for TDMA can be formulated as

K
(TDMA) i > wp Ry (13a)
RIS o1
s.t. s €, (13b)
|Ukm| = 1,Vk € K,Vm € M. (13¢)

D. Discussion

Note that since the random NLoS components g5 and rY°5 of the IRS-assisted links are
impossible to obtain before the deployment of the IRS, the formulated joint optimization prob-
lems (9), (11), and (13) can be solved only for deterministic channel coefficients. Since the IRS
is usually deployed to avoid signal blockage, the deterministic LoS components are expected to
be the dominant factor. Motivated by this, we first solve the proposed joint optimization problems
in an offline manner based on the LoS components to determine a favorable IRS deployment
location. After deployment of the IRS, the IRS reflection coefficients and the power allocation
can be obtained by solving problems (9), (11), and (13) again in an online manner for the given
deployment location and instantaneous CSI (I-CSI). I-CSI can be efficiently obtained with one of
the recently proposed channel estimation methods for IRS-assisted multi-user networks, e.g., [21,
22]. In this paper, we mainly focus on the first problem since the second optimization problem
for the deployed IRS and I-CSI can be solved in a similar manner. Note that the WSRs obtained
for both problems will be similar, when the Rician factor is large. In the following, we develop
MO and AO based algorithms to find performance upper bounds and high-quality suboptimal

solutions, respectively.
III. MONOTONIC OPTIMIZATION BASED ALGORITHMS

In this section, we develop MO based algorithms which find a performance upper bound for
the formulated NOMA and FDMA optimization problems. Specifically, we transform these non-
convex optimization problems into the canonical form of MO problems, which are solved by
invoking the polyblock outer approximation algorithm and SDR. Then, we optimally solve the
TDMA optimization problem in closed form by exploring the time-selective nature of the IRS.

A. NOMA
The optimal WSR for NOMA can be obtained by exhaustively searching over all possible
K

IRS locations §2 and decoding orders D, ie., Ry = QH{I&)% - ST wp RY* (s, {ur}), where
sl pur €D =1
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RY* (s, {ux}) denotes the optimal solution for a given IRS deployment location and user decod-
ing order. In the following, we solve the corresponding subproblem by employing monotonic
optimization.

1) Monotonic Optimization Problem Transformation: Define Q, = qf’q,,Vk € K, and
V = vv¥ which satisfies V = 0, rank(V) = 1 and [V] =~ = 1,m = 1,2,...,M. The

achievable rate at user k£ in (7) can be rewritten as follows

Tr(V
RY = log, <1+ r(VQy) e 2) = log, <1+ U ) (14)
2utiysut T (VQi)pi+ 0 2 uiysutn Pi T e

Vk € K. For a given IRS

Then, we introduce auxiliary variables A\, such that A\, = WQQ)’

deployment location and user decoding order, the resulting subproblem of (9) can be expressed

as
Pk
N —sub) : max wilo 1+ 15a
( {Pk A}V Z K082 ( > ()>u(k)pi+)\k> (1>2)
s.t. 0 <pp <pjif p(k)>p(j), (15b)
<P
Zk:lpk S IMmaxs (15C)
o2
Tr (VQy) > )\—,Vk e K, (154d)
k
Tr (VQu) 2 Tr (VQy),if p(k) > p(j), (15¢)
V], =1,¥YmeM, V=0, VeH" (15f)
rank (V) = 1. (15g)

Note that the inequality constraint (15d) does not affect the equivalence of problem (15) and the
original problem (9). At optimality, constraint (15d) is always met with equality. To demonstrate
this, assume that one of the constraints in (15d) is satisfied with strict inequality. Then, we can
always decrease that \; to satisfy the constraint with equality, which also increases the objective
value. Therefore, for the optimal solution of problem (15), constraint (15d) must be satisfied
with equality.

To facilitate the application of MO, we introduce auxiliary variables v, which satisfy the

following constraint
Pk

1<y <1+ ,Vk € K. (16)
2 (i) >putk) Pi T A
Then, problem (15) can be equivalently rewritten as
K
mﬁs}x Z wrlogs (Vk) (17a)

k=1
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st. yEGNH, (17b)

where v = [y1, Y2, - . - ,WK]T € RE>! and G N'H denotes the feasible set. Specifically, G and H

are a normal set and a conormal set, respectively [28], which are given by

Pk
G=aeY0< <1+ ke K, ({pe, M}, V) € F o\ (18)
{ 2 (iy=ati) Pi T M
H = {~[1 <y, Vk € K}, (19)

where feasible set F is spanned by constraints (15b)-(15g). The equivalence of problems (15) and
(17) can be shown as follows. Firstly, the definition of F ensures that the optimization variables
({pk, A}, V) in both problems (15) and (17) belong to the same feasible set. Furthermore, it
can be verified that the condition v, = 1 + m is satisfied for each k € KC at the
optimal solution of (17). Otherwise, the objective function’s value in (17) would decrease, which
contradicts the optimality. Therefore, the introduction of auxiliary variables 7, does not affect
the equivalence of problems (15) and (17).

2) Polyblock Outer Approximation Algorithm: With the above equivalent transformation,
problem (17) is in the canonical form of a monotonic optimization problem [28]. Therefore,
the optimal solution of problem (17) is on the upper boundary of feasible set G N H, which
can be obtained by invoking the polyblock outer approximation algorithm [28]. To facilitate this
algorithm, we first initialize a polyblock P! that contains the feasible set G N H. The vertex
of the polyblock P is defined as z") = [%1)7751)’ . ,yg)] T. Let T = {z(V} denote the
vertex set of polyblock PV, Based on vertex z"), we can generate K new vertices as follows:

’zv,(gl) =z — (z,gl) — Tk (z(l))> e, k=1,... K, (20)
where z,(cl) and 7;, (z()) denote the kth elements of vectors z") and 7 (z(1)), respectively. 7 (zV)
is the projection of z(!) onto set G and e;, denotes the unit vector whose kth element is 1. Then,
the new vertex set is given by

7O =T Ul k=1, K}, 21
Let P denote the new polyblock defined by vertex set 7). By doing so, polyblock P is
reduced to P(?), which still contains the feasible set G N H. For the new polyblock P, the
vertex that achieves the maximum objective value is selected as the optimal vertex of P as

follows: K

z? = arg max Z wrlogs (Vk)- (22)
z€T NH k=1
By repeating the above procedure, we can successively construct a sequence of polyblocks such

that
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the polyblock outer approximation algorithm for the two-user case.

Algorithm 1 Polyblock Outer Approximation Algorithm for Solving Problem (17)

T
Initialize polyblock P and vertex z) = [%1),751),...,7%)] , where 7" = 14

2
PI,‘aﬂquII17Vk e TW = {Z(l)}.
Define tolerance ¢, U (v*) = 0, and n = 0.

1: repeat
2n=n+1.

K
3: 2z = argmax Y log, (V&).
zeT(MNH k=1

4. Find 7 (z(")), the projection of vertex z™ with Algorithm 2.

5:if U (7 (2™)) > U (") and 7 Ez(”)) € GNH then

6: v =2z and U (v*) = U (r (z")).

7. end if

8: Generate K new vertices with 7 (z(") as E,i") =z — <z,i") — T (z(”))> er,k=1,... K.
9: Construct a smaller polyblock P! with the vertex set 7™+ = TO\z"

2"V k=1, K}
10: until |U (z) —U (v*)| < e
Obtain the optimal solution {pj, A\;} and V* with ~*.
PUHSPA 5 L 5GNH. (23)
We illustrate the generation of the polyblocks for the two user case in Fig. 2. Let U (z(”)) and

U (~v*) denote the objective value achieved by the vertex z™ and the best feasible solution in

< &, where ¢ > 0 is a

the nth iteration. The algorithm terminates when |U (z™) — U (v*)
given tolerance. The details of the polyblock outer approximation algorithm are summarized in
Algorithm 1.

Next, we explain how to initialize vertex z(!) of polyblock P"). Since P") should contain the

) can be set to its maximum value, which can be obtained

feasible set G N'H, for any user £, 7,(:
by 1) allocating all transmit power P, to user k; and 2) maximizing the combined channel
power gain of user £, |qu|2, using the corresponding optimal IRS reflection coefficients. Then,

we have
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%il) = max (1 + 7Pmax|(21kv|2> @ 1+ 7Pmax qukH?,Vk e K. (24)
v o o

Here, (a) holds due to the fact that |q,v|* < <ZTJZI:1 |[qk]m\>2 = ||qk||?, where the inequality
holds with equality when the IRS reflection coefficients v are chosen as follows:

vy = ej(e*_anglc([q’ﬁ}m)),Vm eEM, (25)
where angle ([qy],,) denotes the phase of the mth element of qj. 6* can be set to any arbitrary
value, and we set #* = 0 for simplicity. As a result, the initial vertex z() is obtained with (24)
and (25) to facilitate the polyblock outer approximation algorithm.

3) Finding the projection of vertex z™): In each iteration of Algorithm 1, we need to find
the projection of vertex z™ onto the set G, which is given by 7 (z) = az™, a € [0, 1]. Then,
the projection can be obtained by solving the following problem

a* = max {ajaz™ € G}. (26)
Therefore, the optimal o* can be obtained by invoking the bisection search method. For a given

projection parameter @ and vertex z(™, the feasibility of @z™ € G can be checked by solving

the following convex problem

max 1 (27a)
{plw)\k}vv

5.t (ozzk 1) (Zu(i)>u(k) P + )\k) < pp,Vk € K, (27b)

(15b) — (15g). 27¢)

Note that problem (27) is non-convex due to the rank-one constraint (15g). To tackle this issue,
we apply SDR by relaxing this constraint. Then, problem (27) is a convex problem, which can
be efficiently solved by standard convex optimization solvers such as CVX [29]. The procedure

to find the projection of vertex z"™ is summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Bisection Search Algorithm to Find the Projection of Vertex z(™)
Initialize o.x = 1, apin = 0, and tolerance .

1: while oax — Qin > € do

2:  Check the feasibility of problem (27) for given & = % and z(™.

3. if problem (27) is feasible, then

4. Qin = Q.

5. else

6 Oax = O

7. end if

8: end while

9: " = Qiip and the projection is 7 (z™) = a*z(™. The corresponding optimization variables

{pr, A\x} and V are obtained by solving problem (27) with a*.
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Remark 1. The solution obtained with Algorithm 1 corresponds in general to an upper bound
for the optimal solution of the original problem (15). This is because the relaxation of the non-
convex rank constraint enlarges the feasible set of (15). This upper bound provides a performance

benchmark for validation of the optimality of any suboptimal solution.

Remark 2. When the solution V* obtained with Algorithm 1 is not rank-one, we can construct a
rank-one solution using the Gaussian randomization method [30]. Then, the reflection coefficients

v can be obtained through Cholesky decomposition.

Remark 3. After deploying the IRS at the obtained location s*, the IRS reflection coefficients and
power allocation can be optimized again with Algorithm 1 based on I-CSI to find a performance

upper bound.

B. OMA
The optimal WSR for FDMA and TDMA can also be obtained by exhaustively searching over

all possible IRS deployment locations. In this subsection, we focus again on the subproblem
resulting for a given IRS deployment location.
1) FDMA: With the auxiliary variables {)\f }, the subproblem for FDMA for a given IRS

deployment location is equivalent to the following problem

(F — sub) {prr;z% Y Z logg <1 + )\—F) (28a)
K
s.t. Pk > O>Vk € IC) Zk:l Pk < Pma)m (28b)
o2
Tr(VQg) > K}\F,Vk‘ e, (28¢)
V], =1VYmeM,V=0VecH" (28d)
rank (V) = 1. (28e)

Note that problem (28) has a similar structure as problem (15). Thus, we can also invoke MO

theory to solve it. With the auxiliary variables {% } problem (28) can be rewritten as follows:

Wky F 29
X 2R ogy (V) (29a)
st. v e gf nHr, (29b)

where normal set G and conormal set H’ are given by

G" = { 0 <~y §1+)\F,Vkelc ({pw: Ap 1, V) eu} (30)
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H = {1 <~ VE e K} 31)

Here, feasible set {/ is spanned by constraints (28b)-(28e). Problem (29) can be solved again
with the polyblock outer approximation algorithm. The details are omitted here for brevity.

2) TDMA: As explained before, for TDMA, the AP can transmit to all users with unique

IRS reflection coefficients in different time slots. For a given IRS deployment location, the WSR

subproblem for TDMA can be formulated as

~w Panax|aivi|”
T — sub) : max 1o 1+ “max|Bk kL 32a
( ) vt —] K g2< o2 (322)
st |ugm| =1,Vk € K,Vm € M. (32b)

Problem (32) can be further decomposed into K independent subproblems. The optimal solution
to each subproblem is given by (25). As a result, problem (32) can be solved globally optimally
in closed form.

IV. ALTERNATING OPTIMIZATION BASED ALGORITHMS

Though the proposed MO based algorithms provide performance upper bounds, the computa-
tional complexity of the polyblock outer approximation increases exponentially with the number
of users. Additionally, the exhaustive search over all possible NOMA decoding orders and IRS
deployment locations also entails a prohibitive complexity, which is unaffordable in practical
applications. In this section, we propose low-complexity suboptimal AO based algorithms for the
considered MA schemes to strike a balance between computational complexity and performance.

A. NOMA

As the optimization variables in problem (9) are highly-coupled, invoking AO is a common
but efficient method for solving such problems. Specifically, we decompose the original problem
for a given NOMA decoding order into several subproblems, where the power allocation, IRS
reflection coefficients, and deployment location are alternatingly optimized with the other opti-
mization variables being fixed. To reduce the computational complexity caused by exhaustively
searching over all possible decoding orders, we further propose an efficient NOMA user ordering
scheme based on the user rate weights and IRS-user distances.

1) Optimizing {p;} for given v and s: For ease of exposition, we assume that the decoding
order is (k) = k and define 3, = f: pi, Vk € K. Therefore, the achievable rate at user k in

i=k
(7) can be rewritten as

2

|qu|2 Efik pi + 02

) =log, (0?+|axv|*Bi) —log, (02 +|axv|*Be1) ,  (33)
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where 1 £ 0. Therefore, for given v and s, the optimization problem can be expressed as

K

max > wy (logy (0 + |awv[*Be) —logy (0 + |awv|*Bes1)) (34a)
ko p=1

st. B1 < Prax, 51 —B2> By — B3> ... > Brg > 0. (34b)

Since the objective function is not concave, problem (34) is non-convex. However, note that
since the objective function is a difference of two concave functions, a concave lower bound
can be obtained by applying the first-order Taylor expansion at given local points 5,@21 in the

[th iteration of the AO algorithm as follows
!
qiv|’ <ﬁk+1 —5120 logye

—N

R > Ty 3)=1og, (7 +lawv |’ B)—ogy (7 + lawv[* 8, ) - —— i

a +|qu| ﬁk-;-l
where 8 = [, P, - . . ,BK]T. By replacing the non-concave objective function in problem (34)

with its concave lower bound, the optimization problem can be written as follows

K
—=N

max wp R 36a
nay ]; By B) (36a)
s.t. (34b). (36b)

Now, it can be verified that problem (36) is a convex problem which can be efficiently solved
via standard convex problem solvers, such as CVX [29]. The objective function values obtained
with problem (36) in general provide lower bounds for problem (34) due to the replacement of
the concave lower bound. After solving problem (36), the power allocation can be obtained as
P = Bi — Bryr, VR € K.

2) Optimizing v for given {p;} and s: To tackle the non-convex unit modulus constraint,
we define V = vvf which satisfies V = 0, rank (V) =1 and [V] =1,m=1,2,...,M, as
in the previous section. Then, the achievable rate of user &k in (33) can be rewritten as

Ry =log, (0> + Tr (VQy) Br) — log, (0 + Tr (VQi) Bes1) (37)
where Qi = qq,,Vk € K. As a result, for given {p;} and s, the optimization problem can be

rewritten as

K

r%l‘z};( Wy (log2 (02 + Tr (VQx) ﬁk) —log, (02 + Tr (VQg) ﬁk+1)) (38a)
k=1

st Tr(VQy) > Tr (VQ;),Vk > j € K, (38b)

V], =1¥meM,V=0VeH" (38¢c)

rank (V) = 1. (38d)
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The non-convexity of problem (38) is due to the non-concave objective function and the non-
convex rank-one constraint. The objective function is the difference of two concave functions,
and the concave lower bound based on the first-order Taylor expansion at a given local point

V) in the Ith iteration of the AO algorithm is given by
RY > R,]C\EV) =log, (0% + Tr (VQy) B)

—log, (0% + Tr (VOQy) Brs1) — Pralodsl gy (q, (V- VO)). o
o+ Tr (VOQy) Brya
Therefore, problem (38) can be rewritten as K
max wipRY 40a
v kZ:; ke (v) ( )
s.t. rank (V) =1, (40b)
(38b), (38¢). (40c)

To handle the non-convex rank-one constraint, one common method is to invoke SDR, where the
optimization problem is solved by ignoring the rank-one constraint, and then construct a rank-one
solution based on the Gaussian randomization method if the solution obtained from the relaxed
problem is not rank-one. However, the constructing rank-one solution is generally suboptimal
and the convergence of the proposed AO based algorithm may not be guaranteed. To address this
issue, we invoke the sequential rank-one constraint relaxation (SROCR) approach [31], which is
capable of successively finding a rank-one solution. The basic framework of the SROCR approach
can be found in [31] and its effectiveness has been confirmed in our previous work® [15]. To
facilitate the SROCR approach, the non-convex rank-one constraint (40b) is replaced with the
following relaxed convex constraint

Amax (V) = wiTr (V) (41)
where A« (V) denotes the largest eigenvalue of V, and wi € [0,1] denotes a relaxation
parameter which controls the largest eigenvalue to trace ratio of V. For example, when w(;) = 0,
(41) is equivalent to ignoring the non-convex rank-one constraint as in the SDR approach. When
w() = 1, (41) is equivalent to the rank-one constraint. As a result, problem (40) can be rewritten

as the following relaxed optimization problem

K
max wiRY (42a)
v} ,; M)
s.t. Umax (V(i))HVumax (V(i)) Z w(,-)Tr (V) s (42b)

81n [15], we investigated the joint beamforming design in an IRS-assisted multi-antenna NOMA system where the IRS location
was assumed to be fixed. We note that the problem formulation and design challenges in [15] are different from those considered
in this work.
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Algorithm 3 SROCR Approach for Solving Problem (42)
Initialize convergence thresholds ¢; and ¢y, and step size 5(0), and wey =0, 1 = 0.

1: repeat
2: For given {w(,-), V(i)}, solve the convex problem (42).
3. if problem (42) is feasible then
4 Vg =V, 0ty = (0)-
5: else
6: Viir1) = Vi), dir1y = 00y /2.
7: end Vo)
Amax (Vs

8: 1=1+1, dat ;) = mi 1, o e 5@ .

t =1+ 1, update w; m1n< (V) + ())
9: until}obj (V(i)) — obj (V(i—l))} < ¢; and }1 - W(z’—l)} < €9, VI = V(i) .

(38b), (38c¢), (42c)
where Upax (V(Z-)) is the eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue of V(; and V;) is
the obtained solution feasible with w;) in the sth iteration of the SROCR algorithm. Now, problem

(42) is a convex problem that can be efficiently solved with convex optimization software, such
Amax(v(i))

T Te(Viy)

where 0 ;) is a predefined step size. If the current step size 0;) makes problem (42) infeasible, we

as CVX [29]. After each iteration, parameter w; is updated as w(;) =min (1 +5(i)) ,
reduce the step size as d(;41)=0;) / 2. Let obj (V(i)) denote the objective function value achieved
by solution V;), the algorithm terminates when ‘obj (V(i)) —obj (V(i_l)) ‘ <¢; and ‘1 - w(i_l)‘ <
€, are simultaneously satisfied, where €; and €, are convergence thresholds. By iteratively solving
problem (42) and updating parameter w(;, the proposed algorithm is guaranteed to converge to
a locally optimal rank-one solution [31]. The details for solving problem (42) with the SROCR
approach are summarized in Algorithm 3.

3) Optimizing s for given v and {p.}: Next, we focus on the optimization of the IRS
deployment location for given v and {p;}. The achievable rate at user k& can be expressed as

— 2

apV| Pk

RY = log, <1+ - _| b 2' - ) , (43)
Zk>i ‘qu‘ Di +

LiRrs,k

where q,, = rf’diag (g). Note that since the path loss L;gs and the AoAs/AoDs in g, both
depend on the IRS deployment location, the optimization of the IRS deployment location is a
non-trivial task. To handle this difficulty, we propose a local region optimization method for the
design of the IRS deployment location. For a given feasible IRS deployment location s, the

optimized IRS location should satisfy the following condition
Is =sll < A, (44)
where A is chosen to be relatively small such that the AoAs/AoDs of the AP-IRS and IRS-

user links remain approximately unchanged during the current iteration. Therefore, \qu|2 is
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approximately constant. The choice of A will be discussed in Section VI.
For given {p.}, v, and s¥), the optimization problem within a specific local region can be

expressed as

K _
max Zwklog2 (1 + —% _Ckpk - ) (45a)
I 2isk CRDi T Lo
Po  Po Po  Po <
. > , Vk > 45b
Yy ar e o
s € Q, Hs — s(l)H <A, (45c¢)

where ¢, 2 [q,v|’,Vk € K. Constraint (45b) is the NOMA decoding order constraint for the
IRS deployment location design problem, which can be equivalently expressed as

it [ls — || > &5 ||s — wg)?, Vk > ) (46)
where u; and u; denote the location of users j and k, respectively.

Next, we introduce auxiliary variables ¢, {vy}, and {74} such that

p = |ls — b[|*, (47)

Vi — HS — ukHaIU,VI{?, (48)
1 v

7 — Tk k. (49)

B Lirsk Po
Then, problem (45) can be equivalently written as

K _
max Z wilog, (1 + =% fkpk ) (50a)
P 2

S,QO,{’U,IC},{’T]C} ik Ck)pl _I_ Tko-2

st > 2R ke K, (50b)
Po

o > ||s — b||*, (50¢c)

(S ||S - ukHaIU,VkZ er, (50d)

(45¢), (46). (50e)

Note that in problem (50), constraints (50b), (50c), and (50d) are obtained from (47), (48), and
(49) by replacing the equality sign with the inequality sign. This does not affect the equivalence
of problems (50) and (45). To demonstrate this, assume that one of the corresponding constraints
in (50b) is satisfied with strict inequality. Then, we can always decrease the corresponding 7, to
satisfy the constraint with equality, which in turn increases the objective value. Therefore, for
the optimal solution of problem (50), constraint (50b) must be satisfied with equality. Similarly,
constraints (50c) and (50d) also must be satisfied with equality at the optimal solution of problem

(50). Now, the non-convexity of problem (50) is caused by the non-concave objective function
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and the non-convex constraints (46) and (50b). Since the objective function is a convex function

with respect to 7, a lower bound based on the first-order Taylor expansion at a given point T,il)

in the [th iteration of the AO algorithm is given by
Dk ) Crprotlogye (Tk —T,i”)
K — ! - :
D sk Cupi+ 7y 02 (Zfik Ekpi+ﬂ§l)02+5kpk> (Zfik EkPﬁTS)UZ)
(5D
For the non-convex constraint (46), as ||s — u;]|” is a convex function with respect to s, a lower

RY >Ry =log, <1+

bound based on the first-order Taylor expansion at a given point s) is given by
s — uj||2 > Hs(l) — ujH2 + 2(5(” — uj)T (s — s(l)) ) (52)
To handle non-convex constraint (50b), the left-hand-side (LHS) can be expressed as

2
+ v 1 1
Uy = (ot vn)” 5 B §<p2 -~ ivi. (53)

By applying the first-order Taylor expansion, the convex lower bound at given local points ¢

and {U,(f)} is given by

2
+ v 1 2 1
v > = P (—w(” + o (o — go(l))) - <§v,§>2 + o) (uk - vfj))) . (54)

2 2
Exploiting (51), (52), and (54), problem (50) can be rewritten as
K
max wiRY 55a
ook (e} ,; ET() 52
_2

s.t. Hs(l) — ujH2 + 2(5(” - uj)T (s — s(l)) > (f—j) " s — ug ||, (55b)

Ck
e >k k€ K, (55¢)

Po

(45c¢), (50¢), (50d). (55d)

Problem (55) is convex and can be efficiently solved with convex optimization software, such
as CVX [29]. Similarly, the obtained objective value serves as a lower bound for that of the
original problem (50) because of the bounds in (51), (52), and (54).

4) Proposed NOMA User Ordering Scheme: Note that the above subproblems are solved for
a given decoding order. A straightforward approach is to exhaustively search over all possible
decoding orders and to choose the best candidate solution. However, this approach requires a
prohibitive complexity, e.g., O (K!), which is unacceptable even for moderate values of K. To
address this issue, we propose a user ordering scheme based on the user rate weights and the
IRS-user link distances. To maximize the weighted sum rate of all users, one intuitive solution

is to allocate higher data rates to the users with higher rate weights. Motivated by this, the
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decoding orders of the users are firstly differentiated based on the user rate weights as follows:

(k) <p(j) if wy <w;,Vk,je K. (56)
In this way, users with higher rate weights suffer less interference from the other users. Moreover,
the decoding orders of users who have identical rate weights are further determined based on

the distances between the users and the initial IRS deployment location s(*) as follows:

(k) <p(j) if w, =w; and HS(O) —uj| < HS(O)

(37
which means that users close to the IRS have higher decoding orders. The performance of the
proposed user ordering scheme will be compared with the exhaustive search in the numerical
results section.

5) Proposed Algorithm and Convergence: Based on the above three subproblems and the
proposed user ordering scheme, we design an AO based algorithm. In particular, the power
allocation, {py}, the IRS reflection coefficients, v, and the IRS deployment location, s, are
alternately designed by solving subproblems (36), (40), and (55), respectively. The solutions
obtained in each iteration are used as the input local points for the next iteration. The details of
the proposed algorithm are summarized in Algorithm 4, where N, > 1 candidate local region
points s are initialized for optimization, from which the solution with the highest WSR is
selected as the final solution. In particular, for each initialized IRS deployment location, the user
decoding order is generated based on the proposed user ordering scheme, and the transmit power
is equally distributed among all users for randomly generated feasible IRS reflection coefficients.

To prove the convergence of Algorithm 4, let n ({p}, .} , v, s.,) denote the objective function
value of problem (9) in the [th iteration with the nth candidate IRS deployment location. First,
for power allocation optimization for given V and s' in step 4 of Algorlthm 4, we have

(k) o) S0y (o} )l ({0t vhest) (it} vhosl) 6B
where 7! { L) denotes the ob]ectlve function Value of problem (36) for the local points {pﬁm}
Here, (a) follows from the fact that the first-order Taylor expansion in (35) is tight at the given
local point; (b) holds since solution {pl“} for problem (36) is optimal for given v! and s'; (c)
is obtained since problem (36) always provides a lower bound solution for the original problem
(9). Therefore, according to (58), for fixed Vil and sﬁl, the objective value of (9) is non-decreasing
after solving power allocation subproblem (36). Similarly, for the IRS reflection coefficient and

deployment location optimization in step 5 and step 7 of Algorithm 4, it can be shown that

“We note that problem (36) can also be solved iteratively until convergence. To strike a balance between performance and
complexity, we solve problem (36) only once.
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Algorithm 4 Proposed AO based Algorithm for Solving Problem (9) for NOMA

Initialize N, candidate IRS deployment locations { « )} .
n=1

1: forn=1to N, do

2: [ = 0, initialize the decoding order of all users according to the user rate weights and IRS-

user distances, equal power allocation {p,@n = %}, and random feasible IRS reflection

coefficients v£f ),

3: repeat

4: Solve problem (36) once’ for given v and s{ , and denote the optimal solution by { D n

5. Solve problem (42) iteratively with the proposed Algorithm 3 for given {p,(ml)} and s(l)

and denote the optimal solution by v(l+1).

o Caleulate !, {vf)) }, {7} } based on (47), (48) and (49).

7: Solve problem (55) for given {pg;l)} and v in the local region of s,

(I1+1)

(I+1)

0 , and denote the

optimal solution by s,
8: [ =1+1.
9. until the fractional increase of the objective value is below a threshold £ > 0
10: Record the nth obtained solutions T,, = ({ ps)k} ,V,(f), sgf)) and the corresponding objective

function value WSR,, = Zszl kaﬁ X

11: end
12: Select the desired solutions T,,«, where n* = argmax WSR,,.
n=1,...,Ng
({le} Vm n) 77vl ({pl+1} Vm n) ({pl+1} Vz+17 n) <n ({plﬂ} V;H»Sln) (59)
and

({pl-i-l} Vl+1 l) ({pH—l} Vl+1 l) ({pl-‘rl} Vl+l l+1) <n ({pl-‘rl} Vl+l ij_l) ’ (60)
where 77v and n denote the objective functlon values of subproblems (40) and (55) for the

local points vi and st , respectively.
Therefore, based on (58)-(60), we have

N ({Phnt vies) <n({pila v sy (61)
Remark 4. Equation (61) shows that, by alternatingly optimizing the three types of optimization

variables, the obtained value of problem (9) is non-decreasing in each iteration of Algorithm
4. Since the WSR is upper bounded by a finite value, the proposed algorithm is guaranteed to

converge.
Remark 5. Similarly, for the obtained IRS deployment location s,,-, the power allocation and the

IRS reflection coefficients can be alternatingly optimized again based on I-CSI with Algorithm

4 to find a suboptimal solution.
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B. OMA

In this subsection, we propose AO based algorithms for solving the formulated optimization
problems for FDMA and TDMA.
1) FDMA: For given IRS reflection coefficients and deployment locations, the power alloca-

tion optimization problem for FDMA can be expressed as

K
1
max wi—log, | 1+ [V |2pk (62a)
e} = K i
K
stk >0,k €K, pr < P (62b)
k=1

Since the objective function is concave with respect to {py}, problem (62) is convex and can be
solved via standard convex problem solvers such as CVX [29].
Next, for given power allocation and IRS deployment location, the IRS reflection coefficient

optimization problem can be written as

K
1 Tr (V
max wy—log, (1 + Ml—Q:)m) (63a)
v ~ K 4
st. [V]  =1,YmeM,V=0,VeH" (63b)
rank (V) =1, (63c)

where V = vv’l, as in the previous subsection. The non-convexity of problem (63) is caused
by non-convex rank-one constraint (63c). Similar to problem (42), problem (63) also satisfies
the general framework of the SROCR approach. Therefore, problem (63) can be solved with the
SROCR approach via Algorithm 3. The details are omitted here for brevity.

For the IRS deployment location optimization, we invoke again the proposed local region
optimization method. As a result, for given {p;}, v, and local region point s*), the optimization
problem is given by

max Z wkElogQ (1 + Lm) (64a)

=1 K Ligs,k

| <A (64b)
It is observed that problem (64) has a similar structure as problem (45) for NOMA. Therefore,
problem (64) can be solved in the same manner as problem (55).

2) TDMA: For TDMA, we only need to optimize the IRS reflection coefficients and deploy-
ment locations. The design the of reflection coefficients for given IRS location has already been

addressed in problem (32) in Section III. Next, we focus on the IRS deployment location design.
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By invoking the local region optimization method, the corresponding optimization problem is

given by
K
1 C Pmax
max Zwk?b& (1 + o p ) (65a)
k=1 Lirs,k
s.t. s €, Hs — s(l)H < A. (65b)

Problem (65) can be efficiently solved by the SCA method as described in the previous subsec-
tion. The details are omitted here for brevity.

V. DISCUSSION OF COMPLEXITY AND PERFORMANCE

In this section, we discuss the computational complexity and achieved performance of the
proposed algorithms. The overall comparison is summarized in Table I. Specifically, “MO-EX-
NOMA” denotes the proposed MO based algorithm for NOMA in Section III-A, where the
user decoding order and IRS deployment location are obtained by an exhaustive search. “MO-
EX-FDMA” denotes the corresponding MO based algorithm for FDMA in Section III-B. In
“EX-TDMA”, the optimal IRS reflection coefficients are designed based on the proposed closed-
form solution and the IRS deployment location is obtained by an exhaustive search for TDMA,
see Section III-C. “AO-NOMA”, “AO-FDMA”, and “AO-TDMA” denote the proposed AO based
algorithms for the different MA schemes in Section IV.

We first analyze the complexity of the “MO-EX-NOMA” algorithm for solving problem (9).
The complexity of exhaustively searching all possible decoding orders and IRS deployment
locations over the 3D space with accuracy ¢ are O (K!) and O (é), respectively. For the
power allocation and IRS reflection coefficient optimization, the main complexity originates from
finding the projection with Algorithm 2. The complexity of solving the semidefinite programming
(SDP) problem (27) in Algorithm 2 is O (max (M, 2K — 1)4\/M) [30]. The total complexity
of Algorithm 2 with accuracy ¢ is O (logzg (max (M,2K — 1)4\/M>>. Let I} denote the
number of iterations needed for the convergence of Algorithm 1, then the overall complexity
of the “MO-EX-NOMA” algorithm is as shown in Table 1. Similarly, we can also obtain the
complexities of the “MO-EX-FDMA” and “EX-TDMA” algorithms as shown in Table I.

Next, we analyze the complexity of “AO-NOMA”. Since the user decoding order is generated
with the proposed user ordering scheme, its complexity is O (1). Assuming application of the
interior-point method, the complexities of the power allocation and IRS deployment location
design are O (K*%) and O ((2K + 4)3'5), respectively [32]. For the IRS reflection coefficient
design, the complexity of Algorithm 3 is O <I£8 <max (M, 2K — 1)4\/M )), where I, denotes

ite
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TABLE I: Computational Complexity and Performance of Proposed Algorithms.

Proposed Decoding Power Reflection Deployment Complexit Performance
Algorithm order allocation coefficients location P Y
Exhaustive Monotonic Exhaustive K M 1 4 /7 Upper
MO-EX-NOMA search optimization search o (573 (I“'fl()gz B (max (M, 2K — 1) AI)) bound
Monotonic Exhaustive 1 M 1 J 4 o Upper
MO-EX-FDMA optimization search o (?3 (I”elOg2 8 (max (M, K) Af)) bound
EX-TDMA Closcd—.lorm Exhaustive o Oplupa]
solution search ¢3 solution
Proposed Alternating A [. 3.5, S J 4 1 Suboptimal
AO-NOMA scheme optimization O(N‘J“"‘(GK +4) +I”‘E(max (M,2K—1) Mlog ?))) solution
Alternating A 3.5, 1S J 4 el Suboptimal
AO-FDMA optimization O(Nsl""'e((ZK +4) +I”E(max MK =17V Mlog '))) solution
AO-TDMA Al?en.mtlpg o ((QK + 4>3‘5) Subopl}mal
optimization solution

the number of iterations needed for the convergence of Algorithm 3. The total complexity of one
iteration in Algorithm 4 is O <(3K +4)*° 4 15, <max (M, 2K — 1)4\/M>>. Let I} denote the
number of iterations needed for the convergence of Algorithm 4, then the overall complexity of
the “AO-NOMA” algorithm is as shown in Table I. The complexity of “AO-FDMA” and “AO-
TDMA” can also be analyzed in a similar manner.

Comparing the performance of the proposed algorithms, the solution obtained with the MO
based algorithm serves as an upper bound for the optimal solution of the original problem, since
SDR enlarges the feasible set of the IRS reflection coefficients. With the closed-form solutions
for the optimal IRS reflection coefficients, “EX-TDMA” is capable of finding the global optimal
solution. Furthermore, the AO based algorithms provide a suboptimal solution for the original

problems. The tightness of the upper bound and the suboptimal solutions will be evaluated in

Section VI
VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, numerical results are provided to evaluate the effectiveness of proposed designs.
We consider a scenario with X' = 4 users. The AP is located at b = (0, O,5)T meters and
the kth user is located at uy = (25 + 5k, 0, 1.5)T meters. The IRS deployment region is set
as s € ) = {(xs,f), 5)T 130 < x5 < 45}. The horizontal locations of AP, IRS, and users are

illustrated in Fig. 3. The UPA at the IRS is parallel to the z — 2 plane. For the number of IRS

A
5

elements, we set M}, = 5 and increase M, linearly with M. The element spacing is set to d; =
The path loss exponents of the AP-IRS and IRS-user links are set as a4; = oy = 2.2. The Rician
factors of the AP-IRS and IRS-user links are set as 54; = Sy = 3 dB. We consider two different
user rate weight vectors, namely, w; = [0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4] and wy = [0.25,0.25,0.25, 0.25]. For
the other parameters, we set py = —30 dB and the noise power is 02 = —90 dBm. All WSR
results are obtained as follows: run the proposed algorithms once based on the LoS components

to determine the IRS deployment location, and then again for each of the 100 independent

channel realizations to obtain the average WSR.
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Fig. 3: Simulated IRS-assisted 4-user communica-  Fig. 4: Convergence of the proposed upper bound
tion scenario (top view). and suboptimal algorithms for NOMA and FDMA.

A. Selection of the Value of A for Local Region Optimization

For the considered simulation setup in Fig. 3, to ensure that the AoAs/AoDs are approximately
constant for our proposed local region optimization method, the value of A should satisfy the

following condition A
- S Emax- (66)
Ys

Condition (66) means that the ratio of the maximum horizontal location change A along the
z-axis and the horizontal distance between the IRS and the x-axis is below a threshold e,,.x.
Therefore, the value of A can be obtained as A < e,,.,ys. Though very small values of &,
increase the accuracy of the approximation, they also increase the number of iterations needed for
convergence. To balance between accuracy and complexity, in this paper, the threshold is set to

) <0.05

€max = 0.01 and A = 0.05 meter. Therefore, the constraint in (44) becomes Hxs - xgl)

for the considered simulation setup. Furthermore, the number of initialized candidate local points

7 1 A/ 1t u NS:42,J r(O) rfar " [ r—\T\

55 6
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Fig. 5: WSR versus the number of IRS elements. Fig. 6: WSR versus total transmit power.
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B. Convergence of Proposed Algorithms

Fig. 4 illustrates the convergence of the proposed upper bound and suboptimal algorithms for
NOMA and FDMA for user rate weight vector w;. For a fair comparison, the convergence for
both algorithms was studied for a given IRS deployment location and a given user decoding
order. The maximum transmit power is set to Py.. = 30 dBm and the number of reflecting
elements is set to M = 50. As illustrated in Fig. 4, the proposed upper bound and suboptimal
algorithms converge as the number of iterations increase. Specifically, the proposed upper bound
algorithm converges in less than 100 iterations and the proposed suboptimal algorithm converges
to a similar value in less than 15 iterations, which is consistent with Remark 4. The proposed
suboptimal algorithm converges significantly faster than the proposed upper bound algorithm. It
is also observed that the performance gap between the upper bound and the suboptimal solution
is negligible, which illustrates the effectiveness of the proposed AO algorithms.

C. WSR versus M and P«
In this subsection, we investigate the achieved WSR of the proposed algorithms. For compar-

ison, we also consider the following benchmark scheme:
« Random Location (RL)-X: In this case, the IRS location is randomly selected within

the feasible region. The other optimization variables are obtained with the proposed AO

algorithms. “X” stands for the employed MA scheme.

Fig. 5 shows the WSR versus the number of IRS reflecting elements M for P,., = 30 dBm
and user rate weight vector w. First, we observe that the achieved WSR of all schemes increases
with M, since a larger number of IRS reflecting elements leads to higher passive array gains.
In particular, NOMA has the best performance since all users can be served simultaneously in
every time-frequency resource block. For the OMA schemes, TDMA achieves a higher WSR than
FDMA due to the time selectivity of the IRS, which allows the users for TDMA to be served with
the best channel power gains. Furthermore, it can be observed that the proposed suboptimal AO
algorithms are capable of achieving near-optimal performance, closely approaching the proposed
upper bound. Regarding the benchmark scheme, a considerable performance loss is observed for
all three MA schemes, which underscores the importance of optimizing IRS deployment.

Fig. 6 shows the WSR versus transmit power P, for M = 20 and user rate weight vector wy.
The WSR of all schemes increase as Py, increases and the performance gain of NOMA over

OMA becomes more pronounced for larger transmit powers. The proposed suboptimal solutions
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cause a negligible performance loss compared to the proposed upper bound. The random IRS
deployment locations lead to a worse performance compared to the proposed algorithms.
D. Optimal IRS Deployment Locations of Different Transmission Schemes

Fig. 7 shows the optimal IRS deployment location obtained by the proposed AO algorithms for
different MA schemes with user weight vetors w; and ws. The transmit power is Py.x = 30 dBm
and M = 50. For the case of w; = [0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4], the optimal IRS horizontal location for
NOMA is (44.2,5) meter, while the optimized IRS horizontal locations for TDMA and FDMA
are almost the same at (39.3,5) meter. Since users 3 and 4 have larger rate weights, the IRS
for both NOMA and OMA is deployed to enhance the received signal strength of these users.
However, the IRS deployment strategy for OMA is more symmetric across all users than that

for NOMA. This phenomenon can be explained based on the path loss model for IRS-assisted

links, which is given by L;gsy = %%z Under the simulation setup considered in Fig. 3, the
Al IU,k

channel power gain of user k increases when the IRS gets close, and decreases when it moves
away. Therefore, for OMA, the IRS is deployed to enhance the channel power gains of users
3 and 4 while keeping the channel power gains of users 1 and 2 at a moderately high level.
However, for NOMA, the IRS is deployed to increase the channel power gain of user 4 and to
decrease the channel power gains of the other users. By doing so, the channel conditions of the
users become more distinctive, which is a preferable setting for NOMA transmission. For the
case of wy = [0.25,0.25,0.25,0.25], the optimal IRS horizontal locations for NOMA, FDMA,
and TDMA are (30,5) meter, (34.3,5) meter, and (34.7,5) meter, respectively. Though each
user has the same rate weight, the IRS for both NOMA and OMA is deployed closer to users 1
and 2 who are closer to the AP. The IRS deployment location for OMA enhances the channel

power gains of users 2, 3, and 4 while slightly sacrificing some channel power gain of user

6 55
—E— AO-NOMA with exhaustive search user ordering

- re 5 AO-NOMA with random u:
g % | [# * i

al Wy, =[0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25] wy =[0.10.20304] |

> w,=[01,0203,04]

y(m)
w
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Fig. 7: Optimal IRS deployment location for differ-  Fig. 8: WSR of different user ordering schemes with
ent schemes and user weight vectors. Prax = 30 dBm.
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1. For NOMA, it is preferable to deploy the IRS in an asymmetric manner to achieve distinct
channel conditions for different users. The results in Fig. 7 provide useful guidelines for IRS
deployment for different MA schemes.
E. Impact of Decoding Order Design

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance achieved by the proposed user ordering
scheme. For comparison, we also consider the performance of two benchmark schemes. For
benchmark scheme 1, the optimal decoding order is obtained with the exhaustive search. For
benchmark scheme 2, the decoding order of the users is selected randomly. The other optimization
variables are optimized with the proposed AO algorithm. Fig. 8 shows that the proposed user
ordering scheme achieves almost the same performance as the exhaustive search scheme, which
confirms the effectiveness of the proposed scheme. In addition, random user ordering suffers
from a substantial performance loss as compared to the other two schemes, which demonstrates
the importance of a careful user decoding order design for IRS-assisted NOMA transmission.
We can also observe that the WSR achieved with w; is higher than that with wy. This is due to
the fact that the communication rate of the strongest user contributes the most to the WSR for
NOMA. Therefore, assigning the highest rate weight to the strongest user in general leads to a

higher WSR.
VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, the joint IRS deployment and MA design for downlink IRS-assisted multi-
user networks was investigated. The IRS deployment location, the reflection coefficients of
the IRS, and the power allocation at the AP were jointly optimized for maximization of the
WSR for NOMA, FDMA, and TDMA. To solve the resulting non-convex problems, MO and
AO based algorithms were developed to obtain a performance upper bound and high-quality
suboptimal solutions. Our numerical results showed that the proposed suboptimal algorithms
are capable of achieving near-optimal performance and that a significant performance gain can
be achieved by optimizing the IRS deployment location. Furthermore, our results also revealed
that an asymmetric IRS deployment strategy is preferable for NOMA, while a symmetric IRS
deployment strategy is superior for OMA. This insight provides useful guidelines for practical
IRS implementation.

In this work, the deployment of one IRS was considered to improve communication in a quasi-
static scenario with spatially close users, which may be ineffective when the users are widely

distributed and/or high-mobility. For such scenarios, the optimal deployment of multiple IRSs
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or mobile IRSs (e.g., based on IRSs mounted on intelligent unmanned vehicles) is a promising

direction for future research.
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