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Abstract—Intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) are being stud-
ied as possible low-cost energy-efficient alternatives to active
relays, with the goal of solving the coverage issues of millimeter
wave (mmWave) and terahertz (THz) network deployments. In
the literature, these surfaces are often studied by idealizing
their characteristics. Notably, it is often assumed that IRSs
can tune with arbitrary frequency the phase-shifts induced by
their elements, thanks to a wire-like control channel to the
next generation node base (gNB). Instead, in this work we
investigate an IRS-aided time division multiple access (TDMA)
cellular network, where the reconfiguration of the IRS may entail
an energy or communication cost, and we aim at limiting the
number of reconfigurations over time. We develop a clustering-
based heuristic scheduling, which optimizes the system sum-rate
subject to a given number of reconfigurations within the TDMA
frame. To such end, we first cluster user equipments (UEs)
with a similar optimal IRS configuration. Then, we compute
an overall IRS cluster configuration, which can be thus kept
constant while scheduling the whole UEs cluster. Numerical
results show that our approach is effective in supporting IRSs-
aided systems with practical constraints, achieving up to 85% of
the throughput obtained by an ideal deployment, while providing
a 50% reduction in the number of IRS reconfigurations.

Index Terms—intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRS), 5G, 6G,
block-static.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ever-increasing growth of mobile traffic has called both
academia and industry to identify and develop solutions for
extending the radio spectrum beyond the crowded sub-6 GHz
bands. As a result of these efforts, the latest iteration of the
cellular standard, i.e., 5G NR, has introduced the support for
communication in the millimeter wave (mmWave) bands [1].
Moreover, the use of terahertz (THz) frequencies is being
investigated as a possible key technology enabler for 6G
networks as well [2].

However, mmWave and beyond frequencies exhibit chal-
lenging propagation conditions, mainly due to the severe path
loss and susceptibility to blockages [3]. To mitigate these
limitations, a possible solution is to densify the network, i.e.,
to reduce the cell radius of 5G and beyond base stations with
respect to sub-6 GHz ones. Unfortunately, this approach is
proving to be unfeasible for network operators, since trenching
and deploying the necessary fiber backhaul links usually
represents a financial and logistical hurdle [4]. This issue
is exacerbated in remote areas, where the limited access to
electrical power and the lower user equipment (UE) density

limit even further the feasibility of deploying dense networks
from a business standpoint [5].

In light of this, intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) are
being investigated as possible solutions to overcome the harsh
propagation conditions exhibited by mmWave and THz bands
in a cost- and energy-efficient manner [6]. Specifically, IRSs
are network entities whose radiating elements can passively
tune the phase-shift of impinging signals. Therefore, they can
be used to beamform the reflected signal towards a virtually
arbitrary destination (i.e., the receiver), hence improving the
signal quality without an active amplification [7].

Despite the substantial research hype, it must be noted that
most studies that consider IRSs as promising solutions for
limiting mmWave and THz coverage holes rely on assumptions
which are unlikely to be satisfied in actual real-world de-
ployments. Specifically, a significant body of literature studies
IRSs under the premise of the presence of an ideal control
channel among the latter and the base station [8]–[11]. Instead,
actual deployments will likely feature a wireless IRS control
channel, possibly implemented with low-cost and low-power
technologies [12], [13]. In turn, this will introduce constraints
on the reconfiguration period of the IRS, which needs to be
synchronized with the base station in order to beamform the
signal towards the UE served during the specific transmission
time interval (TTI) [6].

Additionally, early IRS control circuitry prototypes, which
indeed have a low power consumption (i.e., in the order of
hundreds of mW), exhibit non-negligible phase-shifts recon-
figuration time [14]. Thus, a constraint on the re-configuration
period should be accounted for to ensure system synchro-
nization. In this regard, it is of interest to (i) investigate the
magnitude of the performance degradation experienced by
IRS-aided systems when considering such practical constraints
and (ii) design algorithms that aim at mitigating these limita-
tions.

The whole problem of assigning resources with multifaceted
parameters in a potentially large network is not new to
cellular scheduling, in particular it can be found to coordinated
multipoint (CoMP) or similar multidimensional allocations,
where it can be solved by assigning repeated patterns so as to
save complexity [15], [16], and at the same time identifying
allocation clusters in a distributed fashion [17], [18].

In a sense, we can think of exploiting these ideas in the
entirely different context of designing a low-cost control for
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Figure 1. TDMA scheduling for IRS-assisted multi-UE communication.

an IRS. In more detail, we consider a time division multiple
access (TDMA)-scheduled communication system in which an
IRS, shared among multiple UEs to improve their performance
in terms of end-to-end signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR), can be
reconfigurated a limited number of times per radio time frame.
To this end, we propose a time division scheduling policy,
based on clustering algorithms, which aims to provide through-
put enhancements in IRS-aided network deployments with
practical constraints. In particular, we present the capacity-
weighted clustering (CWC) technique, which is shown to be
very effective in guaranteeing high system sum-rate perfor-
mance despite the aforementioned constraints.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the system model and we present the sum-rate
optimization problem. In Section III, we provide a heuris-
tic solution aiming at maximizing the system sum-rate. In
Section IV, we discuss the numerical results and compare
different scheduling solutions. Finally, Section V draws the
main conclusions.

Notation: Scalars are denoted by italic letters, vectors and
matrices by boldface lowercase and uppercase letters, respec-
tively, and sets are denoted by calligraphic uppercase letters.
diag(a) indicates a square diagonal matrix with the elements
of a on the principal diagonal. AH denotes the conjugate
transpose of matrix A. Finally, [A]ij denotes the scalar value
in the i-th row and j-th column of matrix A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider downlink data transmission for the multi-
UE multiple input-multiple output (MIMO) communication
system shown in Fig. 1, wherein the transmission from the
next generation node base (gNB) to the K UEs is assisted by
an IRS.

The gNB and the UEs are equipped with Ng and Nk

antennas, respectively. We assume that the system operates
either in the mmWave or the THz bands and that the direct
link between the gNB and the UEs is unavailable due to a
deep blockage. As a consequence, the gNB transmits signals
to the UEs by exploiting the virtual line-of-sight (LoS) link

offered by the IRS. Time is divided into frames, each split into
K slots, and each UE is served exactly once in a frame.

IRS Model: The NI elements of the IRS act each as
an omnidirectional antenna unit that reflects the impinging
electromagnetic field, by introducing a tunable phase shift
on the baseband-equivalent signal model. We denote with
φn = ejθn the reflection coefficient of the n-th IRS ele-
ment, where θn ∈ [−π, π) is the induced phase shift. Since
recent works argue that continuous-phase shifts are hardly
implementable in practice [19], we also consider the case
of quantized configurations, in which phase shifts are chosen
from a discrete set Pθ =

{
0, 2π

2b
, . . . , 2π(2

b−1)
2b

}
, being b > 0

the number of bits employed to control the quantized phase
shifts.

We denote with H(f) ∈ CNI×Ng the gNB-IRS channel
matrix and with Gk(f) ∈ CNU×NI the channel matrix of the
link between the IRS and UE k. We consider single-stream
transmissions, with wgk ∈ CNg×1 and wUk

∈ CNU×1 defined
as the beamforming vectors at the gNB and the UE k. Let xk
be the single-stream signal transmitted by the gNB to UE k,
the received signal can be then expressed as

zk = wT
Uk

GkΦHwgkxk + wT
Uk

nk. (1)

where nk ∈ CNU×1 represents the circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian noise vector with zero-mean and variance
σ2
n and Φ ∈ CNI×NI is the IRS configuration, i.e., a diagonal

matrix defined as Φ = diag(φ1, . . . , φNI). Note that specific
IRS configurations can be adopted for different UEs. Accord-
ingly, in the following Φ(k) denotes the configuration adopted
when UE k is served.

The SNR at UE k, with IRS configuration Φ(k), is given
by

Γk(Φ(k)) =
|wT

Uk
GkΦ(k)Hwgk |2σ2

x

|wUk
|2σ2

n

, (2)

where σ2
x is the signal power. In general, different IRS

configurations should be adopted for each UE to maximize
its ownSNR, based on its position in the cell and the channel
conditions. The goal of this paper, however, is to limit the IRS
reconfigurations as discussed in Section I. Heuristic algorithms
able to maximize UEs performance while complying with this
requirement will be presented in Section III.

A. Sum-rate Optimization Problem

The number of IRS reconfigurations may be limited, with
the goal of accounting for practical limitations that might arise
in realistic deployments.

i reducing the power consumption of the control circuitry
and ii taking into account for the limitations incurred by a
realistic control channel to the gNB. On the downside, achiev-
ing this goal usually leads to SNR degradation as sub-optimal
IRS configurations might be adopted to serve some UEs. To
mitigate this effect, we formulate a constrained optimization
problem on the average system sum-rate. In the following, the
constraint on the maximum number of reconfigurations within



a time frame will be referred to as the block-static constraint.
For the latter, we assume the following:

1. at most Z IRS reconfigurations can occur within a time
frame;

2. the gNB serves the K UEs by partitioning them into Z
disjoint subsets U1, . . . ,UZ , with Z ≤ K;

3. for each UEs subset Uz , the same IRS configuration Φ(z)

is kept, i.e., Φ(k) = Φ(z),∀k ∈ Uz,∀ 1 ≤ z ≤ Z.
Let C = {Φ(1),Φ(2), . . . ,Φ(Z)} be the set of IRS configura-
tions corresponding to subsets U1, . . . ,UZ . The average system
sum-rate within a time frame is defined as

R(U1, . . . ,UZ , C) =

Z∑
z=1

∑
k∈Uz

log2

(
1 + Γk(Φ(z)

)
, (3)

where Γk(Φ(z)) is the SNR experienced by the k-th UE when
using the IRS configuration Φ(z).

The optimization problem is thus formulated as

argmax
U1,...,UZ ,C

R(U1, . . . ,UZ , C), (4a)

s.t. θn,z ∈ [−π, π), (4b)

where θn,z = ∠[Φ(z)]n,n, for n = 1, . . . , NI.

III. CONSTRAINED SUM-RATE OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we provide a heuristic solution to (4).
Specifically, we first present two clustering-based approaches
to identify and group UEs with a similar optimal IRS con-
figuration. Then, we solve the scheduling problem on the
identified clusters with a TDMA approach. We compute the
UEs clusters by first estimating the optimal individual IRS
configuration, i.e., the configurations leading to the maximum
rate when considering only one of the UEs in Sec. III-A. These
configurations would solve (4) for Z = K, as in this case all
UEs are served in a TDMA fashion and with their optimal
IRS configuration, denoted as Φ∗(k). The phase coefficients
of the optimal IRS configuration matrices are then chosen as
the initial points of a procedure leveraging arbitrary clustering
algorithms in the NI-dimensional space, as explained in Sec.
III-A. Finally, we propose ad hoc clustering techniques in Sec.
III-C.

A. Individual Optimal IRS Configurations

In MIMO systems, both gNB and UEs adopt properly tuned
beamformers to steer the signal towards the spatial direction
providing the highest channel gain [20]. For the optimization
of the IRS configuration of each individual UE, we adopt a
procedure similar to the one presented in [21], focusing on the
single-stream transmissions. The optimal beamforming vectors
wUk

and wgk coincide with the singular vectors corresponding
to the highest singular value of the wireless channel matrix. In
principle, one could thus estimate wUk

and wgk by applying
singular value decomposition on the overall cascade channel
matrix

GkΦ(k)H = UΣV H , (5)

and obtaining the right and left singular vectors of GkΦ(k)H
as the columns of V and U and the corresponding singular
values as the diagonal entries of Σ. Notice, though, that the
cascade channel itself depends on the specific IRS configu-
ration Φ(k), which in our formulation represents one of the
optimization variables. Indeed, for fixed wUk

and wgk we can
solve

Φ∗(k) = argmax
Φ(k)

Γk(Φ(k)), s.t. (4b). (6)

By defining vk = wT
Uk

G and uk = Hwgk and re-writing the
received signal power as

|vkΦ(k)uk|2 =

∣∣∣∣∣
NI∑
n=1

|[vk]n||[uk]n|ej(∠[vk]n+θn+∠[uk]n)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(7)
Then, it is sufficient to observe that the SNR is maximized
when the phase shifts introduced by the IRS align the phase-
shifts accumulated along the various paths, i.e., when

θn = −(∠[vk]n + ∠[uk]n), ∀n. (8)

To overcome this interdependence between optimal IRS
configurations and beamforming vectors we resort to an it-
erative alternate optimization approach. In particular, we first
estimate the optimal beamforming vectors for a given IRS con-
figuration using (5). Then, we plug the derived beamformers
into (6) and obtain the corresponding optimal IRS configu-
ration. We repeat this two-step procedure until convergence,
which is usually reached in very few iterations. For practical
purposes, we assume the convergence is reached when the
individual rate achieved in two consecutive iterations differs by
less than 10−4. It must be noted that the number of iterations
needed grows with the number of considered antennas and IRS
phase shifters. However, with our assumptions, convergence is
always reached in less than 10 iterations.

B. Clustering-based TDMA scheduling

For an approximated, but close-to-optimal solution to (4),
we resort to a clustering-based approach. Our proposed clus-
tering algorithms estimate both the subsets of UEs U1, . . . ,UZ
and the set of respective IRS configurations C. In particular,
they operate on the phase vector space. Points to be clustered
are identified by the IRS phase shifts vector, i.e.,[

∠[φ]0, . . . ,∠[φ]NI

]T
= [θ0, . . . , θNI ]

T
, (9)

which maps each IRS configuration Φ to a point in a discrete
grid on the continuous space [0, 2π]

NI .
The general clustering-based procedure works as follows:

1. find Φ∗(k), ∀k, i.e., the optimal IRS configurations for
each UE,

2. build the UE subsets Uz, z = 1, . . . , Z by using an
arbitrary clustering algorithm,

3. assign Φ(z) to all k ∈ Uz



C. Capacity-Weighted Clustering

With the aim of maximizing the average system sum rate,
we now present the CWC algorithm. The algorithm performs
a variable number of iterations until reaching convergence,
i.e., until the sum rate difference with the previous step is
negligible. Let Φ

(z)
i be the centroid of the z-th cluster at

iteration i. UEs are initially sorted in decreasing order of
achievable SNR. The algorithm selects the Z UEs providing
the best performance with their optimal IRS configurations and
sets Φ

(z)
1 = Φ∗(k), k = 1, . . . , Z, z = 1, . . . , Z as the initial

centroids. Then, each UE k > Z is assigned to z∗k , defined as
the cluster whose centroid provides the lowest rate difference
with respect to the ideal configuration as

z∗ = argmin
z

log2

(
1 + Γk(Φ∗(k))

1+Γk(Φ
(z)
i )

)
, (10)

where we exploit the well-known logarithm sum property. Af-
ter the assignments of all the remaining UEs, the coordinates
of the centroids need to be updated. At iteration i+ 1 the new
centroid of cluster z is computed as the average of all data
points belonging to it, weighted by their achievable rate when
adopting the centroid as

Φ
(z)
i+1 =

∑
k∈Uz Φ

∗(k) log2

(
1 + Γk(Φ

(z)
i )
)

∑
k∈Uz log2

(
1 + Γk(Φ

(z)
i )
) . (11)

We repeat this two-step procedure until convergence, which
is usually reached in very few iterations, provided that the
considered the number of antennas and IRS phase shifters
is relatively limited. However, in the case of massive MIMO
systems, this procedure could reach high degrees of complex-
ity, thus we also propose another low-complexity clustering
algorithm, denoted as one shot CWC (OS-CWC).

D. One-Shot Capacity-Weighted Clustering

As a low-complexity heuristic clustering solution to problem
(4) we propose OS-CWC. As for CWC, UEs are sorted in de-
creasing order of achievable rate and the Z IRS configurations
making the UEs achieving highest rate are chosen as clusters
centroids. Then, instead of associating points to clusters and
recomputing the coordinates of the centroids at each iteration,
the algorithm stops upon the initial association. Therefore, the
computed centroids are exactly the optimal configurations of
the Z UEs achieving the highest individual rate.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we assess via simulation the performance
of an IRS-aided system with practical constraints. In the 2-D
plane, we consider a urban micro-cell (UMi) cell [22], with the
gNB placed at the origin. The coverage area is delimited by
the 120° field-of-view (FoV) of the gNB and the cell radius,
according to the specification, is fixed to 167 m. K = 100
UEs are uniformly deployed UEs within the cell coverage area,
to be served in the downlink by the gNB assisted by anIRS
with (x, y) coordinates of (75, 100) m. We remark that the

direct links between gNB and all UEs are assumed to exhibit
severe attenuation due to blockage, thus being not exploitable
for data transmission. The gNB is equipped with an 8 × 8
uniform planar array (UPA) antenna panel (Ng = 64) and all
UEs with uniform linear arrays (ULAs) of NU = 2 antennas.
For the IRS size, if not specified in the following, we adopt
a 40 × 80 reflective panel (NI = 3200).The transmission
power at the gNB is set to 33 dBm, while the noise power
spectral density at the receivers is −174 dBm/Hz. Finally,
the total system bandwidth is 100 MHz. We consider the
3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) TR 38.901 spatial
channel model [22], wherein channel matrices are computed
based on the superposition of different clusters of rays, each
one arriving (departing) to (from) the antenna arrays with
specific angles and powers. Finally, we assume that the gNB-
IRS link exhibits a LoS path, while the IRS-UE links are in
non-line-of-sight (NLoS) conditions.

A. Clustering Algorithms Benchmark

The performance of our proposed scheduling strategies, i.e.,
CWC and OS-CWC, is compared to that achieved by the
following traditional clustering algorithms.

K-means (KM): KM clustering [23] aims at finding Z
disjoint clusters minimizing the within-cluster sum of squares.
To perform KM clustering, we here consider the well-known
Lloyd algorithm [24], which randomly selects Z points in
the space of phase vectors as the initial centroids. Then, it
assigns each data point to the closest centroid, i.e., the one with
the smallest squared Euclidean distance. The set of centroids
is then re-computed as the average of all data points that
belong to each cluster. These steps are repeated until either
convergence is met, or a maximum number of iterations (here
fixed to 100) is reached.

Agglomerative hierarchical clustering (HC): The ag-
glomerative HC [25] is a clustering technique that partitions a
set of data points into disjoint clusters by iteratively merging
points into clusters, until the target number of partitions is met.
In particular, the clusters are initialized as the optimal phase
vectors, which thus act as the respective centroids. Then, the
average Euclidean distance between all pairs of data points
in any two clusters is evaluated. The closest pair of clusters
is then merged into a new single cluster whose centroid is
computed as the average of all its data points. The procedure
is repeated until the number of clusters is equal to Z.

Finally, we also consider two bounds on the scheduling
performance. The former is an achievable lower bound based
on random clustering, where the UEs are randomly partitioned
into Z clusters, and each cluster centroid is computed as the
average of all data points in the cluster. Thus, it is reasonable
to expect that any sensible algorithm performs better than this
trivial solution. The latter, denoted as unclustered scheduling,
assumes that all UEs are served with their optimal IRS
configuration. This is clearly an upper bound that violates the
constraint on the minimum reconfiguration period, but can be
regarded as the limit case when Z = K, thus all UEs belong
to a cluster with cardinality one.
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B. Scheduling Performance

Fig. 2 shows the average rate per slot as a function of the
number of clusters Z. It can be observed that all the scheduling
policies are increasing with respect to Z, and they converge
to the unclustered policy. This is motivated by the fact that
a higher number of clusters leads to a smaller intra-cluster
average distance, which eventually becomes 0 for all clusters
when Z = K. In turn, this metric relates to “how far" a
given UE ideal configuration is from the centroid, i.e., the
configuration which will be used by all the UEs which belong
to the cluster. Among the considered clustering policies, CWC
and OS-CWC provide the highest sum-rate thanks to the
bias towards UEs which achieve a good signal quality when
served using their optimal IRS configuration. Finally, the gap
between CWC and OS-CWC is negligible, which suggests
that UEs’ ideal configurations belong to well-defined isolated
regions of the phase-vector space. As a consequence, a single
iteration in the clustering procedure is enough to achieve good
performance, which implies a good scalability of the proposed
technique.

Fig. 3 depicts the impact of the number of IRS radiating
elements on the system performance, when considering the
CWC policy. As expected, the achievable rate increases as
we use bigger IRSs, regardless of the number of clusters.
Furthermore, it can be noted that varying the number of
reflecting elements has an impact on the number of clusters
that are needed to provide the maximum achievable rate
as well. Indeed, the number of possible IRS configurations
increases as we consider arrays featuring additional antenna
elements, as the reflected beams get progressively narrower. In
turn, this decreases the likelihood of UEs exhibiting the same
(or similar) ideal configurations. We remark that our proposed
solution is able to almost provide the optimal rate with as few
as 20 clusters for small-sized IRSs, i.e., featuring 10× 20 or
20× 40 arrays.
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Figure 3. Average sum-rate as a function of the number of IRS radiating
elements.
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Figure 4. Average sum-rate as a function of the IRS phase-shifters quantiza-
tion resolution.

Finally, Fig.4 shows the average sum-rate as a function
of the maximum number of clusters computed by the CWC
algorithm, for different numbers of bits b used for the IRS
phase shifts quantization. Results show that considering non-
ideal phase-shifters leads to a considerable rate degradation
when UEs are in this particular SNR region. In particular,
considering a b = 1 quantization at the IRS incurs up to a 60%
reduction in the achieved rate with respect to the continuous
case. Instead, such a gap is not as dramatic when considering
higher resolution phase-shifters.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have considered a MIMO communication
system, in which a gNB that serves multiple UEs experiences
a deep blockage and is thus assisted by an IRS possibly having
practical constraints on his configuration period. We have



considered a TDMA scheduling of downlink transmissions,
and we have formulated an optimization problem that aims
at maximizing the average system rate subject to a fixed
number of IRS reconfigurations per radio time frame. We
have mitigated the performance degradation caused by such a
limitation by proposing clustering-based scheduling policies,
which group UEs with similar ideal IRS configurations. This
allows to reduce the number of configurations as all the UEs
belonging to a specific cluster are served with the same IRS
parameters.

We have analyzed the sum-rate performance of the proposed
clustering-based approaches and highlighted the benefit of
adopting a rate-driven clustering with respect to the traditional
KM or HC algorithms. The obtained results show that our
approach is effective in guaranteeing up to 85% of the through-
put obtained by an ideal deployment (with no reconfiguration
constraints) while providing a 50% reduction in the number
of IRS reconfigurations.
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