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Abstract—The explosive development of the Internet of Things
(IoT) has led to increased interest in mobile edge comput-
ing (MEC), which provides computational resources at net-
work edges to accommodate computation-intensive and latency-
sensitive applications. Intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) have
gained attention as a solution to overcome blockage problems
during the offloading uplink transmission in MEC systems. This
paper explores IRS-aided multi-cell networks that enable servers
to serve neighboring cells and cooperate to handle resource
exhaustion. We aim to minimize the joint energy and latency
cost, by jointly optimizing computation tasks, edge computing
resources, user beamforming, and IRS phase shifts. The problem
is decomposed into two subproblems—the MEC subproblem and
the IRS communication subproblem—using the block coordinate
descent (BCD) technique. The MEC subproblem is reformulated
as a nonconvex quadratic constrained problem (QCP), while the
IRS communication subproblem is transformed into a weight-
sum-rate problem with auxiliary variables. We propose an
efficient algorithm to iteratively optimize MEC resources and IRS
communication until convergence. Numerical results show that
our algorithm outperforms benchmarks and that multi-cell MEC
systems achieve additional performance gains when supported by
IRS.

Index Terms—Intelligent Reflecting Surface, Mobile Edge
Computing, Multi-cell Networks

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the substantial growth of mobile devices
(MDs) with limited memory space and computation power
in the Internet-of-Things (IoT) era motivates the development
of novel computational architectures [1], [2]. As an emerging
network structure, mobile edge computing (MEC) pushes
abundant computational resources to the edges of the networks
[3]. This distributed computing paradigm tends to replace
centralized cloud computing and shorten the communication
distance to meet the continuously growing demand for novel
intelligent applications such as augmented reality and virtual
reality [4]–[8].
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Although MEC can effectively enable various latency-
sensitive and computation-intensive services, the blockage
of the line of sight (LoS) links between MDs and access
points (APs) prevents the system from unleashing its full
potential [9], [10]. As an emerging technology, intelligent
reflecting surfaces (IRSs) can proactively reconfigure the wire-
less propagation channels to alleviate the blockage problems
of LoS links via an intelligent coordination of the reflecting
signals [11], [12]. IRS is comprised of a large number of
low-cost passive reflecting elements, each of which can be
adjusted in real-time to tune the amplitude and phase of the
reflecting signals without using costly and power-hungry radio
frequency (RF) chains [13], [14]. Since IRS can tackle the
propagation-induced impairment and interference issues in the
wireless channel by building the virtual LoS links, deploying
IRS in MEC system dramatically improves the offloading
performance of MDs when the communication environment
is complex [15]. Specifically, MDs can offload their tasks to
the MEC server without incurring higher energy consumption
through high-capacity uplink wireless channels provided by
IRS with reduced transmission latency.

A key challenge raised by IRS-aided MEC is how to balance
the limited energy and computing resources of the system
with the stringent latency requirements of their tasks. Although
the computation resource of the MEC server with stationary
power is sufficient compared to MDs, the demand for edge
computing remains unpredictable with the rapidly changing
mobile network environment. Thus, to tackle the resource
exhaustion challenge, MEC servers in neighboring cells can
be activated to serve users at the cell edge in a collaborative
manner. Moreover, the adjacent cells will reuse the same
frequency resources, leading to severe inter-cell interference
for the users at the cell edge. With the development of 5G
technologies and the widespread deployment of base stations,
the density of base stations is increasing and expected to reach
up to 50 base stations per square kilometer [16]. This creates
a multicell MEC environment where users may be within the
overlapped coverage of multiple base stations simultaneously
[17]. However, to our best knowledge, it is still a challenging
yet open issue on the multi-cell IRS-aided MEC, which usually
leads to complicated joint resource allocation problems.

A. Related Work

Since the channel capacity for task offloading is critical
to the performance of MEC, researchers introduced novel
communication techniques to support MEC with low latency

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

03
55

6v
1 

 [
cs

.N
I]

  5
 M

ay
 2

02
3



2

and high energy efficiency [10]. IRS is one of the promising
communication techniques that can construct virtual LoS links
when the LoS paths are blocked [7]. IRS uses massive re-
flecting elements to improve the offloading efficiency of MEC
by enhancing both the latency and energy performance. [18],
[19] both considered applying IRS in MEC system to enhance
the edge computing performance. Specifically, an IRS-aided
edge inference system was investigated in [18], where the
allocation of inference tasks, downlink transmit beamforming,
and phase shift of the IRS were jointly optimized. In [19],
a distributed optimization algorithm was proposed to solve
the joint power control and passive beamforming optimization
problem of MEC in IRS-mmWave systems. In contrast to
conventional IRS-aided MEC systems, [20] considered the
complex offloading tasks, in which a system that simulta-
neously executed machine learning tasks both at the MEC
server and the users was proposed to optimize the learning
performance. Furthermore, [21] extended the method in [20]
into a more general model, including heterogeneous learning
tasks for broader application prospects.

Latency-efficiency [22]–[24] and energy-efficiency [25]–
[27] are two main metrics that have been discussed in the IRS-
aided MEC system. IRS has been proven beneficial in reducing
the latency of MEC networks [22]. Furthermore, an IRS-
aided device-to-device (D2D) offloading system was proposed
to reduce the computation latency in the MEC system [23].
[24] proposed a time-sharing method that allowed users to
flexibly transmit their data via non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) or time division multiple access (TDMA) in an IRS-
aided MEC system for delay optimization. Apart from the
work that focused on latency optimization in the IRS-aided
MEC system, a well-designed algorithm with the optimization
objective of energy consumption was proposed in an IRS-
aided single-cell multi-user MEC system through NOMA
transmission [25]. An IRS-aided green edge inference system
is considered in [27], where the inference tasks generated from
MDs are uploaded to BS and an overall power consumption
minimization problem is formulated.

By considering the cell-edge users in multi-cell networks
that can offload their computing tasks to multiple MEC
servers, the offloading efficiency can be further enhanced [17],
[28]–[30]. [28] proposed an algorithm with close-to-optimal
performance using randomized rounding to jointly optimize
the deployment of MEC servers and routing requirements in
multi-cell networks. Furthermore, [29] developed an efficient
relaxation-and-rounding-based solution for multi-cell MEC,
considering hotspot mitigation, which is a technique that can
alleviate an overloaded MEC server by migrating its load to the
nearby servers. [17] proposed a Lyapunov optimization-based
online algorithm to solve the resource allocation problem
in multi-cell networks by adaptively balancing the service
migration cost and system performance.

In multi-cell networks, IRS can effectively improve cell-
edge users’ communication quality when it is deployed at the
cell boundary, as IRS can tackle severe co-channel interference
issues from neighboring cells [31]. [32] considered an IRS-
assisted multi-cell multi-band system to minimize the total
transmit power, in which different frequency bands are used by

different BSs. Differently, [33] considered the single frequency
band that deployed an IRS at the cell boundary of multiple
cells to assist the downlink transmission to the cell-edge users
with reduced inter-cell interference and proposed a block
coordinate descent (BCD) aided algorithm. [34] proved that
the IRS-aided multi-cell NOMA network showed superior
performance than the system without IRS. Moreover, [35]
optimized both the sum rate and the energy efficiency in multi-
cell IRS-aided NOMA networks. [36] aimed at maximizing
the minimum achievable rate in multi-cell system by jointly
optimizing the precoding matrix at the BSs and the phase shifts
at the IRS while taking into account the fairness among cell-
edge users.

B. Motivation and Contribution
Although IRS-aided MEC has been studied [18], [19], [22]–

[25], [37]–[39], there are few works focusing on activate
MEC servers in other neighboring cells in IRS-aided MEC
system. In conventional MEC systems, MDs can only offload
their computing tasks to one MEC server. It is challenging
to activate multiple MEC servers to collaboratively serve
a single user to tackle resource exhaustion because of the
complicated joint resource allocation problems. Moreover,
cell-edge deployment of IRS can alleviate severe co-channel
interference from neighboring cells [40], which motivates us
to explore the multi-cell system with multiple MEC servers.
Although [17], [28], [29] explored the multi-cell MEC for
service migration, they did not consider the LoS links blockage
problem that can prevent the MEC systems from unleashing
their full potential. However, the existing IRS-aided MEC
works mainly considered either execution latency [22]–[24]
or energy consumption [25] in MEC systems, lacking joint
optimization of both critical objectives.

Motivated by the aforementioned literature review, we con-
sider the IRS-aided MEC in multi-cell networks, and both
energy consumption and computing latency are designed as the
optimization objectives. We formulate the multi-cell IRS-aided
MEC problem by optimizing the joint metric that consists of
both execution latency and energy consumption. Moreover,
with the help of BCD, the original problem is decomposed
into MEC subproblem and IRS communication subproblem.
Additionally, the IRS communication subproblem is converted
to a difference-of-convex (DC) problem, which is then solved
by the fractional programming (FP) technique and majoriza-
tion minimization (MM) method. The main contributions are
summarized as follows.

1) We develop an IRS-aided MEC model in multi-cell
networks, which enables the cell-edge users to offload
their computing tasks to several MEC servers at different
BSs. We design the weighted optimization metric that
consists of both computing latency and energy con-
sumption. We formulate the minimization problem in
the IRS-aided multi-cell MEC system by optimizing
the computation offloading volume, the edge computing
resources allocated to each device, the beamforming
vector, and the phase-shifting matrix.

2) The problem is decomposed into a MEC subproblem
and an IRS communication subproblem through the
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BCD technique. Specifically, the MEC subproblem is
transformed into a standard quadratic constrained prob-
lem (QCP). The IRS communication subproblem is
transformed into a weight-sum-rate problem with the
help of auxiliary variables.

3) We propose the algorithm named as BCD-FP-DC. De-
composed by BCD, the MEC subproblem in the non-
convex QCP form is solved by a spatial branch-and-
bound method. The IRS communication subproblem in
the weight-sum-rate form is solved by the quadratic FP
and MM methods.

4) We present the numerical results to validate the per-
formance of our proposed BDC-FD-DC algorithm. The
results show that our BCD-FP-DC algorithm can achieve
better performance with a lower system cost than all the
benchmarks under the large size of the IRS elements.
Moreover, the multi-cell IRS-aided MEC framework can
achieve additional performance gains compared to the
multi-cell MEC system without the support of the IRS.

C. Organization and Notation

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the IRS-
aided MEC system model in multi-cell is introduced, and
the cost minimization problem is formulated. In Section III,
the proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm is presented. In Section
IV and Section V, the numerical results and conclusions are
presented, respectively.

Bold lowercase and uppercase letters denote vectors and
matrices, respectively. ‖x‖ refers to the 2-norm of vector
x. ∇f(x) returns the gradient of the function f . diag(x)
returns a diagonal matrix with the elements of vector x on
the main diagonal. |X|, XT , XH , and Tr[X] refer to the
determinant, transpose, conjugate transpose, and trace of a
matrix X, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we consider the uplink IRS-aided
MEC in a multi-cell networks system. In each macro cell, there
is a single BS connected with an MEC server that serves K
cell users. Table I summarizes the important symbols used in
this paper.

A. Communication Model

As shown in Fig. 1, there are K cell-edge users and Q
cells. Each BS and each user in our IRS-aided MEC in multi-
cell networks system have NBS ≥ 1 and NU ≥ 1 antennas,
respectively. We employ an IRS with M reflection elements
at the cell edge to enhance the spectral and energy efficiency
across the whole system by carefully designing the reflecting
phase shift.

For the uplink communication, sq,k is the signal transmitted
to the qth BS from the kth cell-edge user. The signal trans-
mitted by the kth cell-edge user is given by

xk =

Q∑
q=1

Fq,ksq,k, (1)

TABLE I
PARAMETERS NOTATION

Parameters Notation
q, k qth BS and kth user
sq,k Symbol vector transmitted to BS
Fq,k Beamforming vector at the user
Hq,k Baseband channel from user to BS
Gq,R Baseband channel from IRS to BS
HR,k Baseband channel from user to IRS

Φ Diagonal phase-shifting matrix of IRS
θ Phase shift of IRS elements
nq Noise vector
σ2 Variance of noise
Rq,k Achievable data rate (nat/s/Hz)

J Interference-plus-noise covariance matrix
B channel bandwidth
Lk Total number of bits to be processed
`q,k Number of bits to be offloaded
ck Number of CPU cycles required to process a single bit
Dk Time required for computation
Ek Energy consumption
fLk Computational capability at the user
fEq,k Computational capability allocated by MEC server

PE
q,k Transmit power

Ck System cost
ζ Weight factor between energy consumption and latency
ωk Weight of the user

MEC Server

MEC Server

User 𝐾𝐾

BS 𝑞𝑞

BS 𝑞𝑞’

𝐺𝐺𝑞𝑞𝑞,𝑅𝑅

𝐺𝐺𝑞𝑞,𝑅𝑅 𝐻𝐻𝑞𝑞,𝑘𝑘IRS

IRS-BS link

IRS-User link

User-BS link

Offload link

BS 𝑄𝑄
…

𝐻𝐻𝑞𝑞𝑞,𝑘𝑘

𝐻𝐻𝑅𝑅,𝑘𝑘

User 𝑘𝑘

User 1

…

Fig. 1. System model for a multi-cell IRS-aided MEC system with K cell-
edge users and Q cells

where Fq,k is the beamforming vector used by the kth cell-
edge user for transmitting the data vector sq,k to the qth BS.

With the assumption that the channel state information (CSI)
is perfectly known by the system controller [41]–[43], we
mainly focus on the joint optimization of the latency and
energy consumption of the system. The received signal vector
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at the qth BS can be written as

yq =

K∑
k=1

Hq,kxk︸ ︷︷ ︸
From Users

+

K∑
k=1

Gq,RΦHR,kxk︸ ︷︷ ︸
From IRS

+nq, (2)

where Φ = diag{ejθ1 , ejθ2 , ..., ejθM } is the diagonal phase-
shifting matrix of the IRS, nq is the noise vector with variance
as σ2, and θn denotes the phase shift of the nth reflecting
element on the IRS [44]. As shown in Fig. 1, the CSI for
user-BS, IRS-BS, and IRS-user are denoted by Hq,k, Gq,R,
and HR,k, respectively. We introduce H̄q,k to simplify the
expressions, which is defined as

H̄q,k , Hq,k + Gq,RΦHR,k. (3)

Hence, yq can be separated into the signal part and the
interference part, which can be written as

yq =

K∑
k=1

Q∑
n=1

H̄q,kFn,ksn,k + nq

=

K∑
k=1

H̄q,kFq,ksq,k︸ ︷︷ ︸
Signal

+

K∑
k=1

Q∑
n=1,n6=q

H̄q,kFn,ksn,k︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference

+nq.

(4)
Therefore, the achievable data rate of the kth cell-edge user
from the qth BS can be written as

Rq,k = log
∣∣∣I + H̄q,kFq,kF

H
q,kH̄

H
q,kJ

−1
q,k

∣∣∣ , (5)

where the interference-plus-noise covariance matrix Jq,k can
be formulated as

Jq,k =

K∑
m=1,m6=k

H̄q,mFq,mFH
q,mH̄H

q,m

+

K∑
m=1

Q∑
n=1,n6=q

H̄q,kFn,mFH
n,mH̄H

q,k + σ2I.

(6)

Therefore, the achievable data rate of the kth cell-edge user
from the qth BS can be calculated with the given beamforming
vector Fq,k, and diagonal phase-shifting matrix Φ of the IRS.

B. Computing Model

We consider that the computing tasks in this paper are data-
partitioning-based applications. In these data partition-oriented
application tasks, a fraction of them can be offloaded to the
MEC server, and the rest can be processed locally, which
leads to local computing and edge computing analyzed as the
following.

1) Local Computing: In terms of data partition-oriented
application, the latency imposed by local computation at the
kth cell-edge user is

DL
k = (Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k)
ck
fLk
, (7)

where Lk is the total number of bits to be processed, `q,k
is the number of bits offloaded to the edge computing server

at the qth BS, ck is the number of CPU cycles required to
process a single bit, and fLk is the computational capability
(CPU cycles per second) at the users.

The energy consumption per CPU cycle [45] at the kth

cell-edge user is denoted as Edk . Then, the total local energy
consumption of the task computation at the kth cell-edge user
is denoted as

EL
k = ckE

d
k(Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k). (8)

2) Edge Computing: The total latency DE
q,k consists of the

computation offloading latency, the edge computing latency,
and the result transmitting latency. Usually, the computation
result is simple and the result transmitting latency can be
ignored upon using the technique of ultra-reliable low-latency
communications [1], [22], [46]. Therefore, DE

q,k is given by

DE
q,k =

`q,k
BRq,k

+
`q,kck
fEq,k

, (9)

where B is the bandwidth of the channel, `q,k is the number
of bits offloaded to the edge computing server at the qth BS,
fEq,k is the computational capability (CPU cycles per second)
allocated to the kth device by the edge computing server at the
qth BS. Each edge server has a computing capacity constraint∑K
k=1 f

E
q,k ≤ fEq,total. The final latency DE

k of the kth device
for edge computing is the maximum among different MEC
servers, which is expressed as

DE
k = max

{
DE

1,k, D
E
2,k, ..., D

E
Q,k

}
. (10)

Then, the total edge energy consumption EE
k of a single

computation task for the cell-edge user k is the sum of
the computing and the transmitting energy consumption [45],
which is expressed as

EE
k =

Q∑
q=1

ckE
s
q`q,k +

Q∑
q=1

PE
q,k

`q,k
BRq,k

. (11)

In eq. (11), PE
q,k indicates the transmit power from kth cell-

edge user to qth BS, and Esq is the energy consumption per
CPU cycle at the qth BS.

C. Problem Formulation

The latency of the kth cell-edge user can be readily calcu-
lated by selecting the maximum value of both local and edge
computing time, which is given by

Dk = max
{
DL
k , D

E
k

}
= max

{
(Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k)
ck
fLk
,max
∀q
{ `q,k
BRq,k

+
`q,kck
fEq,k

}

}
.

(12)
The total energy consumption for the kth cell-edge user is the
sum of local consumption in eq. (8) and edge consumption in
eq. (11), which is given by

Ek = ckE
d
k(Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k) +

Q∑
q=1

ckE
s
q`q,k +

Q∑
q=1

PE
q,k`q,k

BRq,k
.

(13)
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The energy consumption and the task execution latency are
two main costs in the edge computing network. We introduce
the weight factor between the energy consumption and the task
execution latency, which combines different types of functions
with different units into a weighted cost function. Therefore,
the cost function Ck for the kth cell-edge user can be defined
as

Ck = Ek + ζDk

= ckE
d
k(Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k) +

Q∑
q=1

ckE
s
q`q,k +

Q∑
q=1

PE
q,k`q,k

BRq,k

+ ζ max

{
(Lk −

Q∑
q=1

`q,k)
ck
fLk
,max
∀q
{ `q,k
BRq,k

+
`q,kck
fEq,k

}

}
,

(14)
where ζ is the weight factor between the energy consumption
and the latency. ζ is a constant set by the system.

Our objective is to minimize the weighted cost function
of all the cell-edge users by jointly optimizing the computa-
tion offloading volume `, the edge computing resources fE

allocated to each device, the beamforming vector F, and the
phase-shifting θ of the IRS. Therefore, we can formulate the
system-cost-minimization Problem P1:

P1 : min
F,θ,`,fE

K∑
k=1

ωkCk

s.t. ‖Fq,k‖ < 1,∀q, k, (15a)
0 ≤ θn < 2π,∀n, (15b)

0 ≤
Q∑
q=1

`q,k ≤ Lk,∀k, (15c)

0 ≤
K∑
k=1

fEq,k ≤ fEq,total,∀q, (15d)

where ωk represents the weight of the kth cell-edge user
originating from the system settings. Constraints (15a) specify
the range of the beamforming vector. Constraint (15b) specifies
the range of the phase shift. Constraints (15c) and (15d) restrict
the computation offloading variables and the edge computing
resources allocated to each user, respectively.

III. PROPOSED ALGORITHM

In this section, we use the BCD technique to tackle this
nonconvex problem. BCD method is applied to alternatively
optimize the IRS communication decision variables (F and θ)
and the MEC decision variables (fE and `) in the original
Problem P1. The BCD approach is described as Algorithm 1.

A. MEC Subproblem

The MEC subproblem of the BCD structure is described as
Problem P2 while fixing the IRS communication setting:

P2 : min
fE,`

K∑
k=1

ωkCk

s.t. (15c)(15d),

(16)

Algorithm 1 BCD structure
Ensure: Hq,k,Gq,R,HR,k, Lk, f

E
q,total, ωk, ζ, B, σ

2

Require: F,θ, `,fE

1: Set n = 1, Calculate Costn =
∑K
k=1 ωkCk.

2: Initialize all optimization variables F,θ, `,fE with ran-
dom values.

3: while Costn − Costn−1 > ε, and n < N do
4: Update n = n+ 1.
5: Fix F and θ, and update ` and fE by solving the MEC

subproblem.
6: Fix ` and fE, and update F and θ by solving the IRS

communication subproblem.
7: Calculate Costn =

∑K
k=1 ωk(Ek + ζDk) by eq. (14).

8: end while

To solve the Problem P2, we simplify the original Problem P2
by relaxing Ek, and Dk to remove the maximum function and
the optimization variables will be expanded to {`,E,D,fE},
where E = {Ek,∀k} and D = {Dk,∀k}. Eq. (13) is relaxed
as

ckE
d
k(Lk−

Q∑
q=1

`q,k)+

Q∑
q=1

ckE
s
q`q,k+

Q∑
q=1

PE
q,k

`q,k
BRq,k

≤Ek,∀k.

(17)
Moreover, eq. (12) is relaxed as

(Lk −
Q∑
q=1

`q,k)
ck
fLk
≤ Dk,∀k, (18)

and
`q,k
BRq,k

+
`q,kck
fEq,k

≤ Dk,∀q, k. (19)

Therefore, the simplified problem without any maximum func-
tions is formulated as

P3 : min
F,θ,`,fE

K∑
k=1

ωkCk

s.t. (17)(18)(19)(15c)(15d).

(20)

To solve the Problem P3, as all the constraints are either
quadratic or linear, we can transform it into a standard QCP.
Then the equivalent problem can be formulated as

P3a : min
`,E,D,fE

K∑
k=1

ωk(Ek + ζDk)

s.t.
Q∑
q=1

ckE
s
q`q,k − ckEdk

Q∑
q=1

`q,k +

Q∑
q=1

PE
q,k

BRq,k
`q,k

− Ek + ckE
d
kLk ≤ 0,∀k, (21a)

1

BRq,k
`q,kf

E
q,k −Dkf

E
q,k + `q,kck ≤ 0,∀q, k, (21b)

−Dk −
ck
fLk

Q∑
q=1

`q,k +
Lk
fLk
≤ 0,∀k, (21c)

(15c)(15d).
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To solve the non-convex quadratic minimization problem,
the QCP variable x is set as {`,E,D,fE}, and therefore,
Problem P3a can be rewritten as a standard QCP form1:

P3b : min
x
cTx+ d

s.t.
1

2
xTQix+ rTi x+ si ≤ 0, i = 1, 2, ...,m, (22a)

(21a)(21c)(15c)(15d),

where cT , d, rTi , and si are constant vectors, and Qi are
constant matrices. xTQix is symmetric bilinear form of the
coefficient of the quadratic term in constraint (21b). cTx+ d
is equivalent to

∑K
k=1 ωk(Ek + ζDk). Constraint (22a) is

equivalent to constraint (21b), and the others are linear.

B. IRS Communication Subproblem

While fixing the MEC setting, the IRS communication
subproblem is described as

P4 : min
θ,F

K∑
k=1

ωkCk

s.t. (15a)(15b).

(23)

We introduce the auxiliary variable λq,k = 1
Rq,k

and βq,k =

ω
(1)
q,k

Rq,k
in this problem. With ω(1) =

∂(
∑K

k=1 ωk(Ek+ζDk))
∂λq,k

, the
objective is transformed to

min
θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

ω
(1)
q,k

Rq,k
. (24)

Then the problem can be transformed as

P4a : max
θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

λq,kβq,kRq,k

s.t. 0 ≤ θn < 2π,∀n, (25a)
‖Fq,k‖ < 1,∀q, k. (25b)

The first step is to obtain θ and F by solving Problem P4a.
The second step is to update β and λ by using the modified
Newton’s method in [22] until convergence. We further intro-
duce the auxiliary weight ω∗q,k updated by ω∗q,k = λq,kβq,k.
Hence, the weight-sum-rate maximization problem is defined
as

P4b : max
θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

ω∗q,kRq,k

s.t. Rq,k = log
∣∣∣I + H̄q,kFq,kF

H
q,kH̄

H
q,kJ

−1
q,k

∣∣∣ , (26a)

H̄q,k = Gq,RΦHH
R,k + Hq,k, (26b)

Φ = diag{ejθ1 , ejθ2 , ..., ejθM }, (26c)
0 ≤ θn < 2π,∀n. (26d)

1Problem P3b is a nonconvex optimization problem because Qi in the
quadratic constraints (22a) are not positive semi-definite matrices. We use
Gurobi [47] to solve subproblem P3b by translating them into a bilinear form
for which a convex relaxation can be constructed. The reformulated problem
is then solved using a spatial branch-and-bound algorithm [48].

Constraint (26a) can be rewritten as

Rq,k = log

(
1 +

∥∥H̄q,kFq,k
∥∥2∑Q,K

i=1,j=1,i6=q
∥∥H̄i,kFi,j

∥∥2 + σ2

)
. (27)

By adding the auxiliary vector α introduced by the Lagrangian
dual transform based on the equation (41) in [49], Problem
P4b can be equivalently transformed as

P4c : max
θ,F,α

J =
1

ln 2

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

ω∗q,k ln(1 + αq,k)− ω∗q,kαq,k

+
ω∗q,k(1 + αq,k)γq,k

1 + γq,k

s.t. Rq,k ≤ log(1 + γq,k), (28a)

γq,k =

∥∥H̄q,kFq,k
∥∥2∑Q,K

i=1,j=1,i6=q
∥∥H̄i,kFi,j

∥∥2 + σ2
, (28b)

(26b)(26c)(26d).

We get αq,k = γq,k by setting ∂J
∂αq,k

to 0. When given θ and
F, αq,k can be updated by (28a) in each iteration. Given α,
Problem P4c can be recast as

P4d : max
θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

ω∗q,k(1 + αq,k)γq,k

1 + γq,k
+
ω∗q,k(1 + αq,k)γq,k

1 + γq,k

s.t. (28a)(28b)(26b)(26c)(26d).
(29)

By introducing γq,k to the optimization objective, Problem
P4d can be equivalently reformulated as

P4e : max
θ,F,α∗

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

α∗q,k
∥∥H̄q,kFq,k

∥∥2∑Q,K
i=1,j=1

∥∥H̄i,kFi,j
∥∥2 + σ2

s.t. (26b)(26c)(26d),

(30)

where α∗q,k = ω∗q,k(1 + αq,k).
As the objective function in Problem P4e is in a fractional

form, the quadratic fractional programming that introduces
well-designed auxiliary variables [49] is utilized. By decou-
pling the numerator and the denominator of each ratio term,
the subproblem can be formulated as

P4f : max
θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

(2ρq,k
√
α∗q,k‖H̄q,kFq,k‖

− ρ2q,k

 K∑
j=1

‖H̄q,jFq,j‖2 + σ2

)

s.t. (26b)(26c)(26d),

(31)

where ρ is the auxiliary vector of the quadratic transform
fractional programming. Based on the Lagrange multiplier
method, the optimal ρq,k is given by

ρq,k =

√
α∗q,k‖H̄q,kFq,k‖∑Q,K

i=1,j=1

∥∥H̄i,kFi,j
∥∥2 + σ2

. (32)

We introduce substituted decision variables Θn , ejθn ,∀n
to replace θn (0 ≤ θn < 2π) and thus ‖Θn‖ = 1 is in a
nonconvex set. We need to relax the constraints as ‖Θn‖ <
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1, when the decision variables Θn are in a convex set. The
subproblem can be formulated as

P4g : max
Θ,F

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

(2ρq,k
√
α∗q,k‖H̄q,kFq,k‖

− ρ2q,k

 K∑
j=1

‖H̄q,jFq,j‖2 + σ2

)

s.t. H̄q,k = Gq,RΦHH
R,k + Hq,k, (33a)

Φ = diag{Θ1,Θ2, ...,ΘM}, (33b)
‖Θn‖ < 1,∀n, (33c)
‖Fq,k‖ < 1,∀q, k. (33d)

Problem P4g is a difference-of-convex problem. For simpli-
fication, we define h(x) =

∑Q,K
q=1,k=1 2ρq,k

√
α∗q,k ‖H̄q,kFq,k‖

and g(x) = −
∑Q,K
q=1,k=1 ρ

2
q,k

(∑K
j=1 ‖H̄q,jFq,j‖2 + σ2

)
,

where x is the decision variables.
The difference-of-convex problem P4g can be solved by

Majorization Minimization (MM) interpretation as

xm+1 = arg min
x
{g(x) +∇h(xm)(x− xm)} (34)

where argmin is the point at which the function values are
minimized and ∇ is the gradient.

Controlling the phase shifts of the reflected signals at the
IRS is referred to as the passive beamforming (PBF), while
the precoding operation at the cell-edge users is termed as
the active beamforming (ABF) [50]. Relying on the BCD
method, the subproblem (33) is decoupled into two parts for
alternatively optimizing PBF and ABF settings.

For the passive beamforming optimization, the MM is uti-
lized to solve the mth iteration, which corresponds to Problem
P4h as follows.

P4h : min
θ
ρ2q,k

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

 K∑
j=1

‖H̄q,jFq,j‖2 + σ2


+∇h(θm)(θ − θm)

s.t. ‖Θn‖ < 1,∀n, (35a)
(33a)(33b).

In each iteration, Problem P4h is a convex problem and can
be solved by CVX. For the active beamforming optimization,
we use the MM to solve the mth iteration Problem P4i as
follows.

P4i : min
F
ρ2q,k

K∑
k=1

Q∑
q=1

 K∑
j=1

‖H̄q,jFq,j‖2 + σ2


+∇h(Fm)(F− Fm)

s.t. ‖Fq,k‖ < 1,∀q, k, (36a)
(33a)(33b).

In each iteration, Problem P4i is a convex problem and can
be solved by CVX.

The detailed procedure of the proposed algorithm named as
BCD-FP-DC is summarized as the pseudo-code in Algorithm

Algorithm 2 BCD-FP-DC Algorithm
Ensure: Hq,k,Gq,R,HR,k, Lk, f

E
q,total, ωk, ζ, B, σ

2

Require: F,θ, `,fE

1: n = 1, Calculate Costn =
∑K
k=1 ωk(Ek + ζDk) by (14).

2: Initialize all the optimization variables F,θ, `,fE with
random values.

3: while Costn − Costn−1 > ε, and n < N do
4: Update n = n+ 1.
5: Fix Fn, θn, and update `n+1, fEn+1

by solving the
MEC subproblem (16) using Gurobi [47].

6: Fix `n+1 and fEn+1
to solve the IRS communication

subproblem:
7: Update auxiliary variable β and λ using the modified

Newton’s method in [22].
8: Update auxiliary weight ω∗ by ω∗q,k = λq,kβq,k.
9: Update FP parameters. Update αq,k = γq,k by (28a).

Update α∗q,k by α∗q,k = ω∗q,k(1 + αq,k). Update ρq,k by
(32).

10: Update m = 1.
11: repeat
12: Update m = m+ 1, and ∇h(θm).
13: Solve the Majorization Minimization interpretation

(35) by CVX and get θm+1.
14: until Convergence
15: Update θn+1.
16: Update m = 1.
17: repeat
18: Update m = m+ 1, ∇h(Fm).
19: Solve the Majorization Minimization interpretation

(36) by CVX and get Fm+1.
20: until Convergence
21: Update Fn+1.
22: Calculate Costn =

∑K
k=1 ωk(Ek + ζDk) by (14).

23: end while

2. We assume that the computation complexity of CVX
program is O(Mcvx). There are two levels of loops with
the scale Nloop in BCD-FP-DC, and the total computational
complexity of BCD-FP-DC is O(N2

loopMcvx).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND COMPARISON

In this section, the performance of the proposed algorithm is
evaluated. The coordinates of two BSs are (10m,−100m, 0)
and (10m, 100m, 0), respectively. The number of elements of
IRS is N , and the coordinate of IRS is (−10m, 0, 1m). The
number of antennas of BSs and cell-edge users are 3 and 2,
respectively. The K cell-edge users are located randomly at the
edge of the cells. The detailed simulation settings are shown
in Table II.

The performance of the proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm is
compared with three different benchmarks as follows.

1) SA: Simulated annealing (SA) is a metaheuristic to ap-
proximate global optimization in an ample search space
to solve such nonconvex problems for the formulated
multi-cell IRS-aided MEC optimization problem.
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TABLE II
SIMULATION SETTINGS

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Carrier freq. [51] 2.005GHz Bandwidth [51] 1kHz

Num. of BSs 2 Num. of users K
BS 1 location (10m,-100m,0) BS 2 location (10m,100m,0)
IRS elements N IRS location (-10m,0,1m)
BS antennas 3 User antennas 2
Noise [51] 3.16× 10−11 fEq,total 100 cycles/s

Lk 1000

2) BCD-SA: BCD-assisted simulated annealing (BCD-SA)
algorithm introduces SA to solve the complicated IRS
communication subproblem. The MEC subproblem is
solved by Gurobi [47], similar to the proposed BCD-
FP-DC algorithm.

3) BCD-MSE: BCD aided mean-square error (BCD-MSE)
uses the BCD structure to decompose the problem
into the MEC subproblem and the IRS communication
subproblem. The mean-square error (MSE) [33] method
solves the IRS communication subproblem. BCD-MSE
introduces linear decoding matrix Uq,k, MSE matrix
Eq,k and auxiliary matrix Wq,k = E−1q,k. The problem
is transformed as

max
W,U,F,θ

Q∑
q=1

K∑
k=1

ωq,khq,k (W,U,F,θ)

s.t. hq,k = log |Wq,k| − Tr [Wq,kEq,k] + d,

‖Fq,k‖ < 1,∀q, k,
0 ≤ θn < 2π,∀n.

(37)

where Uq,k can be updated by:

Uq,k =
(
Jq,k + H̄q,kFq,kF

H
q,kH̄

H
q,k

)−1
H̄q,kFq,k.

(38)
Moreover, two extra benchmarks are compared:
1) Rand-Phase: The phase shifts of IRS elements are

uniformly and independently distributed in [0, 2π]. Our
proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm is performed to solve
the optimization problem.

2) No-IRS: The IRS is removed from the system, i.e.,
Gl,R = 0, and HR,k = 0. Our proposed BCD-FP-DC
algorithm is used to solve the optimization problem.

A. Benchmarks Comparison

1) Convergence Behavior of BCD-FP-DC and Benchmarks:
In Fig. 2, the IRS has 64 elements, and the number of
cell-edge users is 3. The convergence performance of the
proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm is compared with different
benchmarks, as shown in Fig. 2. It can be observed that the
average system cost converges rapidly within 40 iterations. In
Fig. 2, our proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm outperforms two
heuristic methods and the BCD-MSE algorithm. Especially
as can be seen from Fig. 2, BCD can be treated as a
promising technique to achieve smaller total cost when it
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BCD-FP-DC
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Fig. 2. Convergence behaviour of proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm and
benchmarks with 64 IRS elements
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Fig. 3. The total cost versus different numbers of IRS elements

comes to converging. Moreover, the proposed algorithm BCD-
FP-DC needs around 20 iterations to converge to a lower
system cost due to more iterations are required to reach a
suitable auxiliary variable to transform the original problem
into a weight-sum-rate problem. The proposed algorithm and
benchmark algorithms outperform the scenarios without IRS
or with random phase in IRS, and this proves that the multi-
cell IRS-aided MEC system achieves further performance gain
compared to the system without IRS.

2) Impact of Different Numbers of IRS Elements of BCD-
FP-DC and Benchmarks: Fig. 3 shows the total cost verse
the different number of IRS elements among the proposed
algorithm and the benchmarks. It can be observed from the
numerical results that the proposed algorithm and benchmark
algorithms outperform the scenario under no or random IRS.
Our proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm achieves more cost
reduction under large-scale IRS elements compared to the
three benchmark algorithms. Both the BCD-FP-DC algorithm
and BCD-MSE algorithm have similar performance under
different numbers of the IRS elements, and BCD-FP-DC
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Fig. 4. The total cost versus different numbers of cell-edge users with 64
IRS elements
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Fig. 5. Convergence behaviour of proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm with
different numbers of IRS elements

slightly outperforms BCD-MSE. Additionally, the total cost
reduction becomes significant when increasing the number of
the IRS elements because more IRS elements enhance the
received signal power and provide a high achievable data rate
to save energy and reduce latency.

3) Impact of Different Numbers of Cell-edge Users of BCD-
FP-DC and Benchmarks: As shown in Fig. 4, the total cost
increases rapidly with the growing number of cell-edge users.
Both BCD-FP-DC and BCD-MSE have similar performance
over the entire range of cell-edge users. Our proposed BCD-
FP-DC algorithm outperforms all the benchmarks with the
different number of cell-edge users. The IRS can help improve
the performance of multi-cell MEC because all the algorithms
(SA, BCD-SA, BCD-MSE, BCD-FP-DC) with IRS outper-
form the multi-cell MEC system without the help of the IRS.

B. Analysis of the Proposed BCD-FP-DC Algorithm

1) Convergence Behavior of BCD-FP-DC with Different
Number of IRS Elements: We introduce greater ambient noise
with variance as σ2 = 3.16 × 10−9 during the simulation to
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Fig. 6. The energy and the latency performance of the proposed BCD-FP-DC
algorithm verse different numbers of IRS elements with different number of
cell-edge users
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Fig. 7. The energy and the latency performance of the proposed BCD-FP-DC
algorithm verse different numbers of cell-edge users with different number of
IRS elements

slow down the convergence to better illustrate the convergence
behavior. The numerical results in Fig. 5 show that fewer IRS
elements result in higher convergence speed. Furthermore, the
total cost of the proposed BCD-FP-DC algorithm decreases
with the increasing number of IRS elements.

2) Energy and Latency Analysis of BCD-FP-DC: Fig. 6
and Fig. 7 show the curve of execution latency and energy
consumption separately. Fig. 6 shows that both execution
latency and energy consumption tend to decrease with the
growing number of IRS elements, proving that more IRS
elements will improve both of them. Fig. 7 shows that both
execution latency and energy consumption tend to increase
with the growing number of cell-edge users, proving that more
users will introduce more interference that will degrade the
performance of the system.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a multi-cell IRS-aided MEC
scheme where IRS can resolve the link blockage problems to
guarantee the offloading efficiency in multi-cell networks. We
aimed to minimize the joint energy and latency cost by jointly
optimizing the MEC and IRS communication settings while
satisfying the system constraints. The formulated problem was
decomposed by BCD into two subproblems, i.e., the MEC
subproblem and the IRS communication subproblem. We then
proposed the BCD-FP-DC algorithm that can alternatively
optimize the MEC resources and the IRS communication until
convergence. Numerical results validated that our proposed
algorithm can outperform all the benchmarks under large-
scale IRS elements. Moreover, the multi-cell IRS-aided MEC
framework can achieve further performance gain compared to
the multi-cell MEC system without the help of IRS. In our
future work, we will further investigate online algorithms that
adapt to varying wireless environments in multi-cell IRS-aided
MEC.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Mao, C. You, J. Zhang, K. Huang, and K. B. Letaief, “A survey
on mobile edge computing: The communication perspective,” IEEE
Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 2322–2358, 2017.

[2] X. Sun and N. Ansari, “EdgeIoT: Mobile edge computing for the internet
of things,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 54, no. 12, pp. 22–29, 2016.

[3] C. You, K. Huang, H. Chae, and B.-H. Kim, “Energy-efficient resource
allocation for mobile-edge computation offloading,” IEEE Trans. Wire-
less Commun., vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 1397–1411, 2016.

[4] A. Aliyu, A. H. Abdullah, O. Kaiwartya, S. H. Hussain Madni, U. M.
Joda, A. Ado, and M. Tayyab, “Mobile cloud computing: taxonomy and
challenges,” J. Comput. Netw. Commun., vol. 2020, pp. 1–23, 2020.

[5] M.-E. Computing, I. Initiative et al., “Mobile-edge computing,” Intro-
ductory Technical White Paper, 2014.

[6] Y. C. Hu, M. Patel, D. Sabella, N. Sprecher, and V. Young, “Mobile edge
computing—a key technology towards 5G,” ETSI white paper, vol. 11,
no. 11, pp. 1–16, 2015.

[7] Y. Yang, Y. Gong, and Y.-C. Wu, “Intelligent reflecting surface aided
mobile edge computing with binary offloading: Energy minimization for
IoT devices,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 15, pp. 12 973–12 983,
2022.

[8] P. Mach and Z. Becvar, “Mobile edge computing: A survey on architec-
ture and computation offloading,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 19,
no. 3, pp. 1628–1656, 2017.

[9] Z. Chu, P. Xiao, M. Shojafar, D. Mi, J. Mao, and W. Hao, “Intelligent
reflecting surface assisted mobile edge computing for internet of things,”
IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 619–623, 2020.

[10] J. Yu, X. Liu, Y. Gao, C. Zhang, and W. Zhang, “Deep learning for
channel tracking in IRS-assisted UAV communication systems,” IEEE
Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 9, pp. 7711–7722, 2022.

[11] X. Shao, C. You, W. Ma, X. Chen, and R. Zhang, “Target sensing with
intelligent reflecting surface: Architecture and performance,” IEEE J.
Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 40, no. 7, pp. 2070–2084, 2022.

[12] W. Shi, W. Xu, X. You, C. Zhao, and K. Wei, “Intelligent reflection
enabling technologies for integrated and green internet-of-everything
beyond 5G: Communication, sensing, and security,” IEEE Wireless
Commun., vol. 30, no. 2, pp. 147–154, 2023.

[13] X. Yu, D. Xu, D. W. K. Ng, and R. Schober, “IRS-assisted green
communication systems: Provable convergence and robust optimization,”
IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 9, pp. 6313–6329, 2021.

[14] Y. Pan, K. Wang, C. Pan, H. Zhu, and J. Wang, “Sum-rate maximization
for intelligent reflecting surface assisted terahertz communications,”
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 71, no. 3, pp. 3320–3325, 2022.

[15] Q. Wu, X. Guan, and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface-aided
wireless energy and information transmission: An overview,” Proc.
IEEE, vol. 110, no. 1, pp. 150–170, 2022.

[16] X. Ge, S. Tu, G. Mao, C.-X. Wang, and T. Han, “5G ultra-dense cellular
networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 72–79, 2016.

[17] X. Chen, Y. Bi, X. Chen, H. Zhao, N. Cheng, F. Li, and W. Cheng,
“Dynamic service migration and request routing for microservice in
multi-cell mobile edge computing,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9,
no. 15, pp. 13 126–13 143, 2022.

[18] S. Hua and Y. Shi, “Reconfigurable intelligent surface for green edge
inference in machine learning,” in GC Wkshps. IEEE, 2019, pp. 1–6.

[19] Y. Cao and T. Lv, “Intelligent reflecting surface enhanced resilient
design for MEC offloading over millimeter wave links,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1912.06361, 2019.

[20] S. Huang, S. Wang, R. Wang, M. Wen, and K. Huang, “Reconfigurable
intelligent surface assisted edge machine learning,” in ICC 2021-IEEE
Int. Conf. Commun. IEEE, 2021, pp. 1–6.

[21] ——, “Reconfigurable intelligent surface assisted mobile edge comput-
ing with heterogeneous learning tasks,” IEEE Trans. Cogn. Commun.
Netw., vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 369–382, 2021.

[22] T. Bai, C. Pan, Y. Deng, M. Elkashlan, A. Nallanathan, and L. Hanzo,
“Latency minimization for intelligent reflecting surface aided mobile
edge computing,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 11, pp.
2666–2682, 2020.

[23] Y. Liu, Q. Hu, Y. Cai, and M. Juntti, “Latency minimization in intelligent
reflecting surface assisted D2D offloading systems,” IEEE Commun.
Lett., vol. 25, no. 9, pp. 3046–3050, 2021.

[24] F. Zhou, C. You, and R. Zhang, “Delay-optimal scheduling for IRS-
aided mobile edge computing,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 10,
no. 4, pp. 740–744, 2020.

[25] Z. Li, M. Chen, Z. Yang, J. Zhao, Y. Wang, J. Shi, and C. Huang,
“Energy efficient reconfigurable intelligent surface enabled mobile edge
computing networks with NOMA,” IEEE Trans. Cogn. Commun. Netw.,
vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 427–440, 2021.

[26] Z. Xu, J. Liu, J. Zou, and Z. Wen, “Energy-efficient design for IRS-
assisted NOMA-based mobile edge computing,” IEEE Commun. Lett.,
vol. 26, no. 7, pp. 1618–1622, 2022.

[27] S. Hua, Y. Zhou, K. Yang, Y. Shi, and K. Wang, “Reconfigurable intel-
ligent surface for green edge inference,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun.
Netw., vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 964–979, 2021.

[28] K. Poularakis, J. Llorca, A. M. Tulino, I. Taylor, and L. Tassiulas,
“Joint service placement and request routing in multi-cell mobile edge
computing networks,” in IEEE INFOCOM 2019-IEEE Conf. Comput.
Commun. IEEE, 2019, pp. 10–18.

[29] Z. Liang, Y. Liu, T.-M. Lok, and K. Huang, “Multi-cell mobile edge
computing: Joint service migration and resource allocation,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 9, pp. 5898–5912, 2021.

[30] ——, “A two-timescale approach to mobility management for multicell
mobile edge computing,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21,
no. 12, pp. 10 981–10 995, 2022.

[31] S. Zhang and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface aided multi-user
communication: Capacity region and deployment strategy,” IEEE Trans.
Commun., vol. 69, no. 9, pp. 5790–5806, 2021.

[32] W. Cai, R. Liu, Y. Liu, M. Li, and Q. Liu, “Intelligent reflecting surface
assisted multi-cell multi-band wireless networks,” in 2021 IEEE Wireless
Commun. Netw. Conf. (WCNC). IEEE, 2021, pp. 1–6.

[33] C. Pan, H. Ren, K. Wang, W. Xu, M. Elkashlan, A. Nallanathan,
and L. Hanzo, “Multicell MIMO communications relying on intelligent
reflecting surfaces,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 8, pp.
5218–5233, 2020.

[34] C. Zhang, W. Yi, Y. Liu, K. Yang, and Z. Ding, “Reconfigurable
intelligent surfaces aided multi-cell NOMA networks: A stochastic
geometry model,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 70, no. 2, pp. 951–966,
2021.

[35] W. Ni, X. Liu, Y. Liu, H. Tian, and Y. Chen, “Resource allocation for
multi-cell IRS-aided NOMA networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 20, no. 7, pp. 4253–4268, 2021.

[36] M. Hua, Q. Wu, D. W. K. Ng, J. Zhao, and L. Yang, “Intelligent reflect-
ing surface-aided joint processing coordinated multipoint transmission,”
IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 3, pp. 1650–1665, 2020.

[37] T. Bai, C. Pan, H. Ren, Y. Deng, M. Elkashlan, and A. Nallanathan,
“Resource allocation for intelligent reflecting surface aided wireless
powered mobile edge computing in OFDM systems,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 8, pp. 5389–5407, 2021.

[38] J. Yu, Y. Li, X. Liu, B. Sun, Y. Wu, and D. H. Tsang, “IRS assisted
NOMA aided mobile edge computing with queue stability: Heteroge-
neous multi-agent reinforcement learning,” IEEE Trans. on Wireless
Commun., pp. 1–1, 2022.

[39] J. Xu, B. Ai, L. Chen, and L. Wu, “Deep reinforcement learning for
communication and computing resource allocation in RIS aided MEC
networks,” in ICC 2022-IEEE International Conf. Commun. IEEE,
2022, pp. 3184–3189.



11

[40] A. Rezaei, A. Khalili, J. Jalali, H. Shafiei, and Q. Wu, “Energy-efficient
resource allocation and antenna selection for IRS-assisted multi-cell
downlink networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 11, no. 6, pp.
1229–1233, 2022.

[41] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Towards smart and reconfigurable environment:
Intelligent reflecting surface aided wireless network,” IEEE Commun.
Mag., vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 106–112, 2019.

[42] B. Zheng and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface-enhanced OFDM:
Channel estimation and reflection optimization,” IEEE Wireless Com-
mun. Lett., vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 518–522, 2019.

[43] Y. Wu, J. Xia, C. Gao, J. Ou, C. Fan, J. Ou, and D. Fan, “Task offloading
for vehicular edge computing with imperfect CSI: A deep reinforcement
approach,” Phys. Commun., vol. 55, p. 101867, 2022.

[44] H. Lu, Y. Zeng, S. Jin, and R. Zhang, “Aerial intelligent reflecting
surface: Joint placement and passive beamforming design with 3D beam
flattening,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 7, pp. 4128–
4143, 2021.

[45] X. Liu, J. Yu, J. Wang, and Y. Gao, “Resource allocation with edge
computing in IoT networks via machine learning,” IEEE Internet Things
J., vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 3415–3426, 2020.

[46] M. Bennis, M. Debbah, and H. V. Poor, “Ultrareliable and low-latency
wireless communication: Tail, risk, and scale,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 106,
no. 10, pp. 1834–1853, 2018.

[47] L. Gurobi Optimization, “Gurobi optimizer reference manual,” 2018.
[48] E. M. Smith and C. C. Pantelides, “A symbolic reformulation/spatial

branch-and-bound algorithm for the global optimisation of nonconvex
MINLPs,” Comput. Chem. Engineer., vol. 23, no. 4-5, pp. 457–478,
1999.

[49] K. Shen and W. Yu, “Fractional programming for communication
systems—part I: Power control and beamforming,” IEEE Trans. Signal
Process., vol. 66, no. 10, pp. 2616–2630, 2018.

[50] S. N. Sur, A. K. Singh, D. Kandar, and R. Bera, “Sum-rate analysis
of intelligent reflecting surface aided multi-user millimeter wave com-
munications system,” in J. Phys.: Conf. Series, vol. 1921, no. 1. IOP
Publishing, 2021, p. 012050.

[51] D. Dampahalage, K. S. Manosha, N. Rajatheva, and M. Latva-aho,
“Intelligent reflecting surface aided vehicular communications,” in GC
Wkshps. IEEE, 2020, pp. 1–6.


