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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



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



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. ||| refers to the 2-norm of vector
x. Vf(x) returns the gradient of the function f. diag(x)
returns a diagonal matrix with the elements of vector = on
the main diagonal. |X|, X7, X 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 @
cells. Each BS and each user in our IRS-aided MEC in multi-
cell networks system have Npg > 1 and Ny > 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, s, j is the signal transmitted
to the ¢** BS from the k*" cell-edge user. The signal trans-
mitted by the k' cell-edge user is given by

Q
Xp = ZFq,ksq,k> (D
q=1

TABLE I
PARAMETERS NOTATION
Parameters Notation
q,k g'" BS and k" user
Sq.k Symbol vector transmitted to BS
Fy Beamforming vector at the user
Hy Baseband channel from user to BS
Gy r Baseband channel from IRS to BS
Hg i Baseband channel from user to IRS
L Diagonal phase-shifting matrix of IRS
0 Phase shift of IRS elements
ng Noise vector
o? Variance of noise
Ry .k Achievable data rate (nat/s/Hz)
J Interference-plus-noise covariance matrix
B channel bandwidth
Ly Total number of bits to be processed
Ly k Number of bits to be offloaded
Ck Number of CPU cycles required to process a single bit
Dy, Time required for computation
Ey Energy consumption
f}iﬁ Computational capability at the user
fg:’ b Computational capability allocated by MEC server
P(]i & Transmit power
Ck System cost
¢ Weight factor between energy consumption and latency
Wi Weight of the user
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— User-BS link

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

where F,  is the beamforming vector used by the k‘" cell-
edge user for transmitting the data vector s, j, to the q"" 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



at the ¢** BS can be written as
K K

Vo= Hepxi+Y Ggr®Hpix; +n,, 2
k=1 k=1

From Users From IRS

where ® = diag{e’?,e7%2, ... /%% is the diagonal phase-
shifting matrix of the IRS, n, is the noise vector with variance
as 02, and 6, denotes the phase shift of the n'" reflecting
element on the IRS [44]. As shown in Fig. 1, the CSI for
user-BS, IRS-BS, and IRS-user are denoted by H, 1, Gy r,
and Hp ;, respectively. We introduce I:I(Lk to simplify the

expressions, which is defined as
H,r 2H,;+ G, r®PHpg . 3)

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

K Q
= Z Z I:Iq,k:Fn,k:Smk +n,

k=1n=1
K K Q
= E :Hq,qu,ksqyk + E § Hy 1 Fo ksn,k +0g.
k=1 k=1n=1,n#q
Signal Interference

“4)
Therefore, the achievable data rate of the k* cell-edge user
from the ¢*"* BS can be written as

Ry = log ‘I + H,yFo FUL HY I 5)

where the interference-plus-noise covariance matrix J, ; can
be formulated as
K

>, H

m=1

Km Q

+> Z ok Fnm P HE 4+ 6%
m=1n=1,n

Therefore, the achievable data rate of the k" cell-edge user
from the ¢*" BS can be calculated with the given beamforming
vector F i, and diagonal phase-shifting matrix @ of the IRS.

_ H [H
Jok = mFqm g m

(6)

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
k' cell-edge user is

Q
Dy = (L — Ze (7
q=1

where Ly is the total number of bits to be processed, {4k
is the number of bits offloaded to the edge computing server

at the ¢'* BS, ¢ is the number of CPU cycles required to
process a single bit, and f}i“ is the computational capability
(CPU cycles per second) at the users.

The energy consumption per CPU cycle [45] at the k'"
cell-edge user is denoted as E¢. Then, the total local energy
consumption of the task computation at the k*" cell-edge user
is denoted as

Q
By = cnBf(Le =) Lo ®)
q=1

2) Edge Computing: The total latency D® ¢k consists of the
computation offloading latency, the edge computlng 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, DEk is given by

E __ Eqk

Ly rCr
DE — Z4.RTR
q,k BRq,k

fon
where B is the bandwidth of the channel, ¢, ) is the number
of bits offloaded to the edge computing server at the ¢** BS,
fC]E i 18 the computational capability (CPU cycles per second)
allocated to the k" device by the edge computing server at the

h BS. Each edge server has a computing capacity constraint
PO for < It The final latency Dy of the k' device
for edge computing is the maximum among different MEC
servers, which is expressed as

Dy = max {D, D5, ...

(€))

D61 }- (10)

Then, the total edge energy consumption EE 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

Ek—ZCkE qu+z

In eq. (11), P k indicates the transmit power from k' cell-
edge user to qth BS, and Ej is the energy consumption per
CPU cycle at the ¢*" BS.

kBR an

C. Problem Formulation

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

Dy, = max { Dy, D;}

Q
CL 6 6 C
max{(Lkzg%k)fL,maX{BR k+ ‘11{; k}}

q=1 q,k
12)
The total energy consumption for the k*" cell-edge user is the
sum of local consumption in eq. (8) and edge consumption in
eq. (11), which is given by

Ek—CkElg Lk—zqu +ZCkE gq,k"i_z BR &
(13)



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 Cy, for the k" cell-edge user can be defined
as

Cr = E; + (Dyg

Q
—CEL J4 + cEé +
vy (Ly, — q;qk Zk & ZBRk

Q
lor | Lokck
max Lq.k 2 %
+< { ; fH_,a Bqu+ f(]IEJC }}a
14
where ( is the weight factor between the energy consumption
and the latency. ¢ 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 f]E
allocated to each device, the beamforming vector F, and the
phase-shifting @ of the IRS. Therefore, we can formulate the
system-cost-minimization Problem P1:

1: c
F%lznfEZ% :
st [[Fqrll < 1,9k, (15a)
0 <86, <2r,vn, (15b)
Q
0< Y Lok < Ly, Vk, (15¢)
q=1
K
0<> for < Fow V4, (15d)

k=1

where wy, represents the weight of the k' 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 0)
and the MEC decision variables (f* 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:

K

P2 manwka
e

s.t. (15¢)(15d),

(16)

Algorithm 1 BCD structure
Ensure: Hq ks Gq R, HR ks Lk, fq totals Wk C, B, 02
Require: F, 0. ¢, f*
1: Set n = 1, Calculate Cost™ = Y, wy.Cy.
2: Initialize all optimization variables F', 8. £, f]E with ran-
dom values.
3. while Cost™ — Cost" ' > ¢, and n < N do
. Update n =n+ 1.
5. Fix F and 6, and update £ and f* by solving the MEC
subproblem.
6:  Fix £ and f¥, and update F and 6 by solving the IRS
communication subproblem.
Calculate Cost™ = Zszl wi(E + ¢Dy) by eq. (14).
8: end while

To solve the Problem P2, we simplify the original Problem P2
by relaxing Ef, and Dy to remove the maximum function and
the optimization variables will be expanded to {£, E, D, f*},
where E = {E},Vk} and D = {Dy,Vk}. Eq. (13) is relaxed
as

Q
R BN LY o +Z By, k+z PE, B;zk < By, Vk.
q=1 q=1
(17)
Moreover, eq. (12) is relaxed as
Zeqk —<Dk,v1<; (18)
and ' .
ak | ZekCh gk 19
BRq’k + (]ik >~ k> Vq, ( )

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

3: min E wiC,
Fﬁlf]:

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

(20)

To solve the Problem 3, 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

K
min Zwk (Ey + (Dy)

&,E,D,f* i
Q Q E
— By L Pa
Ck kZ Q:k+ZBquk
q=1 g=1"""7

S.t. Z Ckngq)k
q=1

P3a :

— Ey + v E{ Ly, <0,VE, (21a)
1
qu,kfgk - Dkf,]ik + g ek < 0,Yq, k,  (21b)
q,
— Dy — ZZM + <0, Vk, (21¢)
k q=1
(15¢)(15d).



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 form':

P3b:minc’ x +d

1
s.t. inQia:—i—rZT:):—I—si <0,9=1,2,....,m, (22a)

(21a)(21c)(15¢)(15d),

where T, d, rl , and s; are constant vectors, and (); are
constant matrices. & Q;x is symmetric bilinear form of the
coefficient of the quadratic term in constraint (21b). ¢’z + d
is equivalent to Ele wi(Ey 4+ ¢Dy). 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

K
P4 :min g wrC
o.F

(23)
s.t. (15a)(15b).
We introduce the auxiliary variable A\, , = =— and 3, =
w® w
R“ k£ in this problem. With w() = oz al;\(Ek+CDk)) , the
ok a,k
objectlve is transformed to
K Q 1
(24
a k=1 :
Then the problem can be transformed as
K Q
Pda - maxz Z A, kB kRq k
k=1g=1
s.t. 0 <0, < 2m,Vn, (25a)

The first step is to obtain @ and F by solving Problem P4a.
The second step is to update 3 and A by using the modified
Newton’s method in [22] until convergence. We further intro-
duce the auxiliary weight w; , updated by wy ;= Ag,kBq,k-
Hence, the weight-sum-rate maximization problem is defined
as

K Q
P4b : max Z Zw;qu’k

)

k=1q=1

s.t. Ry k _log'I+Hq tFoq, k:F kH quk (26a)
H, i = Gor®HE ), + Hyy, (26b)
® = diag{e’?, &% ... eI}, (26¢)
0< 6, <2r,Vn. (26d)

'Problem 73b is a nonconvex optimization problem because Q; in the
quadratic constraints (22a) are not positive semi-definite matrices. We use
Gurobi [47] to solve subproblem PP3b 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

_ 2
Ry = log (1 HH‘]”“F%‘““ 5 ) )
Zz 1,j=1,i#q HHZ‘J‘“FLJ‘ H +0?

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

1
Pdc : max J = ) Z Zw;k In(1+ agx) — wy kg k
e k=1q=1
w;k(l + aq,k)’Vq,k
1 + Yq,k
st. Ry < log(147q.k), (28a)
_ 2
H, .F,
Yok = |5 ! H — (28b)
Zz 1,j=1,i#q HHikaiij to
(26b)(26¢)(26d).

We get a1 = 4,1 by setting 3 to 0. When given 6 and
F, a4 can be updated by (28a) 1n each iteration. Given «,
Problem P4c can be recast as

*

Pad - maxZZ w k(L + Qqk) Vg,

k=1g=1 L+,
s.t. (282)(28b)(26b)(26¢)(26d).

w;k(l + Qg,k) Vg k
1+ Yq,k

(29)
By introducing 7, to the optimization objective, Problem
P4d can be equivalently reformulated as

;k Hﬁq,quﬁHQ

max_ — 5
, k=1g=1 Zz 1,j=1 HszF”H +0°
s.t. (26b)(26¢)(26d),

(30)

where o . = wy (1 + agk)-

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

Paf - maxzz (2pq.k

gk ||I:Iq,qu,k |

k=1q=1
2 s 2 2 (D
~ Pq,k Z ||Hq,qu,j|| +0° 1)
=1

s.t. (26b)(26¢)(26d),

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

\/ ag I Hg 1 Fo
— 2 .
ST [HisF oy + o
We introduce substituted decision variables ©,, = 7% VYn

to replace 6,, (0 < 6,, < 2w) and thus |[|©,| = 1 is in a
nonconvex set. We need to relax the constraints as [|©,| <

Pak = (32)



1, when the decision variables ©,, are in a convex set. The
subproblem can be formulated as

K Q
Pdg : ma ZZ (2pq.k\/ g i Hg kFokll

k:l g=1

=

2
- pq,k:

Z ||I:Iq,qu,jH2 +0° )
j=1

st. Hyj, = Gor®HE , +Hy s, (33a)
il :diag{@h@g,...,@M}, (33b)
10, < 1,Vn, (33¢c)
||F(17kH < la\v/qvk (33d)

Problem P4g is a difference—%f—convex problem. For simpli-
fication, we define h(x) = Z?él,kzl 2046/ i [ HekF okl

and g(e) = — SNy (D0 [Hy ol +0%),
where z is the decision variables.

The difference-of-convex problem P4g can be solved by
Majorization Minimization (MM) interpretation as

™ = arg mwin{g(w) + Vh(z™)(z —z™)}

where argmin is the point at which the function values are
minimized and V 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 m!" iteration, which corresponds to Problem
P4h as follows.

Pah : mlnquzz ZHH(”F I +o?

k=1g=1 \j=1
+ Vh(0™)(6 —06™)
st |©,] < 1,Vn,
(33a)(33b).

(34)

(35a)

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 m!" iteration Problem P4i as
follows.
P4i : mmquZZ Z [Hy,jF o 4l + 0
k=1q=1 j=1
+ Vh(EF")(F-F™)
s.t. [|Fgrll <1,Yq,k, (36a)
(33a)(33Db).

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: H, 1, G, R,HR Jos Lo, [y E otals Wk €, B, 02
Require: F, 0, ¢, f
1: n =1, Calculate Cost™ = ZkK:l wi(Ek 4+ ¢Dy) by (14).
2: Initialize all the optimization variables F, 0, £, fIE with
random values.
3. while Cost™ — Cost" ' > ¢, and n < N do
Update n =n + 1.
Fix F™, 0", and update £"!, f by solving the
MEC subproblem (16) using Gurobi [47].
6. Fix £""! and f]EnJr1
subproblem:
7. Update auxiliary variable S and A using the modified
Newton’s method in [22].
Update auxiliary weight w* by wy . = Ag.k8q,k-
Update FP parameters. Update oy, = 74,x by (28a).
Update o} ; by a; ;= wy (1 + agx). Update pg . by

]E’n+1

to solve the IRS communication

(32).
10:  Update m = 1.
11:  repeat
12: Update m = m + 1, and Vh(0™).
13: Solve the Majorization Minimization interpretation

(35) by CVX and get 0™,
14:  until Convergence
15:  Update 6"
16:  Update m = 1.

17:  repeat
18: Update m = m + 1, VR(F™).
19: Solve the Majorization Minimization interpretation

(36) by CVX and get F™ 1,
20:  until Convergence
21:  Update F"+1,
22:  Calculate Cost™ =
23: end while

S wk(Ex 4 ¢Dy) by (14).

2. We assume that the computation complexity of CVX
program is O(M,y,). There are two levels of loops with
the scale Nj,,p in BCD-FP-DC, and the total computational
complexity of BCD-FP-DC is O(N?2,_ Meyz).

loop

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.



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 x 10711 5 otal 100 cycles/s
Ly 1000

—&— No-IRS
—f>—— Rand-Phase | |
SA
—>*—BCD-SA
“— BCD-MSE
—— BCD-FP-DC | -

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 U, ;, MSE matrix
E, , and auxiliary matrix W ;, = E;,lC The problem
is transformed as

Q K
WA ; ;wwhq,k (W,U,F,8)
st g =log|Wy | — Tr[W,xEgz] +d, G7)
||F¢IJ€H < 1,Vq7k,
0<86, <2, Vn.

where U, j, can be updated by:

_ _ 1=
Uge = (Jgn + HepFo oY HY ) Hy oFg e
(38)
Moreover, two extra benchmarks are compared:

1) Rand-Phase: The phase shifts of IRS elements are
uniformly and independently distributed in [0, 27]. 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.,
G;r =0, and Hg; = 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

L,i 65x105 4
5 e
L 1
A S S——N
b7 5.5
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E =7
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45
= 33 a7 41
o N

Number of iterations

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 02 = 3.16 x 10~ 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.



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.
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