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Networks with Practical Phase Shift Model

Nana Li, Wanming Hao, Member, IEEE, Fuhui Zhou, Senior Member, IEEE, Zheng Chu, Member, IEEE, Shouyi
Yang, and Pei Xiao, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Wireless powered mobile edge computing (WP-
MEC) has been recognized as a promising solution to enhance the
computational capability and sustainable energy supply for low-
power wireless devices (WDs). However, when the communication
links between the hybrid access point (HAP) and WDs are hostile,
the energy transfer efficiency and task offloading rate are com-
promised. To tackle this problem, we propose to employ multiple
intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) to WP-MEC networks. Based
on the practical IRS phase shift model, we formulate a total
computation rate maximization problem by jointly optimizing
downlink/uplink IRSs passive beamforming, downlink energy
beamforming and uplink multi-user detection (MUD) vector at
HAPs, task offloading power and local computing frequency of
WDs, and the time slot allocation. Specifically, we first derive the
optimal time allocation for downlink wireless energy transmission
(WET) to IRSs and the corresponding energy beamforming.
Next, with fixed time allocation for the downlink WET to
WDs, the original optimization problem can be divided into two
independent subproblems. For the WD charging subproblem,
the optimal IRSs passive beamforming is derived by utilizing the
successive convex approximation (SCA) method and the penalty-
based optimization technique, and for the offloading computing
subproblem, we propose a joint optimization framework based
on the fractional programming (FP) method. Finally, simulation
results validate that our proposed optimization method based
on the practical phase shift model can achieve a higher total
computation rate compared to the baseline schemes.

Index Terms—Wireless powered mobile edge computing (WP-
MEC), intelligent reflecting surface (IRS), phase shift model,
resource management.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

IN future wireless networks, a large number of internet of
things (IoTs) wireless devices (WDs) are envisioned to

be interconnected [1], [2]. However, due to the constraints
of manufacturing cost and device size, WDs are typically
equipped with life-limited batteries and energy-saving low-
performance processors, which imposes a great challenge to
perform the computing-intensive tasks with a low latency [3],
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[4]. Recently, wireless powered mobile edge computing (WP-
MEC), which integrates the MEC and wireless energy trans-
mission (WET) [5]–[8], has emerged as a promising technique
to solve this issue. In WP-MEC systems, a hybrid access
point (HAP) equipped with an edge server can simultaneously
provide wireless charging and computing services for WDs.
However, the performance of the WP-MEC systems may not
be guaranteed when the channels between the WDs and HAPs
are blocked by buildings or other obstacles.

To tackle the above issue, intelligent reflecting surface (IRS)
can be deployed to provide an additional transmission link for
WDs. In general, an IRS comprises of a controller circuit and
a large number of low-cost reflection elements [9]. Regulated
by the IRS controller, the reflection angle of incident signal
can be intelligently adjusted by optimizing the phase shift of
each element, improving the energy transfer efficiency and
task offloading rate. However, the designs of IRS elements
are most based on the ideal phase shift model where the
signals can be fully reflected by each element regardless of
its phase shift, which is an unrealistic assumption. Generally,
the reflection amplitude is dependent on the reflection phase
shift [10], and an optimal balance should be found between
the reflection amplitude and phase shifter to maximize the
reflection efficiency. Therefore, in this paper, we consider an
IRS-assisted WP-MEC system based on the practical phase
shift model.

B. Related Works

Recently, there have been several works investigating the
resource optimization in IRS-assisted MEC networks and IRS-
assisted WP-MEC networks.

1) IRS-assisted MEC Networks: The potential of MEC
cannot be fully unleashed when the communication links
between HAPs and WDs are poor. Therefore, some works
proposed to bring IRS to MEC systems for improving the
task offloading rate. For example, Bai et al. investigated the
latency-minimization problem subject to practical constraints
imposed on the edge computing capability [11]. To exploit
the spare computing resources of IoT devices, the authors
of [12] aimed to minimize the overall latency and proposed
a device-to-device (D2D) cooperative computing strategy. In
addition to computing latency, the authors of [13] focused on
maximizing the sum computational bits, a key indicator to
evaluate the computing capability for the IRS-assisted MEC
networks. Furthermore, the authors of [14] considered how
to minimize the energy consumption of devices with the

©2023 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. However, permission to use this material for any other purposes must
be obtained from the IEEE by sending a request to pubs-permissions@ieee.org.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
9.

03
47

1v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 7

 S
ep

 2
02

3



2

help of IRS. Additionally, MEC also provided a platform
for artificial intelligence (AI) applications thanks to the rich
computation resources to train machine learning (ML) models,
resulting in minimizing learning errors for all devices [15]. In
order to reduce the computational complexity of conventional
optimization methods, the authors of [16] proposed a learning-
based algorithm to achieve online task offloading and resource
management in the IRS-assisted MEC networks.

2) IRS-assisted WP-MEC Networks: In [11]–[16], IRSs
are only used to improve the data transmission rate between
HAPs and IoT devices. To realize the simultaneously energy
and data transmission, Chen et al. proposed to maximize the
computation rate subject to the constraint of wireless energy
received by WDs in a multi-user scenario, where the time
division multiple access (TDMA) technology is applied to
avoid the multi-user interference [17]. Following this, Chu et
al. aimed to maximize the network utility by jointly optimizing
the HAP’s transmit power and IRS passive beamforming based
on the TDMA [18]. Different from the above work [17], [18],
considering the single-antenna HAP, the authors of [19]–[21]
considered the multiple antenna HAP and investigated the
joint HAP active and IRS passive beamforming design in
the IRS-assisted WP-MEC system. Specifically, the authors
of [19] formulated a delay minimization problem by jointly
optimizing the IRS phase shift, edge computing resource, HAP
MUD matrix, energy/data transmission time, and task offload-
ing coefficient of each WD. Similarly, Li et al. considered the
latency minimization problem and proposed a multiple access
scheme for multi-user task offloading [20]. Meanwhile, the
authors of [21] aimed to maximize the sum computation rate in
the proposed multiple IRSs-assisted WP-MEC works and the
optimal time scheduling and computing models were obtained
via the one-dimensional search method and greedy algorithm.

Based on the above analysis, although there are several
works jointly investigating MEC and WET in the IRS-assisted
networks, most of them are based on the ideal IRS reflec-
tion model and without taking into account the IRS energy
consumption, which is not practical. Therefore, in this paper,
we consider the practical IRS reflection model, where the
reflection amplitude is dependent on the reflection phase
shift. Meanwhile, multiple IRSs and HAPs are deployed to
jointly serve WDs, and IRSs can obtain the energy via the
multiple HAPs energy beamforming. In this case, we aim to
maximize the total computation rate of all WDs by jointly
optimizing downlink/uplink IRS passive beamforming, HAP
downlink energy beamforming and uplink MUD vector, task
offloading power and local CPU-cycle frequency of WDs,
and time allocation for WET and data computing. To the
best of our knowledge, it is the first time to investigate such
model. Our work is significantly different from the works of
Xiaowei Pang mainly from three aspects. First, most of the
author’s work focus on addressing the problems encountered
in UAV communication, and the IRSs are exploited to mitigate
interference [22], facilitate secure transmission [23], or target
sensing [24], while our work investigates the IRS-assisted
WP-MEC networks. Second, we adopt a practical phase shift
model rather than an ideal model to capture the reflection
characteristics of IRS. Third, due to the different problem

formulations, we propose a new algorithm to cater to the new
formulated problem.

C. Contributions

Against this background, we consider a multiple IRS-
assisted WP-MEC network with a practical IRS phase shift
model, and investigate the resource scheduling strategy to
coordinate the wireless charging for IRSs and WDs, and task
offloading for WDs. The main contributions are detailed as
follows.

• We consider a multiple IRS-assisted WP-MEC network
with a practical IRS phase shift model. Under this frame-
work, IRSs first receive wireless energy from HAPs, and
then utilize the harvested energy to assist both the down-
link energy transfer to WDs and uplink task offloading.
Meanwhile, multiple HAPs and IRSs cooperatively serve
WDs.

• We formulate a total computation rate maximization
problem by jointly optimizing IRSs downlink/uplink pas-
sive beamforming, HAP downlink energy beamforming
and uplink MUD vector, task offloading power and local
CPU-cycle frequency of WDs, and time slot allocation
for WET and data computing under the energy casuality
constraints of IRSs and WDs. We first derive the optimal
time allocation for downlink energy transfer to IRSs
and the corresponding energy beamforming, Next, with
fixed time allocation for WDs charging, the original op-
timization problem can be divided into two independent
subproblems.

• The first subproblem aims to optimize the settings of
WET to WDs, in which the corresponding downlink
energy beamforming and passive beamforming design is
a feasibility-check problem. Next, we reformulate this
problem to maximize the energy harvested by WDs via
introducing a set of auxiliary variables. Then, an alterna-
tive optimization (AO) is proposed to obtain the HAPs
energy beamforming and IRSs passive beamforming. The
second subproblem aims to optimize the settings of data
computing. We propose a joint optimization framework
to find a suboptimal solution of the computing setting
efficiently. Specifically, we iteratively optimize the MUD
vector, IRSs passive beamforming, and task offloading
power with the aid of the Lagrangian dual reformulation
(LDR) and Multidi mensional Complex Quadratic Trans-
form (MCQT) technology.

• Simulation results demonstrate that compared to the
scheme without IRS, the IRS can significantly improve
the performance of the WP-MEC network. Furthermore,
the performance loss caused by the imperfect hardware
of IRS is more pronounced. Therefore, it is necessary
to consider the practical IRS phase shift model for the
passive beamforming design in the IRS-assisted commu-
nication systems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We
describe the system model and formulate a total computation
rate maximization problem in Section II. The solution of
the proposed problem is provided in Section III. Section IV
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presents the simulation results. Finally, Section V concludes
this paper.

TABLE I
Notation List.

Parameters Definition

K Number of WD

B Number of HAP

M Number of HAP’s antennas

I Number of IRS

N Number of IRS reflection element

Pmax Maximum transmit power of HAP

hd
b,k Direct channel from the b-th HAP to the k-th WD

Gb,i Reflected channel from the b-th HAP to the i-th IRS

hr
i,k Reflected channel from the i-th IRS to the k-th WD

hd
k Direct channel from HAPs to the k-th WD

Gi Reflected channel from HAPs to the i-th IRS

hr
k Reflected channel from IRSs to the k-th WD

hk Overall channel from HAPs to the k-th WD

βi,n Reflecting amplitude at the n-th reflecting element of the i-th IRS

θi,n Phase shift at the n-th reflecting element of the i-th IRS

Θi Phase shift matrix at the i-th IRS

Θ Overall Phase shift matrix at all IRSs

v Passive beamforming and v = Θ1IN

βmin Minimum reflecting amplitude in the practical phase shift model

s Transmit signal of WDs

uk Uplink multi-user detection vection of the k-th WD

W Energy transmit covariance matrix at the first sub-slot τ1

Q Energy transmit covariance matrix at the first sub-slot τ2

T Time block length

ω System bandwidth

fk,max Local computing capability of the k-th WD

Ck Number of CPU cycles required to process an input bit

κ Energy efficiency coefficient

η Energy conversion efficiency

µ Power consumption of each reflection element

Notations: In this paper, boldface lower- and upper-case
letters represent vectors and matrixs, respectively. [·]∗, [·]T ,
and [·]H denote the conjugate, transpose, and conjugate-
transpose operations, respectively. E [·] is the expectation oper-
ator. diag (·) is the diagonal operation. tr (·), rank(·), and [·]−1

denote the trace, rank, and inverse operations, respectively.
CM×N refers to a space of M × N complex matrices; j is
the imaginary unit. IN denotes an N × N identity matrix.
1L represents a L-length vector with all elements are 1.
∥ · ∥ represents the Euclidean norm of its argument. ⊗ is the
Kronecker product. Re {·} denotes the real part of ·.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first introduce the system model, in-
cluding phase shift model, uplink task offloading model,
downlink energy transfer model, and computing model. Then,
we formulate the computing rate maximization problem under
several practical constraints.

IRS 1 IRS i

HAP 1

HAP b

WD 1

WD k

... ...

.

..

.

.

.
Downlink Uplink

CPU

hd kb,

G ,ib

hr ki,

Fig. 1: IRS-aided WP-MEC networks.

IRS energy harvesting WD energy harvesting Task offloading for  
K users

1  2

t0 t1

Fig. 2: An illustration of the harvest-then-computing protocol.

A. System Model

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we consider an IRS-assisted WP-
MEC network, which comprises of B distributed HAPs in-
dexed by B ∈ {1, . . . , B}, I IRSs indexed by I ∈ {1, . . . , I},
and K energy-constrained WDs indexed by K ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.
Each HAP is equipped with an edge server and all HAPs
are interconnected to a central processing unit (CPU) through
reliable backhaul links. Similar to [25]–[27], we assume that
IRSs and WDs do not have any embedded energy supply
available, and they need to collect the energy from the HAPs.
After harvesting energy, IRSs can assist the downlink energy
transfer and uplink task offloading, and WDs can process
its computing task by local computing and task offloading.
As shown in Fig. 2, we adopt the “harvest-then-computing”
mechanism [28], [29], and the system operates in a two-phase
manner in each time block T , which is assumed to be no
larger than the tolerant latency of computing task. The number
of antennas at the b-th HAP, and the number of reflecting
elements at the i-th IRS are Mb and Ni, respectively. For
convenience, we set Mb and Ni equal to M and N for all
b ∈ B and i ∈ I, respectively.

The channel coefficients from the b-th HAP to the k-th WD,
from the b-th HAP to the i-th IRS, and from the i-th IRS to
the k-th WD are denoted by hdb,k ∈ CM×1 , Gb,i ∈ CM×N

and hri,k ∈ CN×1, respectively. Without loss of generality,
we assume that all channels remain constant over each time
block, and the channel state information (CSI) can be perfectly
obtained by HAPs via the advanced channel estimation tech-
nique proposed in [30]. The results with perfect CSI in this
work serve as a theoretical performance upper bound for the
practical system. The equivalent channel hb,k ∈ CM×1 from
the b-th HAP to the k-th WD can be expressed as

hb,k = hdb,k +

I∑
i=1

Gb,iΘih
r
i,k, (1)
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where Θi ∈ CN×N denotes the phase shift matrix at the i-th
IRS, which is defined as

Θi ≜ diag
(
βi,1e

jθi,1 , ..., βi,Ne
jθi,N

)
,∀i ∈ I, (2)

where βi,n ∈ [0, 1] and θi,n ∈ [0, 2π) denote the reflecting
amplitude and phase shift at the n-th reflecting element of the
i-th IRS.


 min



Fig. 3: The practical phase shift model with different parameters.

1) Phase Shift Model: We apply the practical phase shift
model here, and it characterizes the fundamental relationship
between the reflecting amplitude and the phase shift. Let
vi,n = βi,n (θi,n) e

jθi,n , ∀i ∈ I, ∀n ∈ N , βi,n (θi,n) is given
by [10]

βi,n (θi,n) = (1− βmin)

(
sin (θi,n − ϕ) + 1

2

)α
+ βmin, (3)

where βmin, ϕ, and α are the positive constants related to
the circuit implementation. As depicted in Fig. 3, βmin is
the minimum amplitude, ϕ is the horizontal distance between
−π/2 and the minimum amplitude βmin, and α controls
the steepness of the function curve. Note that βmin = 1
corresponds to the ideal phase shift model with unit amplitude.

2) Uplink Task Offloading Model: Let s = [s1, s2, ..., sK ]
T ,

where sk denotes the transmit signal of the k-th WD and
E
{
ssH

}
= IK . Thus, the received signal at the b-th HAP

for the k-th WD can be expressed as

ŝb,k = uHb,k

√Pk K∑
j=1

hb,jsj+nb

 , (4)

where ub,k denotes the MUD vector for the k-th WD,
Pk is the transmit power of the k-th WD, and nb =
[nb,1, nb,2, ..., nb,M ]

T is the received noise vector of the b-th
HAP where we assume nb,m ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

)
for all b ∈ B,

and m ∈ M. Since there are B HAPs serving K WDs
simultaneously, the overall recovered signal ŝk for the k-th

WD can be formulated as

ŝk =

B∑
b=1

uH
b,k

[
K∑

j=1

√
Pk

(
hd
b,j+

I∑
i=1

Gb,iΘih
r
i,j

)
sj+nb

]
(a)
= uH

k

[
K∑

j=1

√
Pk

(
hd
j+

I∑
i=1

GiΘih
r
i,j

)
sj + n

]
(b)
= uH

k

[
K∑

j=1

√
Pk

(
hd
j+GΘhr

j

)
sj + n

]
(5)

(c)
= uH

k

[
K∑

j=1

√
Pkhjsj + n

]
,

(a) holds by defining uk =
[
uT1,k, ...,u

T
B,k

]T
, hdk =[

hd1,k
T
, ...,hdB,k

T
]T

, Gi =
[
GT

1,i, ...,G
T
B,i

]T
, and n =[

nT1 , ...,n
T
B

]T
, (b) holds by defining G =

[
GT

1 , ...,G
T
I

]T
,

Θ = diag (Θ1, ...,ΘI), and hrk =
[
hr1,k

T , ...,hrI,k
T
]T

, and
(c) holds according to hk = hdk +GΘhrk. Thus, the SINR of
the k-th WD can be expressed as

γk(P,U,Θ)=
Pk
∣∣uHk (hdk+GΘhrk

)∣∣2∑K
j=1,j ̸=k Pj

∣∣uHk (hdj+GΘhrj
)∣∣2+σ2

, (6)

where P = [P1, ..., PK ], U =
[
uT1 , ...,u

T
K

]T
. Thereby, the

offloading rate of the k-th WD is given by

Rk (P,U,Θ) = ω log2 (1 + γk (P,U,Θ)) , (7)

where ω is the bandwidth.
3) Downlink Energy Transfer Model : At the beginning of

each time block as shown in Fig. 2, HAPs first generate energy
beamforming to charge IRSs or WDs. We further divide the
energy transfer duration t0 into two sub-slots τ1 and τ2, which
satisfies t0 = τ1 + τ2.

In the first sub-slot τ1, IRSs operate in the energy harvesting
mode for collecting the radio-frequency energy from HAPs.
Note that the harvested direct current power is generally
nonlinear with respect to the received radio frequency power.
The nonlinear conversion largely depends on the input power
level and the transmit waveform and there have been a plethora
of recent works on analytic nonlinear energy harvesting (EH)
model. However, there is still a lack of a generic EH model
that captures all practical issues [31]. Therefore, we consider
a linear EH model here, which has been commonly adopted
in the WPT literature [32]–[35]. Let e ∈ CBM×1 denote the
downlink energy-bearing transmit signal, which is assumed
as a random signal with its power spectral density satisfy-
ing certain regulations on radio-frequency radiation [36]. Let
W ≜ E

[
eeH

]
⪰ 0 denote the energy transmit covariance

matrix and the transmit power is given by E
[
∥e∥2

]
= tr(W).

In general, HAPs can apply multiple beams to deliver wireless
energy, i.e., W can be of any rank. Assuming r = rank(W) ≤
BM , then a total of r energy beams can be obtained via the
eigenvalue decomposition (EVD) of W [36]. Since the noise
power is much lower than the received power transmitted from
HAPs, the energy harvested from the noise can be ignored.
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Hence, the harvested energy of the i-th IRS can be expressed
as

EIRS (i, τ1,W) = τ1η tr
(
G

′

iW
)
, (8)

where η denotes the linear energy conversion efficiency, and
G

′

i ≜ GiG
H
i .

In the second sub-slot τ2, HAPs charge WDs with the
help of IRSs. Let x ∈ CBM×1 denote the energy-bearing
transmit signal. Q ≜ E

[
xxH

]
⪰ 0 denotes the energy

transmit covariance matrix and the transmit power is given by
E
[
∥x∥2

]
= tr(Q). The energy harvested by the k-th device

is given by

Ek
(
τ2,Q,v

E
)
= τ2η tr (QHk) , (9)

where Hk ≜ hkh
H
k , and vE = Θ1IN denotes the IRS

passive beamforming at the second energy harvesting sub-slot.
Additionally, WDs can also collect the wireless energy at the
first sub-slot, but the energy is very weak since HAPs mainly
formulate the high gain energy beamforming towards to RISs,
thus can be omitted.

4) Computing Model: In the second phase, WDs utilize
the harvested energy to perform local computing and task
offloading with the duration of t1, which satisfies t1 = T − t0.

a) Local Computing: Upon denoting the CPU cycles
required to process a single bit input data and the computing
speed of the k-th WD by ck and fk, respectively, we formulate
the local computing data size and energy consumption of the
k-th WD as [37]

Dk,loc =
fkt1
ck

, (10a)

Ek,loc = κf2k t1, (10b)

where κ is computation energy efficiency coefficient, which
depends on the hardware architecture [38], [39].

b) Task Offloading: Apart from local computing, WDs
can also choose to offload a part of its computing task to the
edge server. Combining formula (7), the offloading data size
can be expressed as

Dk,off = t1Rk
(
P,U,vI

)
, (11)

where vI = Θ1IN is the IRS passive beamforming at the
data computing phase. Since the edge server has powerful
computing capability compared with WDs and the size of
computing result is usually small, thus we ignore the delay
of edge computing and result reture as in [40]–[42].

B. Problem Formulation

In this paper, we aim to maximize the total computation
bits of all WDs by jointly optimizing the downlink/uplink
passive beamforming

{
vE ,vI

}
, downlink energy beamform-

ing {W,Q}, uplink MUD vector U, offloading power P and
local CPU-cycle frequency f = [f1, ..., fK ] at WDs, and the

time slot allocation t = [τ1, τ2, t1], and the joint optimization
problem is formulated as

P0 : maximize
{x0}

t1

K∑
k=1

ω log2 (1 + γk) +

K∑
k=1

fkt1
Ck

(12a)

s.t. τ1 + τ2 + t1 ≤ T, (12b)
0 ≤ fk ≤ fk,max,∀k ∈ K, (12c)

vi,n = βi,n (θi,n) e
ȷθi,n ,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (12d)

− π ≤ θi,n ≤ π,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (12e)
tr (WDb) ≤ Pmax,∀b ∈ B, (12f)
tr (QDb) ≤ Pmax,∀b ∈ B, (12g)

∥ub,k∥2 ≤ 1,∀b ∈ B,∀k ∈ K, (12h)
(T − τ1)Nµ ≤ EIRS (i, τ1,W) ,∀i ∈ I, (12i)

t1
[
κf2k+(Pk+Pc)

]
≤Ek

(
τ2,Q,v

E
)
,∀k∈ K, (12j)

where Db = Cb ⊗ IM , Cb ∈ CB×B is a matrix with the
element at the b-th row and the b-th column being 1, and
the other elements being 0s. µ is the power consumption
of each IRS reflecting element [43], [44]. Pmax and Pc
denote the maximum transmit power of each HAP and the
constant circuit power. The optimization variables {x0} ={
W,Q,vE ,

{
θEi,n
}
,U,vI ,

{
θIi,n
}
,P, f , t

}
. (12b) indicates

the time constraint, (12c) is the local computing capability
constraint, (12d) gives the reflecting coefficient constraint
of IRSs, (12e) restricts the range of the phase shift, (12f)
and (12g) represent the downlink transmit power constraints,
(12h) is the unit-norm detection vector constraint, and (12i)
and (12j) imply that the energy consumption of IRSs and WDs
should not exceed their harvested energy. It is obvious that
P0 is a nonconvex optimization problem and thus intractable.
Next, we propose an effective scheme to deal with it.

III. SOLUTION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

In the first sub-slot τ1, HAPs transmit energy beamforming
to charge IRSs, and then IRSs assist the downlink energy
transfer in the second sub-slot τ2 and uplink task offloading
in the second phase t1. From P0, one can observe that
the computing data size increases with t1, and thus we can
decrease τ1 and increase τ2/t1 to enhance the harvested energy
by WDs or offloading time so as to increase computation bits.
By combining with (12i), we can directly obtain the optimal
τ1 for the i-th IRS as

τ⋆1,i =
NµT

Nµ+ η tr
(
G

′
iW
) ,∀i ∈ I. (13)

To satisfy the energy requirement for each IRS and simulta-
neously minimize the sub-slot τ1, we formulate the following
optimization problem.

P1 : min
W,τ1

τ1 (14a)

s.t.
NµT

Nµ+ η tr
(
G

′
iW
) ≤ τ1,∀i ∈ I, (14b)

tr (WDb) ≤ Pmax,∀b ∈ B, (14c)
W ⪰ 0. (14d)
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It is obvious that P1 is a non-convex optimization
problem, and we reformulate (14b) as NµT ≤
τ1

(
Nµ+ η tr

(
G

′

iW
))

. Then, with the help of a bisection
search over τ1, P1 can be equivalently transformed into the
following convex optimization problem, given as

P1
′
: Find W (15a)

s.t. NµT ≤ τ l1

(
Nµ+ η tr

(
G

′

iW
))

,∀i ∈ I (15b)

tr (WDb) ≤ Pmax,∀b ∈ B, (15c)
W ⪰ 0, (15d)

where τ l1 is the value of τ1 at the l-th iteration.
After obtaining the optimal τ1 and W, the original P0 can

be equivalently transformed into the following problem

P2 :maximize
{x1}

t1

K∑
k=1

ω log2 (1 + γk) +

K∑
k=1

fkt1
Ck

(16a)

s.t. τ2 + t1 ≤ T − τ1 (16b)
(12c)− (12e) , (12g) , (12h) , (12j) , (16c)

where {x1} =
{
Q,vE ,

{
θEi,n
}
,U,vI ,

{
θIi,n
}
,P, f , τ2

}
. One

can observe that it is still difficult to directly solve P2. In the
rest of this section, we will propose an effective algorithm to
solve it.

Note that
{
Q,vE ,

{
θEi,n
}}

are related to the WPT setting
of the second sub-slot, and

{
U,vI ,

{
θIi,n
}
,P, f

}
are related

to the computing setting of the second phase. Therefore, if we
fix τ2, P2 can be divided into the following two independent
sub-problems, i.e., P3 and P4.

P3 : Find
{
Q,vE ,

{
θEi,n
}}

(17a)

s.t. (12d) , (12e) , (12g) , (17b)

t1
[
κf2k+(Pk+Pc)

]
≤τ2η tr (QHk) ,∀k ∈ K, (17c)

where t1 = T − τ1 − τ2.

P4 :max
{x2}

K∑
k=1

ω log2 (1 + γk) +

K∑
k=1

fk
Ck

(18a)

s.t. (12c)− (12e) , (12h) , (18b)

t1
[
κf2k+(Pk+Pc)

]
≤τ2η tr (QHk) ,∀k ∈ K, (18c)

where {x2} =
{
U,vI,

{
θIi,n
}
,P, f

}
.

Here, we need to solve P3 first and then solve P4 according
to the obtained

{
Q,vE ,

{
θEi,n
}}

based on P3. Meanwhile, we
can apply one dimensional search method to obtain the optimal
τ2. Next, we only need to solve P3 and P4 in sequence.

A. Solution of P3

In fact, there may be many feasible solutions for P3, and it
seems difficult to decide which one is the optimal. However,
from (18c) of P4, one can observe that a larger tr (QHk)
can obtain a larger objective function for P4. Since tr (QHk)
is related to P3, we can select one of feasible solutions of
P4 that owns the maximum tr (QHk). Based on the above

analysis, we can transform P3 into the following optimization
problem as

P3a : max
Q,vE ,{θEi,n}

K∑
k=1

tr (QHk) (19a)

s.t. (12d) , (12e) , (12g) , (19b)
Q ⪰ 0, (19c)
rank(Q) = 1. (19d)

To facilitate the solution, we transform P3a to its equivalent
problem, by introducing auxiliary variable {ζk} as

P3a′ : max
Q,vE ,{θEi,n},{ζk}

K∑
k=1

ζk (20a)

s.t. (12d) , (12e) , (12g) , (19c) , (19d) , (20b)
tr (QHk) ≥ ζk,∀k ∈ K. (20c)

Due to the non-convex constraint (12d), it is difficult to solve
P3a′. To proceed it, we propose a penalty-based method by
adding a penalty term to the OF, which can be reformulated
as

P3a′ − 1 :

min
Q,vE ,{θEi,n},{ζk}

−
K∑
k=1

ζk+ι1

N∑
n=1

∣∣vi,n−βi,n (θi,n) eȷθi,n∣∣2
(21a)

s.t. (12e) , (12g) , (19c) , (19d) , (20c) , (21b)

where ι1 > 0 is the penalty parameter that imposes a cost
for the constraint violation of (12d). We propose a two-
layer iterative algorithm, where the inner layer solves the
penalized optimization problem P3a′ − 1 by adopting the
block coordinate descent (BCD) method while the outer layer
updates ι1, until the convergence is achieved. Specifically, the
optimization variables in P3a′−1 can be partitioned into three
blocks, i.e., Q, vE and

{
θEi,n
}

, and each of them is alternately
optimized in one iteration with the other two blocks fixed, until
the convergence is reached.

Note that the initial value of ι1 should be set to a sufficiently
small number, even though this point may be infeasible for
(20). We can maximize the OF, i.e.,

∑K
k=1 ζk, by gradually

increasing ι1 by a factor of ϱ > 1. When ι1 is sufficiently
large, we can obtain a solution that satisfies all the constraints
in (20) within a predefined accuracy.

Next, we provide the details for solving P3a′ − 1.
1) Optimizing energy transmit covariance matrix Q while

fixing the passive beamforming vE and IRS phase shift
{
θEi,n
}

:
For given

{
vE ,

{
θEi,n
}}

, P3a′ can be simplified as

P3a′ − 1E1 : max
Q,{ζk}

K∑
k=1

ζk (22a)

s.t. (12g) , (19c) , (19d) , (20c) . (22b)

For the rank-one constraint (19d), it is equivalent to tr (Q)−
∥Q∥2 = 0 [?], where ∥Q∥2 denotes the spectral norm. For a
positive semidefinite matrix Q, there always exists tr (Q) −
∥Q∥2 ≥ 0, since ∥Q∥2 is the largest singular value while
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tr (Q) equals to the sum of all singular value. Thus, tr (Q)−
∥Q∥2 = 0 can be transformed into the difference of convex
functions as

Tr(Q)− ∥Q∥2 ≤ 0. (23)

Then, P3a′ − 1E1 can be transformed into

P3a′ − 1E1′ : max
Q,{ζk}

K∑
k=1

ζk (24a)

s.t. (12g) , (19c) , (20c) , (23) . (24b)

It is obvious that P3a′ − 1E1′ is a convex optimization
problem, and thus it can be solved by using the standard
convex optimization tool.

2) Optimizing passive beamforming vE while fixing energy
transmit covariance matrix Q and IRS phase shift

{
θEi,n
}

:
Firstly, we obtain the energy beamforming vector x by singular
value decomposition (SVD). Then, for convenience, we define
GΘhr,k = ΦH

k v, ck = Φkx, dk = hHd,kx, ∀k ∈ K, and the
left side of constraint (20c) can be rewritten as

tr (QHk) = Fk
(
vE
)

=
(
vE
)H

Ckv
E+2Re

{(
vE
)H

uk

}
+ |dk|2 , (25a)

where Ck = ckc
H
k and uk = ckd

H
k . Thus, P3a′ − 1 can be

simplified as

P3a′ − 1E2 : min
vE ,{ζk}

−
K∑
k=1

ζk+ι1
∥∥vE − aE

∥∥2 (26a)

s.t. Fk
(
vE
)
≥ ζk,∀k ∈ K, (26b)

where aE =
[
β1,1

(
θE1,1
)
eȷθ

E
1,1 , ..., βIN

(
θEIN

)
eȷθ

E
IN

]T
. For

the non-convex constraint (26b), we apply the SCA technique
to deal with it. The left hand side of (26b) is lower bounded
by its first-order Taylor expansion at any given point. Thus, at
the local point of

(
vE
)(l−1)

, we have

Fk
(
vE
)
≥(

vE
)(l−1)H

Ck

(
vE
)(l−1)

+2Re

{(
vE
)(l−1)H

uk

}
+|dk|2

+ 2
(
CH
k

(
vE
)(l−1)

+ uk

)H ((
vE
)
−
(
vE
)(l−1)

)
≜ F low

k

(
vE ,

(
vE
)(l−1)

)
.

(27)
P3a′ − 1E2 can be transformed into

P3a′ − 1E2′ : min
vE ,{ζk}

−
K∑
k=1

ζk + ι1
∥∥vE − aE

∥∥2 (28a)

s.t.
∣∣vEi,n∣∣ ≤ 1,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (28b)

F low
k

(
vE ,

(
vE
)(l−1)

)
≥ ζk,∀k ∈ K. (28c)

A locally optimal solution can be approached by successively
updating

(
vE
)(l−1)

based on the solution obtained from the
previous iteration, until the objective value converges.

3) Optimizing IRS phase shift
{
θEi,n
}

while fixing energy
transmit covariance matrix Q and passive beamforming vE:
For given vE , P3a′ − 1 can be simplified as

P3a′ − 1E3 :

min
{θEi,n}

I∑
i=1

N∑
n=1

∣∣∣vEi,n − βi,n
(
θEi,n
)
eȷθ

E
i,n

∣∣∣2 (29a)

s.t. − π ≤ θi,n ≤ π,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N . (29b)

Due to the fact that {θi,n} are fully separable in the OF, the
solutions of {θi,n} can be obtained by independently solving
IN subproblems. By expanding

∣∣vi,n − βi,n (θi,n) e
ȷθi,n

∣∣2 and
omitting the constant terms, each subproblem can be formu-
lated as

P3a′ − 1E3′ :

max
θi,n

2βi,n (θi,n) |vi,n| cos (ψi,n−θi,n)−β2
i,n (θi,n) (30a)

s.t. (29b) , (30b)

where ψi,n = arg (vi,n). As described in [10], the whole
function is maximized when θi,n slightly deviates away from
ψn. The trust region that encloses the optimal value of θi,n is
given by [10]

θ∗i,n ∈{[
ψi,n, ψi,n+(−1)λ∆

]
if βi,n(ψi,n)+βi,n(ψi,n+∆)

2 < |vi,n| ,[
ψi,n, ψi,n−(−1)λ∆

]
if βi,n(ψi,n)+βi,n(ψi,n−∆)

2 > |vi,n| ,
(31)

where ∆ ≥ 0, and λ = 0 when ψi,n ≥ 0 and λ = 1 otherwise.
An accurate approximate solution can be obtained via

the one-dimensional search over the trust region, but it is
computationally unaffordable. To address this issue, a closed-
form approximate solution to (30) can be similarly obtained
by fitting a quadratic function through three points over
the trust region, i.e., θA = φn, θB = 2φn±(−1)λ∆

2 , and
θC = φn ± (−1)λ∆. Let f1 = f (θA) , f2 = f (θB), and
f3 = f (θC). Then, we have

θ̂∗n =
θA (f1 − 4f2 + 3f3) + θC (3f1 − 4f2 + f3)

4 (f1 − 2f2 + f3)
. (32)

Up to now, we finish the solution of P3 by the proposed
AO.

B. Solution of P4

In this subsection, we aim to solve P4 based on the obtained
Q and vE at the above subsection.

To deal with the non-convex sum-logarithms in (18a), we
propose a method to decouple the logarithms based on the
Lagrangian dual reformulation (LDR) technique [46]. Follow-
ing this, P4 can be transformed to its equivalent problem, by
introducing an auxiliary variable ρ = [ρ1, ρ2, · · · , ρK ]

T as
follows

P4a : max
U,vI ,P,f ,ρ

g
(
U,vI ,P, f ,ρ

)
(33a)

s.t. (12c)− (12e) , (12h) , (12j) , (33b)
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where g
(
U,vI ,P, f ,ρ

)
is given by

g(U,vI ,P, f ,ρ) =

K∑
k=1

ω ln (1+ρk)−
K∑
k=1

ωρk

+

K∑
k=1

(1+ρk)ωgk(U,v
I ,P) +

K∑
k=1

fk
Ck

,

(34)

gk(U,v
I ,P) is defined as

gk(U,v
I ,P) = (35)

Pkh
H
k uk

 K∑
j=1

Pju
H
k hj

(
uHk hj

)H
+Ξk,p

−1

uHk hk.

Similar to P3a′−1, by introducing equality constraint (12d)
as a penalty term to the OF, problem P4a can be converted
to the corresponding augmented Lagrangian (AL) problem,
which is given by

P4a′ : max
U,vI ,P,f ,ρ

g
(
U,vI ,P, f ,ρ

)
−ι2

∥∥vI − aI
∥∥2 (36a)

s.t. (12c) , (12e) , (12h) , (12j) , (36b)

where aI =
[
β1,1 (θ1,1) e

ȷθ1,1 , ..., βI,N (θI,N ) eȷθI,N
]T

. We
propose a two-layer iterative algorithm to solve P4a′, where
the inner layer solves the penalized optimization problem P4a′

by the BCD method while the outer layer updates ι2 by a
factor of ϱ > 1, until the convergence is achieved. Next, the
AO scheme is still applied to solve P4a′.

1) Optimizing ρ with fixed
(
U,vI ,P, f

)
: Given a feasible

solution of
(
U⋆,vI⋆,P⋆, f⋆

)
, the optimal ρ can be obtained

by setting ∂g/∂ρk = 0 for ∀k ∈ K and given by

ρoptk = γ⋆k , ∀k ∈ K. (37)

Note that once ρ is decided, the objective value in (36) is
only related to the last two terms of g and the penalty term,
i.e.,

∑K
k=1 (1+ρk)ωgk(U,v

I ,P)+
∑K
k=1

fk
Ck
−ι2

∥∥vI − aI
∥∥2.

For the MUD vector and passive beamforming design, the
objective value is only related to the third term of g and the
penalty term, i.e.,

∑K
k=1 (1+ρk) gk(U,v

I ,P)−ι2
∥∥vI − aI

∥∥2.
2) Optimizing U with fixed

(
vI ,P, f ,ρ

)
: Given fixed(

vI⋆,P⋆, f⋆,ρ⋆
)
, the subproblem of MUD vector design at

HAPs can be rewritten as

P4a′ − 1 :

max
U

g1(U) =

K∑
k=1

µkgk
(
U,vI⋆,P⋆

)
(38a)

s.t. ∥ub,k∥2 ≤ 1,∀b ∈ B,∀k ∈ K, (38b)

where µk = (1 + ρ⋆k) × ω. Since the OF in (38) is a high-
dimensional sum-of-fractions, the non-convexity of gk cannot
be relaxed by common FP methods. To work around this
non-convex high-dimensional ”fractions” problem, we can
adopt a method called multidimensional complex quadratic
transform (MCQT) [46]. By introducing auxiliary variables
ξ = [ξ1, ξ2, ..., ξK ], P4a′ − 1 can be rewritten as

P4a′ − 1′ : max
U,ξ

g2(U, ξ) (39a)

s.t. ∥ub,k∥2 ≤ 1,∀b ∈ B,∀k ∈ K, (39b)

where

g2(U, ξ)=

K∑
k=1

2
√
µkPkℜ

{
ξHk uHk hk

}

−
K∑
k=1

ξHk

 K∑
j=1

Pju
H
k hj

(
uHk hj

)H
+Ξk

 ξk.

(40)

U and ξ can be updated alternately. P4a′ − 1′ can be further
divided into the following two independent subproblems.

a) Fix U and solve ξ: By setting ∂g2/∂ξk = 0, for
∀k ∈ K, the optimal ξ is given by

ξoptk =
√
µkPk

 K∑
j=1

Pju
H
k hj

(
uHk hj

)H
+Ξk

−1

uHk hk,

∀k ∈ K. (41)

b) Fix ξ and solve U: For convenience, we first define

ak=ξHk

 K∑
j=1

Pjhjh
H
j

 ξk,

Ak = diag(a1, ...,aK), vk =
√
µkPkh

H
k ξk,

V = [v1,v2, ...,vK ]
T
, Y =

K∑
k=1

ξHk Ξkξk.

(42)

Then, problem P4a′ − 1′ can be simplified as

P4a′ − 1′E1 :

max
{U}

g2(U) = −UHAU+ ℜ{2VU} − Y, (43a)

s.t. UHOb,kU ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K, (43b)

where Ob,k = Jb,k ⊗ IM , J ∈ CBK×BK is a matrix whose
((k − 1)×B + b)-th row and ((k − 1)×B + b)-th column
is 1, and other elements are 0s. Since matrix A and Ob,k are
all positive semidefinite, P4a′ − 1′E1 is a standard QCQP
problem, which can be solved by existing CVX tools.

3) Optimizing vI with fixed (U,P, f ,ρ): Based on the
given (U⋆,P⋆, f⋆,ρ⋆), P4a′ can be reformulated as the
following one

P4a′ − 2 : max
vI ,{θIi,n}

g3(v
I ,
{
θIi,n
}
) (44a)

s.t. vi,n = βi,n (θi,n) e
ȷθi,n ,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (44b)

− π ≤ θi,n ≤ π,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (44c)

where

g3(v
I ,
{
θIi,n
}
) = (45)

K∑
k=1

µkgk
(
vI ,U⋆,P⋆

)
−ι2

∥∥vI − aI
∥∥2 .

Next, we define a new auxiliary function with respect to vI

as
Fk,j(v

I) =
√
Pju

H
k

(
hdj+GΘIhrj

)
. (46)



9

Similar to P4a′−1, by introducing an auxiliary variable ϖ =
[ϖ1, ϖ2, · · · , ϖK ], P4a′ − 2 can be equivalently rewritten as

P4a′ − 2′ :

max
vI ,{θIi,n},ϖ

g4(v
I ,ϖ)=

K∑
k=1

ĝk(v
I ,ϖ)−ι2

∥∥vI−aI
∥∥2 (47a)

s.t. vi,n = βi,n (θi,n) e
ȷθi,n ,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (47b)

− π ≤ θi,n ≤ π,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N , (47c)

where ĝk is denoted by

ĝk(v
I ,ϖ) = 2

√
µkℜ

{
ϖH
k Fk,k(Θ

I)
}

(48)

−ϖH
k

 K∑
j=1

Fk,j(Θ
I)FHk,j(Θ

I) +Ξk

ϖk,∀k ∈ K.

Similar to P4a′ − 1′, updating vI contains two steps,
i.e., updating vI and ϖ in turn. Specifically, P4a′ − 2′ is
further divided into two subproblems and respectively solved
as follows.

a) Fix vI and solve ϖ: Given a fixed vI , the optimal
ϖ can be obtained by solving ∂g4/∂ϖk = 0, for ∀k ∈ K,
and given by

ϖopt
k =

√
µk

 K∑
j=1

Fk,j(Θ)FHk,j(Θ)+Ξk

−1

Fk,k(Θ). (49)

b) Fix ϖ and solve vI : Combining with formula (46),
we simplify the expression of g4 in (47) with the auxiliary
function Fk,j as follows

ϖH
k Fk,j(v

I)

= ϖH
k

√
Pju

H
k hdj +ϖH

k

√
Pju

H
k GΘIhrj

= ϖH
k

√
Pju

H
k hdj +ϖH

k

√
Pju

H
k G diag

(
hrj
)
v

= ck,j + gHk,jv,

(50)

where ck,j and gk,j are defined as

ck,j = ϖH
k

√
Pju

H
k hdj , (51a)

gk,j =
(
ϖH
k

√
Pju

H
k Gdiag

(
hrj
))H

. (51b)

Then, substituting (50) into (48), yields

ĝk(v
I) = 2

√
µkℜ

{
ck,k + gHk,kv

I
}

−
K∑
j=1

(
ck,j + gHk,jv

I
) (
c∗k,j +

(
vI
)H

gk,j

)
−ϖH

k Ξkϖk.

(52)
Therefore, g4 in (47a) can be simplified as

g4(v
I)=−

(
vI
)H

ΛvI+ℜ
{
2νvI

}
−ζ−ι2

∥∥vI−aI
∥∥2, (53)
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Fig. 4: Block diagram of overall algorithm to solve P0.

where

Λ =

K∑
k=1

K∑
j=1

gk,jg
H
k,j ,

ν =

K∑
k=1

√
µkg

H
k,k −

K∑
k=1

K∑
j=1

c∗k,jg
H
k,j ,

ζ =

K∑
k=1

K∑
j=1

|ck,j |2 +
K∑
k=1

ϖH
k Ξkϖk − 2

K∑
k=1

√
µkℜ{ck,k} .

(54)
As such, the non-convex P4a′ − 2′ has been converted to a
convex one, which is given by

P4a′ − 2′E1 :

min
vI

(
vI
)H

ΛvI−ℜ
{
2νvI

}
+ι2

∥∥vI − aI
∥∥2 (55a)

s.t.
∣∣vIi,n∣∣ ≤ 1,∀i ∈ I,∀n ∈ N . (55b)

Since matrix Λ is positive semidefinite, P4a′−2′E1 is convex
and can be solved by the standard convex optimization tool.
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Then, based on the obtained vI , we update
{
θIi,n
}

using (32).
4) Optimizing P and f with fixed

(
U,vI , f ,ρ

)
: For given(

U⋆,vI⋆, f⋆,ρ⋆
)

and ξ⋆, g2 can be reformulated as g5 at the
bottom of next page. Then, for simplification, we define

b =

K∑
k=1

ukξkξ
H
k uHk , B = IK ⊗ b,

ck = 2
√
µkξ

H
k uHk , C = [c1, ..., cK ] ,

P
′
=

[(√
P 1h1

)T
, ...,

(√
PKhK

)T]T
,

χ = ξHk Ξkξk.

(57)

By substituting (57) to (56), we obtain

g5(P) = −P
′HBP

′
+ ℜ

{
CP

′
}
− χ. (58)

Therefore, the subproblem of uplink transmit power and local
computing frequency design at WDs can be formulated as

P4a′ − 3 : max
P,f

ω

(
K∑
k=1

ln (1+ρk)−
K∑
k=1

ρk

)
+g5(P)+

K∑
k=1

fk/Ck (59a)

s.t. 0 ≤ fk ≤ fk,max, ∀k ∈ K, (59b)

t1
[
κf2k + (Pk + Pc)

]
≤ Ek (τ2,Q) ,∀k ∈ K. (59c)

Since matrix B is positive semidefinite, the last term of OF is
linear, and contraints (59b) and (59c) are linear and convex.
Therefore, P4a′ − 3 is a convex optimization problem, which
can be solved by the convex optimization tool.

Now we have the complete solution for the original opti-
mization problem P0, and the corresponding flow diagram is
depicted in Fig. 4.

As the diagram shows, after obtaining the optimal time
allocation for IRS charging and the corresponding energy
beamforming, and fixing the time allocation for WD charg-
ing, the original optimization problem can be devided into
two independent subproblems, i.e., P3 and P4. The first
subproblem P3 aims to optimize the WD charging setting.
To facilitate the solution, P3 is transformed into P3a

′
by

introducing auxiliary variable {ζk}. Due to the nonconvex
reflecting coefficient constraint of IRS, the reformulated P3a

′

is still difficult to solve directly. To proceed it, we propose a
penalty-based method by adding a penalty term to the OF, and
ι1 is the penalty parameter. Then, P3a

′
can be solved by our

proposed two-layer iterative algorithm, where the inner layer
updates energy beamforming Q and passive beamforming
vE while the outer layer updates ι1, until the convergence

is achieved. The second subproblem P4 aim to optimize
the computing setting, and based on the LDR technique,
the nonconvex sum-logarithms in its OF is decoupled by
introducing an auxiliary variable ρ. Similar to P3a

′
, we add

the nonconvex reflecting coefficient constraint of IRS as a
penalty term to the OF, and ι2 is the penalty parameter.
Similarly, the reformulated subproblem P4a

′
can be solved

by our proposed two-layer algorithm framework, in which
the inner layer algorithm iteratively update auxiliary variable
ρ, MUD matrix U, passive beamforming vI , uplink transmit
power P and local computing frequency f , and the outer layer
algorithm update penalty coefficient ι2, until the convergence
is achieved. Finally, the optimal time allocation τ2 is obtained
by one dimensional search method.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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r
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3
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Fig. 5: The simulation scenario with five HAPs and two IRSs.

In this section, numerical results are provided to evaluate
the performance of the proposed algorithm. Similar to [47],
we consider a three dimensional coordinate system as shown
in Fig. 5, which consists of five HAPs, two IRSs, and four
WDs. Here, two IRSs are deployed on the user side to
improve network capacity. We assume that the b-th HAP is
located at (4 (b− 1)m,−5m, 3m), two IRSs are located at
(6m, 1m, 2m) and (10m, 1m, 2m), and K WDs are uniformly
and randomly distributed in a cluster, which is centered at
(Lm, 0m, 1m) with radius 1 m. The simulation parameters
are summarized in Table II.

As for the communications channel, both the small scale
fading and large scale path loss are considered. We define
dHU , dHI , and dIU as the distance between HAP and WD,

g5(P) =

K∑
k=1

2
√
µkPkℜ

{
ξHk uHk hk

}
−

K∑
k=1

ξHk

 K∑
j=1

Pju
H
k hj

(
uHk hj

)H
+Ξk

 ξk

=

K∑
k=1

2
√
µkℜ

{
ξHk uHk

√
Pkhk

}
−

K∑
k=1

ξHk uHk

 K∑
j=1

√
Pjhjh

H
j

√
Pj

ukξk − ξHk Ξkξk

(56)
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TABLE II
Simulation Parameters.

Parameters Values

Number of WD, K 4

Number of HAP, B 5

Number of HAP’s antennas, M 2

Number of IRS, I 2

Number of IRS reflection element, N 10

Maximum transmit power of HAP 100W

Time block length, T 1s

System bandwidth, ω 1MHz

Local computing capability of the k-th WD, fk,max 1× 108 cycles/s

Computational complexity, Ck 500 cycles/bit

Energy efficiency coefficient, κ 1× 10−28

Energy conversion efficiency, η 0.8

Noise spectral density, N0 40 dBm

Path loss exponent, κHU/κHI/κIU 3.5/2.2/2.8

Power consumption of each reflection element, µ 1mW

HAP and IRS, IRS and WD. Thus, the distance-dependent
large scale path loss model is given by

L (d) = C0

(
d

d0

)−κ

, d ∈ {dHU , dHI , dIU} , (60)

where C0 = −30dB denotes the path loss at a reference
distance d0 = 1 m. d refers to the individual channel distance,
and κ is the path loss exponent. Here we set the path loss
exponent of the HAP-WD link, HAP-IRS link, and IRS-
WD link to κHU = 3.5, κHI = 2.2, and κIU = 2.8
[47], respectively. For the small scale fading, we consider a
Rician fading channel model for all involved channels, and the
channel H is modeled as

H =

√
βHU

1 + βHU
HLoS +

√
1

1 + βHU
HNLoS, (61)

where βHU stands for the Rician factor, HLoS and HNLoS

refer to the LoS deterministic component and the non-LoS
Rayleigh fading component, respectively. H is reduced to a
Rayleigh fading channel model when βHU = 0, a LoS channel
model when βHU → ∞. Then, for the HAP-WD channel,
we need to multiply H by the distance-dependent large scale
path loss L (d) in (60). Similarly, the HAP-IRS and IRS-WD
channels can also be generated by the above procedure with
βHI and βIU denoting the Rician factors of them. Here we
assume βHI → ∞, βIU → ∞, and βHU = 0. Note that
the energy efficiency coefficient κ setting follows [7], [26],
the local computing capability of the k-th WD fk,max setting
follows [29], and the setting of other parameters in Table II is
given by [7] or [47].

For comparison, the following four baseline schemes are
considered.

• Upper bound: solve P0 with βmin = 1 using the
proposed method.

• Ideal IRS assumption: the phase shift design under ideal
IRS assumption is applied to the practical IRS model.

• Full offloading: all computation tasks of each WD are
offloaded to the HAP and performed on the edge server.

• No IRS: the conventional communication network with-
out IRS.

1) Convergence Behavior: Figs. 6 (a)-(b) show the con-
vergence behavior for solving P3. It is observed that the
proposed algorithm for downlink energy beamforming and
IRS passive beamforming design converges within 5 iterations,
while the outer loops that is related to the initial value of
ι1, converges within 30 iterations. Figs. 6 (c)-(d) present the
convergence behavior for solving P4. Similarly, it can be
seen that the inner loop for optimizing MUD vector, IRS
passive beamforming, offloading power, and local computing
frequency can reach convergence within 10 iterations, while
the outer loop converges within 70 iterations.

2) Selection of the Time Allocation: Combining (12b) and
(13), the time allocation satisfies τ2 + t1 = T − τ⋆1 . In order
to find an appropriate time allocation, we depict the total
computation rate versus the time allocation τ2 in Fig. 7. It is
observed that P2 is convex with respect to τ2, and this means
that, there exists a τ⋆2 that maximizes the total computation
bits. Here, we use the one-dimensional search method to find
the optimal τ2.

3) Impact of the Parameter βmin: In Fig. 8, we show the
total computation rate against the number of IRS elements
N . Specifically, the IRS phase shift design for ideal IRS is
applied to the practical IRS with βmin = 0.8, βmin = 0.5,
and βmin = 0.2. One can observe that as the number of IRS
element N increases, the performance gap between ideal case
(βmin = 1) and practical cases (βmin = 0.8, βmin = 0.5 , and
βmin = 0.2) first increases and then approaches a constant,
which is determined by βmin and α [10]. This is because that
when N is moderate, the signal power received from the HAP-
WD link is comparable to that of the IRS-WD link, thus the
performance loss due to the imperfect hardware of IRS is more
pronounced as N increases. Whereas, when N is sufficiently
large, the reflection link dominates. Hence the performance
loss arising from the IRS reflection imperfection converges
to a constant. This observation implies that the promising
squared power scaling order, i.e., O

(
N2
)

unveiled in [48]
under the ideal phase shift model, still holds for practical
case. Furthermore, this indicates that it is crucial to take
into consideration the practical IRS phase shift model for the
passive beamforming design in practical IRS-assisted systems.

4) Impact of the Number of IRS Elements N : Fig. 9
presents the total computation rate versus the number of
reflecting elements for all considered schemes. It is observed
that the performance gap between ideal phase shift model
and practical phase shift model increases as the number of
reflecting elements increases. This is due to the fact that, with
N increases, the IRS-reflected signal power dominates in the
total received power of WDs, thus, the performance loss due
to the IRS hardware imperfection is more pronounced. Noted
that, too more IRS elements will make the channel estimations
challenging. Therefore, it is essential to choose an appropriate
IRS element number.

5) Impact of the Distance L: From Fig. 10, we can observe
that for the schemes with IRS deployed, there are two obvious
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Fig. 6: Convergence behavior of the proposed algorithms. (a) Inner loop for solving P3; (b) Outer loop for solving P3; (c) Inner loop for solving P4; (d)
Outer loop for solving P4;
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Fig. 7: Total computation rate versus τ2.
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Fig. 8: Total computation rate versus the number of IRS elements.

peaks at L = 6 m and L = 8 m. This is because when
WDs approach one of the two IRSs, WDs can receive strong
signals reflected from IRSs. While for the conventional scheme
without IRS, the two peaks will not appear. When WDs ap-
proach one of the two IRSs, the performance gap between the
ideal IRS case (βmin = 1) and practical IRS case (βmin = 0.2)
increases. This is because the received signals power reflected
from IRS play a dominant role, while when WDs are far from
IRSs, the contribution of IRS becomes limited.

6) Impact of HAP’s Maximum Transmit power Pmax: By
fixing L = 6 m, we plot the total computation rate against the
maximum transmit power of HAP in Fig. 11. We can observe
that the total computation rate for all considered schemes
increases monotonically with the increase of HAP’s maximum

transmit power. Obviously, this is due to the fact that WDs
will harvest more energy when HAPs adopt a higher transmit
power, which will in turn enable WDs to perform more
computation data via local computing and task offloading.
Furthermore, we see that, compared to the existing schemes,
the proposed algorithm can achieve a better performance.
Particularly, the performance gain achieved by the proposed
algorithm over the conventional scheme without IRS increases
with the increase of Pmax. This indicates that when WDs can
harvest more energy with a larger Pmax, the reflection link
gain by employing IRS can improve the task offloading rate
significantly.

7) Impact of Path Loss exponent: In Fig. 12, we present the
total computation rate against the path loss exponent of direct
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Fig. 11: Total computation rate versus maximum transmit power
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Fig. 12: Total computation rate versus path loss exponent κHU .

links between WDs and HAPs. We see that the total compu-
tation rate decreases with the increase of path loss exponent.
This is because that a higher path loss exponent will result in a
lower channel gain for the composite channel between HAPs
and WDs. Besides, compared to the full offloading scheme and
conventional scheme without IRS, the proposed IRS-assisted
wireless powered MEC system can achieve 7 % and 38%
performance gain, respectively.

8) Impact of the Number of WDs: In Fig. 13, we plot
the total computation rate versus the number of WDs. We
see that although the total computation rate increases from
K = 2 to K = 8, the increasing slope of the schemes with
IRS is larger than the conventional scheme without IRS. This
observation corroborates that employing IRS in the wireless
communication system can achieve a higher throughput by
carefully designing the IRS passive beamforming.

9) Impact of CSI Error Parameter: Generally, due to the
high-dimensional channels introduced by IRS, the channel
estimation is very challenging for the IRS-assisted commu-

nication system. We analyze the robustness of the proposed
algorithm to CSI error, and model the imperfect channels as

ĥ = h+ e, (62)

where ĥ and h stand for the practically estimated channel
and the real channel, respectively. e denotes the estimation
error with Gaussian distribution, which satisfy zero mean and
variance σ2

e , i.e., e ∼ CN
(
0, σ2

e

)
. We define δ as the ratio of

error power σ2
e to the channel gain |h|2, i.e., δ ≜ σ2

e/|h|2, to
characterize the level of CSI error. In Fig. 14, we depict the
total computation rate against the CSI error parameter δ. We
see that the performance loss increases with δ. In particular, for
the proposed algorithm, compared to the perfect CSI without
error (δ = 0), the system performance suffers a loss of 6 %
when δ = 0.1, and a loss of 21 % when δ = 0.3. Thereby, the
proposed algorithm shows strong robustness to the CSI error.
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V. CONCLUSION

Based on the practical IRS phase shift model, this paper
studied the resource management problem in an IRS-assisted
wireless powered MEC network. The downlink/uplink passive
beamforming, downlink energy beamforming and uplink MUD
vector at HAP, task offloading power and local computing
frequency at WDs, and time allocation for WET and comput-
ing were jointly optimized to maximize the total computation
rate under energy casuality constraints of IRSs and WDs.
A sophisticated algorithm was provided to optimize those
parameters both in the WET and computing phases. Finally,
numerical results showed that as system parameters change
(such as the number of IRS elements, location, and HAP
transmit power), the performance loss caused by the imperfect
hardware of IRS is more pronounced. Therefore, it is crucial
to take into consideration the practical IRS phase shift model
for the passive beamforming design in practical IRS-assisted
systems. Furthermore, simulation results demonstrated that,
compared to the conventional method with ideal phase shift
model, which is widely used in the literature, our proposed
algorithm can achieve a significant performance gain.
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