arXiv:2212.00697v1 [cs.IT] 1 Dec 2022

Simultaneously Transmitting and Reflecting RIS-Aided Mobile Edge Computing: Computation Rate Maximization

Zhenrong Liu^{1,2}, Zongze Li^3, Miaowen Wen^4, Yi Gong^1, and Yik-Chung Wu^2

1Department of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, Southern University of Science and Technology, Shenzhen, China 2Department of Electrical and Electronic Engineering, The University of Hong Kong, Hong Kong 3Peng Cheng Laboratory, Shenzhen, China 4School of Electronic and Information Engineering, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China Email: 12050022@mail.sustech.edu.cn; lizz@pcl.ac.cn; eemwwen@scut.edu.cn; gongy@sustech.edu.cn; ycwu@eee.hku.hk

Abstract—In this paper, the novel simultaneously transmitting and reflecting (STAR) reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), which enables full-space coverage on users located on both sides of the surface, is investigated in the multi-user mobile edge computing (MEC) system. A computation rate maximization problem is formulated via the joint design of the STAR-RIS phase shifts, reflection and transmission amplitude coefficients, the receive beamforming vectors at the access point, and the users’ energy partition strategies for local computing and offloading. Two operating protocols of STAR-RIS, namely energy splitting (ES) and mode switching (MS) are studied. Based on DC programming and semidefinite relaxation, an iterative algorithm is proposed for the ES protocol to solve the formulated non-convex problem. Furthermore, the proposed algorithm is extended to solve the non-convex, non-continuous MS problems with binary amplitude coefficients. Simulation results show that the resultant STAR- RIS-aided MEC system significantly improves the computation rate compared to the baseline scheme with conventional reflectonly/transmit-only RIS.

Index Terms—Binary optimization problem, computation rate, mobile edge computing (MEC), simultaneously transmitting and reflecting reconfigurable intelligent surface (STAR-RIS).

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to a plethora of emerging computation-intensive applications, there has been an unprecedented increase in computing demands on massive devices. In order to free resourceconstrained devices from heavy computing workloads and provide them with high-performance, low-latency computing services, mobile edge computing (MEC) facilitates the use of cloud computing at the edge of mobile networks by integrating MEC servers at the access point (AP) [1], [2].

Since the edge server has a powerful computation ability and the user’s computing results are in small size, the bottleneck of the wireless MEC system is the uplink offloading performance [3]–[5]. Unfortunately, the uplink offloading performance is severely limited in practice due to the energy constraints of the mobile users and adverse wireless channel conditions. To improve the performance of uplink offloading in MEC, reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) technology has attracted much attention due to its low cost, easy deployment, and propagation path improvement [6], [7]. However, conventional

RIS can only reflect the incident signal, which means that the AP and end users must be on the same side of the RIS, severely limiting the flexibility of the deployment and effectiveness of the RIS. A new concept of simultaneous transmission and reflection RIS (STAR-RIS) has recently emerged to overcome this geographical restriction [8], [9]. Inspired by the benefits of STAR-RIS, we integrate it into wireless MEC to break the geographical limitations of traditional RIS to provide full space coverage with better MEC services for end users.

In this paper, we propose using STAR-RIS to improve the performance of a wireless-aided MEC system. In particular, we formulate the computation rate maximization problem by considering both the local and offloaded computation rate with the user’s available energy budget. However, the resultant problem is highly-nonconvex and non-continuous due to the coupling of the STAR-RIS’s parameters with communication and computing resources and the binary reflection and transmission amplitude coefficients of STAR-RIS in mode-switching protocols. To address the above challenges, we transform the binary constraints into their equivalent continuous form and subsequently enforce their discrete binary values. Then, the resultant problem can be decomposed into three subproblems and iteratively solved under the block coordinate descent (BCD) framework, where semidefinite relaxation (SDR) and DC programming are used to handle each subproblem. Simulation results show that the proposed STAR-RIS-aided MEC system outperforms systems with the conventional RIS.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION A. System Model

We consider a STAR-RIS-aided MEC system as shown in Fig. 1, in which there are an N antenna AP, K single-antenna users, and an M-element STAR-RIS. The AP is attached to a MEC edge server. Since the STAR-RIS can provide full-space coverage by allowing simultaneous transmission and reflection of the incident signal, it serves both T users in the transmission space and R users in the reflection space.

Each user has a limited energy budget E_k but has intensive computation tasks. Therefore, we adopt the partial offloading

Fig. 1: The RIS-aided MEC system.

mode to handle users’ computation tasks with parallel local computing and computation offloading [10]. For computation offloading, let T = {1, . . . , T }, R = {1, . . . , R} and K = {T ∪ R} denote the index sets of T users, R users and all users, respectively. Let s_t and s_r ∈ C with zero mean and unit variance denote the information symbol of T users t ∈ T and R users r ∈ R for the offloading task, and p_t and p_r denote the transmit power of T users and R users, respectively. Note that all the users with offloading requirements are allowed to communicate with the edge server simultaneously, and thus we can express the corresponding received signal y ∈ C^{L×1} at the AP as y = ∑ t∈T g_t √ p_ts_t + ∑ r∈R g_r √ p_rs_r + z, (1)

where g_t and g_r ∈ C^{L×1} are the equivalent baseband channel from user t and r to AP and z ∼ CN ( 0, σ^2I_N ) is the receiver noise at AP with σ^2 being the noise power. With the deployment of a STAR-RIS, the equivalent baseband channel from user t or r to the AP consists of both the direct and transmitting or reflecting links. Therefore, g_t can be modeled as g_t = h_{d,t} + (G)^H Θ_Th_{s,t}, ∀t ∈ T , (2)

where h_{d,t} ∈ C^{L×1} , h_{s,t} ∈ C^{M ×1} , and G ∈ C^{M ×L} denote the narrow-band quasi-static fading channels from user t to AP, from user t to the STAR-RIS, and from the STAR-RIS to AP, respectively. The transmission RIS matrix Θ_T = diag ( ρ^t_1e^{jθ1} , . . . , ρ^t_M e^{jθM} ) ∈ C^{M ×M} is a diagonal matrix, where ρ^t_m is the transmission amplitude coefficient and θ_m ∈ [0, 2π) is the phase shift of the m^{th} element’s transmission and reflection coefficients.

Similar to (2), g_r is expressed as

g_r = h_{d,r} + (G)^H Θ_Rh_{s,r}, ∀r ∈ R, (3)

where h_{d,r} ∈ C^{L×1} and h_{s,r} ∈ C^{M ×1} denote the equivalent baseband channel from user r to AP, and from user r to the STAR-RIS, respectively. The transmission RIS matrix Θ_R = diag ( ρ^r_1e^{jθ1} , . . . , ρ^r_M e^{jθM} ) ∈ C^{M ×M} is a diagonal matrix, where ρ^r_m is the reflection amplitude coefficient. This paper considers two protocols for operating the STAR-RIS, i.e., energy splitting (ES) and mode switching (MS). To be specific, for the ES mode, ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ [0, 1] and ρ^t_m + ρ^r_m = 1. In terms of the MS mode, it restricts the reflection amplitude and transmission amplitude to be binary variables, i.e., ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ {0, 1}.

Next, we introduce an energy partition parameter a_k ∈ [0, 1] for users k ∈ K. In computation offloading, a_kE_k represents the energy allocated for computation offloading. In this case, the transmit power of user k for computation offloading is given as p_k = a_kE_k/L ≜ a_k ~E_k, where ~E_k = E_k/L and L is the length of the time slot.

We consider the linear beamforming strategy and denote v_k ∈ C^{L×1} as the receive beamforming vector of AP for decoding s_k. The received signal at AP for user k, denoted by ŝ_k ∈ C , is then given by

ŝ_k = (v_k)^H g_k √ p_ks_k + (v_k)^H ∑ l≠k g_l √ p_ls_l + (v_k)^H z. (4)

The uplink signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio observed at AP for user k is thus given by

γ_k ( {a_k}, v_k, Θ_T, Θ_R ) = p_k | | |(vk)^Hg_k | | |^2 ∑ l≠kpl | | |(vk)^H g_l | | |^2+σ^2_n ‖vk‖^2

. (5)

Then the computation rate of user k offloaded to AP is R_k ( {a_k}, v_k, Θ_T, Θ_R ) = B log_2 ( 1 + γ_k ) , ∀k ∈ K, (6) where B is the bandwidth of the system.

As for the case of local computing, the dynamic voltage and frequency scaling technique is adopted for users to increase the computation energy efficiency through adaptively controlling the CPU frequency [11]. In particular, the computation energy consumption of user k ∈ K can be expressed as V κ_kf^3_k , where f_k is the CPU frequency, and κ_k is the effective capacitance coefficient of user k, respectively. As (1−a_k)E_k is the energy for local computing, we have (1 − a_k)E_k = V κ_kf^3_k , and thus we can calculate f_k as f_k =^3 √ ((1 − a_k)E_k) /V κ_k. Let C_k be the amount of required computing resource (i.e., the number of CPU cycles) for computing 1-bit of the user’s input data; the computation rate of user k for local computing is

R^{loc}_k (a_k) = f_k C_k = 1 C_k 3 √ (1 − a_k)E_k V κ_k , ∀k ∈ K. (7) B. Problem Formulation

Our object is to maximize the computation rate of the users with energy budget {E_k}_{k∈K}, including via computation offloading and local computing. This leads to the optimization problem being formulated as

P_0 : max {a_k },{v_k }, Θ_T,Θ_R K∑ k=1 ( R_k ( {a_k},v_k,Θ_T,Θ_R ) + R^{loc}_k (a_k) ) , (8a)

s.t. a_k ∈ [0, 1], ∀k ∈ K, (8b) ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M, (MS mode) (8c) ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ M, (ES mode) (8d) ρ^t_m + ρ^r_m = 1, ∀m ∈ M, (8e) |(Θ_T)_{m,m}| = ρ^t_m, ∀m ∈ M, (8f) |(Θ_R)_{m,m}| = ρ^r_m, ∀m ∈ M. (8g)

Note that the constraints (8d) and (8c) are mutually exclusive for P_0 as they represent different operation protocols for STAR-RIS. To be specific, the STAR-RIS in MS mode should be constrained by (8c) rather than (8d) and vice verses.

Due to the coupling of optimization variables and the modulus constraints (8f), (8g), it is difficult to solve P_0 in general. Furthermore, since the amplitude coefficients ρ^t_m and ρ^r_m are binary variables in MS mode, the objective function (8a) is discontinuous and it usually requires the exponential time complexity to find the optimal solution. To address these issues, we first optimize P_0 under the BCD framework to effectively separate the coupling among the optimization variables, thereby facilitating the subsequent algorithm design.

III. BLOCK COORDINATE DESCENT ALGORITHM DESIGN

Under the BCD framework, the details of optimization algorithms for solving each subproblem are derived.

A. Solving {v_k}

When other variables are fixed, the subproblem of P_0 for updating {v_k} is max_{{vk }} K∑ k=1 R_k (v_k) . (9a)

Since the k^{th} users computation rate for offloading only contains its receive beamforming vector v_k, we can therefore optimize it for each k separately, with k^{th} subproblem as max_{vk} γ_k (v_k) = v^{Hk} A^k v^k v^H_k Bk vk , where A^k = p^kg^k (g^k)^H and B_k = ∑_K i=1,i≠n pigi (gi) H + σ^2I_N . By observing that it is a generalized eigenvector problem, the optimal solution v^∗_k should be the eigenvector corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of the matrix (B_k)^{−1} A_k [12].

B. Optimizing STAR-RIS Matrix Θ_T, Θ_R

When it comes to the STAR-RIS matrix design, the subproblem for updating Θ_T, Θ_R is given by max Θ_T,Θ_R T∑ t=1 R_t (Θ_T, Θ_R) + R∑ r=1 R_r (Θ_T, Θ_R) , (10a)

s.t. ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M, (MS mode) (10b) ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ M, (ES mode) (10c) ρ^t_m + ρ^r_m = 1, ∀m ∈ M, (10d) |(Θ_T)_{m,m}| = ρ^t_m, ∀m ∈ M, (10e) |(Θ_R)_{m,m}| = ρ^r_m, ∀m ∈ M. (10f)

According to the expression of g_t, g_r in (2) and (3), we can re-express | |(v_k)H g_k | |^2 as | | |(vk)^Hg_k | | |^2= | | |hd,k,k + (vk)^H (G)^H diag(hs,k)ϕ_{T/R} | | |^2 , = | |hd,k,k + hs,k,kϕ_{T/R} | |^2 ,

(11)

where h_{d,k,k} = (v_k)^H h_{d,k}, h_{r,k,k} = (v_k)^H(G)^H diag(h_{r,k}) ∈

C^{1×M} and ϕ_{T/R} = [ ρ^{t/r}_1 e^{jθt/r1} , . . . , ρ^{t/r}_M e^{jθt/rM} ]_T ∈ C^{M×1} .

By defining a matrix Q_{k,k} ∈ C^{(M+1)×(M +1)} as Q_{k,k} = [ (h_{s,k,k} )^H h_{s,k,k} (h_{s,k,k} )^H h_{d,k,k} h^H_{d,k,k}h_{s,k,k} 0 ] , (12)

and a vector ~ϕ_{T,R} = [ ϕ^T_{/R}, 1

]_T

∈ C^{(K+1)×1} , we can

then re-express | |h_{d,k,k} + h_{s,k,k}ϕ_{T/R} | |^2 = ϕ̃^H_{T,R}Q_{k,k}ϕ̃_{T,R} +

|h_{d,k,k}|^2 = Tr ( Q_{k,k}Ψ_{T/R} ) + |h_{d,k,k}|^2, where Ψ_{T/R} = ~ϕ_{T,R} ~ϕ^H_{T,R} ∈ C (K+1)×(K+1) is a positive semidefinite matrix related to the STAR-RIS reflecting coefficients. Therefore each added item in the (10a), i.e., R_k ( Θ_{T/R} ) , can be re-written as

log_2 ( 1 + γ_k ( Θ_{T/R} )) = log_2 ( 1 + γ_k ( Ψ_{T/R} ))

= log_2 K∑ j=1 p_j ( Tr ( Q_{k,j} Ψ_{T/R} ) +|h_{d,k,j} |^2 ) +σ^2‖v_k‖^2

−log_2 K∑ i=1,i≠k p_i ( Tr ( Q_{k,i}Ψ_{T/R} ) +|h_{d,k,i}|^2 ) +σ^2 ‖v_k‖^2

≜F_{1,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) − F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}), ∀k ∈ K,

(13)

where F_{1,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) and F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) are two concave functions with respect to Ψ_{T/R}. Hence, (10) can be equivalently transformed into the following problem [13] max Ψ_{T/R}⪰0, ρ^{T/R} K∑ k=1 F_{1,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) − F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) (14a)

s.t. diag ( Ψ_{T/R} ) = ρ^{T/R}, (14b) rank ( Ψ_{T/R} ) = 1, (14c) ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M, (MS mode) (14d) ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ M, (ES mode) (14e) ρ^t_m + ρ^r_m = 1, ∀m ∈ M, (14f)

where ρ^{T/R} ≜ [ ρ^{t/r}_1 , ρ^{t/r}_2 , . . . , ρ^{t/r}_M

]_T . Note that the non-convexity of the problem (14) comes from the objective function in (14a), the rank-one constraints (14c), and the binary constraints for modeling MS mode (14d). Since the objective function is a sum of differences between two concave functions, we will show that the DC programming can be leveraged to effectively address the non-convexity of the objective function, rank-one constraints, and binary constraints [14].

As for the objective function, in the (l+1)^{th} iteration of the

DC programming, the second concave item, i.e., F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) for k ∈ K, can be locally approximated by its linear upper bound at the point Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} (the solution obtained from the previous l^{th} iteration), which is given as

F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) ≤ ^F_{2,k} ( Ψ_{T/R}; Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) = F_{2,k} ( Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) + K∑ i=1,i≠k p_i ⟨( Ψ_{T/R}−Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) ,∇_{ΨT/R}Tr ( Q_{k,i}Ψ_{T/R} )| Ψ_{T/R}=Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ⟩

ln 2 (_K ∑ i=1,i≠k p_i ( Tr ( Q_{k,i}Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) + |h_{d,k,i}|^2 ) + σ^2 ‖v_k‖^2 ),

(15) where∇_{ΨT/R} Tr ( Q_{k,i}Ψ_{T/R} )| Ψ_{T/R}=Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} denotes the Jacobian

matrix of Tr ( Q_{k,i}Ψ_{T/R} ) with respect to Ψ_{T/R} at the point Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R}, and it is easy to note that the equality holds when Ψ_{T/R} = Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R}.

As for the rank-one constraints, it can be equivalently transformed into the following form

Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) − ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s= 0, (16)

where ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s denotes the spectral norm of the matrix Ψ_{T/R}. It is noticeable that Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) = ∑_{M+1} m=1 β_m(Ψ_{T/R}) and ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s= β_1(Ψ_{T/R}), where β_m(Ψ_{T/R}) indicates the m^{th} largest singular value of Ψ_{T/R}. Hence, the equality of Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) = ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s holds when the rank-one constraint is satisfied with β_1(Ψ_{T/R}) > 0 and β_m(Ψ_{T/R}) = 0 for m = 2, . . . , M + 1, and vice versa. Similarly, in the (l + 1)^{th} iteration of the DC programming, a linear lower-bound of the convex item ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s at the point Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} can be expressed as

‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s≥ ‖ ‖ ‖Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ‖ ‖ ‖_s + ⟨( Ψ_{T/R} − Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) , ∂_{ΨT/R} ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s | Ψ_{T/R}=Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ⟩

≜ Υ ( Ψ_{T/R}; Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) , (17)

where ∂_{ΨT/R} ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s | Ψ_{T/R}=Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} is a subgradient of the

spectral norm ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖ with respect to Ψ_{T/R} at the point Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R}, and the equality holds when Ψ_{T/R} = Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R}. Note that one subgradient of ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s at point Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} can be efficiently computed as z_1z^H_1 , where z_1 is the vector corresponding to the largest singular value of Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} [15].

With the obtained linear lower bound of ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s in (17), we can generate an approximate rank-one constraint of (14c), which is shown as

Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) − Υ ( Ψ_{T/R}; Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) ≤ ε_Ψ, (18)

where ε_Ψ is a positive threshold with a very small value close to zero. The approximated rank-one constraint can guarantee that 0 ≤ Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) − ‖Ψ_{T/R}‖_s≤ Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) − Υ ( Ψ_{T/R}; Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) ≤ ε_Ψ, and the rank-one constraint can be approached with arbitrary accuracy by setting the value of ε_Ψ.

In terms of the non-convex binary constraints (14d) in MS mode, we first transform it equivalently into its continuous form as [16]

ρ^x_m − (ρ^x_m)^2 = 0, ∀x ∈ {t, r}, m ∈ M, (19) 0 ≤ ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ≤ 1, ∀x ∈ {t, r}, m ∈ M. (20) Due to the constraint (20), we always have ρ^x_m − (ρ^x_m)^2 ≥ 0, where equality holds if and only if ρ^x_m is 0 or 1, i.e., a binary variable. Similarly, in the (l + 1)^{th} iteration of the DC programming, a linear lower-bound of the convex item (ρ^x_m)^2 at the point (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} can be expressed as

(ρ^x_m)^2 ≥ ( (ρ^x_m)^{(l)}

)_2

+ 2 (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} ( ρ^x_m − (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} )

= Ω ( ρ^x_m; (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} ) , (21)

and the equality holds when ρ^x_m = (ρ^x_m)^{(l)}.

With the obtained linear lower bound of (ρ^x_m)^2 in (21), we can generate an approximated binary constraint of (19), which is shown as

ρ^x_m − Ω ( ρ^x_m; (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} ) ≤ ε_ρ, (22)

where ε_ρ is a positive threshold with a very small value close to zero. The approximated binary constraint, together with the corresponding constraint in (20) can guarantee that 0 ≤ ρ^x_m − (ρ^x_m)^2 ≤ ρ^x_m − Ω ( ρ^x_m; (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} ) ≤ ε_ρ, and the binary constraints can be approached with arbitrary accuracy by setting the value of ε_ρ.

To this end, we can obtain an approximation problem of (14) at the (l + 1)^{th} iteration as max Ψ_{T/R}⪰0, ρ^{T/R} K∑ k=1 F_{1,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) − F_{2,k}(Ψ_{T/R}) (23a)

s.t. diag ( Ψ_{T/R} ) = ρ^{T/R}, (23b)

Tr(Ψ_{T/R}) − Υ ( Ψ_{T/R}; Ψ^{(l)}_{T/R} ) ≤ ε_Ψ, (23c)

ρ^x_m − Ω ( ρ^x_m; (ρ^x_m)^{(l)} ) ≤ ε_ρ, (MS mode) (23d)

ρ^t_m + ρ^r_m = 1, ∀m ∈ M, (23e) 0 ≤ ρ^t_m, ρ^r_m ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M, (23f)

which is a convex optimization problem and can be readily solved by the existing convex solvers such as CVX, and the optimal solution can be obtained as Ψ^{(l+1)}_{T/R} .

C. Optimizing Variables {a_k}

When other variables are fixed, the subproblem for updating {a_k} is max_{{ak }} K∑ k=1 R_k ( {a_k} ) + K∑ k=1 R^{loc}_k (a_k) , (24a)

s.t. a_k ∈ [0, 1], ∀k ∈ K. (24b)

Note that problem (24) is non-convex because of the nonconcave items R_k ({a_k}) in the objective function (24a).

Similarly, R_k ({a_k}) for k ∈ K can be re-expressed as the difference of two concave functions as follows R_k ( {a_k} ) ≜ R_{k,1} ( {a_k} ) − R_{k,2} ( {a_k} )

=B log_2 K∑ j=1 a_j ~E_j | |v^H_k g_j | |^2 + σ^2||v_k‖^2

−B log_2 K∑ i=1,i≠k a_i ~E_i | |v^H_k g_i | |^2 + σ^2||v_k‖^2 , (25)

Then the problem (24) can also be solved by DC programming with the second term in (25), i.e., −R_{k,2} ( {a_k} ) , substituted by its upper bound to obtain a concave approximation of R_k ({a_k}). Assuming {a^{(n)}_k } is the solution obtained at the n^{th} iteration of the DC programming, a linear upper bound of R_{k,2} ( {a_k} ) at the point {a^{(n)}_k } can be obtained as R_{k,2} ( {a_k} ) ≤ ^R_{k,2} ( {a_k}; {a^{(n)}_k } )

=R_{k,2} ( {a^{(n)}_k } ) + K∑ i=1,i≠k R^′_{k,2,i} ( {a^{(n)}_k } ) ( a_i − a^{(n)}_i ) , (26)

where R^′_{k,2,i} ( {a^{(n)}_k } ) =^B_{ln 2}^{~Ei}| v^H_k g_i|^2 ∑_K j=1,j≠k a (n) j ~E_j |vH_k g_j |^2 +σ2 ‖v_k ‖^2

is the derivative of R^′_{k,2,i} ( {a^{(n)}_k } ) with respect to a_i at the

point {a^{(n)}_k }. It is easy to note that the equality holds when {a_k} = {a^{(n)}_k }. At the (n+1)^{th} iteration of DC programming, we aim to maximize the following approximation problem max_{{ak }} K∑ k=1 ( R_{k,1} ( {a_k} ) −^R_{k,2} ( {a_k}; {a^{(n)}_k } ) +R^{loc}_k (a_k) ) , s.t. a_k ∈ [0, 1], ∀k ∈ K,

(27)

which is a convex problem and can be easily solved by CVX. Through solving problem (27) with CVX, the optimal solution, i.e., {a^{(n+1)}_k }, can be finally obtained.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to verify the effectiveness of our proposed algorithm. Under a threedimensional Euclidean coordinate system, we consider a system with four users in transmission space and four users in reflection space, and they are randomly located in a square region of 50 m × 50 m centered at the 3-dimensional coordinate (45, 0, 0) and (95, 0, 0), respectively. A STAR-RIS and an AP are located at the 3-dimensional coordinate (75, 0, 15) and (0, 0, 15), respectively.

Rician fading channel is considered to model both the line-of-sight (LoS) and non-LoS (NLoS) components for all channels [17]. For example, the channel between STAR-RIS and AP can be expressed as G = √ L_{AS}(d) (√_{κAS} 1+κ_{AS} G

LoS +

√_1

1+κ_{AS} G

NLoS ) , where κ_{AS} is the factor representing the power ratio between the LoS path and the scattered paths, G^{LoS} is the LoS component modeled as the product of the steering vectors of the AP and STAR-RIS link [17], [18], G^{NLoS} is the Rayleigh fading components with entries distributed as CN (0, 1), L_{AS}(d) is the distance-dependent path loss of the AP-STAR-RIS channel. We consider the following distance-dependent path loss model L_{AS}(d) = T_0 (_d d_0 )_{−αAS} , where T_0 is the constant path loss at the reference distance d_0 = 1 m, d is the Euclidean distance between the transceivers, α_{AS} is the path loss exponent. Since the STAR-RIS can be practically deployed in LoS with the AP, we set α_{AS} = 2 and κ_{AS} = 30 dB [19], [20]. In addition, other channels are similarly generated with α_{AU} = 3.67 and κ_{AU} = 0 (i.e., Rayleigh fading to account for rich scattering) for the AP-user channel, α_{SU} = 2.5 and κ_{SU} = 3 for the STAR-RIS-user channel. We consider a system with a bandwidth 1MHz and T_0 = −30 dB. The effective noise power for the AP is σ^2 = −90 dBm. Unless specified otherwise, other parameters are set as follows: E_k = 10 J, C_k = 200 cycles/bit, κ_k = 10^{−25}, and L = 1 s.

Numerical results for the proposed method are presented in comparison with four benchmarks, including the ’Equal time allocation’, ‘Conventional RIS’, the ‘Zero-forcing’ scheme with ZF beamforming for detection, and the ‘Equal energy allocation’ scheme with equally allocated energy budgets for users. In the case of ’Conventional RIS’, the full-space coverage provided by the STAR-RIS is achieved by employing one conventional reflect-only RIS and one transmit-only RIS. For a fair comparison, each conventional reflect-only/transmitonly RIS is assumed to have M/2 elements. For equal time allocation, we divide the length of the time slot L equally into two parts and let the STAR-RIS transmits the signal half the time and reflects the signal half the time.

In Fig. 2, we show the computation rate of different schemes concerning the number of STAR-RIS elements. We can observe that the computation rate of all schemes increases with the number of elements, which is consistent with the intuition that STAR-RIS with more elements has stronger channel rectification capability. It is clear that the proposed BCD optimization solution can significantly improve the performance, validating the huge benefits of deploying STAR-RIS with the joint optimization of the STAR-RIS matrix, receive beamforming, and user energy allocation. STAR-RIS with MS mode has been shown to achieve a 5% increase in computation rate over the baseline of conventional RIS. Additionally, ES mode offers a performance that is nearly 10% higher than MS mode. We observed that the equal time allocation scheme has the worst performance in computation rate. This is because both users in the transmission or reflection space are served by STAR-RIS only for half the duration of the time length L.

The performance of the computation rate versus the number of AP’s antennas is shown in Fig. 3. The STAR-RIS in ES mode has the highest computation rate, followed by the MS mode and equal time allocation scheme. As the number of antennas decreases, the performance of the zero-forcing and equal energy allocation schemes degrades dramatically. This is because zero-forcing receive beamforming fails to separate the

Fig. 2: Computation rate versus the number of elements with K = 8, N = 10.

Fig. 3: Computation rate versus the number of antennas at the AP K = 8, M = 30.

signal stream when the number of users exceeds the number of receive antennas at the AP. In addition, since the equal energy allocation scheme cannot control the uplink transmission power, it will cause serious interference problems. Therefore, it will affect the offloading computation rate. Furthermore, we can observe that all curves of the computation rate increase as N increases, and the performance gain becomes less significant as N increases.

V. CONCLUSION In this paper, a STAR-RIS-aided MEC system with computation offloading has been investigated. Specifically, the computation rate was maximized via the collaborative design of the STAR-RIS phase shifts, reflection and transmission amplitude coefficients, the AP’s receive beamforming vectors, and the users’ energy partition strategies for local computing and offloading. To solve the formulated non-convex noncontinuous optimization problem, DC programming and SDR are adopted to facilitate an iterative algorithm. Numerical results have demonstrated that the STAR-RIS could significantly improve the computation rate of the system compared to the conventional RIS system.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Al-Fuqaha, M. Guizani, M. Mohammadi, M. Aledhari, and M. Ayyash, “Internet of things: A survey on enabling technologies, protocols, and applications,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2347–2376, Quart. 2015.

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

[3] X. Hu, K.-K. Wong, and K. Yang, “Wireless powered cooperationassisted mobile edge computing,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2375–2388, Apr. 2018.

[4] C. You, K. Huang, H. Chae, and B.-H. Kim, “Energy-efficient resource allocation for mobile-edge computation offloading,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 1397–1411, Mar. 2017.

[5] S. Bi and Y. J. Zhang, “Computation rate maximization for wireless powered mobile-edge computing with binary computation offloading,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 17, no. 6, pp. 4177–4190, Jun. 2018.

[6] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Towards smart and reconfigurable environment:

Intelligent reflecting surface aided wireless network,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 106–112, Jan. 2020.

[7] X. Yuan, Y.-J. A. Zhang, Y. Shi, W. Yan, and H. Liu, “Reconfigurableintelligent-surface empowered wireless communications: Challenges and opportunities,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 136–143, Apr. 2021.

[8] Y. Liu, X. Mu, J. Xu, R. Schober, Y. Hao, H. V. Poor, and L. Hanzo, “Star: Simultaneous transmission and reflection for 360° coverage by intelligent surfaces,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 28, no. 6, pp. 102– 109, Dec. 2021.

[9] J. Xu, Y. Liu, X. Mu, and O. A. Dobre, “Star-riss: Simultaneous transmitting and reflecting reconfigurable intelligent surfaces,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 25, no. 9, pp. 3134–3138, Sep. 2021.

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

[11] W. Zhang, Y. Wen, K. Guan, D. Kilper, H. Luo, and D. O. Wu, “Energyoptimal mobile cloud computing under stochastic wireless channel,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 12, no. 9, pp. 4569–4581, Sep. 2013.

[12] X. Hu, C. Masouros, and K.-K. Wong, “Reconfigurable intelligent surface aided mobile edge computing: From optimization-based to location-only learning-based solutions,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 3709–3725, Jun. 2021.

[13] Z. Li, S. Wang, M. Wen, and Y.-C. Wu, “Secure massive ris aided multicast with uncertain csi: Energy-efficiency maximization via accelerated first-order algorithms,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.15354, 2020.

[14] L. T. H. An and P. D. Tao, “The dc (difference of convex functions) programming and dca revisited with dc models of real-world nonconvex optimization problems,” Ann. Oper. Res., vol. 133, no. 1, pp. 23–46, 2005.

[15] K. Yang, T. Jiang, Y. Shi, and Z. Ding, “Federated learning via overthe-air computation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 2022–2035, Mar. 2020.

[16] W. Murray and K.-M. Ng, “An algorithm for nonlinear optimization problems with binary variables,” Comput. Optim. Appl., vol. 47, no. 2, pp. 257–288, 2010.

[17] D. Tse and P. Viswanath, Fundamentals of Wireless Communication.

Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2005.

[18] S. Zhang and R. Zhang, “Capacity characterization for intelligent reflecting surface aided mimo communication,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1823–1838, Aug. 2020.

[19] Z. Liu, Y. Zeng, W. Zhang, and Y. Gong, “Trajectory design for uav communications with no-fly zones by deep reinforcement learning,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Commun. Workshops (ICC Workshops), Jun. 2021, pp. 1–5.

[20] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Intelligent reflecting surface enhanced wireless network via joint active and passive beamforming,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5394–5409, 2019.