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Abstract—In this paper, an intelligent reflecting surface (IRS)-
and-unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)-assisted two-way amplify-
and-forward (AF) relay network in maritime Internet of Things
(IoT) is proposed, where ship1 (S1) and ship2 (S2) can be viewed
as data collecting centers. To enhance the message exchange rate
between S1 and S2, a problem of maximizing minimum rate is
cast, where the variables, namely AF relay beamforming matrix
and IRS phase shifts of two time slots, need to be optimized.
To achieve a maximum rate, a low-complexity alternately iter-
ative (AI) scheme based on zero forcing and successive convex
approximation (LC-ZF-SCA) algorithm is presented. To obtain
a significant rate enhancement, a high-performance AI method
based on one step, semidefinite programming and penalty SCA
(ONS-SDP-PSCA) is proposed. Simulation results show that by
the proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods, the rate
of the IRS-and-UAV-assisted AF relay network surpass those of
with random phase and only AF relay networks. Moreover, ONS-
SDP-PSCA perform better than LC-ZF-SCA in aspect of rate.

Index Terms—Maritime Internet of Things, unmanned aerial
vehicle, intelligent reflecting surface, two-way amplify-and-
forward relay, beamforming, phase shift, rate performance

I. INTRODUCTION

With the advancement of information technologies in mar-

itime Internet of Things (IoT), the maritime devices such

as ships, buoys, offshore platforms and sensor nodes have

experienced sustained growth [1]. Meanwhile, with the pro-

motion of the Belt and Road strategy, the marine economy has

flourished, so that marine activities, such as marine tourism,

marine transportation, maritime rescue and marine scientific
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research, have more stringent requirements on rate and relia-

bility [2]. The well-known international marine satellite (i.e.,

Inmarsat) system can provide some communication services,

such as fax, telegraph, and telephone, for the remote areas

far away from the coast. However, it is subject to higher

communication cost and lower data rate compared to terrestrial

5G network [3]–[5]. Aiming to enhance data rate of marine

IoT, some high-throughput satellites, such as the Inmarsat-5

satellite network and the Iridium NEXT system, have been

launched [6], [7]. Nevertheless, there simultaneously exists a

large amount of communication delay. Moreover, the marine

electromagnetic propagation environment caused by different

weather conditions is extremely complex, which leads to low

reliability in satellite-based communication system [8]. In

addition, the shore-based communication system suffers from

limited coverage and blind zones. Therefore, it is of great

significance to build an innovative marine IoT with low cost,

high throughput, high transmission efficiency, and extended

coverage.

Owing to a set of features of low cost, autonomy, mobility,

high flexibility and existence of line-of-sight links, unmanned

aerial vehicle (UAV) has been popularly applied to terrestrial

wireless network. With the ability to communicate and process

signal, UAV can be regarded as a aerial base station (BS)

or relay node to assist the key data collection and dissem-

ination, so that high-rate and reliable transmission can be

obtained [9]–[11]. Different from terrestrial wireless network,

the communication environment is unstable and the vessels

are sparsely distributed in the maritime scenario. However,

due to a variety of advantages of UAV mentioned above,

some existing research work has emerged where UAV can be

regarded as a aerial platform integrated to maritime communi-

cation network (MCN) for coverage enhancement. A reliable

maritime machine-type communication (MTC) is necessary

for maritime IoT systems, in order to respond to the challenges

faced by MTC, namely energy consumption and efficiency,

the authors in [12] proposed a novel UAV-aided wireless

communication network and applied a genetic algorithm based

on probabilistic to solve a maximizing handover efficiency

problem. To provide a high-quality service for more maritime

users in remote zones, an UAV-assisted MCN based on non-

orthogonal multiple access was developed in [13], where the

intragroup power allocation and the transmission durations

among the UAVs were iteratively optimized to maximize

the minimum throughput. Although UAV can bring many

http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.00412v4
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conveniences to MCN because of unique characteristics, its

size, power supply and weight are the constraints, which

results in many challenges to UAV-enabled MCN, such as

high-complexity power optimization and high-rate data trans-

mission.

Intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) is a man-made plane,

which consists of lots of passive and low-cost reflecting

elements [14]. Due to the fact that IRS is able to intelligently

regulate the propagation path of reflected signal without power

consumption [15], IRS has been considered as a potential

solution to meet the high-performance transmission require-

ment of wireless network [16]. By flexibly deploying IRS

on the surface of various buildings and tuning the reflection

coefficient (i.e., amplitude and phase) of each unit [17], the

uncontrollability of conventional wireless environment can be

broken out, so that the signal coverage can be extended and the

capacity of wireless network can be improved [18]. Because

of a set of exclusive advantages, IRS has received increasing

research mention from academia and industry. So far, IRS

has been well studied in several UAV-aided terrestrial com-

munication scenarios [19]–[23]. The authors introduced the

combination of IRS and UAV to air-ground networks to boost

its throughout in [19], where two cases of IRS deployment

were considered, that is, IRS was mounted on a mobile UAV

and IRS was installed on a building. The results proved that the

combination could provide better communication service for

air-ground networks. The capacity of a flying IRS-aided UAV

wireless network was derived in [20], where IRS elements

were with certain phases before reflecting signal to UAV. An

IRS radio network based on UAV was presented in [22],

where IRS was used to reflect signal transmitted by UAV

to BS, so that UAV transmission can be improved. While

meeting minimum master rate demand, a scheme based on

relaxation was put forward to design IRS coefficient matrix,

IRS scheduling and UAV trajectory for minimum bit error

rate. Except for the terrestrial scenarios mentioned above,

IRS has been further researched in maritime scenario. The

authors investigated an IRS-aided MCN to provide an effective

coverage with low cost in [24], where the maximum effective

sum rate can be obtained by jointly optimizing the service time

of each ship and IRS beamforming at coastal BS and ship.

In contrast to IRS, the traditional relay can also forward

signal by using amplifying [25], decoding [26], compressing

[27] and coding [28] strategies in uncontrollable maritime

communication environment, so that the received signal can

be significantly enhanced to improve communication quality

of maritime IoT. Aiming to improve the reliability of chan-

nel, multiple ships were regarded as collaborative relays and

introduced to the distributed MCNs [29]. To further obtain

maximum energy efficiency, a problem of resource allocation

was formulated and solved through an iterative optimization

algorithm. In [30], a cooperative multicast problem was in-

vestigated in a relay-aided maritime wireless network. By

alternatively designing the beamforming vectors at BS and

processing matrices at relays, the total transmit power can

be minimized under the constraints of signal-to-interference-

plus-noise ratio. Although the traditional relay has significant

advantages in signal processing, it is an active forwarder which

needs more costly hardware and circuit, higher energy and

power consumption to improve rate performance compared to

IRS [31], [32]. At present, network coverage is still one of

the most important and fundamental capabilities of maritime

communication systems. Consequently, it is urgent and imper-

ative to develop an innovative, efficient, high-rate, low-cost,

and low-power-consumption solution for MCN.

Given that the advantages of IRS and relay, the combined

network of IRS and relay is extremely attractive, which is con-

sidered as a win-win strategy in perspective of cost, spectrum

and energy efficiency improvement, coverage extension and

rate performance enhancement. With increasing attention paid

to the hybrid network of relay and IRS, some corresponding

work has emerged at present. [33]–[37]. In [33], multiple

IRSs were applied to reflect signals in the decode-and-forward

(DF) relay network, and the ergodic capacity was derived and

analysed. A novel wireless network assisted by an IRS was

proposed in [35], where the IRS controller was acted as a DF

relay. By optimizing the time allocations of two time slots for

the DF relay and passive beamforming at IRS, the coverage

range and rate performance of the proposed novel network

could be significantly improved. In [37], the authors proposed

to integrate the combination network of DF relay and IRS into

MCN. By designing the work mode of each ship (i.e., DF

relay and IRS or IRS), transmit power of DF relay, transmit

beamforming vector of BS and phase shifts of IRS, the total

transmit power of the MCN can be minimum.

To our best knowledge, most of the research work on the

combination network is focused on the DF relay, the research

work on the hybrid network of amplify-and-forward (AF)

relay and IRS is little, especially in marine communication

scenarios. Additionally, IRS is fixed on tall buildings in

most IRS-assisted terrestrial wireless networks, which leads

to limitations and inflexibility in the deployment of IRS. In

particular, when the direct link from IRS to transceiver is

obstructed, the rate performance and the coverage can be

greatly affected, which results in poor communication for edge

users. Motivated by this, considering the unique characteristics

of IRS, AF relay and UAV, an IRS-and-UAV-aided two-way

AF relay network in maritime IoT is proposed, where IRS

is mounted to UAV and two ships are considered as data

centers responsible for collecting a large amount of data from

buoys, offshore platforms and sensor nodes. With the aid of

IRS and relay, the two ships can exchange their information to

realize data interoperability. The contributions are summarized

as follow:

1) An optimization problem of maximizing minimum rate

is cast, which is subject to the transmit power of AF

relay and unit-modulus requirement of IRS phase shift.

With the aim of solving the problem, a low-complexity

alternating iterative optimizing (AIO) algorithm based

on zero forcing and successive convex approximation

(LC-ZF-SCA) is came up with. We use ZF method to

harvest the closed-form expression of AF relay beam-

forming matrix, and utilize SCA algorithm to address

the non-convex optimization subproblems of IRS phase

shifts of two time slots. Furthermore, the highest order

of the computational complexity of LC-ZF-SCA method



3

is O(N3 +M3) FLOPs. In contrast to the comparison

benchmarks like random phase and only AF relay, up to

68.5% rate gain is attained by the proposed LC-ZF-SCA

method when total transmit power is 30dBm.

2) With the goal of rate enhancement, a high-performance

AIO algorithm based on one step, semidefinite program-

ming and penalty SCA (ONS-SDP-PSCA) is proposed.

For AF relay beamforming matrix, singular value de-

composition (SVD) and ONS method are applied to de-

rive its closed-form solution. Afterwards, the optimiza-

tion problem is reformulated as a SDP problem. Firstly,

the non-convex subproblem corresponding to IRS phase

shift matrix in the second time slot is transformed into

convex by generalized fractional programming (GFP).

Then the subproblems of IRS phase shift matrices of two

time slots are tackled via PSCA algorithm. Accordingly,

its highest order of the computational complexity is

O(N6.5 +M2) FLOPs. From the simulation result, the

proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA method obtains higher rate

than LC-ZF-SCA method especially in the high total

transmit power region.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows. In Section

II, we propose an IRS-and-UAV-assisted two-way AF relay

network in maritime IoT, construct its system model and for-

mulate optimization problem. In Section III, a low-complexity

method is put forward to solve the optimization problem. In

Section IV, a high-performance scheme is proposed to improve

rate. The related numerical results are analyzed in Section V,

and conclusions are shown in Section VI.

Notations: The letters of lower case, bold lower case, and

bold upper case are used to denote scalars, vectors and ma-

trices. The conjugate, transpose, conjugate transpose, Moore-

Penrose pseudo inverse and trace of a matrix are respectively

represented by (·)∗, (·)T , (·)H , (·)† and tr{·}. The expectation

operation, absolute value, 2-norm and Frobenius norm are

respectively denoted as E{·}, | · |, ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖F . arg(·) and

R(·) stand for the phase and real part of a complex number,

respectively. In addition, IM is a M ×M identity matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Signal Model

Fig. 1 sketches an IRS-and-UAV-aided two-way AF relay

network in maritime IoT, where two single-antenna ships can

be regarded as data collecting centers. Via an IRS attached to

UAV and an AF relay, ship1 (S1) and ship2 (S2) can exchange

their information collected from maritime IoT devices like

buoys and sensor nodes for data interoperability. The AF relay

is equipped with M antennas, while the IRS is made up of N
passive reflecting elements. It is assumed that the UAV hovers

and keeps static at a desired position, the direct link between

two ships is obstructed, and global channel state informations

(CSIs) can be perfectly known.

In the first time slot, S1 and S2 simultaneously transmit

their signals to AF relay. The received signal at AF relay can

IRS

Ship 2

First time slot

Second time slot

 

(   2)

AF relay

UAV

1

2

1
2

S

Ship 1 

(   1)S

Fig. 1. An IRS-and-UAV-assisted two-way AF relay network in maritime
IoT.

be denoted as

yr =
√
P1(h1r +HirΘ1h1i)x1

+
√
P2(h2r +HirΘ1h2i)x2 + nr, (1)

where x1 and x2 are the independent signal from S1 and S2,

and E{xH
1 x1} = E{xH

2 x2} = 1. P1 and P2 respectively

denote the transmit power of S1 and S2. Without loss of

generality, it is assumed that all channels follow Rayleigh

fading. h1r ∈ CM×1, h1i ∈ CN×1, h2r ∈ CM×1, h2i ∈
CN×1 and Hir ∈ CM×N denote the frequency response

of channels spanning from S1 to AF relay, S1 to IRS, S2

to AF relay, S2 to IRS and IRS to AF relay, respectively.

Θ1 = diag(α11e
jθ11 , α12e

jθ12 , . . . , α1Nejθ1N ) is the reflect-

ing and configurable IRS matrix in the first time slot, where

α1n ∈ (0, 1] and θ1n ∈ (0, 2π] respectively stand for the

amplitude value and phase shift value of the nth reflection

element. For simplicity, the amplitude value α1n is generally

set as 1. nr denotes the received additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) at AF relay with nr ∼ CN (0, σ2
rIM ).

In the second time slot, performing receive and transmit

beamforming operations on the received signal. Accordingly,

the processed signal can be written as

xr = Ayr, (2)

where A ∈ CM×M is the beamforming matrix. AF relay

transmit the processed signal to S1 and S2, while the transmit

power of AF relay is given by

P t
r =P1‖A(h1r +HirΘ1h1i)‖2 (3)

+ P2‖A(h2r +HirΘ1h2i)‖2 + σ2
r‖A‖2F

≤Pr,

where Pr represents the maximum transmit power of AF relay.

The received signal at Sj (j=1, 2) can be written as

y0j = (hH
jr + hH

jiΘ2H
H
ir)Ayr + nj , (4)

where Θ2 = diag(α21e
jθ21 , α22e

jθ22 , . . . , α2Nejθ2N ) is the

reflecting and configurable IRS matrix in the second time

slot, where α2n ∈ (0, 1] and θ2n ∈ (0, 2π] are the amplitude

value and phase shift value of the nth reflection element,
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respectively. Similarly, the amplitude value αn is also equal

to 1. nj is the received AWGN at Sj with nj ∼ CN (0, σ2
j ).

Since Sj has perfect knowledge of the signal transmitted by

itself, the self-interference can be eliminated by subtracting

the term about xj . After the self-interference elimination, the

equivalent received signal at Sj can be obtained as follows

yj =
√
Pk(h

H
jr + hH

jiΘ2H
H
ir)A(hkr +HirΘ1hki)xk

+(hH
jr + hH

jiΘ2H
H
ir)Anr + nj , (5)

where (j, k) = {(1, 2), (2, 1)}. The achievable rates at S2 and

S1 can be respectively denoted as

R12 =
1

2
log2(1 + SNR12), (6)

R21 =
1

2
log2(1 + SNR21), (7)

where SNR12 and SNR21 are the received SNRs at S2 (i.e.,

from S1 to S2 link) and S1 (i.e., from S2 to S1 link). SNR12

and SNR21 can be respectively expressed as follow

SNR12 =

P1|(hH
2r + hH

2iΘ2H
H
ir)A(h1r +HirΘ1h1i)|2

‖(hH
2r + hH

2iΘ2H
H
ir)A‖2σ2

r + σ2
2

, (8)

SNR21 =

P2|(hH
1r + hH

1iΘ2H
H
ir)A(h2r +HirΘ1h2i)|2

‖(hH
1r + hH

1iΘ2H
H
ir)A‖2σ2

r + σ2
1

. (9)

The system rate is defined as

R = min{R12, R21}. (10)

B. Problem Formulation

The optimization problem of maximizing system rate is cast

as

max
A,Θ1,Θ2

min{R12, R21} (11a)

s.t.|Θ1(n, n)| = 1, |Θ2(n, n)| = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (11b)

P1‖A(h1r +HirΘ1h1i)‖2 (11c)

+ P2‖A(h2r +HirΘ1h2i)‖2 + σ2
r‖A‖2F ≤ Pr.

In order to handle the above problem more conve-

niently, defining θ1,[ejθ11 , ejθ12 , . . . , ejθ1N ]T , θ̄1 = [θ1; 1],
θ2,[ejθ21 , ejθ22 , . . . , ejθ2N ]H and θ̄2 = [θ2; 1]. We have

hjr +HirΘ1hji = Hj θ̄1, (12a)

hH
jr + hH

jiΘ2H
H
ir = θ̄

H
2 HH

j , (12b)

where Hj = [Hirdiag(hji),hjr ]. Accordingly, the optimiza-

tion problem can be reformulated as

max
A,θ̄1,θ̄2

min{R12, R21} (13a)

s.t.|θ̄1(n)| = 1, |θ̄2(n)| = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (13b)

θ̄1(N + 1) = 1, θ̄2(N + 1) = 1, (13c)

P1‖AH1θ̄1‖2 + P2‖AH2θ̄1‖2 + σ2
r‖A‖2F ≤ Pr , (13d)

where

R12 =
1

2
log2(1 +

P1|θ̄H
2 HH

2 AH1θ̄1|2
‖θ̄H

2 HH
2 A‖2σ2

r + σ2
2

), (14)

R21 =
1

2
log2(1 +

P2|θ̄H
2 HH

1 AH2θ̄1|2
‖θ̄H

2 HH
1 A‖2σ2

r + σ2
1

). (15)

Let us define a variable t, R12 ≥ t and R21 ≥ t. According

to the property of logarithmic function, problem (13) can be

converted to

max
t,A,θ̄1,θ̄2

t (16a)

s.t. 22t ≤ 1 +
P1|θ̄H

2 HH
2 AH1θ̄1|2

‖θ̄H
2 HH

2 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

2

, (16b)

22t ≤ 1 +
P2|θ̄H

2 HH
1 AH2θ̄1|2

‖θ̄H
2 HH

1 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

1

, (16c)

(13b), (13c), (13d). (16d)

It is too difficult to be solved directly because the variables,

i.e., the beamforming matrix A, the phase shift vectors θ̄1 and

θ̄2, are coupled with each other, which make the problem more

intractable. Here, there exist two alternating iteration schemes,

namely LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA are proposed to

tackle the optimization problem, and the related details are

as follow.

III. PROPOSED LC-ZF-SCA-BASED METHOD

In the section, optimizing a variable or a group of variables

given the remaining ones, there exist three subproblems need

to be dealt with. In this case, a LC-ZF-SCA-based scheme

is proposed to alternately optimize the variables A, θ̄1 and

θ̄2 for maximum rate. Here, ZF scheme is utilised to address

the subproblem of calculating A, where A can be obtained in

closed form. For θ̄1 and θ̄2, we apply SCA algorithm to solve

the corresponding two subproblems.

A. Optimization of A

This subsection is aiming at obtaining beamforming matrix

A at AF relay with given θ̄1 and θ̄2. Since the compu-

tational complexity of directly optimizing the beamforming

matrix is extremely high, we adopt a low-complexity ZF

scheme to obtain A. Defining H̄1 , [H1θ̄1,H2θ̄1] and

H̄2 , [H2θ̄2,H1θ̄2]
H , in the light of ZF criterion [38], A

can be denoted as

A = τH̄†
2H̄

†
1. (17)

Plugging (17) into the transmit power constraint with equality,

we have τ as (18), as shown at the top of next page. Thereby,

the AF beamforming matrix A can be obtained.
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τ =

√
Pr

P1‖H̄†
2H̄

†
1H1θ̄1‖2 + P2‖H̄†

2H̄
†
1H2θ̄1‖2 + σ2

r‖H̄†
2H̄

†
1‖2F

. (18)

B. Optimization of θ̄1

Fixing θ̄2 and A, problem (16) can be transformed to

max
t,θ̄1

t (19a)

s.t. |θ̄1(n)| = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (19b)

θ̄1(N + 1) = 1, (19c)

22t ≤ 1 +
θ̄
H
1 B12θ̄1

‖θ̄H
2 HH

2 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

2

, (19d)

22t ≤ 1 +
θ̄
H
1 B21θ̄1

‖θ̄H
2 HH

1 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

1

, (19e)

θ̄
H
1 (P1H

H
1 AHAH1 + P2H

H
2 AHAH2)θ̄1

+ σ2
r‖A‖2F ≤ Pr , (19f)

where matrices B12 = P1H
H
1 AHH2θ̄2θ̄

H
2 HH

2 AH1 and

B21 = P2H
H
2 AHH1θ̄2θ̄

H
2 HH

1 AH2. Constraints (19b), (19d)

and (19e) are non-convex. Relaxing constraint (19b), we can

obtain

θ̄
H
1 (n)θ̄1(n) ≤ 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (20)

which is a convex constraint. In order to convert the con-

straint (19d) from non-convex to convex, the first-order Taylor

approximation can be used to obtain the low bound of the

numerator of fraction in (19d). Its corresponding first-order

Taylor expansion can be performed as follows

θ̄
H
1 B12θ̄1 ≥ 2R{θ̃H

1 B12θ̄1} − θ̃
H
1 B12θ̃1, (21)

where θ̃1 is the feasible point. Similarly, performing first-order

Taylor approximation operation on the numerator of fraction

in (19e), we have

θ̄
H
1 B21θ̄1 ≥ 2R{θ̃H

1 B21θ̄1} − θ̃
H
1 B21θ̃1. (22)

Substituting (21) and (22) into constraint (19d) and (19e), the

constraints can be respectively rewritten as

22t ≤ 1 +
2R{θ̃H

1 B12θ̄1} − θ̃
H
1 B12θ̃1

‖θ̄H
2 HH

2 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

2

, (23)

22t ≤ 1 +
2R{θ̃H

1 B21θ̄1} − θ̃
H
1 B21θ̃1

‖θ̄H
2 HH

1 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

1

, (24)

which are convex constraints. Therefore, the optimization

problem (19) can be transformed to

max
t,θ̄1

t (25a)

s.t. (19c), (19f), (20), (23), (24). (25b)

Because of a linear objective function and several convex

constraints, the above problem is convex, which can be solved

by optimization solver, such as CVX. So the solution θ1 is

calculated as

θ1 = e
jarg[

θ̄1
θ̄1(N+1)

(1:N)]
. (26)

C. Optimization of θ̄2

When θ̄1 and A are given, the optimization problem (16)

can be reduced to

max
t,θ̄2

t (27a)

s.t. |θ̄2(n)| = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (27b)

θ̄2(N + 1) = 1, (27c)

22t ≤ 1 +
P1|θ̄H

2 HH
2 AH1θ̄1|2

‖θ̄H
2 HH

2 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

2

, (27d)

22t ≤ 1 +
P2|θ̄H

2 HH
1 AH2θ̄1|2

‖θ̄H
2 HH

1 A‖2σ2
r + σ2

1

, (27e)

which is non-convex because of the non-convex constraints

(27b), (27d) and (27e). For constraint (27b), a relaxation

strategy similar to (20) can be performed as follows

θ̄
H
2 (n)θ̄2(n) ≤ 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N, (28)

which is a convex constraint. For constraint (27d), its fraction

part can be rewritten as follows

P1|θ̄H
2 HH

2 AH1θ̄1|2
‖θ̄H

2 HH
2 A‖2σ2

r + σ2
2

=
θ̄
H
2 C12θ̄2

θ̄H
2 D12θ̄2

, (29)

where matrices C12 = P1H
H
2 AH1θ̄1θ̄

H
1 HH

1 AHH2 and

D12 = σ2
rH

H
2 AAHH2 +

[
0N×N 0N×1

01×N σ2
2

]
. Substituting

(29) into (27d) yields the following inequality

22t ≤ 1 +
θ̄
H
2 C12θ̄2

θ̄H
2 D12θ̄2

, (30)

it is found that the above constraint is still non-convex.

According to [39], the first-order Taylor expansion of (29)

at a feasible point θ̃2 can be expressed as follows

θ̄
H
2 C12θ̄2

θ̄H
2 D12θ̄2

≥ 2R{fH12θ̄2}+ d12, (31)

where vector fH12 =
θ̃
H

2 C12

θ̃H

2 D12θ̃2
− θ̃

H
2 (D12 −

λD12
maxIN+1)

θ̃
H

2 C12θ̃2

(θ̃H

2 D12θ̃2)2
, d12 = −[2λD12

max(N + 1) −
θ̃
H
2 D12θ̃2]

θ̃
H

2 C12θ̃2

(θ̃H

2 D12θ̃2)2
and λD12

max is the maximum eigenvalue

of D12. Substituting the low bound of
θ̄
H

2 C12θ̄2

θ̄H

2 D12θ̄2
into (30)

yields

22t ≤ 1 + 2R{fH12θ̄2}+ d12, (32)

which is convex. In the same manner, for the fraction part of

constraint (27e) we have

P2|θ̄H
2 HH

1 AH2θ̄1|2
‖θ̄H

2 HH
1 A‖2σ2

r + σ2
1

=
θ̄
H
2 C21θ̄2

θ̄H
2 D21θ̄2

≥ 2R{fH21θ̄2}+ d21, (33)
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where matrices C21 = P2H
H
1 AH2θ̄1θ̄

H
1 HH

2 AHH1, D21 =

σ2
rH

H
1 AAHH1 +

[
0N×N 0N×1

01×N σ2
1

]
, fH21 =

θ̃
H

2 C21

θ̃H

2 D21θ̃2
−

θ̃
H
2 (D21 − λD21

maxIN+1)
θ̃
H

2 C21θ̃2

(θ̃H

2 D21θ̃2)2
and d21 = −[2λD21

max(N +

1)− θ̃
H
2 D21θ̃2]

θ̃
H

2 C21θ̃2

(θ̃H

2 D21θ̃2)2
. Correspondingly, constraint (27e)

can be transformed to be convex as follows

22t ≤ 1 + 2R{fH21θ̄2}+ d21. (34)

Therefore, the optimization problem (27) can be reformulated

as follows

max
t,θ̄2

t (35a)

s.t. (27c), (28), (32), (34). (35b)

The solution θ̄2 can be directly solved by CVX optimization

tool. Thereby, the solution θ2 can be achieved as

θ2 = e
jarg[

θ̄2
θ̄2(N+1)

(1:N)]
. (36)

D. Overall algorithm

The optimization problem have an upper bound because

of the non-decreasing property and limited transmit power of

S1, S2 and AF relay. Performing alternative iteration among

A, θ̄1 and θ̄2 until the convergence criterion is satisfied.

The proposed LC-ZF-SCA algorithm is summarized in the

following Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed LC-ZF-SCA algorithm

1: Initialize A0, θ̄0
1 and θ̄

0
2 , R0 can be calculated.

2: Set the convergence error δ and initialize iteration number

k = 0.

3: repeat

4: Given (θ̄k
1 , θ̄k

2 ), calculate Ak+1 with (17) and (18).

5: Given (Ak+1, θ̄k
2 ), solve problem (25) to obtain θ̄

k+1
1 .

6: Given (Ak+1, θ̄
k+1
1 ), solve problem (35) to obtain

θ̄
k+1
2 .

7: Calculate Rk+1 by using (Ak+1, θ̄k+1
1 , θ̄k+1

2 ).

8: k = k + 1.

9: until

10: |Rk+1 −Rk| ≤ δ.

The computational complexity of LC-ZF-SCA algorithm

contains three parts related to A, θ̄1 and θ̄2. The complexity

of A is denoted as M3 + 11M2 + 10MN + 7M + 6 float-

point operations (FLOPs) in line with (17) and (18). Since

problem (35) has three linear constraints, one second-order

cone (SOC) constraint of dimension N + 1 and one SOC

constraint of dimension N , the complexity of calculating θ̄1

is denoted as nθ̄1

√
7[(N +1)2+N2+n2

θ̄1
+3nθ̄1

+3], where

nθ̄1
= N + 2 is the number of variables. Besides, there are

three linear constraints, one SOC constraint of dimension N
and N+2 variables in problem (35), it complexity is presented

as nθ̄2

√
5[N2+n2

θ̄2
+3nθ̄2

+3], where nθ̄2
= N+2. Therefore,

the complexity of the proposed LC-ZF-SCA algorithm can be

written as follows

O{D1[M
3 + 11M2 + 10MN + 7M + 6

+ nθ̄1

√
7((N + 1)2 +N2 + n2

θ̄1
+ 3nθ̄1

+ 3)

+ nθ̄2

√
5(N2 + n2

θ̄2
+ 3nθ̄2

+ 3)]ln(1/ε)} (37)

FLOPs, where D1 is the iterative number in Algorithm 1 and

ε is the computation accuracy.

IV. PROPOSED ONS-SDP-PSCA-BASED METHOD

In the section III, the LC-ZF-SCA-based scheme is put

forward to optimize AF relay beamforming matrix A, IRS

reflecting coefficient vectors θ̄1 and θ̄2. To obtain a rate per-

formance improvement, a high-performance ONS-SDP-PSCA-

based scheme is proposed, where the subproblem related to

A is firstly solved by SVD and ONS method. Then the

optimization problem is translated into two SDP subproblems,

where IRS phase shift matrix in the second time slot is

optimized by GFP algorithm, and a penalty function is adopted

to recover rank-one IRS phase shift matrices of two time slots.

The associated details are presented as follow.

A. Optimization of A

When IRS reflecting coefficient vectors θ̄1 and θ̄2 are fixed,

the SVD of H̄1 and H̄2 can be respectively expressed as follow

H̄1 = U1Σ1V
H
1 (38)

= [U11 U12]

[
Σ11

Σ12

]
VH

1

= U11Σ11V
H
1 ,

H̄2 = U2Σ2V
H
2 (39)

= U2[Σ21 Σ22]

[
VH

21

VH
22

]

= U2Σ21V
H
21,

where U1 ∈ CM×M , V1 ∈ C2×2, U2 ∈ C2×2, and

V2 ∈ CM×M are the unitary matrices, Σ1 ∈ CM×2 and

Σ2 ∈ C
2×M are the matrices with singular values for elements

on the main diagonal and 0 for other elements. U11 ∈ CM×2,

U12 ∈ CM×(M−2), V21 ∈ CM×2 and V22 ∈ CM×(M−2),

Σ11 ∈ C2×2 and Σ21 ∈ C2×2 are diagonal matrices

consisting of singular values and Σ12 ∈ C(M−2)×2 and

Σ22 ∈ C2×(M−2) are zero matrices. The beamforming matrix

A can be structured as

A = V21ΩUH
11 (40)

= V21Λ2U
H
2 V1Λ1U

H
11,

where matrices Ω ∈ C2×2, Λ1 ∈ C2×2 � 0 and Λ2 ∈
C

2×2 � 0 are diagonal matrices. V1Λ1U
H
11 denotes receive

beamforming, V21Λ2U
H
2 represents transmit beamforming.

While Λ1 and Λ2 are unknown, which are determined by

searching more than four variables satisfying Λ1 � 0 and

Λ1 � 0. Here, ONS method is used to solve Λ1 and Λ2

by selecting Λ1 = Λ2 =
√
ρI2 [40]. Based on the above
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ρ =

√
Pr

tr{Θ̄1(P1H
H
1 ΥHΥH1 + P2H

H
2 ΥHΥH2)}+ σ2

r‖Υ‖2F
. (42)

derivations, the beamforming matrix A at AF relay can be

obtained as

A = ρV21U
H
2 V1U

H
11 (41)

= ρΥ,

where Υ = V21U
H
2 V1U

H
11 and ρ is need to meet transmit

power constraint (43f) with equality. Particularly, ρ is chosen

as (42), as shown at the top of next page.

B. Problem Reformulation

After that, problem (16) can be further translated into the

following SDP problem

max
t,A,Θ̄1,Θ̄2

t (43a)

s.t.Θ̄1(n, n) = 1, Θ̄2(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (43b)

Θ̄1 � 0, Θ̄2 � 0, rank(Θ̄1) = 1, rank(Θ̄2) = 1, (43c)

22t ≤ 1 +
P1tr(Θ̄1H

H
1 AHH2Θ̄2H

H
2 AH1)

tr(Θ̄2D12)
, (43d)

22t ≤ 1 +
P2tr(Θ̄1H

H
2 AHH1Θ̄2H

H
1 AH2)

tr(Θ̄2D21)
, (43e)

tr{Θ̄1(P1H
H
1 AHAH1 + P2H

H
2 AHAH2)}

+ σ2
r‖A‖2F ≤ Pr, (43f)

where Θ̄1 = θ̄1θ̄
H
1 and Θ̄2 = θ̄2θ̄

H
2 . Since A, Θ̄1, Θ̄2 are

coupled each other and there are two rank-one constraints,

which results in a non-convex problem, and directly solving

such a non-convex problem is difficult. Meanwhile, given

that the closed-form expression of A in section IV-A has

been obtained, the above mentioned problem (43) can be

decomposed into two subproblems associated to Θ̄1 and Θ̄2.

The following are the optimization details for obtaining rank-

one Θ̄1 and Θ̄2.

C. Optimization of Θ̄1

Fixing A and Θ̄2, the optimization problem (43) can be

further translated into

max
t,Θ̄1

t (44a)

s.t. Θ̄1(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (44b)

Θ̄1 � 0, rank(Θ̄1) = 1, (44c)

(43d), (43e), (43f). (44d)

The non-convex constraint rank(Θ̄1) = 1 leads the above

problem to be non-convex, so we still cannot directly address

it. With the aim of converting the above problem to a convex

problem, we perform the following equivalent operation on

the constraint rank(Θ̄1) = 1

tr(Θ̄1)− λmax(Θ̄1) ≤ 0, (45)

where λmax(Θ̄1) is the maximum eigenvalue of Θ̄1. Due to

the constraint Θ̄1 � 0, it is implied that tr(Θ̄1)−λmax(Θ̄1) ≥
0. In order to better address the problem of rank-one constraint,

we adopt a penalty method to recover rank-one Θ̄1. Firstly,

a slack variable ξ1 ≥ 0 is introduced to expand the size

of the feasible solution Θ̄1 in constraint (45). Then another

relaxation variable µ1 > 0, namely penalty parameter, is

introduced to the objective function. After that, problem (44)

can be further equivalently reformulated as follows

max
t,ξ1,Θ̄1

t− µ1ξ1 (46a)

s.t. Θ̄1(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (46b)

Θ̄1 � 0, tr(Θ̄1)− λmax(Θ̄1) ≤ ξ1, ξ1 ≥ 0, (46c)

(43d), (43e), (43f). (46d)

For any µ1 > µ0
1, problem (44) and problem (46) are

equivalent, so that the two problems share the same solution.

In other words, the penalty optimization solution of problem

(46) is also available for problem (44). Due to the fact

that convex function λmax(Θ̄1) is not differentiable, its sub-

gradient is written as θ̄
1
max(θ̄

1
max)

H , where θ̄
1
max is the

eigenvector corresponding to λmax(Θ̄1). Therefore, the first-

order approximation of λmax(Θ̄1) is denoted as

λmax(Θ̄1) ≥λmax(Θ̃1) (47)

+ tr(θ̃1
max(θ̃

1
max)

H(Θ̄1 − Θ̃1)),

where λmax(Θ̃1) is the maximum eigenvalue of the feasi-

ble solution Θ̃1, θ̃
1
max is the eigenvector corresponding to

λmax(Θ̃1). Placing the low bound of λmax(Θ̄1) in problem

(46), we have

max
t,ξ1,Θ̄1

t− µ1ξ1 (48a)

s.t. Θ̄1(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (48b)

Θ̄1 � 0, tr(Θ̄1)− λmax(Θ̃1)− tr(θ̃1
max(θ̃

1
max)

H

• (Θ̄1 − Θ̃1)) ≤ ξ1, ξ1 ≥ 0, (48c)

(43d), (43e), (43f). (48d)

When µ1 and Θ̃1 are known, the above optimization problem

can be efficiently solved via CVX tool, while the rank-one

solution Θ̄1 is obtained.
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D. Optimization of Θ̄2

When A and Θ̄1 are fixed, the optimization problem (43)

can be reduced to as follows

max
t,Θ̄2

t (49a)

s.t. Θ̄2(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (49b)

Θ̄2 � 0, rank(Θ̄2) = 1, (49c)

22t ≤ 1 +
β1P tr(Θ̄2H

H
2 AH1Θ̄1H

H
1 AHH2)

tr(Θ̄2C12)
, (49d)

22t ≤ 1 +
β2P tr(Θ̄2H

H
1 AH2Θ̄1H

H
2 AHH1)

tr(Θ̄2C21)
. (49e)

To transform the above problem into a easily solvable form,

let us define two slack variables as follow

ηk12 =

√
β1P tr(Θ̄k

2H
H
2 AH1Θ̄1H

H
1 AHH2)

tr(Θ̄k
2C12)

, (50)

ηk21 =

√
β2P tr(Θ̄k

2H
H
1 AH2Θ̄1H

H
2 AHH1)

tr(Θ̄k
2C21)

. (51)

In line with GFP algorithm [41], constraint (49d) and (49e)

can be respectively changed to the following two convex

constraints

22t ≤1 + 2ηk12

√
β1P tr(Θ̄2H

H
2 AH1Θ̄1H

H
1 AHH2)

− (ηk12)
2tr(Θ̄2C12), (52)

22t ≤1 + 2ηk21

√
β2P tr(Θ̄2H

H
1 AH2Θ̄1H

H
2 AHH1)

− (ηk21)
2tr(Θ̄2C21). (53)

We bring the above two inequalities in problem (49), which

yields

max
t,Θ̄2

t (54a)

s.t. Θ̄2(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (54b)

Θ̄2 � 0, rank(Θ̄2) = 1, (54c)

(52), (53). (54d)

For the non-convex constraint rank(Θ̄2) = 1, we adopt the

same penalty method to process it. For brief, the related details

are omitted. By using the penalty method, problem (54) is

converted to

max
t,ξ2,Θ̄2

t− µ2ξ2 (55a)

s.t. Θ̄2(n, n) = 1, ∀n = 1, · · · , N + 1, (55b)

Θ̄2 � 0, tr(Θ̄2)− λmax(Θ̃2)− tr(θ̃2
max(θ̃

2
max)

H

• (Θ̄2 − Θ̃2)) ≤ ξ2, ξ2 ≥ 0, (55c)

(52), (53), (55d)

where µ2 > 0 is a penalty parameter, ξ2 ≥ 0 is a slack variable

and θ̃
2
max is the eigenvector corresponding to the maximum

eigenvalue λmax(Θ̃2) of the feasible solution Θ̃2. In the same

manner, problem (55) can be solved by CVX, thereby solution

Θ̄2 satisfying rank-one constraint can be achieved.

E. Overall algorithm

In the proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA scheme, the expression

of beamforming matrix A can be obtained in closed form by

ONS method, and IRS rank-one phase matrices Θ̄1 and Θ̄2

can be achieved by a SDP-PSCA-based penalty method. The

detailed iterative process of the proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA

scheme is presented in Algorithm 2. It is noted that the two

penalty factors µ1 and µ2 are gradually increased in each sub-

iteration of finding rank-one Θ̄1 and Θ̄2, when the ζ1max

and ζ2max are reached, ξ1 and ξ2 are very small, which are

considered as 0.

According to (41) and (42), the complexity of A is denoted

as 2(N + 1)3 + 4M2N + 4MN2 + 9M2 − N2 + 6MN +
14M + 3N + 3 FLOPs. In problem (48), there exist nΘ̄1

=
(N + 1)2 + 2 variables, N + 6 linear constraints, one linear

matrix inequality (LMI) constraint of size N+1, its complexity

is nΘ̄1

√
2N + 7[(N +1)3+nΘ̄1

((N +1)2+N +6)+n2
Θ̄1

+
N + 6]. Similarly, problem (55) has N + 5 linear constraints,

one linear matrix inequality (LMI) constraint of size N + 1.

The corresponding complexity is nΘ̄2

√
2N + 6[(N + 1)3 +

nΘ̄2
((N + 1)2 + N + 5) + n2

Θ̄2
+ N + 5], where nΘ̄2

=

(N +1)2+2 is the number of variables. The total complexity

of ONS-SDP-PSCA algorithm is calculated as

Algorithm 2 Proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA algorithm

1: Given A0, Θ̄0
1 and Θ̄0

2, R0 can be computed.

2: Set the convergence error δ and initialize iteration number

k = k1 = k2 = 0.

3: repeat

4: With (Θ̄k
1 , Θ̄k

2), calculate Ak+1 with (41) and (42).

5: With (Ak+1, Θ̄k
2), initialize µ0

1 and Θ̃0
1, set ζ1 > 0 and

ζ1max.

6: repeat

7: With (µk1
1 , Θ̃k1

1 ), obtain (ξk1+1
1 , Θ̄k1+1

1 ) by solving

problem (48).

8: Update µk1+1
1 = min{ζ1µk1

1 , ζ1max} and Θ̃k1+1
1 =

Θ̄k1+1
1 .

9: k1 = k1 + 1.

10: until (48) converges, and set Θ̄k+1
1 = Θ̄k1+1

1 .

11: With (Ak+1, Θ̄k+1
1 ), initialize µ0

2 and Θ̃0
2, set ζ2 > 0

and ζ2max.

12: repeat

13: With (µk2

2 , Θ̃k2

2 ), obtain (ξk2+1
2 , Θ̄k2+1

2 ) by solving

problem (55).

14: Update µk2+1
2 = min{ζ2µk2

2 , ζ2max} and Θ̃k2+1
2 =

Θ̄k2+1
2 .

15: k2 = k2 + 1.

16: until (55) converges, and set Θ̄k+1
2 = Θ̄k2+1

2 .

17: Calculate Rk+1 with (Ak+1, Θ̄k+1
1 , Θ̄k+1

2 ).

18: k = k + 1.

19: until |Rk+1 −Rk| ≤ δ.
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TABLE I
COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED METHODS

Methods Complexity (ε = 0.1)

LC-ZF-SCA
O{D1[M3 + 11M2 + 10MN + 7M + 6 + n

θ̄1

√
7((N + 1)2 +N2 + n2

θ̄1
+ 3n

θ̄1
+ 3) + n

θ̄2

√
5(N2 +

n2

θ̄2
+ 3n

θ̄2
+ 3)]}

ONS-SDP-PSCA
O{D2[2(N +1)3 +4M2N +4MN2 +9M2 −N2 +6MN +14M +3N +3+n

Θ̄1

√
2N + 7((N +1)3 +

n
Θ̄1

((N+1)2+N+6)+n2

Θ̄1
+N+6)+n

Θ̄2

√
2N + 6((N+1)3+n

Θ̄2
((N+1)2+N+5)+n2

Θ̄2
+N+5)]}

O{D2[2(N + 1)3 + 4M2N + 4MN2 + 9M2 (56)

−N2 + 6MN + 14M + 3N + 3 + nΘ̄1

√
2N + 7

• ((N + 1)3 + nΘ̄1
((N + 1)2 +N + 6) + n2

Θ̄1

+N + 6) + nΘ̄2

√
2N + 6((N + 1)3 + nΘ̄2

• ((N + 1)2 +N + 5) + n2
Θ̄2

+N + 5)]ln(1/ε)}

FLOPs, where D2 is the iterative number in Algorithm 2.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS ANALYSIS

To validate the convergence and rate performance of the

proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA schemes in this

section, some numerical simulation results are presented. As-

suming the coordinates of S1, S2, IRS (or UAV) and AF relay

are (0, 0, 0), (0, 120m, 0), (−10m, 60m, 20m) and (10m,

60m, 10m) in three-dimensional (3D) space, and the path loss

at distance d is computed by PL(d) = PL0 − 10αlog10(
d
d0
).

PL0 is the reference path loss at d0 = 1m, and is generally

set as −30dB. Besides, α is the path attenuation index of the

channel link between transceivers. In this paper, α1i, α1r, α2i,

α2r and αir respectively denote the path attenuation indexes

from S1 to IRS, from S1 to AF relay, from S2 to IRS, from S2

to AF relay and from IRS to AF relay. The related parameters

are chosen as follow: α1i = α2i = αir =2.0, α1r = α2r =3.6,

σ2
1 = σ2

2 = σ2
r = σ2 = −90dBm, and P1 = P2 = Pr = 1

3P ,

where P is the total transmit power of the IRS-assisted two-

way AF relay network.

In order to better analyze the rate performance of the

proposed two methods, the following two cases are regarded

as the benchmark schemes.

(1) IRS-assisted two-way AF relay network with random

phase: With A optimized, the phase of each IRS unit is

selected randomly from the phase interval (0, 2π].

(2) Only AF relay: A wireless network aided by an two-

way AF relay is considered, while A can be obtained by ONS

method.

Table 1 presents the the complexity of the proposed LC-

ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA schemes directly. Clearly, the

highest order of LC-ZF-SCA is O(N3 + M3) FLOPs while

that of ONS-SDP-PSCA is O(N6.5 +M2) FLOPs.

Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 show the computational complexity of the

proposed two methods versus the number N of IRS units with

(M,D1, D2, ε) = (2, 6, 6, 0.1) and the number M of AF relay

antennas with (N,D1, D2, ε) = (256, 6, 6, 0.1). It is obvious

that the complexity corresponding to the proposed LC-ZF-

SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA schemes gradually increase as N
and M increase. Furthermore, since the optimization variables

are matrices, the complexity of ONS-SDP-PSCA method is
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Fig. 2. Complexity versus the number N of IRS units given
(M,D1,D2, ε) = (2, 6, 6, 0.1).
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Fig. 3. Complexity versus the number M of AF relay antennas given
(N,D1,D2, ε) = (256, 6, 6, 0.1).

much higher than that of LC-ZF-SCA method with vector

optimization variables.

Fig. 4 verifies the convergence of the proposed LC-ZF-

SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods at P = 15dBm and P =
30dBm, respectively. From Fig. 4, it is clearly visible that

the proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods can

gradually converge to the rate ceil within several iterations for

different P . For the proposed two schemes, their convergence

rates at P = 15dBm are much faster than those at P =
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Fig. 4. Convergence of the proposed two methods given (M,N) = (2, 128).

30dBm. Besides, the convergence rate of ONS-SDP-PSCA

scheme is faster than that of LC-ZF-SCA method for different

P . Therefore, we can draw a conclusion that the proposed

LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods are effective and

feasible.
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Fig. 5. Achievable rate versus total transmit power given (M,N) = (2,
128).

Fig. 5 presents the achievable rate versus total transmit

power P given (M,N) = (2, 128). As shown in Fig. 5, it

is clear that the achievable rates of the proposed two schemes,

called LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA, increase as total

transmit power P increase. In contrast to the two benchmark

schemes: random phase and only AF relay, the rate perfor-

mance enhancement obtained by LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-

PSCA methods are significant in the high P region. Moreover,

the proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA method perform better than

the proposed LC-ZF-SCA scheme in the all P region. When

P = 30dBm, the proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA

methods can respectively achieve rate performance gains of

up to 90.6% and 68.5% over those of random phase and only

AF relay. Furthermore, the rate performance of ONS-SDP-

PSCA method is higher 0.4bits/s/Hz than that of LC-ZF-SCA

method.
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Fig. 6. Achievable rate versus the number of antennas at AF relay given
(N, P ) = (128, 30dBm).

Fig. 6 shows the achievable rate versus the number M of

antennas at AF relay given (N,P ) = (128, 30dBm). As seen

in Fig. 6, the two proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA

methods have higher rate performance than random phase and

only AF relay. As M increases, the rate performance of the two

proposed methods and the two benchmark schemes increases.

Besides that, it can be observed that the decreasing order on

rate is ONS-SDP-PSCA, LC-ZF-SCA, random phase and only

AF relay.
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Fig. 7. Achievable rate versus the number of IRS units given (M,P ) = (2,
30dBm).

Fig. 7 depicts the achievable rate versus the number N
of IRS units for the proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-

PSCA methods with (M,P ) = (2, 30dBm). Apparently, the

rate performance gaps between the proposed two methods and

the two benchmark schemes gradually widen as N increases,
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while the rates of the two benchmark schemes remain a

small fluctuation. Thus, it is confirmed that optimizing AF

beamforming matrix and IRS phase shifts of two time slots

is necessary and effective. When N goes to medium and

large-scale, the rate performance gaps become especially more

evident. Additionally, it can be found that the rate obtained by

the proposed LC-ZF-SCA method is lower than that of the

proposed ONS-SDP-PSCA method.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

An IRS-and-UAV-aided two-way AF relay network in mar-

itime IoT was discussed in this paper, where two ships were

viewed as data centers collecting information from buoys,

offshore platforms and sensor nodes. Besides that, the two

ships could communicate with the help of an IRS attached

to UAV and an AF relay. To solve the problem of maxi-

mizing minimum rate, there existed two AI methods called

LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA were proposed to jointly

optimize AF beamforming matrix and IRS phase shifts for rate

enhancement. As shown in simulation results, the proposed

LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods were proved to be

convergent and feasible. Compare with an IRS-assisted two-

way AF relay network with random phase and only an AF

relay network, the achievable rate of the IRS-aided two-way

AF relay network could be significantly improved by using

the proposed LC-ZF-SCA and ONS-SDP-PSCA methods. For

example, at least 68.5% rate gain could be obtained by the

proposed two schemes when P=30dBm. Furthermore, the

complexity of LC-ZF-SCA method is much lower than that

of ONS-SDP-PSCA method at cost of rate performance loss.
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