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Abstract—This paper investigates intelligent reflecting surface
(IRS)-aided multi-antenna wireless powered communications in
a multi-link interference channel, where multiple IRSs are de-
ployed to enhance the downlink/uplink communications between
each pair of hybrid access point (HAP) and wireless device. Our
objective is to maximize the system sum throughput by optimizing
the allocation of communication resources. To attain this objective
and meanwhile balance the performance-cost tradeoff, we pro-
pose three transmission schemes: the IRS-aided asynchronous
(Asy) scheme, the IRS-aided time-division multiple access
(TDMA) scheme, and the IRS-aided synchronous (Syn) scheme.
For the resulting three non-convex design problems, we propose a
general algorithmic framework capable of addressing all of them.
Numerical results show that our proposed IRS-aided schemes
noticeably surpass their counterparts without IRSs in both system
sum throughput and total transmission energy consumption at
the HAPs. Moreover, although the IRS-aided Asy scheme consis-
tently achieves the highest sum throughput, the IRS-aided TDMA
scheme is more appealing in scenarios with substantial cross-link
interference and limited IRS elements, while the IRS-aided Syn
scheme is preferable in low cross-link interference scenarios.

Index Terms—IRS, wireless powered communications, inter-
ference channel, resource allocation.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a typical application of wireless power transfer (WPT),
wireless powered communication network (WPCN) is viewed
as a promising network paradigm to address the energy short-
age problem of wireless devices (WDs). In [1], the authors
studied a single-input single-output (SISO) WPCN and pro-
posed the well-known “harvest-then-transmit” protocol. This
work was then extended to more general single-cell multi-
antenna WPCNs in [2] and [3], and a multi-cell SISO WPCN
in [4], respectively. Despite theoretical progress, practical
WPCNs face severe limitations due to the low efficiencies of
WPT over long transmission distances. Recently, intelligent
reflecting surface (IRS) [5] has emerged as an effective remedy
to tackle this performance bottleneck. The results in [6]
indicated that introducing an IRS into a SISO WPCN has the
dual benefits of enhancing the system throughput and lowering
the energy consumption at the hybrid access point (HAP).
Additionally, the authors of [7] and [8] confirmed that the
IRS can improve the performance of multi-antenna WPCNs.

However, all the above-mentioned works on IRS-assisted
WPCNs are limited to single-cell scenarios. To the best
of the authors’ knowledge, the potential performance gain
of integrating IRSs into multi-cell WPCNs in interference
channels (IFCs) has not been explored yet. Recall that the
authors of [4] studied a traditional multi-cell SISO WPCN.
Their simulation results demonstrated that an asynchronous
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Fig. 1. Illustration of IRS-aided multi-antenna wireless powered communi-
cations in an interference channel.

protocol involving asynchronous downlink (DL)-uplink (UL)
time allocation for different cells can lead to a larger system
sum throughput compared to its synchronous counterpart.
Intuitively, introducing IRSs can enlarge the performance gap
between these two protocols, since the presence of more
transmission phases in the asynchronous protocol allows more
opportunities for IRS reconfigurations (and therefore radio
propagation environment reconfigurations). New resource al-
location designs are necessary for the case with IRSs, as those
proposed in [4] are not applicable. Moreover, the work in [4]
has certain limitations. First, it was confined to a SISO setting
without harnessing the multi-antenna technology to improve
the system performance. Second, it did not disclose whether
the performance gain achieved by the asynchronous protocol
comes with higher energy costs, a factor that influences the
selection of transmission protocols in practice.

Motivated by the above considerations, this paper studies
an IRS-aided multi-antenna wireless powered IFC, comprising
multiple IRSs and HAP-WD pairs. To maximize the system
sum throughput while considering the balance between perfor-
mance and cost, we propose three transmission schemes: the
IRS-aided asynchronous (Asy) scheme, the IRS-aided time-
division multiple access (TDMA) scheme, and the IRS-aided
synchronous (Syn) scheme, ranked from high to low in terms
of implementation complexity. Theoretically, the IRS-aided
Asy scheme always attains the highest sum throughput, as
it is a super-scheme of the other two. In addition, neither
the IRS-aided TDMA scheme nor the IRS-aided Syn scheme
can consistently outperform the other in terms of system sum
throughput. This is mainly because the IRS-aided TDMA
scheme enjoys the advantage of being free from cross-channel
interference in uplink wireless information transfer (WIT) but
grapples with the inefficient utilization of time resources. This
scheme’s advantage tends to diminish or even disappear in
scenarios with low cross-link interference and/or sufficient IRS
elements in the IRS-aided Syn scheme, while its drawback
remains challenging to overcome even with an increased
number of IRS elements. Nevertheless, theoretically ranking
the energy consumption of these three schemes is difficult. We
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Fig. 2. Illustration of three different transmission schemes: (a) IRS-aided Asy
scheme; (b) IRS-aided TDMA scheme; (c) IRS-aided Syn scheme.

propose a general algorithmic framework to solve the three
corresponding resource allocation problems and numerically
evaluate the performance of the three schemes. Simulation
results verify the above discussions regarding performance
comparisons and show that the IRS-aided TDMA scheme
consumes the most energy while the IRS-aided Syn scheme
consumes the least. After a comprehensive evaluation of
performance, implementation complexity, and energy cost, we
find that the IRS-aided TDMA scheme is most appealing
in scenarios with overwhelming cross-link interference and
limited IRS elements, the IRS-aided Syn scheme is the best
choice when cross-link interference is low, and the IRS-aided
Asy scheme is preferable in all other scenarios.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a narrow-band IRS-aided
wireless powered IFC, where K pairs of M -antenna HAPs and
single-antenna WDs operate over the same frequency band
with the aid of L passive IRSs. The ℓ-th IRS is equipped
with Nℓ elements. The sets of HAP-WD pairs, IRSs, and all
the IRS elements are denoted as K, L, and N , respectively,
with |K| = K, |L| = L, and |N | = N =

∑L
ℓ=1 Nℓ. The

UL channels from WD k to IRS ℓ, from IRS ℓ to HAP i,
and from WD k to HAP i are denoted by ek,ℓ ∈ CNℓ×1,
Hℓ,i ∈ CM×Nℓ , and gk,i ∈ CM×1, respectively, which remain
constant throughout the total transmission time T . Moreover,
the UL-DL channel reciprocity is assumed.

1) IRS-Aided Asy Scheme: Following the typical “harvest-
then-transmit” protocol [1], WD k performs EH first and
then WIT, with durations of τk and T − τk, respectively.
Without loss of generality, we assume that {τk} are sorted
in an ascending order, i.e., τ1 ≤ τ2 ≤ · · · ≤ τK . According
to the WDs’ operations, the entire transmission process can
be divided into K + 1 phases, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a).
We define δj ≜ τj − τj−1 as the time duration of phase j
(j ∈ J ≜ {1, · · · ,K+1}), where τ0 ≜ 0 and τK+1 ≜ T . De-
noted by Θℓ,j = diag

(
βℓ,1,je

ȷθℓ,1,j , · · · , βℓ,Nℓ,je
ȷθℓ,Nℓ,j

)
the

reflection-coefficient matrix at IRS ℓ in phase j, where βℓ,n,j

and θℓ,n,j can be independently adjusted over [0, 1] and [0, 2π),
respectively [9]. Besides, let xi,j ∈ CM×1 denote the energy
signal vector transmitted by HAP i in phase j (j = 1, · · · , i),
with a covariance matrix Si,j = E

(
xi,jx

H
i,j

)
⪰ 0.

In phase 1, all the HAPs are engaged in WPT. The re-
ceived signal at WD k, k ∈ K, in this phase is given

by yEk,1 =
∑K

i=1

(∑L
ℓ=1 Hℓ,iΘℓ,1ek,ℓ + gk,i

)T

xi,1 + nk =∑K
i=1 (HiΘ1ek + gk,i)

T
xi,1 + nk =

∑K
i=1 v

T
1 Ψ

T
k,ixi,1 +

nk, where nk stands for the additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) at WD k, Hi = [H1,i, · · · ,HL,i], Θ1 =
blkdiag (Θ1,1, · · · ,ΘL,1), ek = [ek,1; · · · ; ek,L], v1 =
[Diag (Θ1) ; 1], and Ψk,i = [Hidiag (ek) ,gk,i]. Note that the
signals experiencing multiple reflections are disregarded due
to the multiplicative path loss. By ignoring the negligible noise
power, the energy harvested by MD k in the 1st phase can be
written as Ek,1 = ηδ1

∑K
i=1 tr

(
Ψ∗

k,iv
∗
1v

T
1 Ψ

T
k,iSi,1

)
, with η

denoting the energy conversion efficiency of each WD.
In the subsequent phase j (j = 2, · · · ,K), HAPs

{i′|i′ = j, · · · ,K} continue to broadcast energy, whereas
HAPs {i|i = 1, · · · , j − 1} receive UL information sig-
nals from WDs {k|k = 1, · · · , j − 1}. The received sig-
nal at HAP i in phase j can be expressed as yI

i,j =∑j−1
k=1

(∑L
ℓ=1 Hℓ,iΘℓ,jek,ℓ + gk,i

)√
pk,jsk + ιEi,j + n̂i =∑j−1

k=1 Ψk,ivj
√
pk,jsk + ιEi,j + n̂i, where pk,j denotes the UL

transmit power of WD k in phase j, sk ∈ C is the transmitted
data symbol of WD k satisfying sk ∼ CN (0, 1), ιEi,j stands
for the DL-to-UL interference caused by the energy signals
from HAPs {i′|i′ = j, · · · ,K}, vj = [Diag (Θj) ; 1] with
Θj = blkdiag (Θ1,j , · · · ,ΘL,j), and n̂i ∈ CM×1 represents
the zero-mean AWGN at HAP i with co-variance matrix
σ2
i IM . By assuming that the HAPs employ linear receivers

to decode {sk}, we denote wi,j ∈ CM×1 as the unit-norm
receive beamforming vector at HAP i for decoding si in phase
j. Additionally, we assume that the energy signals are known
deterministic signals, enabling HAP i to cancel the energy
signal interference. Consequently, the achievable rate at HAP
i in bits/Hz during phase j (j = i+ 1, · · · ,K) is obtained as
Ri,j = δj log2 (1 + γi,j) with

γi,j =
pi,j

∣∣wH
i,jΨi,ivj

∣∣2∑j−1
k=1,k ̸=i pk,j

∣∣wH
i,jΨk,ivj

∣∣2 + σ2
i ∥wi,j∥2

. (1)

Meanwhile, WDs {k|k = j, · · · ,K} harvest energy in phase j
(j = 2, · · · ,K). For the EH at WD k, we ignore the UL WIT
signal power from other WDs and the noise power, as both
are negligible compared to the HAP transmit power. Then,
the energy collected by WD k in phase j can be expressed as
Ek,j = ηδj

∑K
i=j tr

(
Ψ∗

k,iv
∗
jv

T
j Ψ

T
k,iSi,j

)
.

In the final phase, all the WDs execute the WIT opera-
tion. The achievable rate at HAP i is given by Ri,K+1 =
δK+1 log2 (1 + γi,K+1), where the expression of γi,K+1 can
be obtained by replacing the index “j” in (1) by “K + 1”.

2) IRS-Aided TDMA Scheme: For the scheme shown in Fig.
2(b), the WDs perform UL WIT in a TDMA manner. This
scheme is a special case of the IRS-aided Asy scheme with
pk,j = 0 and wi,j = 0, ∀k, i ∈ K, j ∈ J \{k + 1}.

3) IRS-Aided Syn Scheme: When τk = τ , ∀k ∈ K, the IRS-
aided Asy scheme boils down to the IRS-aided Syn scheme,
as illustrated in Fig. 2(c).
B. Problem Formulation

For the IRS-aided Asy scheme, the sum throughput maxi-
mization problem can be formulated as

(P1) : max
Z

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

Ri,j (2a)
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s.t.
K+1∑

j=k+1

δjpk,j ≤
k∑

j=1

Ek,j ,∀k ∈ K, (2b)

K+1∑
j=1

δj ≤ T, (2c)

tr (Si,j) ≤ Pi,∀i ∈ K, j = 1, · · · , i, (2d)

∥wi,j∥2 = 1,∀i ∈ K, j = i+ 1, · · · ,K + 1, (2e)∣∣[vj ]n
∣∣ ≤ 1, [vj ]N+1 = 1, ∀n ∈ N , j ∈ J , (2f)

where Z ≜ {{δj ≥ 0}, {Si,j ⪰ 0}, {pk,j ≥ 0}, {wi,j}, {vj}}
is composed of all the optimization variables, including the
time allocation, the DL energy variance matrices, the UL
power allocation, the UL receive beamforming vectors, and the
IRS reflect beamforming vectors. Furthermore, (2b) and (2c)
denote the energy causality and total time constraints, respec-
tively, Pi in (2d) represents the maximum instantaneous trans-
mit power of HAP k, (2e) means that {wi,j} have unit norms,
and (2f) imposes modulus constraints on the IRS bemaforming
vectors. Similarly, we can formulate the sum throughput maxi-
mization problems for the IRS-aided TDMA and Syn schemes,
respectively, denoted by (P2) and (P3). The formulations of
these two problems are omitted due to the space limitation. We
note that the coupling of the optimization variables presents
a challenge in solving (P1)-(P3) optimally. To this end, we
propose a general algorithmic framework based on the alternat-
ing optimization technique, applicable to solving all of these
problems suboptimally, as detailed in the following section.

III. PROPOSED GENERAL ALGORITHMIC FRAMEWORK
FOR (P1)-(P3)

A. How To Solve (P1)?

Based on the principle of alternating optimization, we parti-
tion the optimization variables into three blocks, i.e., {wi,j},
{{δj}, {Si,j}, {pk,j}}, and {vj}. These blocks are updated
alternately until convergence is achieved, as elaborated below.

1) Optimizing {wi,j}: When given other variables, the
optimization of {wi,j} can be performed independently and in
parallel for each wi,j . Specifically, we can calculate wi,j using

w⋆
i,j = argmax

∥wi,j∥2=1

pi,j
∣∣wH

i,jai,i,j
∣∣2∑j−1

k=1,k ̸=i pk,j
∣∣wH

i,jak,i,j
∣∣2 + σ2

i ∥wi,j∥2

=

(∑j−1
k=1 pk,jak,i,ja

H
k,i,j + σ2

i IM

)−1

ai,i,j∥∥∥∥(∑j−1
k=1 pk,jak,i,ja

H
k,i,j + σ2

i IM

)−1

ai,i,j

∥∥∥∥ , (3)

where ak,i,j ≜ Ψk,ivj , ∀k, i ∈ K, j = i+ 1, · · · ,K + 1.
2) Optimizing {{δj}, {Si,j}, {pk,j}}: For given {wi,j} and

{vj}, the remaining variables can be optimized by solving

max
{δj≥0},{Si,j⪰0},

{pk,j≥0}

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

δjri,j s.t. (2b) − (2d), (4)

where ri,j ≜ log2

(
1 +

pi,jbi,i,j∑j−1
k=1,k ̸=i pk,jbk,i,j+σ2

i

)
with bk,i,j ≜∣∣wH

i,jΨk,ivj

∣∣2, ∀k, i ∈ K, j = i + 1, · · · ,K + 1. Problem
(4) exhibits non-convexity stemming from the non-concave

nature of the objective function and the non-convex con-
straint (2b). To facilitate the solution design, we reformu-
late the objective function as

∑K
i=1

∑K+1
j=i+1 δj (fi,j − gi,j),

where both fi,j and gi,j are concave functions de-
fined by fi,j ≜ log2

(∑j−1
k=1 pk,jbk,i,j + σ2

i

)
and gi,j ≜

log2

(∑j−1
k=1,k ̸=i pk,jbk,i,j + σ2

i

)
, respectively. The fact that

the first-order Taylor expansion of any concave function at
any point is its global upper bound motivates the utiliza-
tion of the successive convex approximation (SCA) to tackle
this issue. To be specific, with given local points {ptk,j} in
the t-th iteration, we have gi,j ({pk,j}) ≤ gi,j

(
{ptk,j}

)
+∑j−1

k=1,k ̸=i bk,i,j(pk,j−pt
k,j)

(
∑j−1

k=1,k ̸=i p
t
k,jbk,i,j+σ2

i ) ln 2
≜ gub,ti,j ({pk,j}). Then, a lower

bound of the optimal value of problem (4) can be acquired
by solving

max
{δj≥0},{Si,j⪰0},

{pk,j≥0}

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

δj

(
fi,j − gub,ti,j ({pk,j})

)
(5a)

s.t. (2b) − (2d), (5b)

which is still non-convex. Nevertheless, by applying the
change of variables p̃k,j = δjpk,j , ∀k ∈ K, j = k+1, · · · ,K+
1, and S̃i,j = δjSi,j , ∀i ∈ K, j = 1, · · · , i, problem (5) can
be equivalently written as

max
{δj≥0},{S̃i,j⪰0},

{p̃k,j≥0}

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

Rlb,t
i,j (6a)

s.t.
K+1∑

j=k+1

p̃k,j ≤
k∑

j=1

ηδj

K∑
i=j

tr
(
Ak,i,jS̃i,j

)
,∀k ∈ K, (6b)

tr
(
S̃i,j

)
≤ δjPi,∀i ∈ K, j = 1, · · · , i, (2c), (6c)

where Rlb,t
i,j ≜δj log2

(∑j−1
k=1 p̃k,jbk,i,j

δj
+ σ2

i

)
−δjgi,j

(
{ptk,j}

)
−∑j−1

k=1,k ̸=i bk,i,j(p̃k,j−δjp
t
k,j)

(
∑j−1

k=1,k ̸=i p
t
k,jbk,i,j+σ2

i ) ln 2
and Ak,i,j ≜ Ψ∗

k,iv
∗
jv

T
j Ψ

T
k,i. As

a convex semi-definite program (SDP), problem (6) can be
directly solved using standard solvers such as CVX.

3) Optimizing {vj}: Given other variables, we now fo-
cus on optimizing {vj}. We particularly note that, unlike
{vj}j∈J\{1}, which are involved in both the objective func-
tion and constraints, v1 only exists in the constraints. There-
fore, v1 and v̂ ≜ {vj}j∈J\{1} are optimized sequentially
using distinct approaches as follows.

a) Optimizing v1: The subproblem with respect to
(w.r.t.) v1 is a feasibility-check problem. To obtain a more
efficient solution, we introduce the “EH residual” variables
{∆k}, and then arrive at the following problem

max
v1,{∆k≥0}

K∑
k=1

∆k (7a)

s.t.
K+1∑

j=k+1

δjpk,j +∆k ≤ ηδ1

K∑
i=1

vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1

+

k∑
j=2

ηδj

K∑
i=j

vT
j Ck,i,jv

∗
j ,∀k ∈ K, (7b)
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|[v1]n| ≤ 1, [v1]N+1 = 1, ∀n ∈ N , (7c)

where Ck,i,j ≜ ΨT
k,iSi,jΨ

∗
k,i, ∀i, k ∈ K, j = 1, · · · , k.

The convex nature of vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1 in (7b) leads to the non-

convexity of problem (7) but permits the use of SCA. With
a given local point vt

1 in the t-th iteration, vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1 is

lower bounded by its first-order Taylor expansion, denoted
by E lb,t

Ck,i,1
(v1) ≜ 2Re

{
(vt

1)
T
Ck,i,1v

∗
1

}
−(vt

1)
T
Ck,i,1 (v

t
1)

∗.

By replacing vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1 with E lb,t

Ck,i,1
(v1), problem (7) can be

approximated as

max
v1,{∆k≥0}

K∑
k=1

∆k (8a)

s.t.
K+1∑

j=k+1

δjpk,j +∆k ≤ ηδ1

K∑
i=1

E lb,t
Ck,i,1

(v1)

+

k∑
j=2

ηδj

K∑
i=j

vT
j Ck,i,jv

∗
j ,∀k ∈ K, (7c), (8b)

which is a convex quadratically constrained quadratic program
(QCQP) and can be efficiently solved by CVX.

b) Optimizing v̂: To proceed, we optimize v̂. By intro-
ducing slack variables {zi,j}, the subproblem w.r.t. v̂ can be
equivalently converted to

max
v̂,{zi,j}

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

δj log2 (1 + zi,j) (9a)

s.t.
vH
j Bi,i,jvj

zi,j
≥

j−1∑
k=1,k ̸=i

vH
j Bk,i,jvj + σ2

i ,

∀i ∈ K, j = i+ 1, · · · ,K + 1, (9b)
K+1∑

j=k+1

δjpk,j ≤ ηδ1

K∑
k=1

vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1

+

k∑
j=2

ηδj

K∑
i=j

vT
j Ck,i,jv

∗
j ,∀k ∈ K, (9c)∣∣[vj ]n

∣∣ ≤ 1, [vj ]N+1 = 1, ∀n ∈ N , j ∈ J \{1},(9d)

where Bk,i,j ≜ pk,jΨ
H
k,iwi,jw

H
i,jΨk,i, ∀k, i ∈ K, j = i +

1, · · · ,K + 1. The non-convexity of problem (9) arises from
the convex terms

vH
j Bi,i,jvj

zi,j
and vT

j Ck,i,jv
∗
j , which prompts

us to substitute these convex terms by their first-order Tay-
lor expansion-based affine under-estimators. In this way, the
problem to be solved becomes the following convex QCQP:

max
v̂j ,{zi,j}

K∑
i=1

K+1∑
j=i+1

δj log2 (1 + zi,j) (10a)

s.t. F lb,t
Bi,i,j

(vj , zi,j) ≥
j−1∑

k=1,k ̸=i

vH
j Bk,i,jvj + σ2

i ,

∀i ∈ K, j = i+ 1, · · · ,K + 1, (10b)
K+1∑

j=k+1

δjpk,j ≤ ηδ1

K∑
k=1

vT
1 Ck,i,1v

∗
1

+

k∑
j=2

ηδj

K∑
i=j

E lb,t
Ck,i,j

(vj),∀k ∈ K, (9d), (10c)

zz

yydI
HAP k WD k

dWD dHAP

IRS k

Fig. 3. Simulation setup.

where F lb,r
Bi,i,j

(vj , zi,j)≜
2Re{(vt

j)
HBi,i,jvj}
zt
i,j

− (vt
j)

HBi,i,jv
t
j

(zt
i,j)

2 zi,j

and E lb,t
Ck,i,j

(vj) ≜ 2Re
{
(vt

j)
TCk,i,jv

∗
j

}
− (vt

j)
TCk,i,j(v

t
j)

∗.
The proposed algorithm can generate a non-decreasing

sequence of objective values of (P1) by alternately optimizing
{wi,j}, {{δj}, {Si,j}, {pk,j}}, and {vj}. This, in conjunction
with the fact that the sum throughput is upper bounded by a fi-
nite value, ensures the convergence of the proposed algorithm.

B. How To Solve (P2) and (P3)?

By observing the formulations of (P1)-(P3), it is not hard to
see that the algorithmic framework proposed for (P1) applies
to (P2) and (P3). Due to the space limitation, the details of
how to solve (P2) and (P3) are omitted here.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

As shown in Fig. 3, we consider a setup with K = 4 pairs of
HAPs and WDs, where HAP k and WD k are positioned in po-
lar coordinates

(
dHAP,

2π(k−1)
K , π

2

)
and

(
dWD,

2π(k−1)
K , π

2

)
in meters (m), respectively. It is assumed that there are
L = K = 4 IRSs, with the k-th IRS located at a distance
of dI m directly above the k-th WD and equipped with N

4
elements. We adopt the distance-dependent path loss model
and Rician fading channel model as detailed in [5]. The path
loss is −30 dB at the reference distance of 1 m, with the path
loss exponents of 2.2 for the IRS-related links and 3.5 for the
direct links. Moreover, the Rician factors of these two kinds
of links are set to 3 dB and 0, respectively. Besides, we set
M = 2, N = 40, Pi = 33 dBm, σ2

i = −80 dBm, ∀i ∈ K,
T = 1 s, η = 0.7, dWD = 7 m, and dI = 2 m, respectively.

In Fig. 4(a), we study the impact of cross-link channel
power on the system performance in both cases with and
without IRSs by varying the value of dHAP. Here, dHAP < 0

means that HAP k is located at
(
−dHAP,

2π(k−1)
K + π, π

2

)
in m. First, it is observed that when dHAP ≥ −2 m and
increases, each scheme exhibits enhanced sum throughput
performance. This can be attributed to the increased channel
power of the direct links and reflected links (if present),
which benefits both DL WPT and UL WIT. Second, when
dHAP ≤ −2 m and decreases, the sum throughputs of all
the schemes increase. This is because the stronger cross-
link channel power, although unfavorable for UL WIT, is
advantageous for DL WPT, and these schemes can balance
between DL WPT and UL WIT by optimizing the resource
allocation to achieve better performance. Third, as expected,
the Asy scheme consistently outperforms its sub-schemes,
TDMA and Syn. Nevertheless, the performance gap between
the Asy and Syn schemes decreases with the increase of
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Fig. 4. (a) Average sum throughput versus dHAP; (b) Average total energy consumption at the HAPs versus d; (c) Average sum throughput versus N .

dHAP. The reason is that the growing dHAP results in reduced
cross-link channel power, weakening the advantage of the
Asy scheme in mitigating cross-link interference for more
effective UL WIT through asymmetric time allocation and
time-varying IRS beamforming (in the case with IRSs). Fourth,
the Syn scheme gradually gains the upper hand over the
TDMA scheme as dHAP becomes large. This is because the
performance gain brought by the TDMA scheme’s advantage
of being free from cross-channel interference in UL WIT
gradually decreases as dHAP increases, ultimately dropping
below the performance loss incurred due to the inefficient
use of time resources. It is worth mentioning that integrating
IRSs into the system also diminishes this advantage of the
interference-free TDMA scheme, as the IRSs can assist the
Asy and Syn schemes in more effectively mitigating cross-link
interference. This is also why the introduction of IRSs widens
the performance gap between the Asy and TDMA schemes
and narrows the performance gap between the Syn and TDMA
schemes in the presence of strong cross-link interference.

Next, we plot in Fig. 4(b) the total transmission energy
consumption at the HAPs, denoted by Etotal, versus dHAP

for different schemes. Combining Figs. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b),
we find that introducing IRSs into wireless powered com-
munications in IFCs provides dual benefits, enhancing the
system throughput while concomitantly reducing the total
energy consumption at the HAPs. Besides, we note that the
trends of the curves depicting the values of Etotal are opposite
to those of the curves illustrating the system sum throughputs.
This is understandable since the value of Etotal is proportional
to the duration of DL WPT, and the system sum throughput
is proportional to the duration of UL WIT, but the durations
of DL WPT and UL WIT are inversely related.

Finally, Fig. 4(c) shows the average sum throughput versus
N . It can be seen that in terms of the sum throughput gains
achieved by increasing N , the TDMA scheme is evidently
inferior to the Asy and Syn schemes. This is mainly because
the increase in N allows the Asy and Syn schemes to make
better use of time resources to enhance performance, but it
can hardly alleviate the performance bottleneck of the TDMA
scheme caused by the waste of time resources. Moreover,
from Figs. 4(a)-4(c), we can find that although the Asy
scheme always obtains the highest sum throughput, the other
two schemes may be better choices in certain situations.
Specifically, the TDMA scheme is preferable when the cross-

link interference is overwhelming and N is small, since its
performance in sum throughput and energy cost approaches
that of the Asy scheme in such cases and meanwhile it is
easier to implement in practice. Additionally, the Syn scheme
is more appealing when the cross-link interference is low, as
it is not significantly inferior to the Asy scheme in terms of
sum throughput performance while consuming less energy and
being more practical to implement.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed three transmission schemes,
namely the IRS-aided Asy, TDMA, and Syn schemes, aiming
to maximize the system sum throughput of a wireless powered
IFC through resource allocation optimization. Despite the non-
convexity of the three formulated problems, we proposed a
general algorithmic framework applicable to solving each of
them. Simulation results demonstrated the benefits of integrat-
ing IRSs into wireless powered IFCs in terms of both sum
throughput performance and energy cost. We also drew useful
insights into which scheme is the most attractive choice in
certain scenarios, considering a comprehensive evaluation of
performance and energy/implementation cost.
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