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Abstract—Split learning (SL) is a promising approach for train-
ing artificial intelligence (AI) models, in which devices collaborate
with a server to train an AI model in a distributed manner, based
on a same fixed split point. However, due to the device heterogene-
ity and variation of channel conditions, this way is not optimal in
training delay and energy consumption. In this paper, we design
an adaptive split learning (ASL) scheme which can dynamically
select split points for devices and allocate computing resource for
the server in wireless edge networks. We formulate an optimization
problem to minimize the average training latency subject to long-
term energy consumption constraint. The difficulties in solving
this problem are the lack of future information and mixed integer
programming (MIP). To solve it, we propose an online algorithm
leveraging the Lyapunov theory, named OPEN, which decomposes
it into a new MIP problem only with the current information.
Then, a two-layer optimization method is proposed to solve the
MIP problem. Extensive simulation results demonstrate that the
ASL scheme can reduce the average training delay and energy
consumption by 53.7% and 22.1%, respectively, as compared to
the existing SL schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The coming sixth generation (6G) network is expected

to evolve from connecting people and things to connecting

intelligence [1]. At the same time, as the burgeoning edge

devices and wireless sensing technology generate big data, edge

computing will become an engine for edge network intelli-

gence [2]. The edge network intelligence deeply integrating

wireless communications and artificial intelligence (AI) enables

the edge devices for training AI models [3], [4]. Privacy

concerns and limited communication resources hinder edge

devices from offloading their data to a central server for training

AI models [5]. Split learning (SL) is a promising approach

to edge network intelligence, in which each participant trains

only on its segment using its local data and transmits only the

small-scale intermediate results at the split point rather than raw

data. Therefore, SL can mitigate the aforementioned privacy

and communication concerns to a significant extent [6].

In recent years, SL has triggered a fast-growing research

interest. In [7], the per-layer execution time and energy con-

sumption in different deep neural networks (DNNs) were

analyzed, and then the optimal point could be selected for

the best latency or best mobile energy. In [8], an architecture

called splitfed learning was proposed to address the issues

BWen Wu (wuw02@pcl.ac.cn) is the corresponding author of this paper.

in federated learning (FL) and SL, where all clients train

their local device-side model in parallel and the fed server

conducts the aggregation of the client-side local models. In

[9] a multi-split machine learning framework was proposed

which reimagines the multi-split problem as a min-cost graph

search task and optimally selects split points across multiple

computing nodes to minimize the cumulative system latency.

Similarly, in [10], a split FL framework was designed to

enhance communication efficiency for splitfed learning, where

both the selection of split points and bandwidth allocation are

jointly optimized to minimize the overall system latency.

However, in practical systems, due to the device heterogene-

ity and variation of channel conditions, static split points are

adopted for the devices participating in model training, which is

not optimal. In addition, the energy consumption performance

should be considered in a system with constrained energy. Thus,

in wireless edge networks, it is necessary to determine optimal

split points for devices and computing resource allocation for

the server, to minimize the training delay while satisfying long-

term energy consumption constraint. The difficulties of this

problem are multiple-fold. Firstly, split point selection should

dynamically adapt to the heterogeneous computing capabilities

and uncertain channels during each training iteration. Secondly,

guaranteeing long-term energy consumption constraint requires

future network information, e.g., channel conditions of devices

and energy overhead of the system. Such information is un-

known beforehand.

In this paper, firstly, we design an adaptive split learn-

ing (ASL) scheme aiming to address the device heterogeneity

and channel uncertainty, and thus to reduce the model training

delay. In ASL, the heterogeneous devices collaborate with an

edge server to train an AI model. Secondly, we formulate a joint

optimization problem of the split point selection and computing

resource allocation to minimize the average system latency

subject to a long-term energy consumption constraint. Thirdly,

considering that future network information is required to

solve this problem, we propose an Online sPlit point selection

and computing rEsource allocatioN (OPEN) algorithm, which

jointly determines the split point selection and computing

resource allocation in an online manner only with current

information. The OPEN algorithm based on the Lyapunov

theory transforms the problem into a new problem only with

the current information, and a two-layer optimization method is

proposed to solve it. Finally, extensive simulations evaluate the
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Fig. 1. System model.

performance of the proposed scheme. The main contributions

of this work are summarized as follows:

• We propose an ASL scheme to reduce the model training

delay in energy-constrained wireless edge networks, which

addresses the device heterogeneity and channel uncer-

tainty.

• We design an online algorithm (i.e., OPEN algorithm) to

jointly determine the optimal split point and computing

resource allocation decisions, and keep the average energy

consumption within a threshold.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-

tion II introduces the system model and formulates the problem.

We elaborate on the OPEN algorithm in Section III. Section IV

presents the simulation results. Finally, Section V concludes

this paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Considered Scenario

In this paper, a typical SL scenario is considered, in which

multiple mobile devices (MDs) collaborate with a base station

(BS) to train an AI model. Each participant only trains a portion

of the whole AI model, as depicted in Fig. 1. To complete

model training process, the execution procedure between the

BS and MDs is as follows.

First, the BS transmits the device-side model to a chosen

MD, which then trains its own device-side model using its local

data until reaching the split point, thereby producing smashed

data. Second, this MD transmits the smashed data over the

wireless channel to the BS, where it serves as input for the

forward propagation on the remaining model layers. Third, at

the BS, the edge server computes the loss by comparing the

actual labels with the model’s predictions and subsequently

conducts backward propagation from the last layer up to the

split point, yielding the gradient of the smashed data. Fourth,

the BS relays the gradient of the smashed data at the split point

back to the MD, enabling the MD to perform the backward

propagation for its device-side model based on this gradient.

Finally, upon completion of the local update, the MD transmits

the updated device-side model to the BS, whereupon the device-

side and server-side models are merged into an updated global

model. The steps above are repeated for all the participating

MDs. A training episode refers to all the devices that have been

trained one time. Multiple training episodes are performed until

a satisfactory model performance is achieved.

The MDs are trained in a line manner, which are indexed

by set M = {1, 2, ...,M}. The model training episode is

indexed by n ∈ N = {1, 2, ..., N}. For the m-th MD

participating in the SL, the split point decision at episode n
is denoted by sm,n ∈ S = {1, 2, ..., S}, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N ,

where S represents the available split points in the considered

AI model. This means that the front sm,n layers of the AI

model are trained on the m-th MD, while the remained layers

are trained on the edge server. To guarantee the computing

resource constraint, the edge computing resource allocated to

the m-th MD at episode n is denoted by cm,n, satisfying

0 ≤ cm,n ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N .

B. Training Delay

Executing SL requires model computation at the MD and BS

and data exchange between them, which incurs computation

delay and transmission delay. Both delay components are

analyzed as follows.

1) Computation delay: In each local update, the device-side

model and the server-side model are trained at the MD and BS,

respectively, whose delays are analyzed as follows:

Device-side model computation delay: Let ηD (sm,n) denote

the total computation workload of the m-th MD’s device-side

model at training episode n, where the amount of computation

workload can be represented as the number of floating point

operations (FLOPs) [10], [11]. Therefore, the computation

delay of the device-side model can be defined as:

dD,C
m,n =

ηD (sm,n)

FD
m δDmσD

m

, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (1)

Here, FD
m represents the processing unit frequency of the m-th

MD, δDm is the number of FLOPs processed by the m-th MD

in a processing unit cycle depending on the architecture of the

processor [12], and σD
m is the number of cores the m-th MD

has.

Server-side model computation delay: Let η denote the total

computation workload of the model. Consequently, the server-

side model’s computation workload is the difference, i.e., η −
ηD (sm,n). Similar to that in (1), the computation delay of the

server-side model is given by

dB,C
m,n =

η − ηD (sm,n)

cm,nFBδBσB
, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N , (2)

where FB , δB , and σB represent the frequency of the com-

puting server at the BS, the number of FLOPs processed by a

cycle, and the number of cores, respectively. Here, cm,nF
B is

the amount of allocated edge computing resources for the m-th

MD.

2) Transmission delay: In SL, necessary data, MDs and the

BS exchange essential data (e.g., device-side models, smashed

data, and gradients) which incur transmission delays. The

following provides a detailed analysis.

Device-side model downloading delay: To cooperatively train

the AI model with each MD, BS needs to send the latest



device-side model to the MDs. Let RB
m,n = WB log2(1 +

(PB
∣

∣gBm,n

∣

∣

2
)/((N0 + I)WB)) represent the transmission rate

from the BS to the m-th MD at episode n. Here, WB , PB , and

gBm,n represent the downlink bandwidth, the transmission power

at the BS, and the channel coefficient between BS and the m-th

participating MD at episode n, respectively. No and I denote

the power spectrum density of thermal noise and interference

caused by other BSs, respectively. Denote the data size of the

device-side model with split point sm,n as ξ (sm,n), which can

be quantified by the count of parameters within that portion of

the model. Hence, we have the device-side model downloading

delay as follows:

dB,D
m,n =

ξ (sm,n)

RB
m,n

, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (3)

Smashed data transmission delay: In each local update,

MDs send the smashed data to the BS for the forward

propagation of the server-side model. The transmission rate

from the m-th participating MD to the BS is represented by

RD
m,n = WD

m log2(1 + (PD
m

∣

∣gDm,n

∣

∣

2
)/((N0 +N)WD

m )), where

WD
m , gDm,n, and PD

m represent the bandwidth, the channel

coefficient from the m-th MD to the BS at episode n, and MD’s

transmission power in the uplink transmission, respectively. In

addition, the size of the smashed data at the split point sm,n

is β(sm,n), which is measured by the number of parameters.

Thus, the smashed data transmission delay is given by

dD,S
m,n =

β(sm,n)

RD
m,n

, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (4)

Gradient transmission delay: The BS needs to send the

smashed data’s gradient to MDs for the device-side model’s

backward propagation. Let γ(sm,n) denote the data size of

smashed data’s gradient given the split point sm,n, which is

also measured by the number of parameters. The corresponding

delay is calculated as follows:

dB,G
m,n =

γ(sm,n)

RB
m,n

, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (5)

Device-side model uploading delay: After a few local up-

dates, the MD needs to upload the latest device-side model

to the BS for training the AI model with the next MD. The

corresponding delay is given by

dD,D
m,n =

ξ (sm,n)

RD
m,n

, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (6)

3) Overall model training delay: Taking all the computation

and communication delay components into account, the model

training delay taken for the m-th participating MD at each

episode is given by

D (sm,n, cm,n) = dD,C
m,n + dB,C

m,n + dB,D
m,n + dD,S

m,n

+ dB,G
m,n + dD,D

m,n , ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (7)

The performance of a model is intricately linked to the batch

size and number of episodes used during training. A model

requires approximately 100 episodes to achieve satisfactory

performance, especially when there are a large amount of

participating MDs. The overall model training times, denoted

by MN , can be considered as long terms. The average model

training delay across all MDs and the BS until a satisfactory

model performance is achieved, defined as D, can be repre-

sented by

D = lim
MN→∞

1

MN

N
∑

n=1

M
∑

m=1

D (sm,n, cm,n) . (8)

C. Energy Consumption

In SL, all participating MDs need to work with the edge

server to complete the model training, which imposes a heavy

energy consumption burden on MDs, the BS, and its edge

server. The split point selections and computation resource

allocation decisions will incur different energy consumption in

this system. The energy consumption of the system consists of

the components as follows.

1) Transmission-related energy consumption: It is caused by

data transmission, including device-side model, smashed data,

and gradients. The energy consumption of the m-th MD is a

product to the MD’s transmission power and communication

period, i.e.,

ED,T
m,n = PD

m

(

dD,S
m,n + dD,D

m,n

)

. (9)

Similarly, the energy consumption of the BS is denoted as

EB,T
m,n = PB

(

dB,D
m,n + dB,G

m,n

)

. (10)

2) Computation-related energy consumption: It is caused by

the model training. The energy consumption for each central

processing unit (CPU) cycle can be represented by κF 2,

where κ reflects the effective switched capacitance, a parameter

that depends on the chip architecture [13], [14]. The energy

consumption for device-side and sever-side model training can

be defined as

ED,C
m,n = κδDmσD

m

(

FD
m

)2
ηD (sm,n) , (11)

and

EB,C
m,n = κcm,nδ

BσB
(

FB
)2

(η − ηD (sm,n)) . (12)

3) Overall model energy consumption: All energy consump-

tion of the m-th MD at episode n is ED
m,n, denoted as ED

m,n =
ED,T

m,n +ED,C
m,n . For the BS, the overall energy consumption at

episode n is EB
m,n, denoted as EB

m,n = EB,T
m,n +EB,C

m,n . Taking

all energy consumption of the m-th MD and BS into account,

the overall energy consumption at each episode is given by

E(sm,n, cm,n) = ED
m,n + EB

m,n, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (13)

Similar to (8), the average energy consumption of the MDs and

BS until achieving a satisfactory model performance, defined

as D, can be represented by

E = lim
MN→∞

1

MN

N
∑

n=1

M
∑

m=1

E(sm,n, cm,n). (14)

In the following optimization problem, we keep the average

energy consumption within a threshold to save the edge energy.



D. Problem Formulation

We jointly determine split point selection and edge comput-

ing resource allocating decisions to minimize the average model

training delay while satisfying the average energy consumption

requirement, which is formulated as the following problem:

P1 : min
{sm,n,cm,n}

D

s.t. E ≤ Eth,

0 ≤ cm,n ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N ,

sm,n ∈ S, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (15)

Here, the first constraint requires that the system’s average

energy consumption does not surpass upper limit Eth. The

second and third constraints guarantee the feasibility of edge

computing resource allocation and split point selection.

Problem P1 is a long-term stochastic optimization problem

due to the time-varying channel conditions. In addition, obtain-

ing the optimal policy requires the complete future information,

which is impossible. Even if the future information is available,

the problem is a mixed integer programming (MIP) since the

split point selection is discrete whereas the edge computing

resource allocation is continuous.

III. OPEN ALGORITHM

A. Problem Transformation

The primary obstacle in tackling problem P1 lies in handling

the long-term constraints. To overcome this hurdle, we employ

the Lyapunov optimization method [15], [16]. The essence of

this method involves constructing energy deficit queues to rep-

resent the fulfillment status of long-term energy consumption

constraints, thereby steering the system towards adhering to

these constraints. The process of problem transformation is

presented as follows.

First, let T denote the total number of model training times

between the BS and MDs, i.e., T = MN , indexed by t ∈ T =
{1, 2, 3, ..., T }. To satisfy the energy consumption limitation,

we introduce an energy deficit queue for the system with its

dynamic evolves as follows:

Qt+1
m,n =

[

Qt
m,n + Et

m,n − Eth

]+
, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N . (16)

Here, Qt
m,n indicates the queue backlog in time slot t repre-

senting the accumulated part of current energy consumption

that exceeds the upper limit, and Et
m,n is the corresponding

overall energy consumption E(sm,n, cm,n) in the time slot t.
The initial state is set to Q0

m,n = 0 and the queue is updated

according to (16).

Theorem 1. Equation (16) is essentially equivalent to the long-

term throughput constraint in (15), if the stability condition

limT→∞ QT
m,n/T = 0, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N can be satisfied.

Proof. Please refer to the Proof of Theorem 1 in an online

appendix [17]. �

Second, we utilize a Lyapunov function, defined as

L(Qt
m,n) = (Qt

m,n)
2/2, to capture the fulfillment status of the

long-term energy consumption constraint [18]. The Lyapunov

function serves as a quantitative indicator of congestion across

all queues. A smaller value of L(Qt
m,n) signifies a lesser

queue backlog, thus indicating enhanced stability of the virtual

queue. L(Qt
m,n) is large when queue backlogs are elevated,

resulting in more flows experiencing throughput below the

relevant required values. To ensure the energy deficit queue

remains stable, i.e., to continuously enforce the energy con-

sumption constraints by driving down the Lyapunov function,

we introduce one-shot Lyapunov drift, defined as

△(Qt
m,n) = E[L(Qt+1

m,n)− L(Qt
m,n)|Q

t
m,n]. (17)

Then, we have

△(Qt
m,n) =

1

2
E
[

(Qt+1
m,n)

2 − (Qt
m,n)

2|Qt
m,n

]

≤
1

2
E

[

(

Qt
m,n + Et

m,n − Eth

)2
− (Qt

m,n)
2|Qt

m,n

]

= B1 +Qt
m,nE

[(

Et
m,n − Eth

)

|Qt
m,n

]

≤ B2 +Qt
m,nE

[(

Et
m,n − Eth

)

|Qt
m,n

]

,
(18)

where B1 =
(

Et
m,n − Eth

)2
/2, and B2 =

(

Emax
m,n − Eth

)2
/2

is a constant. Emax
m,n is the maximum energy that can be pro-

duced by the m-th MD and BS at episode n. The first inequality

in (18), is due to (Qt
m,n)

2 ≤
(

Qt
m,n + Et

m,n − Eth

)2
, and the

second inequality is because Et
m,n ≤ Emax

m,n .

Third, leveraging the Lyapunov optimization theory, the

original problem P1 can be reformulated into minimizing a

drift-plus-cost at each time slot, as expressed below:

△ (Qt
m,n) + V E

[

Dt
m,n|Q

t
m,n

]

≤ B2 +Qt
m,nE

[(

Et
m,n − Eth

)

|Qt
m,n

]

+ V E
[

Dt
m,n|Q

t
m,n

]

,
(19)

Here, Dt
m,n represents the overall energy consumption

D(sm,n, cm,n) at the time slot t, and V is a positive and

adjustable parameter that adjusts the balance between the

training delay and energy consumption. The inequality in (19)

is due to the upper limit in (18).

Because both B2 and Eth are constants, the original problem

P1 can be reformulated into a new optimization problem P2:

P2 : min
{stm,n,c

t
m,n}∀m∈M,

n∈N

f

s.t. 0 ≤ ctm,n ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N ,

stm,n ∈ S, ∀m ∈ M, n ∈ N ,
(20)

where f = V Dt
m,n+Qt

m,nE
t
m,n. It is worth noting that solving

problem P2 only requires the current information as input.

Problem P2 is a non-convex optimization problem, in which

two decision variables are mixed integers and the objective

function is non-convex. To solve the MIP problem, we pro-

pose a two-layer optimization method to jointly determine the

optimal split point and computing resource allocation decisions,

which is detailed as follows.

B. Upper Layer Analysis

When the split point selecting decision is fixed, the edge

computing resource allocation problem can be transformed into

an upper-layer problem as follows:

P3 : min f

s.t. 0 ≤ ctm,n ≤ 1. (21)



Theorem 2. For a given split point selecting decision {stm,n},

the optimal solution for problem P3 is given by

(ctm,n)
⋆ =







1, if
√

V ω1

ω4Qt
m,n

> 1,
√

V ω1

ω4Qt
m,n

, otherwise,
(22)

where ω1 =
(

η − ηD
(

stm,i

))

/
(

FBδBσB
)

, and ω4 =

κδBσB
(

FB
)2 (

η − ηD
(

stm,i

))

.

Proof. Please refer to the Proof of Theorem 2 in the online

appendix. �

C. Lower layer Analysis

When the optimal computing resource allocation is given, the

split point selection problem can be transformed into a lower-

layer problem as follows:

P4 : min f

s.t. stm,n ∈ S. (23)

According to (7) and (13), the objective function in (23) can

be rewritten as

f
(

stm,n

)

= V Dt
m,n +Qt

m,nE
t
m,n

= V
(

dD,C
m,n + dB,C

m,n + dB,D
m,n + dD,S

m,n + dB,G
m,n + dD,D

m,n

)

+Qt
m,n

(

EB,T (stm,n) + EB,C(stm,n, c
t
m,n)

)

.
(24)

The objective function in problem P4 is non-convex because

the data sizes (e.g., device-side model, smashed data, and its

gradient) are arbitrary functions in terms of the split point. This

renders an analytical closed-form expression for the optimal

split point infeasible, necessitating numerical methods for its

calculation. Given the finite number of potential split points

within the AI model, the lower-layer problem can be tackled

using an exhaustive searching method.

The OPEN algorithm is shown in Algorithm 1. In the

algorithm, the local optimal decision of the edge computing

resource allocation is determined based on (22), and the local

optimal split point is obtained by searching those split points

to minimize f
(

stm,n

)

. Then, the optimal split point and com-

puting resource allocation decisions can be determined through

several iterations.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Simulation Setup

The time-varying wireless channel gain of the m-th MD,

i.e., gDm,n, is derived from a Rayleigh fading model as gDm,n =
ρDm,nḡ

D
m [19]. Here, ρDm,n is an independent random chan-

nel fading factor following an exponential distribution with

unity mean. Meanwhile, ḡDm is the average channel gain cal-

culated by using the free-space path loss model as ḡDm =

AD
m

(

3·108

4πfD
mdm

)φD
m

. Here, AD
m, fD

m , and φD
m are the antenna

gain, the carrier frequency, and the path loss exponent of the

m-th MD, respectively, while dm is the distance between the

m-th MD and BS. Analogous to gDm,n, the BS’s time-varying

wireless channel gain gBm,n also adheres to the same fading

channel model, but it incorporates different values for some

parameters.

Algorithm 1 OPEN algorithm

Input: Q0

m,n ← 0, FD
m , δDm, σD

m, FB, δB , σB, PD
m , PB , Eth;

Output: split point selecting decisions (stm,n)
⋆, and computing re-

source allocating decisions (ctm,n)
⋆;

1: Initiate RD,t
m,n, RB,t

m,n, fmin , Qt−1

m,n;

2: Set (ctm,n)
⋆ = 1, and (stm,n)

⋆ = 0;

3: while ||(ctm,n)
⋆ − ct,lastm,n || > 0.01 and (stm,n)

⋆ 6= st,lastm,n do

4: ct,lastm,n = (ctm,n)
⋆, st,lastm,n = (stm,n)

⋆;

5: Compute (ctm,n)
⋆ based on (22);

6: for stm,n = 1 to S do

7: Compute Dt
m,n based on (7);

8: Compute Et
m,n based on (13);

9: Qt
m,n = max{Qt−1

m,n +Et
m,n − Eth, 0};

10: Compute f
(

stm,n

)

based on (24);

11: if f
(

stm,n

)

< fmin then

12: fmin = f
(

stm,n

)

;

13: (stm,n)
⋆ = stm,n;

14: end if
15: end for
16: end while
17: return (stm,n)

⋆, (ctm,n)
⋆

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

AD
m 4.11 AB

m 8

δDm 8 δB 16

σB 32 κ 10
−26

φD
m 1 φB

m 1

FB 3 GHz Eth 3,000 J

fD
m 2,000 MHz fB

m 2,000 MHz

PD
m 0.4 W PB 3 W

WD
m 20 MHz WB 40 MHz

No −174 dBm/Hz N −164 dBm/Hz

In the simulation, we adopt a 12-layer LeNet model [20]

with the widely-adopted MNIST data. The batch size of the

training model is set to be 16. Due to the small amount of

computation workload and parameters in the activation layers

(ReLU), we restrict the selection of split points to only include

convolution layers and fully-connected layers. Thus, there are

12 available split points in the LeNet model.

We consider 30 MDs and one BS with an edge server, as

illustrated in Fig. 1. Here, the MDs’ processing unit frequencies

follow a uniform distribution within [0.5, 3] GHz, the numbers

of cores the MDs have follow a uniform distribution within

[1, 8], and the distances between MDs and the BS follow a

uniform distribution within [100, 1000] meters. Specially, the

processing unit frequencies of MD 1, MD 2, MD 3, and MD 4

are set to 0.5 GHz, 1 GHz, 2 GHz, and 4 GHz, their numbers

of cores are 1, 4, 8, and 16, respectively, and their distances

are all set to 200 meters. The other main simulation parameters

are concluded in Table I.

B. Performance Evaluation

We evaluate the optimal split points and computing resource

allocation decisions on the MDs with different computing

power. As shown in Fig. 2a, we can observe that the optimal

split points of MDs dynamically change with episodes, but

each of them maintains a split point in general. Furthermore,



(a) Optimal split point. (b) Optimal resource allocation deci-
sion.

Fig. 2. Optimal split point and computing resource allocation at each episode.

(a) Delay across all episodes.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
Upper limit

(b) Energy consumption across all
episodes.

Fig. 3. Delay and energy consumption performance with respect to different
schemes.

with the progressive enhancement of an MD’s computing

capability, its optimal split point shifts closer to the output

end. Consequently, it is a lesser need for allocating computing

resources, as depicted in Fig. 2b. This is because the MD with

strong computing power prefers training the majority of the AI

model locally rather than delegating it to the edge server, which

benefits reducing the transmission delay.

We compare the ASL scheme with the following benchmark

schemes: (1) SL, where all devices train the AI model before

split point 9 and the edge server releases the total computing

resource; (2) Delay-optimal, where the goal is to minimize

the overall model training delay; (3) Energy-optimal, where

minimizing the overall energy consumption is the goal. As

shown in Fig. 3a, the delays under different schemes fluctuate

with the model training, but all remain stable in general. We

can observe that the proposed ASL scheme achieves 53.7% and

62.5% reduction in the average training delay, as compared to

the SL and energy-optimal schemes, respectively. Although the

training delay of delay-optimal scheme is smaller than that of

the ASL scheme, its energy consumption is much larger than

that of the ASL scheme, as shown in Fig. 3b. In addition,

from Fig. 3b, we can see that the energy consumption of

the ASL scheme is always maintained below the upper limit,

i.e., 3,000 J. Compared to SL scheme, the average energy

consumption of the proposed ASL scheme is reduced by 22.1%.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have designed a novel ASL scheme for

deploying the AI model in energy-constrained wireless edge

networks. We have formulated a problem to minimize long-

term system latency subject to a long-term energy consumption

constraint. To solve this problem, we have proposed an online

algorithm to make the optimal split point and computing

resource allocation decisions. Extensive simulation results have

demonstrated the effectiveness of the ASL scheme in reducing

training latency. Due to low training latency and acceptable

energy consumption, the ASL scheme can be applied to facili-

tate AI model training in energy-constrained wireless networks.

For future work, we will investigate the split point selection

problem in non-linear AI models.
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