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Abstract—Device-to-device (D2D)-assisted mobile edge com-
puting (MEC) is one of the critical technologies of future sixth
generation (6G) networks. The core of D2D-assisted MEC is to
reduce system latency for network edge UEs by supporting cloud
computing services, thereby achieving high-speed transmission.
Due to the sensitivity of communication signals to obstacles,
relaying is adopted to enhance the D2D-assisted MEC system’s
performance and its coverage area. However, relay nodes and
the base station (BS) are typically equipped with large-scale
antenna arrays. This increases the cost of relay-assisted D2D
MEC systems and limits their deployment. Movable antenna
(MA) technology is used to work around this limitation with-
out compromising performance. Specifically, the core of MA
technology lies in optimizing the antenna positions to increase
system capacity. Therefore, this paper proposes a novel resource
allocation scheme for MA-enhanced relay-assisted D2D MEC
systems. Specifically, the MA positions and beamforming of
user equipments (UEs), relay, and BS as well as the allocation
of resources and the computation task offloading rate at the
MEC server, all are optimized herein with the objective of
minimizing the maximum latency while satisfying computation
and communication rate constraints. Since this is a multivariable
non-convex problem, a parallel and distributed penalty dual
decomposition (PDD) based algorithm is developed and combined
with successive convex approximation (SCA) to solve this non-
convex problem. The results of extensive numerical analyses show
that the proposed algorithm significantly improves the perfor-
mance of the MA-enhanced relay-assisted D2D communication
system compared to a counterpart where relays and the BS are
equiped with traditional fixed-position antenna (FPA).

Index Terms—D2D, MEC, MA, PDD, SCA.

I. INTRODUCTION

N future sixth generation (6G) networks, developing in-
ternet of thing (IoT) devices such as drones and intelligent
vehicles will significantly increase dependency on mobile data
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[L]. This surge in mobile data needs extensive storage and
computation processing, which impacts system reliability and
latency. Thus, future 6G networks must support ultra-reliable
and low-latency communication (URLLC) to enable numerous
applications [2]. The emergence of device-to-device (D2D)-
assisted mobile edge computing (MEC) systems offers a tech-
nical scheme to address these challenges. The D2D-assisted
MEC operates by introducing computation and data storage
closer to where the network edge user equipments (UEs) need
them [3]]. Instead of transmitted data to a centralized cloud
server, the D2D MEC processes data locally at edge nodes,
such as base stations (BSs) or access points (APs). This ap-
proach reduces latency by improving bandwidth efficiency and
offloading rate from the core network [4], [5]. However, due to
the D2D offloading process, distance is also a crucial factor
influencing energy consumption and latency. For intelligent
devices, longer distances directly reduce the transmission rate
and information quality, impacting energy consumption and
latency during transmission. Relays effectively extend IoT
coverage; hence, assisting UEs with offloading [6], [[7].

The literature comprises numerous work revolving around
relay-assisted D2D MEC systems. [8] proposed a secure
communication scheme for such systems involving flying
eavesdroppers. [9] investigated a two-way relay network with
multiple UE pairs with the objective of maximizing the
network-wide transmission rate without jeopardizing the qual-
ity of service (QoS). [10] explored servicing many UEs in
the context of a multi-relay reflective intelligent surface (RIS)
assisted communication environment. The authors aimed at
minimizing the overall relay energy consumption and main-
tenance costs by jointly optimizing the RIS phase shifts.
[11] investigated the problem of joint relay beamforming
and resource allocation to minimize the latency of multi-
relays-assisted computation offloading in an air-ground inte-
grated millimeter-wave (mmWave) network. Therein, relays
were equipped with functions allowing for ground D2Ds
to access computationally empowered MEC servers. In this
same context, a lower bound for the maximum achievable
rate under low-to-medium signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) was
derived in [12], which also addressed the locally achieved
edge-network latency. However, the surge in resource-intensive
applications necessitates that the BS and relay employ multiple
antennas to achieve a higher efficiency by using beamforming
and fully exploiting the spatial degree of freedom (DoF).
Traditional fixed-position antennas (FPAs) remain stationarys;
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thus, fail to fully utilize the spatial DoF. Recently, movable
antennas (MAs) were introduced to allow for the full DoF
exploitation in continuous spatial regions [13]]. Specifically,
in MA-enhanced systems, each antenna is connected to the
radio frequency (RF) chain via a flexible, length-adjustable
cable. Each MA moves within the available spatial region [[14].
Contrary to FPAs, MAs are flexibly/advantageously positioned
to achieve better channel conditions and, thus, more efficient
wireless communication. Generally, MA-enhanced systems
utilize fewer antennas to leverage such spatial DoF, notably
reducing the signal processing complexity and system cost
compared to FPA-augmented systems [15].

Many papers have already considered MA-enabled wireless
communication systems For instance, the authors of [15]
addressed traditional pre-coding in multiple MA-augmented
UEs. They optimized antenna positions and the pre-coding
matrix to minimize inter-user interference and transmission
power. Similarly [[16] optimized antenna positions to improve
the transmission rate. In [17], the authors explored MA-
augmented cognitive radios to facilitate efficient spectrum
sharing between primary and secondary users. The work of
[18], presented a general channel estimation framework for
MA systems utilizing the multipath field response channel
structure. Specifically, multiple channel measurements from
Tx and Rx MA positions were collected and a compressed
sensing method was employed to jointly estimate the angles
of departure and arrival (AoD/AoA) as well as the complex
multipath components’ coefficients. [19] introduced an
MA-aided multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) system
that optimizes the MA position to enhance capacity. Unlike
traditional FPA MIMO systems, the proposed system flexibly
adjusted the Tx/Rx MASs’ positions, thereby reconfiguring the
MIMO channels between them to achieve higher capacity.

This paper aims at integrating MA in relay-assisted D2D
MEC systems. Briefly, the potential of doing so is three-fold:
a) reducing the number of antennas in relay-assisted D2D
MEC systems and, thus, lowering system costs, b) introducing
additional spatial DoFs; hence, enhancing resource allocation
efficiency, and, c) extending the coverage range of the BS
and relay nodes. Yet, it is observed that the problem of jointly
optimizing resource allocation, MA position and beamforming
for the purpose of minimizing latency under resource scarcity
and communication constraints, has been, if ever, very lightly
addressed by existing publications (such as those surveyed
above) in the context of real-world MA-enhanced relay as-
sisted D2D MEC systems. Indeed, such a problem exhibits
considerable challenges constituting a notable literature gap
that this paper aims at closing. To this end, this paper’s novel
contributions and organization are summarized as follows:

1) In Section [, a novel MA-enabled relay-assisted D2D
MEC system model is developed. Then, in Section a joint
resource allocation, MA position, and beamforming optimiza-
tion problem is formulated to minimize the system-wide la-
tency under resource scarcity and communication constraints.

2) To work around the notable original problem’s complex-
ity (i.e., non-linearity and non-convexity), successive convex
approximation (SCA) and penalty dual decomposition (PDD)
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the relay-aided D2D MEC-based MAs.

are employed in Section [[V] to guarantee convergence to a set
of fixed solutions. Moreover, in this section, it is shown that the
SCA-and-PDD-based algorithms can be executed in parallel
and their comprehensive complexity analysis is provided.

3) In Section extensive simulations are conducted to
quantitatively gauge the merits of the MA-enhanced relay-
assisted D2D MEC system as well as those of the newly pro-
posed latency optimization framework. Reported results show
that the proposed algorithm outperform existing counterparts
by %14 ~ %35. Finally, Section [VI] concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. [Il the relay-assisted D2D MEC system
supports MAs. This system consists of K D2D pairs, each
including two UEs, namely UE1 and UE2, each equipped
with N, MAs, one relay with N, received MAs and NV,
transmitted MAs, a BS with N, MAs, and an MEC server.
In this system, we assume the coordinate of the k-th UE1’s
m-th MA is represented as t ., = [xkvm,ykym]T € Cit,
m € {1,...,N,}, where Cj is the local movable region of
the k-th UE1’s MAs in the uplink transmission phase. In the
D2D transmission phase, the coordinate of the k-th UE1’s and
UE2’s m-th MA are represented as i, = [Tk,m, Uk,m]’ €
Crt and tir . = [Thm,Ukm|] € Ciy, respectively. The
coordinate of the n-th received MA on the relay is denoted as
Purn = (Ul he]" € R¥*!, where h, represents the relay
height, and w,,, = [Ty, Yrn]? € Cur n € {1,...,N,}
is the MA’s azimuth coordinate. The coordinate of the n-th
transmit MA on the relay is denoted as p,, ; ; = [uf;, hi]” €
R3*Y, 7 e {1,...,N;}, where uyz = [217,Y0.0]" € Cur
The coordinates of the j-th antenna of the BS is denoted as
Py = [T, he]" € R®*!, where hy, is the height of the BS.
The areas 7, ; = [2pj,Yb.j] € R € Cp, j € {1,...,Np}.
Ck,t» Cu,r, Cyr and Cp represent the movement regions of the
UE’s MAs, the transmit and received MAs of the relay, and
the BS’s MAs, respectively. Their expressions are in [15]].

A. Channel model

This paper assumes that the channels from the UEl to
the relay and from the relay to the BS are quasi-static
block-fading channels. The channel can be updated for the
uplink from the UE1 to the relay by adjusting the posi-
tions of the UE1’s transmitted MAs and the relay’s received
MAs. The set of the coordinates for the transmitted MAs



is denoted as t, = [tr1,tk2,...,tkn,] € R¥*Nu, and
the set of coordinates for the received MAs is denoted as
Up = [Up1,Ur2,...,Ur N, | € R2%N-_ The channel from the
k-th UE1 to the relay is represented as:

H(tk,’LLT) = A(UT)HEkA(tk) S (CN"XN“, (1)
where the field-response matrix (FRM) of the k-th UE is:

A(ty) = [a(tem)] €CH NV me {1,...,N,}, (2
om T
in which a(tp,) = |e/5Em)| ¢ CL¥1 v [ ¢
{1,..., L}. X denotes the wavelength. Then, the difference in
the signal propagation for the /-th transmit channel path be-
tween position tj, ,, and the original coordinate is x!(tx ) =
() Tty my wh = [cosl cos @, cospl sin @t ]T, where ¢
is the azimuth AoD of the [-th transmit path is given by
¢, € [0, 7], . € [0,]. Similarly, A(u,) is expressed as:

A(u,) = [a(ur,)] € CLxN» 3)

27 k! (wrn) T Lx1 -yl
el x ron C K (ur n) _
!

( ! )TuTn+h Sin¢£ﬂ,n’ s [COS (p'r CO8 QZST,COS (pr sin (b'lr]T,
where ¢L, ¢l are the azimuth AoA of the /-th transmit path
is given by ¢., . € [0,7]. According to [13]], [20], since
H (t),u,) can be reconfigured and updated based on the
MA positions, the channel is a function of both ¢; and w,..
Similarly, the channel from the relay to the BS, and the D2D
channel can be represented as:

G(ug,rp) = A(rb)Hf]A(ut) S (CNbXNt,
H(ty, b)) = Atp) TS 10 A(ty) € CNoXNe 4

where a(u,,) =

where A(u;) and A(rp) are denoted as:

A(ty) = [a(trm)] € Clew*Nu m e {1,... N,},
A(ty) = [a(tp )] € Clew>Nu m e {1,... N, },
A(uy) = [a(wy m)] € CPN me {1, Ny},

A(ry) = la(rp;)] € (CLXN”,j e{1,. Nb}, 5)

where a(ty ) = [eﬂ 2w (B, m)} € Clew X1t m) =
T _ - T
[eﬂ 2z Ki(tk m):| c CLk,k/Xl a(ut m) — ej%ﬁi(ut,m)} c

[ejk“ (rbj)} c (CLXI, I
{1,...,;}, [e {1, Liw), w(um) = (m)Turm
hysingl, w = [cos¢l cos¢t,cosgptsin¢t] (bt,nptm
[0,7] and Kl P(ryj) = (Wé) Ty + hbsmgob, 71'f7
[coscpbcos¢b,cosg0b51n¢b] ¢b,gob € [0,7. K(tpm) =
(Wk)Ttkm + hy smﬁk, 7rk = [cosﬁéicosgk,cosﬁﬁgsmgk]
Qk, € [0,7] and (k:k/ m) = (wh)T K m + hpsind},

71'2/ = [cosﬁk, coka,cosﬁk, 51n§k/] Ck,,ﬁk/ € [0,m].

CE*! and a(ry;) =

m -+ m

B. D2D Link Model

According to the channel model in (@), the received signal
at the UE2 of the k-th D2D pair can be written as:

L K L
Y = H (b, 1)@ + Zk/zl_k,# H(ty, te)&w + 1y, (6)

where & = wys, € CV+*! is the transmitted signal from
the UE2 in the k-th D2D link, and w; € CN«*1 represents
the transmit beamforming for the D2D link. 7, € CNux1
CN(0,521) is the AWGN at the UE2. For the communication
achievable rate at UE2 of the k-th D2D pair is expressed as:

Cr = log, <

C. Uplink Model

According to the channel models in (1) and (@), the received
signal processed by the relay can be written as

=S F(H(

where F € CNe*Nr s the relay beamforming matrix. xj =
wy.s, € CNuX1 denotes the transmitted signal from the k-th
UEL. n, € CN*1 ~ CN(0,02I). The received signal of the
k-th UE1 after the processing at the relay is expressed as

~

TR G
Dk [H (ty, trr )W |2 + G2

tp, ur )Ty +n,), (8)

3, = quG(ut, )Y, = gk G(ut,rb)FH(tk,ur)wk + qk

K
Zk”;ﬁk G(ut7 Tb)FH(tk”v u?“)mk“ + qy G(ut, ’l"b)F’n,T
+ qunb, )

where Q = [qy,...,q,] € CM*K denotes the receive
beamforming matrix at the BS. n;, € CM*! ~ CN(0,021)
is the AWGN at the BS. For the communication achievable
rate at the k-th UEI is expressed as formulation (10).

D. Computation Model

In this MEC system model, UE1 has a total of L, compu-
tational tasks to be processed. These tasks are divided into
two parts: one part of the pL, tasks is offloaded to the
BS via a relay at an offloading rate of p and processed by
the MEC server, while the remaining (1 — p)L, tasks are
processed locally by UE1’s CPU. The total offloading time
includes the transmission time from UEI to the relay then
to the BS and the processing time at the MEC server. After
completing the local computation, UE1 transmits the results
to UE2 via the D2D link. Next, we adopt a general model
[21], where the computation results are represented as al,
bits computational tasks, with 0 < a < 1 representing the
compression rate of the tasks. The value of « can be selected
based on the task type and the algorithm used [21]. For
convenience, we define K, = FL—“, Kp=2, K= C_k
and Ko = O‘g“

, where Fr,_, and Fg represent the local
computation capability and edge computation capability (i.e.,
the MEC server’s computation capability). The system latency
can be divided into the following parts: local computation
time: 72 = (1 — p)K,, MEC server computation time:
Te1 = pK g, and offloading time from UE1 to the BS via the
relay: T'' , = pK 1, and the transmission latency from UE1 to
UE2 for the computation results: T3, = (1—p) Ko 4. Let T, =
S Tl and T7 = S, T2, denote the total offloading
time and transmission latency. According to [22], due to the
introduction of the relay node to extend the communication
system’s coverage, the relay-assisted communication system
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Fig. 2. Timeline of different offloading schemes.

has a longer transmission path, which increases the uplink
transmission latency. Additionally, data must be transmitted
to the relay node first and then from the relay to the BS,
adding processing time compared to direct communication,
further increasing the uplink transmission time. Therefore, in
this paper, we assume 7.} > T2, and as shown in Fig. 2] the
specific process of computation and transmission is divided
into two different scenarios.

When T2 > T3 occurs, UEI’s local computation is com-
pleted before task offloading. As a result, UEl must wait
for the offloading to be completed before transmitted the
local results to UE2 via the D2D link. Furthermore, since
the local results are transmitted before the edge computation,
the BS can immediately send the edge computation results to
UE2 without waiting for the D2D transmission. However, if
T? < T2, UE1’s local computation is still completed before
task offloading, UE1 must again wait for the offloading to
finish. In this case, however, the edge computation concludes
before the local result transmission, requiring the BS to wait
until the D2D link transmission is complete to avoid conflicts
at UE2. Based on the two scenarios discussed above, the
expression for the overall system latency is derived as follows

Tiotar = T + max {T.), T3}, (11)

Table. |Il summarizes the symbols used in this paper.

E. Problem Formulation

In the proposed MA-enable relay-aided D2D MEC system,
we focus on the joint design of several key parameters to
minimize the maximum total system latency T},¢q;. Specifi-
cally, we aim to minimize the system latency by optimizing
the beamforming vectors, offloading rates, and the position of
the MA. Therefore, the system latency minimization problem
can be mathematically formulated as follows:

HBD Tiotals (12a)
s.t. T > T2 (12b)
lwpl? < PV k=1,...,K, (12¢)
|wr||> < P,V k=1,...,K, (12d)

TABLE I: Notations.

Symbol Descriptions
K The number of D2D pairs.
Nu/Ny/N¢ /Ny The number of transmit/receive

tk:,m/ik:,m/zk’,m/uf',n
Ut /T,
Ck,t/cu,r/cu,t/cb

H(ty,, &) /H (ty, ur)/G(ut, mp)

antennas of the UE, relay and BS.
The coordinates of MAs.

The coordinates of MAs.

MA mobile region.

The Channel between UE
and relay/between relay and
BS/between D2D pair.

Lg Number of computational tasks.
L/L/L ko k! The number of channel paths.
A(ty)/A(u)/A(ty) Tx MA field response matrix.
A(ur)/A(ry)/A(ty) Rx MA field response matrix.
PL/ oL/ e e/ CE The AoAs.
Bt /oL )bk /oL JO The AoDs.
F/Q/wy /Wy The Tx/Rx beamforming.
Ny /T /T The Noise signal.
T Number of computation task bits.
« Task compression ratio.
P The offloading ratio.
TL/T!/T2/T?2 Offloading time from UEl to
the BS/ computing time at the
MEC server/ local computing
time/latency for transmit the
computational result from UE1 to
UE2.
P./ Py The relay/UE1 transmit power.

Kr,/Ke/Ki /K2

The computing time/computing
time at the MEC server/time from
UEI to the BS/latency for trans-
mit from the BS to UE2.

Fr,/Fg The local computational capabil-
ity/edge computational capabil-
ity.

Cy/Cy The system capacity.

Tiotal The overall system latency.
|F|? < P, (12€)
0<p<1, (12)
vy € Cpw, (12¢)
lVe,0, — Ve,0sll2 > D, 01 # 02, (12h)

in which v, € {tpti teumunry), £ € {kk . rtb},
Cro € {Crt:CrisCurCut:Co}, 01 € {mi,n1,n1,51}, 02 €
{ma,n2,n2,j2}. U = {F,v4,p,Q,wy, Wi}. The constraints
(I2b) and (I2d) denote the transmit power constraints of
D2D UEs. is the transmit power constraint of the relay.
is the MA moving region of the UEs, relay, and BS.
(I2h) is to avoid the coupling effect between the antennas in
the transmit/receive region, and D is the minimum distance
between each pair of antennas. Problem is challenging
to solve due to the non-convexity of the channel vectors
and achievable rates with respect to the positions of MAs.
Additionally, the coupling of these high-dimensional matrix
and vector variables further complicates the problem. Existing
optimization tools cannot provide an optimal solution for (12)



within polynomial time. Therefore, we develop suboptimal
solutions for (12) in the following section.

III. PROPOSED JOINT RESOURCE ALLOCATION
ALGORITHM

In this section, we reformulate problem (12) into a more
tractable equivalent form. We apply the PDD method to ad-
dress the highly coupled terms, introducing auxiliary variables
and equality constraints to simplify the problem into one with
multiple separable equality constraints. These constraints are
then penalized and incorporated into the objective function,
resulting in an augmented lagrangian (AL) problem [23]], [24].
The proposed PDD method involves two iterative loops: in
the inner loop, we solve the AL problem using an efficient
algorithm based on CCCP [25]-[27] within a BCD framework;
in the outer loop, we adjust the dual variables or penalty
parameters according to the level of constraint violation.
Finally, we summarize the proposed algorithm and assess its
computational complexity.

To address problem (I2), we first introduce the following
auxiliary variables: ¢,,, ty k.ta, ta k. te, and tep, V k € K. We
define t4 = max{T}, > ,_, T}, which implies that t; < T}
and tqg < S, T3,. Subsequently, we set tq; < 77, and
ta = Yy ta. allowing tg < 37,0 T2, to be equivalently
transformed into ¢4 5 < Td i and tg = Zszl tq . Similarly,

we set T <ty and ¢, = Zk 1 tu k- Finally, based on
the relatlonshlp T1 > T2, we introduce an auxiliary variable
tcand enforce T} > t. > T2. Since T} = Zszl tug > te
remains challenging to handle directly. We further introduce
the auxiliary variables ¢. ; and set ¢, = Zszl ter and t,, >
t..k. Based on the above, the problem is reformulated as:

rrll;i{n ty + ta, (13a)
st Ty < tu g, T < td,Tko <ty k,Tjk >ter, (13b)
td—thk, Ztuk,t —Ztck, (13¢)
(lm) - (@), (13d)

Where LA{ = {tu, td’ tc, tu,k, td,k’ tc,k, F’ ,Ula pa Q’ wk9 '&]k}
Problem is rewritten as:

ngn ty + ta, (142)
s.t. pLa/Cr < tuk, (14b)
pL./Fg < tq, (14¢)
a(l = p)La/Cr < tar, (14d)
pLo/Ch > te ks (14e)
(23) — ([I2A), (130, (I39) (14f)

Then, in the proposed system, the SINR expressions (7))
and (I0) are complex and take a fractional form, making it
highly challenging to solve the associated constraint directly.
Specifically, the signal, interference, and noise power in the
SINR expression are determined by multiple coupled vari-
ables, further complicating the SINR expression’s handling.
To address this problem, we introduce auxiliary variables 7y,

TABLE II: Auxiliary variables.

Ck?ék = Cy, ék:cka~P:ﬁ:ﬁ:~p:p,td:£d:£d-
tu = tu, td,k = ta,ks Lok = Leks busk = buyks Mk = Tk e = Tke-

F = F, Wy = wy, Wy, = Wy, ak,k” = UpfLy.
Ay = Op k F, 0y = v, BBy, iy = B Sppp, fur = B Sy,
Xprr - ‘:')k,k’ = Bt—ykEk,k/wk/, Wy = BE k’ﬁ’k” My = Bt,k”'a’k”-

By = A(ty). Bi = A(w), By = A(uy), By =

Bix = A(tr), B = A(tr). }

|Byk(l,m1)| =1, |Br(l,n1)| = 1, |B¢(l,71)| = 1, |By(l,j1)| = 1.
B 1 (i, m1)| = LBz, (Ig 7, ma)| = 1.

A(’l"b).

and 7. These auxiliary variables facilitate the simplification
of the original SINR expression. Specifically, the introduction
of auxiliary variables 7, and 7, allows the complex fractional
form to be re-expressed in a more manageable format, and C},
and C, are re-expressed as:

Cy, < logy(1 + 1), Cr < logy(1 + i), (15)

in which 7, and 7, are given in (I6) at the top of next page

and (7).

7 < || H (£, B) |2
a Zk/;&k ||H(tkvtk’)wk’ 12+ 03

To cope with the coupling constraints shown in (14b)-(14¢),
(16) and (17), we further introduce a set of auxiliary variables
and they are given in the follows table

The movement of antennas can cause the relation-
ship between antenna positions and the array response
matrix to become nonlinear. To decouple this complex
nonlinear relationship, we introduce an auxiliary variable
By, By, B,, By, By, Bj,,. Given that all elements in
the array response matrix must satisfy a constant modulus
one constraint, we consider transforming the auxiliary vari-
ables By i, Bt, B, By, Bi i, B, into a constant modulus-
constrained auxiliary variable. Therefore:

a7)

min t, + tg, (18a)

u

s.t. pLa/Cr < tuk, pLa/Fr < ta, (18b)
a(l = p)La/Ck < tan, pLa/Cr < Ten, (18¢)
Cy < logy(1 + mi), Cr < logy (1 + k), (18d)
~ K ~ K K
tq = Zk:l ta gk, tu = Zk:l bukyte = Zk:l Le,ks

(18¢)
0<p<l, (18f)
~ 2
~ ~ u
S o [+ 202 + g0 — 1225 <
k' #k
(18g)

S e |? + o2 — 12l ’“” <o, (18h)
k' £k
IE(? < Pr, [lwp® < Py, HfuklP < P, (18i)
vy € Cy o, (18))
Vi,0, = Vb0, — Vios [|[0t,0,]]2 > D, 01 # 02,  (18k)
The equality constraints in TABLE II, (181)



lgt G (uy, mp) FH (ty,, u, )wy|?

M < H 2 H 22 2.2
2 owrzk |G G(ue, mo) FH (b wp)wier [* + @y Gug, 7o) F107 + [lgy[[20p

(16)

min ¢, —i—td—i—
u

|td—td+n)\td|2+|t —fu KA, |2+Z

[tu — u,k—i—ﬁ)\ | + [ta — tax + KA;

K

ta,k

| + [ter —

(HF F+rApll>+lp=p+sMNl> + 1= 5+ 602 + 10— 046X+ |p = o+ 5X* + [ta — La + rAg, P+

(ICk — Ck + ke, > +[Cr — Ci + kA, |* + |Ck — C + kg, [*+
tew + 8N, 12+ |k = ik + KA [+ [ — T + £, P)+

- o . - H
Zk//:1(|uk=k” — Uk g + K’)\ak,k”| + Hp’k” — Bt7k//'u)k// + HAI"’C// ||2 —+ ||,,l,k// - BT Zkuk// =+ I{A[Lk” HQ)
+ [[vs,r — Bygy + EXw, , |I° + Hf’b k= VRSB + 5 g, 17 + [ — Do F + £, ||I° + lwe — wr + KA, |12

+Hwk—wk+f<&)\wk|\2+z leon =

+ Dz, [1Pt0r = (We0, - W,oz) + 65, 7+ [ A(ve) — Br + 6, |I° + [ A(veo) — Bro + 525, , |1%),

s.t. (IL_S-ED - (IEED, ([ZDv (@Da

Bt,kik,k’wk’ + Ii)\‘;,k’k/ H2 + Hwk/ — Bﬂkﬂ’k’ + 5)\wk/ HQ)

(19a)
(19b)

Where u - { Oka Ck7 Cka Oka Ck7 p7 pa p7 p7 td9 td7 td7 tu,

tus tusks Tuskes tdhs Laks teks Lok N> Thes Nks Thes Ves Veoy5
Bt,k7 Bt9 BT9 Bb7 Bt)k, B£7k/, F, F}

IV. PROPOSED PDD-BASED ALGORITHM

Based on the PDD framework, we move the equality
constraints in first six lines of TABLE [l into the objective
function together with Lagrange multipliers As . Ag,, As,
Aos Aps Aps Aps Ais A Ars Ao Al A A Ades
)‘nm Auk,k”’ )‘Mw’ Afirr s Avy 13 AB, oAy Awgs Aoy s Aw,s
Aw, Ais Ag,» AB, and A the penalty coefficient . Then the
resulting AL problem can be given in (19).

A. Proposed SCA-based Algorithm

We have identified that problem (I9) remains a non-convex
problem. Therefore, we focus on the constraints in problem
(18). As mentioned in the references [28]—[30], we can address
these non-convex constraints using the SCA algorithm. Specif-
ically, by employing first-order Taylor series approximation
for linearization, we approximate these constraints as convex
constraints. Subsequently, we solve the augmented Lagrangian
(AL) problem based on the iterative algorithm of the SCA.
The core idea of the SCA algorithm is to convert non-convex
constraints into a series of easily solvable convex subproblems
through local convexification. This process typically involves
performing a first-order Taylor expansion of the non-convex
functions, approximating them as linear functions based on
the current solution, thus enabling the application of convex
optimization techniques.

First, we use the inequality of arithmetic and geometric
means and the Taylor series expansion to deal with constraints
(I8b)-({8d), and they can be rewritten as follows:

P>+ L2J)CR < 2y, , p°
(1= 5)2 + (aLy)?/CE < 241, (20)
Cr —logoy(1+ 0 ™)+ (e — 0 ™)/ (2 2(1 + 0™ Y))

A1) /2m2(1+

<0, Cp —logy(1+ 0 ") + (i —

A <o. @1

Then, we use the SCA to deal with the non-convex constraints

(18g) and (I8h). Constraints (I8g) and (I8h) can be rewritten

in the following form:

S a2 + ael?0? + lgel?of — (@l e /my D+
k//;ék
1 ~
ag g e — a1 >2>so, (22)
t 1,*~ ~x ~(t=1) ;_(t—1
S @k 2+ 0F — @0 Grw/ay Y + @iy Yl
k' #k

— | P P/ Y)?) < 0. (23)

Finally, based on the SCA, we cope with non-convex con-

straint (23):

Dz =20, ) B0, > D, (24)

[

where f;gto_;) is given as initial MA positions. Let us define

the constraint violation ||h(U®)|| as:

[RUD) oo = max{[Us], [U]}, ¥ kK. (29

Upon executing Algorithm 1 in the inner loop of the proposed

PDD-based algorithm, the penalty parameter « is updated

using k(*+1) = ¢k, (0 < ¢ < 1), depending on the constraint
violation condition, and the dual variables are given by:

(t+1) _ \(®)

/\Z//l =A 1

and )\(Hl) = )\(t) +

1
0] X P VN ) X, (26)

in which xﬁ{(p—ﬁ) (p=0),(p=p), (p=p), (ta—ta), (ta—
ta), (tu ) (Ck = Ck),(Ck = Ch), (tuk — tu), (tak —
fak)s (tes = Ter)s (Ck = Ci), (e = k), (M — ), (T —

+L2/F2 <20y, p? + L2)C2 < 2%y, Ukuzw)} Ul = { Cy. Cr. Cr. Cr. Cioa po . . . ta T o

ws tu,ks Tuks Td ks ks teks Tedos Ths Tlhs 77/c, > Up, ke + and
X € {(F=F).(pty—Buwrwi), (B =By Sipyr ), (35—
Byqy,),(00,x — v, EBy), (g — Vo1 F), (wi — wr), (W, —
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Fig. 3. The flow chart of the proposed algorithm.

wy), (@rr — BipZgwwi), (Wi — Bipwir),(Ve0, —
(Ve,0, =00,0,)):(A(ve) = By),(A(ve,0) = Bro) }, Un = {pyr,
Byrrs Vb ks Obks Q> Wky Wk Wy Wk, Wk, Ve,0,5 Bek, B,
F, F'}. t represents the number of outer iterations. The flow
of the proposed PDD-based algorithm is outlined in Fig. Bl
based on [31]]. The convergence analysis in [31] confirms that
the PDD-based algorithm for joint hybrid beamforming and
resource allocation converges to a set of stationary solutions
for problem (I3). The detailed update procedure is next.

B. Variables in x1,x2,X3,X4,X5 Update

Optimization for x; = {F,wy}: The subproblem with
respect to F' is given by:

min |F — F + kAz %, (27a)
F

|F||*> < P,. (27b)

According to [27]], problem [@7) can be interpreted as pro-
jecting a point onto a spherical surface centered at the origin.
Therefore, the solution to problem (27) is given by:

o F + kAg 08

||F+f$)\FH+max(0 P, — ||F + rkXgl)

Similarly, the closed-form solution for the subproblem with
regarding to wj, and wy, can be obtained by using the approach
applied in problem 7).

Optimization for y2 = {B, ", B:, B,, B, B, x.Bj
By,B;,}: The subproblem with respect to By~ is given
by:

K
. . 2
min E Wy — By g + kA
‘Bt,k//(lyml)lzl =1 H k s /J'k//H

+ ||A(tk//) Bt Kk + K’AB (29)

e I

According to the Appendix of [31]], we use one-iteration block
coordinate descent (BCD) type algorithm, and the key step of
updating B, in the algorithm is given by:

By (1,my) = b/b), (30)

where b = '—'t 1% (l ml)—l—._.t k! (l ml) Dt k! (l ml) S g =
i fl -1 Ege = (i 0L+ Alb) i A,
D, = (wk//wk// +1I). Similarly, we can obtain the solutions
of Bt, BT,Bb, Bt,kny)]w Bg,Bgyo.

Optimization for y3; = {ék, Ck, fd, fd, fu, tNu,k’ Ed,k, Ec,k,
p}: Since this subproblem regarding to x3 has only convex
constraints, it can be solved in closed form using the Lagrange
multiplier method. The associated Lagrange function is given
in (31D, where k1, > 0 denotes the Lagrange multiplier
for constraints 20) and @I). By computing the first order
optimality condition of £ (1), the optimal value of can be
derived as (32) on the next page. Let us denote the optimal x4 j
as K] 5, then they are determined to fulfill the complementary
slackness condition of (20) and (Z), and can be given in (28)
at the top of the next page. The remaining variables of set x3
can be obtained using the same Lagrange multiplier method.
Employing the same first-order optimal method can obtain the
optimal solution of the subproblem with respect to p, which
is given in (33) at the top of the next page.

Optimization for x4 = {¥/,,}: Similarly, the Lagrange
multiplier for the subproblem involving v, ,, is given in (34)
at the next page. vy, i given by:

(t 1)

772,01 =V¢0, — V0, — )\vg o1 + R2, kv (35)

The optimal Lagrange multiplier 3 , is in (m) (next page).
Optimization for x5 = {Ug ", Mk, r}: The subproblem
with respect to x5 is given by:

K
min Z |uk K — Uk + Ii/\u,c k,,| + |77k — Mk + Ii/\nk| +
X5 1
Hftk — ’lN)bJCF + Iﬁ)\akH2, (37a)
(I=H). (37b)

By introducing the Lagrange multipliers 3 > 0 and k4,5 >
0 to constraint (37D), the optimal s is:

() = O+ mdhg,) = ma sl 12/ )22,
’&k(ﬁ&k) = éfl(’i&k)ﬁb(:“&g)k),
ﬂk,k// (53,}%) = ('&k[l/kn — Ii)\ﬁlC k”)/(l + ,‘<;3 k) Y k ;é k/,

Uk, (K3,k) = Uk by jp — KAay ,, + K3 kuk " 1)/77(t Y (38)

(1 + R3,k0,. )I + K3, k‘I’k/(l + K3, k), and
(]5(/{3 k) = 'lNJb B — H)\uk + K3 k(zkgék/ k”ﬁ)‘uk k/,)/(l +
Kak) + Ks kﬂk kuk i )/n(t D We also let &, =
Zk#, Nk”ll'k” According to [32], x3 must satisfy the
complementary slackness condition. Thus:

where ® (k3 1) =

Qrxs) = S Jksr 2 + lanl?o? + g l2of — (ag "
k' #k

~ ~ 1 — ~(t—1 ~ ~(t—1

/il gy Y — Jal Y Py )

<0. (39)

When Q(x3(0)) < 0, we have the optimal @y, v = g,k (0),
M = Mk(0), and 4y = @k (0), otherwise Qx(x3) = 0, and it
satisfies the following condition:

ay (ks ) @ (ks k) Uk (ks p) — @ (k3,0)m(K3k)—

m(/ﬁgﬁk)Hﬂk(Hgﬁk) + ’wk(ligyk) =0,

where ‘i>(l€37k) = UgI + ‘i)k/( +  Kg, k)
t—1) ~ —1 (t—1

m(/ﬁﬂgﬁk)=zk/¢k I{A%k,k’? l’l’k”/(l + Hgﬁk) +uk k )/nk )l’l’k”’

(40)



L1(Ck) = |Ch = Cr + 86X, 2 + k7 4(Cr — logo(1+ ) 4 21 2(1 + 1) /(s — 1)), 31)
Cio = (Cr+ KAe,) = Kr/2 855 = {0.2((Ch + wAg,) = Togo (1 + ™) +2m2(1 + 0™ V) /e — V) ). 632
(PHp+p+p) =26+ X5+ X+ X5)/4, F0< (p+p+p+p) — 260N+ X+ A5+ 45)/4< 1
p= 1, else if 7(1) < 7(0) (33)
0, else
L(B0,0,) = [Bt,0 — (V1,00 = V,0y) + KXo, 2+ k2 (D — 855V |12 + 2885 ) e0,). (34)

and @k (Ka,0) =2 gk 52 Aay [/ (1 +
—1 (t—1 1
e /(nk D)2+ + KAy ) — nskmk |2
t—1 1) ~(t—1 -1 t—1
/@i V) eoRedag, Vi (g + ra gy /)
}. For the Hermitian matrix @y, use the decomposition:
B = VAV @1)

where V. is a unitary matrix which contains the eigenvectors
of ®;, and Ay is a diagonal matrix consisting of the eigen-
vectors of ®;. Then ‘I)_l(li&k) is denoted as

‘1)71(53,k) = f/k((l + Hg_’kaf)I + Aklig_’k/(l + Hg_’k))il
v, (42)
Similarly, ®(r3 ;) can be rewritten as:
- ~ - H
‘I)(/f&,k) = Vk(UfI + Ak/(l + Hg_’k)Q)Vk . 43)

Iiet é(ﬁg)k) = (1+ I€37kU§)I + Akli37k/(1 + K3,) and
®(rk31) = 021 + Ap/(1 + k3 x)?. Then is rewritten as:

(@ 8DV, o Vi) + (@ 'V (¢ + ¢ BV
+ 1, = 0. (44)

Since ® and & are both diagonal matrices, @4) can be easily
solved using one dimensional search. Finally, by substituting
the optimal k3 1, we obtain the solution for xs.

C. Variables in x1,X2,X3,X4 update

Optimization for 1 = {F.0,5.0.0,t¢-tustw kst kste,kesChs
C’k,nk,ﬁk,uk”,vb,k,ﬁ:k,{vk}: The optimal solution of the
subproblem involving ¥; can be solved by using the Lagrange
multipliers method that is adopted in optimization problems
for xs. Specifically, incorporating the objective function and

(t=1\T

—1 ~
o =D —2(8{"

n;)k = max{ (H'Ué o

) ((vKOl - 'UZ-,Oz)

constraints. Once the Lagrangian is established, the first-
order optimality conditions iteratively updates Y. Then, the
slackness condition is used to derive the updated formula for
the Lagrange multipliers, ensuring convergence towards the
optimal solution under the given constraints.

Optimization for Y2 = {v,}: The subproblem is given by:

H}}ieﬂz D IZAwe) = ZBi+ wAg, P + Y (|50,
o2 £

02
—V00,) + KX, |12

- (’UZ-,OI

(45)

According to and (@), problem @3) can be reformulated
as:

N, L 2
j(vl,ol) = Z (Z _ %(WZ)T'UE,M -

m1:1 =1
Nu -
+ ng:l ”’Uf,ol - (’04701 - ’05702) + ’i)‘flz,ol HQ) (46)
Based on the first-order optimal condition, vy ,, is:
I+ Z Trk 7Tk )'Uf,ol - 'U@ ,01 Z Vi,0,F
mao= 1
21
KXo, ) — Z kang o = (47)

=1

The solution of is (top of this page), where C;"**
and C/™" are respectively the maximum and minimum mobile
regions of the MA position coordinate v,,,. The optimal
Uy, Wt 7, ,Th,j, are obtained using the same approach.

D. Variables X1,X2,X3, X4 update

Optimization for X, = {wy, fi,, Oy x, Ck, }: This subprob-
lem is solved by using the Lagrange multipliers method used

~ Xo,, )/ @D (36)




(I+Zl = 7"19( ) ")” 12=1

’Uf,ol = C]i},t )
min
Ck,t ’

((UEOI_Fng 1”5024_’{)"0@01)4—2[ 1 Aﬂ'kZBfol)

if vy 01 € Cs

else if J(C;'¢*) < J(C™)

else
(48)

for optimizing x3.
Optimization for Y2 = {q,}: The subproblem is given by:

ngin |vo — Bray + EXw, , || (49a)
k

@@

It is evident that corresponds to projecting a point onto
a sphere centered at the origin. In closed-form:

(49b)

g =7 pinv(By)(kXg, — Oy F)
k ||I§J)\qlC _'Z;b,kFH +max(0,r— HK/Aqk _’lN)b,kF”)’
(50)
Where 7’ = ||qu2 < ((qu 1),* i, /77(1 DI
1—1
uy, kukk Vi )+|U YR/ (g 0)?) - > e |k g [P =
lg.[I%02) /2.

Optimization for Y, = {@k x, w7k }: The subproblem
with respect to Y4 is given by:

min |y = BepSpwwi + wxa, . |I° + |ww — By ow
X4
+ KAy |12+ e — Tk + EXg, |2, (51a)
@3). (51b)

To solve the problem (31, we can use the same Lagrange
multiplier method as applied in problem (37). Finally, the
proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm [

Algorithm 1: Proposed Algorithm for Problem (I4)
Initialize: /©), (0 >0, A\, 1<c<1,t=1.
Repeat: ¢t =1¢ + 1.

U is computed based on problem (I3)

if: |RU")]w < €.

Updating AV based on @1I), x(+1) = ).
else: Updating AU = A (141D = 1(©)
Until: some termination criterion is met.

N A N AR W N -

E. Complexity Analysis

First focus on the updates of X1, X2, X3, X4> X5> X1> X25 X1
and Y2, which are the main determinants of complexity. The
complexity of updating x1 is O(2N,; N, + N,.). When updating
the x2, the complexity of one iteration of the proposed
BCD-type algorithm is determined by O(L?N2 + L2N? +
L[?N?+4 L?N}). The complexity of updating x3 is O(5K +3).
The complexity of updating {f;,vp 1} is O(N3 + NJ). The
complexity of updating x4 is O(2N,, + 2N; + 2N, + 2]N).
The complexity of updating {;,,vp 1} is O(N2 + N?). The
complexity of updating x5 depends on the bisection method
used to search for the Lagrange multiplier. The number of

iterations required is O(logy(6o,5/05)), where 6y 5 represents
the initial interval size and 6, denotes the tolerance. The
complexity of updating x2 is O(2N,,+2N;+2N,+2N;). The
complexity of updating ¥ is O(N + N?2). The complexity of
updating Y2 is O(N2 + N2 + N3). Consequently, the overall
complexity of the proposed algorithm can be represented as
O(T1T5(logy(6o,s/0s) + 2Ni Ny + 5Ny + ANy + 4N, + 4Ny +
L2N24+L2N2+ 2N+ L2 N2 +3N3+2N2+2N3+5K +3)),
in which the maximum number of iterations for the inner and
outer loops are denoted by 77 and 75.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the simulation, we assume that the total size of the
computational tasks is set to 1 x 107 bits for all UEs. The
MEC server’s computational resources are 1 X 108 bits/s, while
the local computation capacity for all UEs is 0.4 x 107 bits/s.
The transmit power Pj and the relay transmit power P, are
set to 15 dBm and 30 dBm, respectively. The noise power
levels 02 = 1078 W and o7 = 10~® W. For the PDD-based
algorithm, the tolerance parameter is chosen as e; = 1x 1073,
The initial penalty parameter is set to kK = 2, with ¢ = 0.6.
Additionally, we set ¢; = 1 x 1073 and 5" = 0.7¢.
UEs are uniformly distributed around the BS, with distances
randomly distributed within a circular ring of 60 meters(m)
in radius, while interferers are distributed within a circular
ring of 30 m in radius. The BS is located at the center of
the ring. We employ the channel model from equations
and (@), where each UE has the same number of transmission
and reception paths, i.e., L = 2 and L = 8. For each UE,
3 = {ok1,082,...,0k1} and 3> = {o1,09,...,0;} are
the diagonal matrix, with each diagonal element following a
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) distribution
CN(0,c3/L) and CN(0,c?/L), where ¢; = god,® and
c? = god, ™ represent the expected channel power gain for
UE k and jammer, gy denotes the expected value of the
average channel power gain at a reference distance of 1 m,
and « is the path loss exponent. It should be noted that, for a
fair comparison, the total power of the elements in the path-
response matrix for UEs with different path numbers is the
same, i.e., E{tr(X} %))} = ¢. To demonstrate the superior
performance of the proposed algorithm, this paper compares it
with several existing methods. Specifically, methods channel
matching (CM)-based, time-division multiple access (TDMA)-
based, and local computing algorithms are given in [33],
while methods alternating position selection (APS), receive
MA (RMA), maximum channel power (MCP) and FPA are
given in [16].

The relationship between the convergence of the proposed
PDD-based joint optimization algorithm and the number of
outer-loop iterations is first examined, with simulation param-
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Fig. 5. (a) Maximum latency as a function of the number of
UEs. (b) Maximum latency in relation to the UE computa-
tional capability.

eters set to Ny =2, N, =4, N; =4, N, =8, SNR = 15 dB.
In Fig.[{(a), we observe the relationship between the maximum
latency obtained by the proposed algorithm and the number
of outer-loop iterations. As the number of iterations increases,
the system’s maximum latency gradually decreases and keeps
invariant at around 28 iterations, indicating the convergence
of the proposed algorithm. Fig. d(b) illustrates the relationship
between the constraint violation metric (i.e., the penalty term
(3)) and the number of iterations. After 30 iterations, the
penalty term decreases to below 10, supporting our conclusion
that the proposed algorithm can effectively handle the equality
constraints in problem (14).

In Fig.[(a), we analyze the relationship between the number
of UEs and the system’s maximum latency, comparing our
proposed algorithm with other existing algorithms. The simu-
lation parameters are set to N; = 2, N, =4, Ny =4, N, = 8§,
SNR = 15 dB, and all UEs are distributed within a 30 m ring
around the relay station. As shown in Fig. [5(a), the system’s
maximum latency increases as the number of UEs rises. This
is because, with a limited computational budget, the available
resources cannot quickly process each UE’s computational
tasks as the number of UEs increases, leading to an increase
in the system’s maximum latency. We then compare the
proposed PDD algorithm with existing algorithms based on
CM, TDMA, and local computing. The results show that our
proposed algorithm exhibits faster performance improvement,
demonstrating the advantages of the proposed joint design.

10

Additionally, we observe that the performance of the CM-
based algorithm at a distance of 40 m is even worse than
that of the local computing method. This is because the CM
algorithm does not fully leverage channel conditions, resource
allocation strategies, and MEC server capabilities, whereas
the proposed joint design algorithm can provide optimal
performance even with a large number of UEs. Fig. [B(b)
illustrates the relationship between the system’s maximum
latency and the computational capability of mobile UEs. We
find that as computational capability increases, the system
latency decreases for all four algorithms. Compared to the
local computing method, the proposed PDD-based algorithm
is less sensitive to UEs’ computational capabilities due to the
strong computational power of MEC servers. Furthermore,
Fig. B(a) and Fig. Blb) also compare systems without MA,
revealing that MA can reduce the system’s maximum latency.
Therefore, we further analyze the role of MA in reducing the
system’s maximum latency.

In Fig. [6la), the simulation parameters is set as N; = 2,
N, =4, Ny, =4, N, = 8, SNR = 5 dB, we compare the
relationship between the system’s maximum latency and the
normalized movable region of the MA for the proposed MA
optimization algorithm and the baseline schemes. All schemes
outperform the FPA system in reducing system latency and
increasing performance gains as the region size expands.
Additionally, our proposed algorithm outperforms the RMA
scheme, which only considers receiver MA, indicating that
the joint optimization of both transmitter and receiver MA
provides additional benefits. Compared to the MCP scheme,
our proposed method achieves lower latencys even when the
MA movable region is small. In Fig.[6(b), we compare the rela-
tionship between the system’s maximum latency and the relay
transmit power for the proposed MA optimization scheme
and the baseline schemes. The results demonstrate that our
proposed scheme achieves the best performance. Moreover, an
interesting phenomenon is observed: as the relay transmission
power gradually increases, the performance of the MCP and
the proposed MA schemes converges at a relay power of
25 dBm. This is because MCP is designed for low SINR
conditions and performs poorly in such scenarios. However,
as the relay transmit power increases and the system SINR
improves, the MCP performance degrades. Considering both
Fig. [6la) and Fig. [6lb), we find that our proposed algorithm
performs well under both low and high SINR conditions.

Fig. [[(a) illustrates the relationship between the system’s
maximum latency and the computational capability of the
MEC server, assuming there are four mobile UEs in the
system. As the computational capability of the MEC server
increases, it can be observed that the system latency for the
proposed MA design and other baseline algorithms decreases,
due to the availability of more resources on the MEC server.
Furthermore, when the MEC’s computational capability be-
comes sufficiently high, the curves for the MA-based and
resource allocation algorithms tend to level off, indicating
that system latency becomes limited by radio resources and
MA DoF. This suggests that once system performance is
constrained by radio resources and MA DoF, having redundant
MEC computational resources becomes unnecessary.
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capability of the MEC server. (b) Maximum latency based
on the distance between UEs and the BS.

Fig. [[(b) shows that as the distance between the UE and
the relay increases, the maximum latency for all algorithms
increases, with the proposed algorithm demonstrating the best
performance. This is because increasing distance deteriorates
channel conditions, leading to longer transmission latency for
UEs. As the distance between the UE and the relay increases,
the performance gap between the MCP-based algorithm and
the proposed MA optimization algorithm narrows. This is
because, with increased distance, path loss rises and system
SINR decreases, under which conditions MCP performs rela-
tively better.

—B—— Proposed algorithm —— Proposed algorithm
—6—FPA 2.8 | —E—FPA

5

1
\\ ;

®

Maximum delay (s)
Maximum delay (s)
~

1.4 B L2 12
0.5
\s\s\e
1.2
10 15 20 25 10 15 20 25
The number of BS FPAs The number of relay FPAs
(@ (b)

Fig. 8. (a) Maximum latency about the BS FPA. (b) Maximum
latency about the relay FPA.
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From the Fig. [8(a), it can be observed that as the number
of antennas increases, a FPA system requires N, = 22
antennas to achieve the same latency performance as an MA
system with only /V;, = 8 antennas. This significant difference
underscores the superior efficiency of MAs in terms of latency
performance. The advantage of MA over FPA lies in its ability
to dynamically adjust its position and orientation, thereby
optimizing spatial diversity and enhancing signal strength in
varying conditions. This flexibility allows MA systems to
minimize latencys and maintain high performance even in
complex communication environments, unlike fixed antennas,
which are constrained by their static positioning and limited
adaptability. Moreover, the inherent scalability and efficiency
of MA systems make them highly suitable for real-world de-
ployments. MA systems reduce hardware and spatial resource
demands by requiring fewer antennas to achieve comparable
or superior performance, enabling more cost-effective and
practical deployment in 6G communication networks.

Similarly, in the Fig. Blb), it can be observed that as the
number of relay antennas increases, a relay system equipped
with fixed antennas requires N; = N, = 20 antennas to
achieve the same latency performance as a relay system with
only Ny = N, = 4 MAs. This highlights the significant
efficiency advantage of MAs over fixed antennas in terms of
latency performance. The superiority of MA lies in its ability
to dynamically adjust its position and orientation to optimize
the communication link, effectively leveraging spatial diversity
and adapting to varying network and environmental conditions.
The results also show the use of MAs can significantly reduce
the total number of antennas needed, which directly translates
into a reduction in hardware costs for relay-aided systems.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes an efficient joint optimization algorithm
for MA positioning and resource allocation for a novel MA-
enabled relay-assisted D2D MEC system. The system latency
minimization problem is reformulated through a series of
appropriate transformations. Subsequently, based on the SCA
and PDD methods, we develop an innovative dual-loop dis-
tributed joint optimization algorithm for the MA positioning
and beamforming at the UE, relay, and BS, as well as task
offloading rates and resource allocation at the MEC server.
Our simulation results demonstrate the superiority of the joint
design and the benefits of integrating MA with relay-assisted
MEC systems. The simulation results also show that MA tech-
nology in relay-assisted MEC D2D systems can significantly
reduce the required number of antennas while ensuring system
latency performance. This advantage not only optimizes the
system architecture but also effectively lowers costs, thereby
enhancing the scalability of relay-assisted MEC D2D systems.
This is of great significance for the massive deployment of
future 6G networks, as it not only improves network efficiency
but also better accommodates the high density, meeting the
growing demand for bandwidth and low-latency requirements.
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