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Abstract—Smart helpers (SHs) have been proposed to improve
content delivery delays and alleviate high fronthaul loads in fog
radio access networks (F-RANs). They offer an alternative to
deploying additional enhanced remote radio heads (RRHs), which
are often infeasible due to site constraints. The optimal placement
of SHs can significantly increase the number of users they serve
which leads to enhanced cache efficiency and improved content
delivery delay. In this letter, we optimize SH placement within
an F-RAN to maximize the cache hit rate and further reduce
the content delivery latency. We model the SH cache hit rate as
a function of outage probability and user density distribution.
We develop a function to estimate user density distribution
leveraging the radial basis functions (RBFs) method and optimize
SH placement utilizing the particle swarm optimization (PSO)
algorithm. Our numerical results confirm the effectiveness of the
proposed approach in maximizing the SH cache hit rate, thereby
improving delivery delays and fronthaul loads of the network.

Index Terms—Fog radio access networks, kernel density esti-
mation, smart helpers, user density estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

FOG-radio access networks (F-RANs) have become a

promising solution for ultra-reliable low-latency services

by upgrading remote radio heads (RRHs) to enhanced RRHs

(eRRHs), bringing caching and signal processing closer to

users [1]. The demand for improved Quality of Service (QoS)

pushes for more eRRH installations in F-RANs. However,

densifying these networks by increasing the number of eRRHs

presents significant challenges, including space limitations at

potential sites and the cost and complexity of establishing

additional fronthaul links, particularly in densely populated

urban areas.

Cache-enabled device-to-device (CE-D2D) communications

have emerged as a viable solution to enhance QoS in F-

RANs by allowing devices to cache popular content and serve

nearby users, reducing the dependency on additional eRRHs

[2], [3]. Specifically, the congestion on the eRRHs and the

heavy loads on fronthaul links could be alleviated by sharing

the content between the users [4], [5]. However, despite their

potential, CE-D2D communications have some limitations due

to privacy and power usage concerns. On the other hand,

CE-relays have been also explored as a solution to cache

content and facilitate communication between eRRHs and
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users to improve QoS [6]. These relays cache popular content

while operating as an intermediary between users and eRRHs

and serve users with their requests in the subsequent time

frames [7]. Nevertheless, CE-relays face inefficiencies in cache

updates when used infrequently, and when used frequently,

they introduce delays and increase fronthaul load due to the

added communication between eRRHs, CE-relays, and the

MBS to retrieve the necessary data [8].

As an alternative to CE-D2D and CE-relay communications,

[9] proposed the concept of smart helpers (SHs) to enhance

the QoS without expanding eRRHs and fronthaul links, while

addressing CE-D2D security concerns and improving cache

update and delivery delays compared to CE-relays. In the

proposed SH-aided F-RAN, SHs are cost-effective elements

that do not need to establish extra fronthaul links. They can

listen to the communications between the eRRHs and the users

happening around them, cache the popular content smartly, and

serve users with their requests. To optimize the performance

of SHs, we tackled the problem of minimizing delays by

optimizing both resource allocation and cache management for

SHs, when they are positioned at random locations within the

network. However, optimizing the SH placement in a network

with a non-uniform distribution of users has a direct impact

on the cache hit rate of SHs due to their service coverage.

In this letter, we optimize the placement of SHs in F-

RANs to maximize cache hit rates and reduce latency. We

model the SH hit rate, defined as the number of users under

the SH’s coverage, as a function of outage probability and

user density distribution. While user density is inherently

random and varies over time, previous studies [10], [11]

have shown that it exhibits long-range temporal dependence

and region-specific characteristics. We estimate user density

through eRRH activity history via the radial basis function

(RBF) algorithm [12]. We then formulate an optimization

problem for SH placement, which is non-convex and ana-

lytically intractable. We solve the problem using the particle

swarm optimization (PSO). Numerical results demonstrate the

effectiveness of our approach, which can also guide network

planning by identifying regions where additional eRRHs or

relays would improve coverage and performance.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Spatial Distribution of eRRHs and Users

Consider an F-RAN network, where R single-antenna eR-

RHs and a single-antenna SH serve U single-antenna users

within a rectangular area A. We denote the set of eRRHs, the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.16597v1
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SH, and the set of users by R, S, and U , respectively. The eR-

RHs are spatially distributed following a poisson point process

(PPP) with an intensity λR. The set of eRRHs are represented

as R = {lr; r ∈ N}, where lr = (xr , yr) denotes the location

of the rth eRRH. We assume that the spatial density of users

within a specific area remains stationary over a relatively long

time frame. This means that while individual user locations

may change randomly, the overall statistical properties of user

density are consistent over time, influenced by stable factors

such as population distribution and geographical constraints.

Following [13], [14], we model the user density distribution

using PPP. Additionally, a user-eRRH correlated poisson clus-

ter process (PCP) has been considered in [15], [16]. However,

in dense and crowded urban areas, spatial distribution of

users often becomes independent of eRRHs due to dynamic

environmental changes, such as new building constructions

and company launches. Hence, we adopt an independent PCP

to model the user density distribution. Specifically, we assume

that users form clusters representing buildings and groups of

people within the area. The complete set of PCP users is

denoted by C =
⋃

c (lc + Uc), where lc indicates the location

of cluster head c, and Uc = {lCc,u;u ∈ N} represents the users

in cluster c, where lCc,u denotes the location of user u within

cluster c. Within each cluster, Nc users are scattered according

to a circularly symmetric normal distribution with variance

σ2
U around the cluster head. To account for pedestrians and

individually scattered users, we introduce an additional set of

users, P = {lPu ;u ∈ N}, which is distributed according to a

PPP with an intensity λU . Here, lPu represents the location of

user u in P . Finally, we combine both sets of users to represent

the total user population as UT = {C,P} .

B. User Scheduling and Outage Probability of the SH

The channel between each pair of nodes (i.e., users and

eRRHs/SH) is modeled using the Rayleigh fading channel

model, which is widely used in environments where there are

many scatters and no line-of-sight path is dominant [17]. The

channel between a typical user that is located at lU = (x, y)
and the eRRHs and the SH is given by

hU ,ζ =

√

β0

‖lu − lζ‖α
h̃u,ζ , (1)

where ζ ∈ {R,S} represents one of the eRRHs or the SH, β0

is the path loss at the reference distance d = 1m, ‖lr − lζ‖
is the distance between the user and ζ, α is the path loss

exponent, and h̃u,ζ ∼ CN (0, 1) represents the Rayleigh fading

component.

We assume that the eRRHs and the SH serve the users

using different sets of frequency-orthogonal resource blocks.

This orthogonality ensures no frequency overlap between the

resources allocated to the users by the associated eRRH or the

SH. However, users experience interference from other eRRHs

and the SH using the same set of resource blocks. Hence, the

received signal at the intended user u is given by

yu =
√

PThu,ζau,ζ +
∑

j∈Rζ
j 6=ζ

√

PThu,ζau,j + nu, (2)

where au,ζ ∈ {0, 1} represents the assignment of user u to

eRRH ζ, nu ∼ CN (0, N0) is the received noise with N0 as

the noise power, Rζ ⊂ R is the set of eRRHs utilizing the

same frequency set as ζ, and PT is the transmit power from

ζ. Thus, the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of

user u that is associated with ζ is given by

γu,ζ =
PT |hu,ζ |2

∑

j∈Rζ
j 6=ζ

PT |hu,j |2 +N0
. (3)

Similar to [18], we assume that the noise power at the users’

receivers is negligible compared to the interference signal

power they receive. Hence, the users are assigned to the eRRH

based on the maximum signal-to-interference (SIR) value. We

denote nr as the number of assigned users to the rth eRRH,

which is given by nr =
∑

u∈UT I(argmaxr′∈R γu,r = r),
where I(.) is the indicator function. In addition, the aver-

age outage probability of serving a typical user in location

lU = (x, y) by the SH at the location lS = (xS , yS) can be

obtained as

Pout(x, y|lS) = P{
PT |hU ,S |2

∑

r∈Rζ
PT |hU ,r|2

≤ γ̄|x, y}, (4)

where γ̄ is the minimum required SIR value between the SH

and a typical user at the location of (x, y) to make a reliable

connection. Considering (1), we have

Pout(x, y|lS) = P{|h̃U ,S |
2 ≤ γ̄

∑

r∈Rζ

(

‖lS − lU‖

‖lr − lU‖

)α

|h̃U ,r|
2},

(5)

where |h̃U ,S |2 follows a χ-square distribution with two degrees

of freedom that is equivalent to an exponential distribution

with a mean 1. Hence, the outage probability for a single user

at the location (x, y) and the SH at the location (xS , yS) is

given by

Pout(x, y|lS) = 1−
∏

r∈Rζ

E{e
−γ̄

(

‖lS−lU‖

‖lr−lU‖

)α
|h̃u,r|

2

}. (6)

Since |h̃U ,r|2 is also exponentially distributed, the expectation

simplifies the expression further as follows [19]

Pout(x, y|lS) = 1−
∏

r∈Rζ

1

1 + γ̄
(

‖lS−lU‖
‖lr−lU‖

)α . (7)

Now, given the spatial density distribution D(x, y), the average

number of users under the coverage area of the SH at the

location of lS is obtained by

nS(lS) =

∫

A

∏

r∈Rζ

1

1 + γ̄
(

‖lS−lU‖
‖lr−lU‖

)α ×D(x, y) dx dy. (8)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In general, the average number of users served by the SH

that is located at (xS , yS) is given by

N cache
S (xS , yS) = nS(xS , yS)× Pc, (9)

where Pc =
∑F

f=1 Ppzfcf is the cache hit success probability

of the SH, cf represents the optimized cache resource, Pp is
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Fig. 1. Diagram of the proposed solution for optimizing the SH placement.

the probability of requesting popular file segments, and zf
is the probability of requesting the f th popular file segment.

Due to the independence of Pc from the location of the SH, we

assume Pc is optimized using the algorithm proposed in [9],

and focus on maximizing the cache hit rate by optimizing the

location of the SH. Given optimized Pc, the SH placement

optimization problem that aims to maximize the average

number of users under SH coverage while ensuring the area

boundary constraints is formulated as follows

max
xS ,yS

nS(xS , yS)

s. t. : (xS , yS) ∈ A. (10)

Obtaining the optimal solution to this problem is analytically

challenging due to a couple of reasons. First, the spatial density

distribution function D(x, y) is not known and needs to be

estimated. Second, the product term
∏

r∈Rζ

1

1+γ̄
(

‖lS−lU‖

‖lr−lU‖

)α

incorporates non-linearity from the exponent α and the Eu-

clidean distances. Hence, the analytical solution is intractable.

To tackle this challenge, we first develop an algorithm to

estimate the user density distribution using RBF algorithm

as in Section IV-A. Then, using the estimated user density

distribution, we estimate the hit rate function and present

an algorithm for optimizing the SH placement using the

particle swarm optimization (PSO) algorithm as presented in

Section IV-B. Figure 1 represents the diagram of the proposed

approach for optimizing the SH placement.

IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION: ESTIMATION OF USER DENSITY

AND SH PLACEMENT OPTIMIZATION

A. Estimation of User Density

In our case, user assignment depends on the distance

between eRRHs and users since the users are assigned to

the eRRH with the maximum SIR. To model the user density

distribution, RBFs are particularly effective, as they account

for distance variations and provide smooth interpolation of

irregularly distributed data [12]. Therefore, we model the user

density function D(x, y) using RBFs centred at the eRRH

locations. However, the non-uniform distribution of eRRHs

creates challenges in accurately assessing user density distribu-

tion based solely on the number of users associated with each

eRRH [10]. To address this non-uniformity, we normalize the

number of assigned users to the eRRHs to the Voronoi area of

each eRRH. Let Ar ⊂ A denote the Voronoi area of the rth

eRRH. The normalized number of users associated with the

rth eRRH is defined as n̄r = nr/area(Ar). Given the location

lr of the rth eRRH and its normalized number of users n̄r,

we estimate the weighted density distribution of the users as

D̃(x, y) =
R
∑

r=1

wrϕ(xr , yr|lr), (11)

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value Parameter Value

λR, λC 6/km2 λU 10/km2

α, β0 3, 10−6 w, c1, c2 0.5, 1.5, 2
γ̄, Pc 5 dB , 0.3 PT 10 mW

σ2

U ∼ U(0.2, 0.25) Nc ∼ U(50, 80)

where ϕ(·) is the RBF and wr is the interpolation weight of

eRRH r. Here we consider the linear function as the RBFs

of eRRHs ϕ(x, y|lr) = ‖lr − lU‖, where lU = (x, y) and

lr = (xr , yr). The weights wr are determined by solving the

interpolation system formed by enforcing the condition that

D̃(xr, yr) = n̄r at each eRRH location. This leads to a system

of linear equations as w = Φ−1
n̄, where Φ is the matrix with

elements Φij = ϕ(‖li− lj‖), and n̄ = [n̄1, n̄2, . . . , n̄R]
T is the

vector of normalized user counts at each eRRH. By solving

this system, we obtain the weights wr , which are then used

to interpolate the user density across the network. To ensure

that the estimated user density D̃(x, y) accurately reflects the

actual total number of users, we normalize it by multiplying

D̃(x, y) by the factor U
∫

A
D̃(x,y)dx dy

.

B. Optimizing SH Location Using PSO

Given user density distribution estimate, the number of users

covered by the SH at location lS can be determined using

Equation (8). Now, we employ PSO to optimize the location

of the SH. The objective is to maximize the fitness function

nS(lS), where lS represents the SH location. The algorithm

begins by randomly initializing a swarm of particles, liS(0) for

i ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, with each particle representing a potential

location for the SH. The particles’ positions and velocities

are initialized randomly within the search space. During each

iteration, the particles update their positions and velocities

based on their best-found position, pbest
i (n) = maxn l

i
S(n),

and the best position found by the swarm up to that iteration,

gbest(n) = maxn,i l
i
S(n). The velocity update is given by

δi(n+ 1) = wδi(n) + c1r1
[

pbest
i (n)− li(n)

]

+ c2r2
[

gbest(n)− li(n)
]

, (12)

where δi(n) and li(n) are the velocity and position of the i-
th particle at iteration n, respectively. Here, w is the inertia

weight, c1 and c2 are the cognitive and social coefficients, and

r1 and r2 are random numbers uniformly distributed between

0 and 1. After updating the velocities, the positions of the

particles are updated as follows

li(n+ 1) = li(n) + δi(n+ 1). (13)

Particle positions are constrained to remain within the bounds

of the search area A. After performing N iterations, the global

best position, gbest(N) = maxn,i l
i
S(N), is considered the

optimal solution found by the algorithm. It is crucial to choose

an adequate numbers of particles M and iterations N to ensure

convergence to the global optimal solution.
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Fig. 2. Normalized number of users in each Voronoi.

Fig. 3. Real user density distribution versus estimated model using the
proposed approach.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, selected numerical results are provided to

verify the effectiveness of the proposed approach for optimiz-

ing the location of the SH in F-RAN settings. We distribute

the eRRHs and the clusters of the users in a 5× 5 km2 area.

The simulation parameters are provided in Table I. Figure 2

depicts the normalized number of users in each Voronoi cell

for a realization of the spatial distribution of users and eRRHs

within the area over a certain period of time. To ensure fair

performance evaluation, the analysis focuses on a central 3×3
km2 region (coordinates 1 km to 4 km), ensuring uniform

interference levels across all eRRHs.

Figure 3 shows the user density distribution and its esti-

mation using our proposed algorithm. As seen, our proposed

approach captures the overall dynamics of the user distribu-

tion, despite some finer details being missed in the estimated

density. The figure also highlights key coordinates for potential

SH locations, including the busiest eRRH, the primary user

hotspot, and the optimized SH location determined by the pro-

posed and GA algorithms, both using 20 particles/individuals

Fig. 4. Comparison of MSE values of user density estimation approaches
across different values of λR.

Fig. 5. Cache hit rate of the SH in different locations of the map.

over 20 iterations/generations.

Figure 4 compares the average mean square error (MSE) of

user density estimation across the proposed algorithm, kernel

density estimation (KDE), and two Voronoi-based approaches:

Vor-T, which assigns uniform distributions centered at eRRH

locations, and Vor-B, which places uniform distributions cen-

tered at the barycenters of each cell’s signal dominance profile,

as considered in most previous literature [20]. The figure

shows the proposed algorithm achieves the lowest MSE and

outperforms KDE and the region-based algorithm. While KDE

shows moderate accuracy, the region-based method exhibits

the highest MSE which indicates its lower effectiveness. Addi-

tionally, increasing the number of eRRHs improves estimation

accuracy for all methods by providing higher data resolution.

Figure 5 shows the cache hit rate of the SH, nS(xS , yS),
across different locations in the region. The figure highlights

that, while there are several local optima where the SH could

serve many users, the proposed algorithm effectively achieves

the best location with the global optimum hit rate value, where

the SH can serve the most users. Moreover, a joint analysis of

Figures 5 and 3 reveals that the optimal SH location does not

essentially coincide with the primary hotspot or the areas with

the highest eRRH activity, where the user concentration is the

densest. This is because the cache hit rate of SH is influenced

not only by user density but also by the spatial distribution of

eRRHs and the interference they introduce to the users.

Figure 6 compares of the cache hit rates achieved by the SH

across various placement strategies, represented through box

plots derived from 50 independent trials. The figure reveals

that the proposed approach achieves the highest cache hit rate,

both in terms of average and maximum values, outperforming

alternative strategies such as the GA approach, placement

at the busiest eRRH, and random placement. The proposed
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the cache hit rate of the SH across various locations.

approach improves the average cache hit rate by more than

25% compared to the GA approach, with the average cache hit

rate exceeding 50 for the proposed approach while remaining

below 40 for the GA approach. While the GA method shows

performance closest to the proposed approach, it falls short in

terms of both average and peak performance.

Figure 7 depicts the cache hit rate of the SH at locations

determined by the proposed approach, the GA algorithm, the

busiest eRRH, the primary hotspot, and random placements,

evaluated across various λR values. As seen, while the GA-

optimized location exhibits better performance compared to

the busiest eRRH, the primary hotspot, and random place-

ments, the proposed approach significantly outperforms all

alternatives, which demonstrates its superior reliability, scala-

bility, and efficiency over all alternatives.

VI. CONCLUSION

This letter considers optimizing the placement of a SH

within an F-RAN architecture. We introduced a novel approach

that leverages the RBF algorithm to estimate user density dis-

tribution based on the activity history of the eRRHs. Building

on this estimation, we formulated an optimization problem

that minimizes the outage probability and thereby maximizes

the cache hit rate across the targeted area via optimizing

the SH placement. This optimization problem was tackled by

employing the PSO algorithm. Our simulation results validated

the effectiveness of the proposed approach, demonstrating its

superiority over existing methods and confirming that it can

reliably achieve the global optimal solution. Specifically, our

proposed algorithm achieves approximately 25% cache hit rate

of improvement compared to the GA approach.
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