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Abstract—The age of information (AoI) performance analysis
is essential for evaluating the information freshness in the large-
scale mobile edge computing (MEC) networks. This work pro-
poses the earliest analysis of the mean AoI (MAoI) performance
of large-scale partial offloading MEC networks. Firstly, we
derive and validate the closed-form expressions of MAoI by
using queueing theory and stochastic geometry. Based on these
expressions, we analyse the effects of computing offloading ratio
(COR) and task generation rate (TGR) on the MAoI performance
and compare the MAoI performance under the local computing,
remote computing, and partial offloading schemes. The results
show that by jointly optimising the COR and TGR, the partial
offloading scheme outperforms the local and remote computing
schemes in terms of the MAoI, which can be improved by up to
51% and 61%, respectively. This encourages the MEC networks
to adopt the partial offloading scheme to improve the MAoI
performance.

Index Terms—Age of information, mobile edge computing,
partial offloading, queueing theory, stochastic geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the rapid development of Internet of Things
(IoT) and artificial intelligence (AI), the freshness

of information has become critical for latency-sensitive ap-
plications, such as autonomous driving, telemedicine, and
augmented reality (AR). Decisions made by latency-sensitive
applications based on outdated information may not be ap-
plicable. To characterise the information freshness, the age
of information (AoI) has recently been proposed, which is
defined as the time duration between the generation time
of the latest computation-intensive task successfully received
by the receiver and the current time [1]. Different from the
traditional latency performance, the AoI is related to the task
generation time at the source node and the queueing and
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processing time at the service node, which are irrelevant to
the latency performance. However, user equipments (UEs)
usually have limited computing capability, which increases the
queueing and processing time, thus leading to an undesirable
high AoI. In order to tackle the problem, the European
Telecommunications Standard Institute (ETSI) proposes the
concept of mobile edge computing (MEC) [2]. In the MEC
networks, edge servers, such as base station (BS) or access
point (AP), are usually deployed at the edge of networks with
abundant computing resources. By offloading the computation-
intensive tasks from UEs to edge servers, the queueing and
processing time can be effectively reduced, thus improving the
AoI performance [3]. However, if all computation-intensive
tasks are offloaded to edge servers, the AoI performance may
not be improved due to limited spectrum resources, which
increases the transmission delay. Therefore, how to determine
the computing offloading scheme in the MEC networks has
become a crucial problem to improve the AoI performance
[4].

Some existing works studied the AoI performance in the
MEC networks [5]–[9]. In [5], the mean AoI (MAoI), which
is defined as the average value of AoI for the computation-
intensive tasks in a given time interval, was investigated under
both local and remote computing schemes. The results showed
that the local computing scheme can achieve lower MAoI than
the remote computing scheme when the size of tasks is large.
Based on this work, the partial offloading scheme has been
proposed in [6] to further improve the MAoI performance in
the MEC networks. The closed-form results of MAoI under
the partial offloading scheme were derived. The results showed
that the MAoI under the partial offloading scheme can be
significantly reduced compared to both local and remote com-
puting schemes in [5], and there exists an optimal computing
offloading ratio (COR), defined as the proportion of tasks
offloaded to the edge server, to minimise the MAoI. Moreover,
the joint effects of COR and task generation rate (TGR), which
is defined as the arrival rate of UE-generated tasks, on the
MAoI performance in the partial offloading MEC networks
were investigated in [7]–[9]. Works [7] and [8] compared
the MAoI performance under the partial offloading scheme
with joint optimisation of COR and TGR versus only COR
optimisation. The results showed that the MAoI performance
can be further improved by the joint optimisation of COR and
TGR. Work [9] proposed a status update algorithm based on
reinforcement learning to reduce the MAoI in the vehicular
edge networks, where the roadside units are considered as
edge servers, by jointly adjusting the COR and TGR. However,
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the tasks considered in the aforementioned works are code-
partitioned rather than data-partitioned [10]. Data-partitioned
tasks can be divided into several independent sub-tasks for
parallel computing, while code-partitioned tasks can only be
computed in a specific sequence [11]. With the growing
interest in distributed machine learning, the AoI performance
analysis with data-partitioned tasks has become critical, and
existing models adopted in the aforementioned works cannot
be applied. Moreover, all the above works only considered
small-scale partial offloading MEC networks which consist of
a limited number of edge servers and UEs. The effects of
COR and TGR on the MAoI performance in large-scale partial
offloading MEC networks are not yet known.

Some works studied the AoI performance in large-scale
networks based on stochastic geometry [12]–[16]. Work [12]
investigated the MAoI performance in the large-scale privacy
preservation-oriented mobile crowd-sensing networks based on
the Poisson point process (PPP). The results showed that the
AoI for privacy-preserving data is higher compared to that
for unencrypted sensing data. In [13], the MAoI performance
was investigated in the wireless powered stochastic energy
harvesting networks, where the power beacons and energy
harvesting nodes follow the PPP and binomial point process,
respectively. Its results showed that a lower MAoI can be
achieved by optimising TGR when the successful transmission
probability (STP), which is defined as the probability that
the signal-to-interference ratio (SIR) of the destination node
receiving the data packets from the source node is greater
than a threshold, is relatively small. Work [14] investigated the
MAoI performance in the cellular-connected unmanned aerial
vehicle (UAV) networks based on the PPP. The results showed
that there exists an optimal UAV altitude for minimising the
MAoI in the cellular-connected UAV networks. However, the
clustered nature of UEs has been ignored. In our previous
work [15], the MAoI performance of large-scale cellular IoT
networks was analysed based on the Poisson cluster process,
but this work focuses on the impact of data compression in
the IoT devices on the MAoI, ignoring the effect of computing
offloading strategy on the MAoI in the MEC network. To our
best knowledge, work [16] is the only work investigating the
MAoI performance in the large-scale vehicular networks with
computing offloading. However, it only studied the MAoI per-
formance under the remote offloading strategy, i.e., offloading
all computation-intensive tasks to the edge server, where the
impact of partial offloading strategy is missing. Furthermore,
there lacks of literatures analysing the joint effects of COR
and TGR on the MAoI performance in the partial offloading
MEC networks. Accordingly, the motivations of our work can
be summarised as follows:

1) The AoI performance analysis in the large-scale partial
offloading MEC networks is missing in the literature.
The partial offloading scheme has only been investigated
in the small-scale MEC networks, which consist of a
limited number of edge servers and UEs. How this
scheme performs in the large-scale MEC networks is still
unknown.

2) The existing queueing models may no longer be applica-

ble to the large-scale partial offloading MEC networks.
3) There lacks of literatures investigating the joint effects of

COR and TGR in the large-scale partial offloading MEC
networks.

To our best knowledge, this paper is the earliest analysis
on the MAoI performance in the large-scale partial offloading
MEC networks. Based on the Jackson network in queueing
theory, we propose a new queueing model for the partial
offloading scheme with data-partitioned tasks. Equipped with
these, the closed-form expressions of MAoI in the large-scale
MEC networks under the local computing, remote computing,
and partial offloading schemes are derived and validated by
Monte Carlo simulations. Then, we numerically analyse the
effects of COR and TGR on the MAoI performance and
compare the MAoI performance under local computing, re-
mote computing, and partial offloading schemes. Our main
contributions are summarised as follows:

1) We proposes the earliest analysis of the MAoI perfor-
mance in the large-scale partial offloading MEC net-
works. By combining queueing theory and stochastic
geometry, the closed-form expressions of MAoI in the
large-scale partial offloading MEC networks are derived
and validated through Monte Carlo simulations.

2) To obtain the closed-form expressions of MAoI in the
large-scale partial offloading MEC networks, we adopt
the Jackson network in queueing theory to describe the
partial offloading scheme with data-partitioned tasks.

3) The results show that by jointly optimising COR and
TGR, the MAoI can be significantly reduced. Under
our simulation environment, the MAoI under the partial
offloading scheme with the optimal COR and TGR can be
reduced by up to 51% and 61% compared to the local and
remote computing schemes, respectively. Consequently,
the partial offloading scheme can be widely adopted in
the large-scale MEC networks to improve the MAoI per-
formance. Additionally, the proposed partial offloading
scheme can alleviate the requirement on the computing
capability of UEs.

The remainder of this article is organised as follows. Section
II introduces the network model, the computing offloading
model, and the investigated performance metrics. In Section
III, the analytical results of MAoI in the large-scale MEC
networks are derived. In Section IV, the validation results and
the numerical analysis are presented before concluding the
paper in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Network Model

We consider a large-scale partial offloading MEC network
consisting of UEs and BSs. Each UE consists of three compo-
nents: a sensor that generates the computation-intensive tasks,
a local processor that processes these tasks, and a transmitter
that offloads these tasks to its associated BS via wireless
channels. Each BS is equipped with an edge server that
provides edge computing resources to process the offloaded
tasks and then transmits the computing results back to the
corresponding UE for decision-making. The positions of BSs
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and UEs are modelled following a Matern cluster process
(MCP) [17]. The locations of BSs follow a PPP with density
λB, denoted by {yi}, i ∈ (1, 2, · · · , NB) with NB being
the number of BSs in the partial offloading MEC network.
The locations of UEs are uniformly scattered in a circular
region centered around their associated BSs with radius being
1/
√
πλB [18]. The locations of UEs are represented by {xi,j},

j ∈ (1, 2, · · · , Ni), where Ni is the number of UEs in the BS
yi.

For each link between the UE and its associated BS, we
assume that it experiences pathloss and small-scale fading.
For the pathloss, a log-distance model is assumed, which is
expressed by l(r) = r−α [19], where r is the distance between
the UE and its associated BS, and α is the pathloss expo-
nent. For the small-scale fading, Rayleigh fading is assumed.
Therefore, the received power attenuation can be modelled as
an independent exponential distribution with rate parameter
being 1. We further assume that the uplink transmit power
employs a fraction channel inversion power control mechanism
[20]. Consequently, for a specific UE xi,j associated with the
BS yi, the uplink transmit power Pi,j can be expressed by
Pi,j = pl(Ri,j)

−ϵ, where p is the fixed transmit power, Ri,j
is the distance between the UE xi,j and its associated BS yi,
and ϵ is the power control factor.

According to Slivnyak’s theorem [21], we deploy a typical
BS at the origin without loss of generality. We assume that
a group of UEs served by the same BS uses orthogonal
frequency resources [22]. Therefore, for the typical BS, there is
only an interfering UE in each BS. For denotational simplicity,
{Ri} and {Di} denote the distances from the interfering UEs
to their associated BSs and the typical BS, respectively. In
particular, the distance between a specific UE associated with
the typical BS and the typical BS is denoted by R0. As a
result, the received SIR at the typical BS can be expressed by

SIR =
h0R0

−αpl(R0)
−ϵ∑

{Φi} hiDi
−αpl(Ri)

−ϵ , (1)

where Φi is the set of interfering UEs. h0 and hi are the small-
scale fading from the specific UE and the i-th interfering UE
to the typical BS, respectively. Since this work focuses on the
MAoI performance in the large-scale partial offloading MEC
networks, it is assumed that the BSs can obtain perfect channel
state information (CSI) via channel estimation on pilot signals
from the UEs [23].

Equipped with the SIR, if a computation-intensive task
is successfully offloaded from the UE xi,j to its associated
BS yi, the average offloading rate C̄tr

i,j can be expressed by
Bi,j log2(1+τ)Θi,j [24], where Bi,j is the bandwidth of sub-
channel. In our work, the round-robin scheduling is adopted to
fairly allocate each sub-channel bandwidth [25]. Thus, the sub-
channels bandwidth Bi,j can be expressed by Bi,j = Btot/Ni,
where Btot denotes the available total bandwidth in the BS yi.
Additionally, τ is a SIR threshold. Θi,j denotes the STP, which
is defined as the probability that the SIR of BS yi receiving
the computation-intensive tasks from the UE xi,j exceeds the
SIR threshold τ .

Fig. 1. The computing offloading model in the large-scale partial offloading
MEC network.

B. Computing Offloading Model

As shown in Fig. 1, the entire procedure of computing
offloading is described as follows. Firstly, the computation-
intensive tasks are generated at each sensor of UE. For a
specific UE xi,j associated with the BS yi, we assume that
the size of tasks follows an independently and identically
distributed exponential distribution with a fixed mean Li,j .
Meanwhile, the task generation is assumed to be event-
triggered [26], i.e., the sensor of the UE detects the occurrence
of a certain event and then generates a computation-intensive
task. The generated task is often random. Therefore, we
model the task arrival process as a Poisson process with
rate parameter ξi,j [27]. Secondly, based on the computing
capability of the UE, the UE determines whether this task can
be offloaded and whether to fully or partially offload the task
to its associated BS. Since information about the computing
capability of UEs can be easily obtained, we assume that the
time consumed in this decision process can be ignored [19].

In this work, we consider three computing offloading
schemes based on the proportion of computation-intensive
tasks being processed at the UE, namely the local computing,
remote computing, and partial offloading schemes. For the
local computing scheme, all computation-intensive tasks are
processed by the local processor of the UE. For the remote
computing scheme, all computation-intensive tasks are first
offloaded to the BS and then processed by the edge server
of the BS. For the partial offloading scheme, some of the
computation-intensive tasks are processed by the local proces-
sor of the UE, while the rest of them are processed by the edge
server of the BS. We assume that the computation-intensive
tasks are offloaded and processed following a first-come-
first-served (FCFS) queueing discipline and that the buffers
of the transmitters, local processors, and edge servers have
infinite sizes. Additionally, it is assumed that the unsuccessful
offloaded tasks will not be re-offloaded [28].

Three computing offloading schemes are described in details
as follows.
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1) Local Computing Scheme: In this scheme, all
computation-intensive tasks are processed by the local
processor of the UE xi,j . Recall that the task arrival process
follows the Poisson process with rate ξi,j and the task size
follows an exponential distribution with mean Li,j . Thus,
the local computing process can be modelled as the M/M/1
queue with the arrival rate being ξi,j and a constant service
rate being κi,j . Meanwhile, the average service delay Gi,j at
the local processor of the UE xi,j can be expressed by

Gi,j =
Ci,jLi,j
fi,j

, (2)

where Ci,j is the required CPU cycles to process one bit data,
and fi,j is the computing frequency at local processor of UE
xi,j , indicating the number of CPU cycles that can be provided
per second. Based on the Utilization law [29], the service
rate is inversely proportional to the average service time for
a single server. Accordingly, the service rate κi,j at the local
processor of the UE xi,j can be expressed by κi,j = 1/Gi,j .

2) Remote Computing Scheme: In this scheme, the
computation-intensive tasks generated by the UE xi,j are
offloaded to its associated BS yi by the transmitter and then
processed by the edge server of the BS yi. Similar to the local
computing process, the offloading process can be modelled
as the M/M/1 queue with the arrival rate being ξi,j and the
service rate being υi,j . The average offloading delay Ki,j at
the transmitter of the UE xi,j can be expressed by

Ki,j =
Li,j
C̄tr
i,j

=
Li,j

Bi,j log2(1 + τ)Θi,j
. (3)

Then, the service rate υi,j at the transmitter of the UE xi,j
can be obtained by 1/Ki,j .

According to Burke’s theory [30], the output of the M/M/1
queue is still a Poisson process with the same arrival rate.
Therefore, we model the computing process of the edge
server as the M/M/1 queue with the arrival rate ξi,j and
the service rate being εi,j . Moreover, we assume that the
computing frequency of the BS yi are divided into multiple
independent units as virtual machines (VMs) through network
function virtualisation (NFV) technology [22], [31]. Each
VM only processes the computation-intensive tasks from the
corresponding UE. As a result, the sum of the computing
frequency gi,j allocated to each UE in the BS yi cannot exceed

the computing frequency fBi of the BS yi, i.e.,
j=Ni∑
j=1

gi,j ≤ fBi .

Consequently, the average service delay Hi,j at the edge server
can be expressed by

Hi,j =
Ci,jLi,j
gi,j

. (4)

Then, the service rate εi,j at the edge server can be obtained
by 1/Hi,j .

3) Partial Offloading Scheme: In this scheme, the
computation-intensive tasks generated by the UE xi,j are
divided into two independent parts, i.e., βi,j and (1 − βi,j),
where βi,j ∈ (0, 1) is the COR. As illustrated in Fig. 1, a
portion (1− βi,j) of computation-intensive tasks is processed
by the UE xi,j , while the rest βi,j of them are processed

by the BS yi for parallel computing. Based on queueing
theory, we model the partial offloading process as a Jackson
network, which consists of one M/M/1 queue described in
the local computing scheme and two M/M/1 tandem queues
described in the remote computing scheme. According to the
independent thinning property of Poisson process, the arrivals
of computation-intensive tasks at the local processor and
transmitter of the UE xi,j follow the Poisson processes with
rates (1− βi,j)ξi,j and βi,jξi,j , respectively. Accordingly, for
local computing in the partial offloading scheme, the average
service delay Sl

i,j at the local processor of the UE xi,j can be
expressed by Sl

i,j = (1− βi,j)Gi,j . Consequently, the service
rates µl

i,j of local processor can be calculated by 1/Sl
i,j . For

remote computing in the partial offloading scheme, the average
service delay St,e

i,j consists of the average offloading delay St
i,j

at the transmitter of UE xi,j and the average service delay
Se
i,j at the edge server of BS yi, which can be expressed by
St
i,j = βi,jKi,j and Se

i,j = βi,jHi,j , respectively. As a result,
under the partial offloading scheme, the service rate µt

i,j of
transmitter and the service rate µe

i,j of edge server can be
calculated by 1/St

i,j and 1/Se
i,j , respectively.

Note that the local and remote computing schemes can be
considered as special cases of the partial offloading scheme.
In the partial offloading scheme, βi,j = 0 corresponds to the
local computing scheme, while βi,j = 1 corresponds to the
remote computing scheme.

After the computing offloading process, the computing
results at the BS are transmitted back to the corresponding
UE for decision-making. Since the size of computing results
is limited, the delay in transmitting the computing results can
be ignored in our work [6].

C. Investigated Performance Metrics
In this work, we focus on investigating the AoI performance

in the large-scale partial offloading MEC networks. Recall that
the AoI is defined as the time elapsed between the generation
time of the latest completely processed computation-intensive
task received by the UE xi,j and the current time. Thus, the
AoI ∆i,j(t) at the UE xi,j can be expressed by ∆i,j(t) = t−tz
[1], where t denotes the current time. tz denotes the generation
time of the most recent completely processed computation-
intensive task index z received by the UE xi,j . However, as
the AoI is a stochastic process, it is difficult to obtain the
closed-form expression of ∆i,j(t). Therefore, we adopt the
MAoI, which is defined as the temporal average AoI in a
given time interval, as the performance metrics to evaluate
the information freshness in the large-scale partial offloading
MEC networks. As a result, the MAoI ∆̄i,j of the UE xi,j in
the time interval (0,L) can be expressed by

∆̄i,j = lim
L→∞

1

L

∫ L

0

∆i,j(t)dt. (5)

The derivations of MAoI in the large-scale partial offloading
MEC networks will be provided in the next section.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, the STP of the computation-intensive tasks
in the large-scale partial offloading MEC networks will be
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Fig. 2. An example of AoI demonstration under the partial offloading scheme
with the FCFS queueing discipline.

given first. Then, the closed-form expressions of MAoI under
the local computing, remote computing, and partial offloading
schemes will be derived. Based on these expressions, the
MAoI performance in the large-scale partial offloading MEC
networks can be analysed.

A. Successful Transmission Probability

The STP Θi,j is defined as the probability that the SIR of
the link from the UE xi,j to the BS yi is greater than a SIR
threshold τ . Therefore, the STP Θi,j can be expressed by

Θi,j = P(SIR > τ) . (6)

Based on our previous work [24], the closed-form result
of the STP in large-scale clustered networks modelled by the
MCP has been investigated. Since the spatial distributions of
BSs and UEs in our work also follow the MCP, the STP in the
large-scale partial offloading MEC networks can be obtained
similarly, which is given in Lemma 1.

Lemma 1. In the large-scale partial offloading MEC networks
with the spatial distributions of UEs and BSs following the
MCP, the STP Θi,j can be expressed by

Θi,j =

E ϵ
ϵ−1

(ς) + ς
1

1−ϵΓ

(
1 +

1

1− ϵ

)
, 0 ≤ ϵ < 1

exp (−ς) , ϵ = 1,

(7)

where ς = 2πτ
2
α

α(1+ϵ) sin( 2π
α )

and E ϵ
ϵ−1

(ς) =
∫∞
1

e−ςt

t
ϵ

ϵ−1
dt.

Proof. The derivation of STP is detailed in Appendix B of
[24].

Based on the result given in Lemma 1, the close-form
expressions of MAoI under the local computing, remote com-
puting, and partial offloading schemes can be derived.

B. Age of Information Analysis

For the partial offloading scheme, the UE xi,j successfully
receives a complete computing result of computation-intensive
task, which is obtained by integrating the computing results
from the UE xi,j and the BS yi. Then, the AoI decreases
to the elapsed time between the generation of computation-
intensive task and the reception of its complete computing
result. Otherwise, the AoI increases linearly. The AoI evolution

under the partial offloading scheme can be shown in Fig. 2.
The n-th computation-intensive task is generated at time tn
for n ∈ (1, · · · , z), where z is the most recent index of task
in the time interval (0,L). Since the n-th task is divided by
the UE into two independent parts, one part of the task is
processed by the local processor of the UE and completed at
time t̂′n, while the rest of the task is processed by the edge
server of the BS and completed at the time t̃′n. Therefore,
the UE obtains a complete computing result at the time t′n,
where t′n = max{t̂′n, t̃′n}. According to (5), the MAoI of the
UE xi,j can be obtained by calculating the area under the
AoI curve in a certain time interval (0,L), where L is set
to t′z . As illustrated in Fig. 2, this area can be considered
as consisting of a polygon Q1, multiple isosceles trapezoids
Qn, n ∈ {2, 3, · · · , z− 1}, and an isosceles triangle Q̄z . As a
result, the MAoI ∆̄p

i,j under the partial offloading scheme can
be expressed by

∆̄p
i,j = lim

L→∞

1

L

(
Q1 +

n=z−1∑
n=2

Qn + Q̄z

)
, (8)

which can be calculated by using the result in Lemma 2.

Lemma 2. In the large-scale partial offloading MEC net-
works, the MAoI ∆̄p

i,j of the UE xi,j under the partial
offloading scheme with the FCFS queueing discipline can be
calculated by

∆̄p
i,j =

1

E [An]

(
(1− βi,j) P

(
El
n

)
E
[
Al
nT

l
n

∣∣El
n

]
+ βi,jP

(
Et,e
n

)
E
[
At
nT

t,e
n

∣∣Et,e
n

]
+

1

2
E
[
An

2
])
,

(9)

where An, Al
n, and At

n denote the arrival intervals between
the (n − 1)-th and n-th computation-intensive tasks at the
sensor, the local processor, and the transmitter of the UE,
respectively. T l

n and T t,e
n denote the system times of the n-

th computation-intensive task for local computing and remote
computing, respectively. El

n denotes the event that the system
time of the n-th computation-intensive task for local computing
exceeds that for remote computing, i.e., T l

n > T t,e
n . Et,e

n

denotes the event that the system time of the n-th computation-
intensive task for remote computing exceeds that for local
computing, i.e., T t,e

n > T l
n.

Proof. See Appendix A.

Equipped with the result, the closed-form expression of
MAoI under the partial offloading scheme is given in Theorem
1.

Theorem 1. In the large-scale partial offloading MEC net-
works, the closed-form expression of MAoI at the UE xi,j
under the partial offloading scheme with the FCFS policy can
be calculated by

∆̄p
i,j =

ξi,j
ωt
i,jω

e
i,j

[(
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

) (
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
Ξ1
i,j

+ χl
i,j (γi,j + βi,jξi,j)

(
Ξ2
i,j + Ξ3

i,j

+
β2
i,jξi,j

Ωt,e
i,j

Ξ4
i,j +

β2
i,jξi,jχ

t
i,j

µe
i,jΩ

t,e
i,j

Ξ5
i,j

)]
+

1

ξi,j
,

(10)
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where ωψi,j=µ
l
i,j+µ

ψ
i,j− ξi,j , χl

i,j=µ
l
i,j−(1− βi,j) ξi,j , γi,j =

µl
i,j + µt

i,j + µe
i,j − ξi,j , Ω

ν,ψ
i,j = µνi,j + µψi,j − βi,jξi,j , and

χt
i,j=µ

t
i,j−βi,jξi,j are defined for denotational simplicity. In

these parameters, ψ ∈ {t, e} and ν ∈ {l, t, e}. Additionally,
Ξ1
i,j , Ξ

2
i,j , Ξ

3
i,j , Ξ

4
i,j , and Ξ5

i,j are given at the bottom of the
page.

Proof. See Appendix B.

Based on the result in Theorem 1, the closed-form ex-
pression of MAoI under the local computing scheme can be
obtained, which is given in Corollary 1.

Corollary 1. In the large-scale MEC networks, the closed-
form expression of MAoI ∆̄l

i,j under the local computing
scheme with the FCFS policy can be expressed by

∆̄l
i,j =

ξ2i,j(
µl
i,j

)2 (
µl
i,j − ξi,j

) + 1

µl
i,j

+
1

ξi,j
. (16)

Proof. By substituting βi,j = 0 into (10), the equation (16)
can be obtained.

Similarly, the closed-form expression of MAoI under the
remote computing scheme can be obtained, which is given in
Corollary 2 as follows.

Corollary 2. In the large-scale MEC networks, the closed-
form result of MAoI ∆̄e

i,j under the remote computing scheme

with the FCFS policy can be expressed by

∆̄e
i,j =

ξ2i,j
[(
µt
i,j + µe

i,j

) (
µt
i,j + µe

i,j − ξi,j
)
− µt

i,jµ
e
i,j

]
µt
i,j

(
µe
i,j

)2 (
µe
i,j − ξi,j

) (
µt
i,j + µe

i,j − ξi,j
)

+
ξ2i,j(

µt
i,j

)2 (
µt
i,j − ξi,j

) + 1

µt
i,j

+
1

ξi,j
+

1

µe
i,j

.

(17)

Proof. By substituting βi,j = 1 into (10), the equation (17)
can be obtained.

For the partial offloading scheme, it can be observed that
the MAoI performance is affected by the COR and TGR.
Therefore, to analyse the effects of COR and TGR on the
MAoI performance in the large-scale partial offloading MEC
networks, we formulate an optimisation problem to minimise
the MAoI given in Theorem 1 as follows:

arg min
{βi,j},{ξi,j}

∆̄p
i,j

s.t. C1 : 0 ≤ βi,j ≤ 1
C2 : (1− βi,j)ξi,j ≤ µl

i,j

C3 : βi,jξi,j ≤ µt
i,j

C4 : βi,jξi,j ≤ µe
i,j ,

(18)

where C1 gives the feasible range of COR. C2, C3, and C4
provide the feasible ranges of TGR at the local processor,
the transmitter, and the edge server to ensure the stability of
the Jackson network, respectively. Since the MAoI has been
derived in closed-form and the constraints of COR and TGR
are limited, the optimal COR and TGR for minimising the
MAoI can be obtained by using the bisection method [15].

Ξ1
i,j =

1

µl
i,jξi,j

+
χl
i,j

(
Ωl,t
i,j + ωe

i,j

)
µl
i,jξi,jΩ

l,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

+
(1− βi,j)

2
ξi,j

µl
i,jΩ

l,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

[
Ωl,t
i,j +Ωl,e

i,j − µl
i,j

Ωl,e
i,jω

e
i,j − Ωl,t

i,jω
t
i,j

(
Ωl,e
i,jω

e
i,j

ωt
i,j

−
Ωl,t
i,jω

t
i,j

ωe
i,j

)

+
3µt

i,j − 2βi,jξi,j

χl
i,j

((
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

) (
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
µl
i,j

+Ωl,t
i,j +Ωl,e

i,j − µl
i,j

)]
− 2 (1− βi,j)

2(
µl
i,j

)3 .

(11)

Ξ2
i,j =

1

µt
i,jξi,j

+

(
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

) (
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
µt
i,jξi,jΩ

l,t
i,j

(
Ωl,e
i,j + ωt

i,j − µl
i,j

) +
β2
i,jξi,j

µt
i,j

[
3µt

i,j − 2βi,jξi,j

µt
i,j

(
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

) +
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

ωt
i,jω

e
i,jΩ

l,t
i,j

]
−

2β2
i,jξi,j

(µt
i,j)

3
. (12)

Ξ3
i,j =

1

µe
i,jξi,j

+
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

ξi,jΩ
l,e
i,jγi,j

. (13)

Ξ4
i,j =

µe
i,j

(
µt
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
µt
i,jω

t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

(
1

µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

+
1

ωe
i,j

+
1

γi,j

)
− 1

µt
i,jΩ

t,e
i,j

+
χl
i,jγi,j

(
µt
i,j + 2µe

i,j − 2βi,jξi,j
)

µt
i,jω

t
i,j

(
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
Ωt,e
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

. (14)

Ξ5
i,j =

µt
i,j + µe

i,j

µt
i,jµ

e
i,j

[
1

µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

− 1

Ωt,e
i,j

+
µt
i,jµ

e
i,j(

χl
i,j + µt

i,j

) (
χl
i,j + µe

i,j

) ( 1

ωt
i,j

+
1

γi,j

)

+
χl
i,j

(
χl
i,j + µt

i,j + µe
i,j

)(
χl
i,j + µt

i,j

) (
χl
i,j + µe

i,j

) ( µe
i,j

γi,j
(
γi,j + µe

i,j

) + 1

Ωt,e
i,j

)
−

µe
i,j

(
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)
γi,j

[(
ωe
i,j + µe

i,j

)
γi,j + µe

i,j

(
µe
i,j − βi,jξi,j

)]] . (15)
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IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, the theoretical MAoI expressions for the
different computing offloading schemes are validated by the
Monte Carlo simulations. Based on the derived expressions,
the effects of COR, TGR, and computing capability of UEs in
terms of the MAoI are analysed numerically in the large-scale
partial offloading MEC networks.

A. Validation

In each simulation iteration, we deploy the locations of
the BSs and UEs following the MCP described in Section
II. Subsequently, according to the equation (1), we calculate
the SIR of the typical BS in each iteration. As a result, the
STP can be obtained by calculating the cumulative distribution
function (CDF) of SIR with 10,000 iterations. Equipped with
the STP, the results of MAoI can be validated. Subsequently,
we model 10,000 arrival tasks following the Poisson process in
the Jackson network. The service time of each task is modelled
as the exponential distribution with parameters related to the
service rate in each queueing model of the Jackson network.
For each arrival task, we record the arrival time and the
departure time in each queueing model of the Jackson network.
Thus, the simulation results of MAoI can be obtained by
calculating the mathematical conditional expectation in (9).
Note that the computing capability of UEs depends on their
type. Since UEs with different computing capabilities have
different MAoI results, the evaluation of MAoI performance is
complicated. To simplify the analysis, we assume that each UE
has the same values for TGR, COR, and computing frequency.
Meanwhile, it is also assumed that the number of UEs in each
BS is the same and that the computing frequency of the BS
are equally allocated to all UEs in the BS [24]. The parameter
values are listed in Table I unless otherwise specified.

In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, the theoretical and simulation results
of MAoI under the local computing, remote computing, and
partial offloading schemes are plotted versus the SIR thresh-
old and the COR, respectively. The results show that the
theoretical MAoIs are matched with the simulation results,
verifying the correctness of our derived closed-form expres-
sions. Moreover, it is observed in Fig. 4 that there exists
an optimal COR to minimise the MAoI under the partial
offloading scheme. Under our simulation environment, with
the increasing of COR, a sharp decrease in terms of the MAoI
occurs when the COR is in the range from 0 to 0.4, and
then the MAoI gradually increases under the partial offloading

TABLE I
SIMULATION VALUES

Parameters Values Parameters Values

τ 0 dB α 4

ϵ 0.5 Ni 20

Btot 50 MHz Li,j 2 Mbits

fi,j 1 GHz fB
i 45 GHz

Ci,j 900 CPU cycles/bit βi,j 0.4

ξi,j 0.2 λB 1× 10−4 BSs/m2

-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
SIR threshold (dB)

4

6

8

10

12

M
A

o
I

Local, theoretical result

Remote, theoretical result

Partial, theoretical result

Simulation results

Fig. 3. The simulation and theoretical results of MAoI versus the SIR
threshold for the local computing, remote computing, and partial offloading
schemes.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

COR

6

6.5

7

7.5

8

M
A

o
I

Local, theoretical result

Remote, theoretical result

Partial, theoretical result

Simulation results

Fig. 4. The simulation and theoretical results of MAoI versus the COR for
the local computing, remote computing, and partial offloading schemes.
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i,j
=0.2, =0 dB

i,j
=0.5, =0 dB

i,j
=0.2, =5 dB

i,j
=0.5, =5 dB

Fig. 5. The relationship between the optimal COR and the number of UEs
with the TGR being 0.2 and 0.5 and the SIR threshold being 0 dB and 5 dB.

scheme. It indicates that the COR has a significant impact on
the MAoI performance under the partial offloading scheme
and the optimal COR occurs near 0.4.

B. Analysis

In Fig. 5, we investigate the influence of the number of
UEs on the optimal COR with the TGR being 0.2 and 0.5
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i,j

Partial, 
i,j

=0.3

Partial, 
i,j

=0.7

0.2 0.3 0.4

6

8

10

Fig. 6. The relationship between the MAoI and the TGR with the COR being
0, 0.3, 0.7, 1 and optimal.

and the SIR threshold being 0 and 5 dB. The results show
that by increasing the number of UEs, the optimal COR
under the partial offloading scheme declines. This is mainly
because each UE is allocated fewer spectrum resources with
the increasing of number of UEs. Therefore, offloading fewer
computation-intensive tasks from the UE to its associated BS
can reduce transmission delay, which decreases the MAoI.
Furthermore, when the number of UEs is 30 and the SIR
threshold is 0 dB, we compare the scenarios with ξi,j = 0.2
and ξi,j = 0.5. Since a higher TGR causes a higher computing
burden on the UE, more computation-intensive tasks need to
be offloaded to the BS from the UE to alleviate the computing
burden on the UE, thus causing a significant improvement for
the MAoI. Consequently, TGR has a significant impact on the
optimal COR.

In Fig. 6, the MAoIs are illustrated versus the TGR with
the COR βi,j being 0, 0.3, 0.7, 1, and optimal. It can be
observed that with the increasing of TGR, a sharp decrease in
terms of the MAoI occurs when the TGR is in the range from
0.3 to 1.2, and then the MAoI gradually increases based on
our simulation environment. It indicates that the TGR has a
significant impact on the MAoI performance. A smaller TGR
results in a larger MAoI due to the server or processor being
idle. Meanwhile, a larger TGR leads to a larger MAoI due to
the extended waiting latency of computation-intensive tasks in
queue. Furthermore, as compared with the local and remote
computing schemes, i.e., βi,j = 0 and βi,j = 1, the MAoI
with the optimal COR can be reduced by up to 58% under the
partial offloading scheme. As a result, the minimal MAoI can
be obtained by jointly adjusting the optimal TRG and COR.

In Fig. 7, we investigate the relationship between the MAoI
and the number of UEs under different cases: 1) joint optimal
OR and TGR; 2) optimal OR with the TGR being 0.2 and 0.5;
3) optimal TGR with the COR being 0, 0.3, 0.6 and 1. The
results show that by adjusting the optimal TGR and COR, the
partial offloading scheme outperforms the local and remote
computing schemes in terms of the MAoI. The MAoI can be
decreased by up to 51% and 61% under the partial offloading
scheme with the optimal TGR and COR compared to the local
and remote computing schemes when the number of UEs is
25, respectively. It indicates that the partial offloading scheme,

5 10 15 20 25 30

Number of UEs

2

4

6

8

10

 M
A

o
I

Joint optimal 
i,j

Local, optimal 
i,j

Remote, optimal 
i,j

i,j
=0.3, optimal 

i,j

i,j
=0.6, optimal 

i,j

i,j
=0.2, optimal 

i,j

i,j
=0.5, optimal 

i,j

Fig. 7. The relationship between the MAoI and the number of UEs under the
seven cases: joint optimal COR and TGR, optimal TGR with the COR being
0, 0.3, 0.6 and 1, optimal COR with the TGR being 0.2 and 0.5.

0.5 0.75 1 1.25 1.5 1.75 2

Computing capability of UEs (GHz)

0

5

10

15
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I
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, L
i,j
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Remote, optimal 
i,j
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i,j
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Partial, joint optimal, L
i,j

=2 Mbits

Local, optimal 
i,j

, L
i,j

=3 Mbits

Remote, optimal 
i,j

, L
i,j

=3 Mbits

Partial, joint optimal, L
i,j

=3 Mbits

Fig. 8. The relationship between the MAoI and the computing capability of
UEs with the average task size being 2 and 3 Mbits.

which can fully utilize the computing resources in UEs and
BSs, should be adopted to enhance the information freshness
in the large-scale MEC networks.

Equipped with the optimal TGR and COR, in Fig. 8, the
MAoIs are illustrated versus the computing capability of UE
under the local computing, remote computing, and partial
offloading schemes with the average size of tasks being 2
and 3 Mbits. It is found that by increasing the computing
frequency of UE from 0.5 to 2 GHz, the MAoIs under the
local computing scheme can be reduced by up to 9.5 when
the average size of tasks is 2 Mbits, while the MAoI under
the partial offloading scheme can be reduced by up to 3.
This indicates that by employing the partial offloading scheme,
the requirement on the computing capability of UEs can be
reduced compared to the local computing scheme.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have derived the closed-form expressions
of MAoI in the large-scale partial offloading MEC networks.
Based on these expressions, the effects of COR, TGR, and
computing capability of UEs on MAoI performance are anal-
ysed numerically. It is observed that under our simulation
environment, with optimal COR and TGR, the MAoI un-
der the partial offloading scheme can be reduced by up to



9

51% and 61% compared to that under the local and remote
computing schemes, respectively. Consequently, the partial
offloading scheme should be applied in the large-scale MEC
networks to enhance the information freshness. Furthermore,
for systems requiring minimal MAoI, the pressure on UE
computing capabilities can be alleviated by utilizing the partial
offloading scheme. For future work, the joint optimisation of
TGR and COR for different UE types should be considered to
further improve MAoI performance in the large-scale partial
offloading MSE networks.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

According to (8), the MAoI ∆̄p
i,j under the partial offloading

scheme can be transformed as

∆̄p
i,j = lim

L→∞

[
Q1 + Q̄z

L
+
z − 2

L

∑n=z−1
n=2 Qn
z − 2

]
. (19)

When L tends to infinity and the values of Q1 and Q̄n are
finite, the term Q1+Q̄z

L in (19) becomes zero. Besides, as
shown in Fig. 2, the term z−2

L in (19) can be expressed by
z−2
L = z−2

t1+
∑z

n=2 An+Tmax
z

, where An is the arrival interval
between the (n − 1)-th and n-th tasks at the sensor of UE,
i.e., An = tn − tn−1. Tmax

z is the system time of the
z-th task under the partial offloading scheme. As the AoI
decreases when the UE receives a complete computing result,
the system time Tmax

n for the n-th computation-intensive
task is the maximum value between the system time T l

n

for local computing and the system time T t,e
n for remote

computing, i.e., Tmax
z = max{T l

z, T
t,e
z }. Based on the law

of large numbers [32], when the expectation of An exists and
the number of tasks z is large enough, the arithmetic mean
of An can be approximately calculated by its mathematical
expectation E[An]. Moreover, t1 and Tmax

z are finite values
with a probability of 1. Therefore, the term lim

L→∞
z−2
L in (19)

can be expressed by

lim
L→∞

z − 2

L
=

1

E[An]
. (20)

For the term
∑n=z−1

n=2 Qn

z−2 in (19), the area Qn can be obtained
by calculating the difference between two isosceles triangles,
which is expressed by

Qn =
1

2
(An + Tmax

n )
2 − 1

2
(Tmax
n )

2

=
1

2
A2
n +AnT

max
n .

(21)

As z is approaching infinity, the term
∑n=z−1

n=2 Qn

z−2 in (19) con-
verges to its corresponding mathematical expectations similar
to (20). Consequently, the MAoI under the partial offloading
scheme can be expressed by

∆̄p
i,j =

1

E [An]

(
1

2
E
[
A2
n

]
+ E [AnT

max
n ]

)
. (22)

It can be observed that for the value of Tmax
n , there are two

independent events, denoted by El
n and Et,e

n . For the event
El
n, the system time for local computing is longer than that for

remote computing, i.e., T l
n > T t,e

n . Consequently, the system
time Tmax

n for the n-th computation-intensive task under the
partial offloading scheme can be expressed by Tmax

n = T l
n.

For the event Et,e
n , the system time for remote computing

is longer than that for local computing, i.e., T t,e
n > T l

n. As
a result, the system time Tmax

n for the n-th computation-
intensive task under the partial offloading scheme can be
expressed by Tmax

n = T t,e
n . Moreover, recall that a portion

(1 − βi,j) of the computation-intensive tasks is processed at
the UE xi,j , while the rest βi,j of them are offloaded to the
BS yi for parallel computing. As a result, according to the
law of total expectation [22], the MAoI can be calculated by

∆̄p
i,j =

1

E [An]

(
(1− βi,j) P

(
El
n

)
E
[
Al
nT

l
n

∣∣El
n

]
+ βi,jP

(
Et,e
n

)
E
[
At
nT

t,e
n

∣∣Et,e
n

]
+

1

2
E
[
An

2
])
,

(23)

which is given in Lemma 2.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

It can be seen from (9) that E[An], E[An2], P
(
El
n

)
,

P (Et,e
n ), E

[
Al
nT

l
n|El

n

]
, and E [At

nT
t,e
n |Et,e

n ] need to be de-
rived to obtain the closed-form expression of MAoI under
the partial offloading scheme. Since the arrival interval An
between the (n − 1)-th and n-th computation-intensive tasks
at the sensor of UE is an exponential random variable with
parameter ξi,j , the expectations E[An] and E[A2

n] can be
calculated by E[An] = 1

ξi,j
and E[A2

n] =
2
ξ2i,j

, respectively.

Besides, the system time T l
n of the n-th computation-

intensive task for local computing follows an exponential
distribution with parameter (µl

i,j − (1 − βi,j)ξi,j) [22]. As
a result, the probability density function (PDF) fT l

n
(t) of the

system time T l
n can be expressed by

fT l
n
(t)=

(
µl
i,j−(1−βi,j) ξi,j

)
e−(µ

l
i,j−(1−βi,j)ξi,j)t. (24)

The system time T t,e
n of the n-th computation-intensive task

for remote computing consists of the offloading delay T t
n

from the UE to its associated BS and the system time T e
n for

computing the task at the edge server, which can be expressed
by

T t,e
n = T t

n + T e
n. (25)

Therefore, the PDF fT t,e
n

(t) of T t,e
n can be calculated by

fT t,e
n

(t) = fT t
n
(t)⊗ fT e

n
(t)

= ηi,j

(
e−(µ

t
i,j−βi,jξi,j)t −e−(µ

e
i,j−βi,jξi,j)t

)
,

(26)

where ⊗ is the convolution operation. fT t
n
(t) and fT e

n
(t)

are the PDFs of T t
n and T e

n, which follow exponential
distributions with parameters (µt

i,j − βi,jξi,j) and (µe
i,j −

βi,jξi,j), respectively, similar to (24). Additionally, ηi,j =
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(µt
i,j−βi,jξi,j)(µe

i,j−βi,jξi,j)
µe
i,j−µt

i,j
. As a result, the probability P

(
El
n

)
in (9) can be calculated by

P
(
El
n

)
=

∫ ∞

0

fT l
n
(t) P

(
t > T t,e

n

)
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ t

0

fT l
n
(t) fT t,e

n
(m)dmdt

=

(
µt
i,j−βi,jξi,j

) (
µe
i,j−βi,jξi,j

)(
µt
i,j+µ

l
i,j−ξi,j

) (
µe
i,j+µ

l
i,j−ξi,j

) .
(27)

Since Et,e
n is a complementary event to the event El

n, the
probability P (Et,e

n ) in (9) can be calculated by

P
(
Et,e
n

)
= 1− P

(
El
n

)
=

(
µl
i,j−(1− βi,j) ξi,j

) (
µl
i,j+µ

t
i,j+µ

e
i,j−(1−βi,j) ξi,j

)(
µl
i,j+µ

t
i,j−ξi,j

) (
µl
i,j+µ

e
i,j−ξi,j

) .

(28)
Additionally, it is challenging to directly calculate the

expectation E
[
Al
nT

l
n|El

n

]
. Specifically, the system time T l

n

of the n-th computation-intensive task for local computing is
related to its arrival interval Al

n at the local processor of UE.
A larger arrival interval can shorten the system time due to
a shorter waiting time. Conversely, a smaller arrival interval
leads to a longer system time due to tasks accumulating in the
queue, which increases the waiting time. In other words, the
arrival interval is related to the waiting time and is independent
of the service time. Therefore, the system time T l

n of the
n-th computation-intensive task for local computing can be
regarded as the sum of its waiting time W l

n and its service
time Sl

n, which can be expressed by

T l
n = Sl

n +W l
n. (29)

If the n-th computation-intensive task arrives at the processing
queue of the local processor while the (n− 1)-th task is still
waiting or served in the queue, then W l

n = T l
n−1 − Al

n.
Otherwise, W l

n = 0. Consequently, the waiting time W l
n of

the n-th computation-intensive task for local computing can
be expressed by

W l
n =

{
T l
n−1 −Al

n, T l
n−1 > Al

n

0, T l
n−1 < Al

n.
(30)

Therefore, according to the law of total expectation [33], the
conditional expectation E

[
Al
nT

l
n|El

n

]
can be transformed as

E
[
Al
nT

l
n|El

n

]
= E

[
Al
n

(
W l
n + Sl

n

)
|El
n

]
= P

(
T l
n−1>A

l
n

) {
E
[
Al
nT

l
n−1|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]
−E

[
(Al

n)
2|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]}
+ E

[
Sl
n|El

n

] {
P
(
T l
n−1>A

l
n

)
E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]
+P

(
T l
n−1<A

l
n

)
E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1<A

l
n

]}
≜ Ξ1

i,j .

(31)

As T l
n−1 and Al

n are independent, the probability P(T l
n−1 >

Al
n) in (31) can be derived by

P
(
T l
n−1 > Al

n

)
=

∫ ∞

0

fT l
n−1

(t) P
(
t > Al

n

)
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ t

0

fT l
n−1

(t) fAl
n
(x)dxdt =

(1− βi,j) ξi,j
µl
i,j

,

(32)

where the PDF fT l
n−1

(t) is given in (24), and the PDF
fAl

n
(x) of arrival interval Al

n at the local processor of UE
is expressed by fAl

n
(x) = (1 − βi,j)ξi,je

−(1−βi,j)ξi,jx. As
the event (T l

n−1 < Al
n) is a complementary event to the event

(T l
n−1 < Al

n), the probability P(T l
n−1 > Al

n) in (31) can be
calculated by

P
(
T l
n−1<A

l
n

)
=1−P

(
T l
n−1>A

l
n

)
=1−(1− βi,j) ξi,j

µl
i,j

. (33)

Besides, based on the equations (29) and (30), the term
E
[
Al
nT

l
n−1|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]
in (31) can be transformed as

E[Al
nT

l
n−1|El

n, T
l
n−1 > Al

n]

= E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1 −Al
n > T t,e

n − Sl
n, T

l
n−1 > Al

n]

= P (Yn > 0)E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1 > Al
n + Yn, Yn > 0]

+ P (Yn < 0)E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1 > Al
n, Yn < 0],

(34)

where Yn = T t,e
n − Sl

n. The PDF of Yn can be calculated by

fYn
(y) = fT t,e

n
(y)⊗ fSl

n
(y)

= µl
i,jηi,j


1

Ωl,t
i,j

e−χ
t
i,jy − 1

Ωl,e
i,j

e−χ
e
i,jy , y > 0

µe
i,j − µt

i,j

Ωl,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

eµ
l
i,jy , y < 0,

(35)

where the PDF fT t,e
n

(y) is given in (26), and the PDF of Sl
n

can be expressed by fSl
n
(y) = µl

i,je
µl
i,jy . Additionally, χe

i,j =
µe
i,j−βi,jξi,j . As a result, the probability P (Yn > 0) in (34)

can be expressed by

P (Yn > 0) =

∫ ∞

0

fYn (y)dy

=
µl
i,j(µ

l
i,j + µt

i,j + µe
i,j − 2βi,jξi,j)

Ωl,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

.
(36)

As the event (Yn < 0) is complementary to (Yn > 0), the
probability P (Yn < 0) in (34) can be expressed by

P (Yn < 0) = 1− P (Yn > 0)

= 1−
µl
i,j(µ

l
i,j + µt

i,j + µe
i,j − 2βi,jξi,j)

Ωl,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

.
(37)

Additionally, since Sl
n is independent from Al

n and T l
n−1,

Yn, Al
n, and T l

n−1 are independent of each other. Therefore,
the conditional expectation E[Al

nT
l
n−1|T l

n−1 > Al
n+Yn, Yn >

0] in (34) can be calculated by

E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1 > Al
n + Yn, Yn > 0]

=
E[Al

nT
l
n−1, T

l
n−1 > Al

n + Yn, Yn > 0]

P
(
T l
n−1 > Al

n + Yn, Yn > 0
)

=

∫∞
0

∫∞
0

∫∞
y+x

xtfT l
n−1

(t)fAl
n
(x)fYn

(y)dtdxdy∫∞
0

∫∞
0

∫∞
y+x

fT l
n−1

(t)fAl
n
(x)fYn

(y)dtdxdy

=
µl
i,j + 2χl

i,j

(µl
i,j)

2χl
i,j

+

Ωl,e
i,jω

e
i,j

ωt
i,j

− Ωl,t
i,jω

t
i,j

ωe
i,j

Ωl,e
i,jω

e
i,j − Ωl,t

i,jω
t
i,j

.

(38)
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Similarly, the conditional expectation E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1 >
Al
n, Yn < 0] in (34) can be expressed by

E[Al
nT

l
n−1|T l

n−1>A
l
n, Yn<0]=E[Al

nT
l
n−1|T l

n−1>A
l
n]

=

∫∞
0

∫ t

0
xtfT l

n−1
(t)fAl

n
(x)dxdt

P
(
T l
n−1 > Al

n

) =
µl
i,j + 2χl

i,j

(µl
i,j)

2χl
i,j

.

(39)
By incorporating (36)-(39) into (34), we can ob-

tain the result of E
[
Al
nT

l
n−1|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]
in (31).

Similar to the derivation steps in (34)-(39), the term
E[(Al

n)
2|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n] in (31) can be obtained.

By substituting (29), the event El
n can be transformed as

Sl
n > Xn, where Xn = T t,e

n −W l
n. The PDF of Xn can be

calculated by

fXn (x) = fT t,e
n

(x)⊗ fW l
n
(x)

= ηi,jρ
l
i,j


Ωl,t
i,j

ωt
i,j

e−χ
t
i,jx −

Ωl,e
i,j

ωe
i,j

e−χ
e
i,jx , x > 0

χl
i,j

(
µe
i,j − µt

i,j

)
ωt
i,jω

e
i,j

eχ
l
i,jx , x < 0,

(40)

where the PDF fT t,e
n

(x) is given in (26). The PDF of W l
n

is expressed by fW l
n
(x) =

(
1− ρli,j

)
δ (x) + χl

i,jρ
l
i,je

−χl
i,jx,

where ρli,j =
(1−βi,j)ξi,j

µl
i,j

and δ (x) is an impulse function [29].

Therefore, the term E
[
Sl
n|El

n

]
in (31) is calculated by

E
[
Sl
n|El

n

]
= E

[
Sl
n|Sl

n > Xn

]
=

∫ ∞

0

sfSl
n|Sl

n>Xn
(s) ds

=

∫ ∞

0

s
dP
(
Sl
n < s, Sl

n > Xn

)
P (Sl

n > Xn) ds
ds

=

∫ ∞

0

{
s

P (El
n) ds

d

[∫ 0

−∞

∫ s

0

fSl
n
(m) fXn

(x) dmdx

+

∫ ∞

0

∫ s

x

fSl
n
(m) fXn

(x) dmdx

]}
ds

=
1

µl
i,j

+
χl
i,j

(
Ωl,t
i,j + ωl,e

i,j

)
µl
i,jΩ

l,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

.

(41)
Besides, the expectation E

[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1>A

l
n

]
in (31) can

be derived by

E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

]
=

∫ ∞

0

afAl
n|El

n,T
l
n−1>A

l
n
(a)da

=

∫ ∞

0

a
dP
(
Al
n < a,El

n, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

)
P
(
El
n, T

l
n−1 > Al

n

)
da

da

=

∫ ∞

0

a
dP
(
Al
n<a,A

l
n<T

l
n−1−T t,e

n +Sl
n, T

l
n−1>A

l
n

)
P
(
Al
n < T l

n−1 − Yn, T l
n−1 > Al

n

)
da

da,

(42)
where the probability P

(
Al
n < T l

n−1 − Yn, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

)
in

(42) can be expressed by

P
(
Al

n < T l
n−1 − Yn, T

l
n−1 > Al

n

)
=

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

y

fW l
n
(x) fYn(y)dwdy +

∫ 0

−∞

∫ ∞

0

fW l
n
(x) fYn(y)dxdy

=
ηi,j (1− βi,j) ξi,j

Ωl,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

(
Ωl,e

i,j

ωt
i,j

−
Ωl,t

i,j

ωe
i,j

+
µe
i,j − µt

i,j

µl
i,j

)
.

(43)

The probability P(Al
n<a,A

l
n<T

l
n−1−T t,e

n +Sl
n,T

l
n−1>A

l
n)

in (42) can be expressed by

P
(
Al

n<a,Al
n<T l

n−1−T t,e
n +Sl

n, T
l
n−1>Al

n

)
= P

(
Al

n < a,Al
n < T l

n−1 − Yn, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

)
=

∫ 0

−∞

∫ a

0

∫ ∞

x

fT l
n−1

(t)fAl
n
(x)fYn (y) dtdxdy

+

∫ ∞

0

∫ a

0

∫ ∞

x+y

fT l
n−1

(t)fAl
n
(x)fYn (y) dtdxdy

=
ηi,j(1−βi,j) ξi,j

(
1−e−µl

i,ja
)

Ωl,t
i,jΩ

l,e
i,j

(
Ωl,e

i,j

ωt
i,j

−
Ωl,t

i,j

ωe
i,j

+
µe
i,j−µt

i,j

µl
i,j

)
.

(44)
By incorporating (43) and (44) into (42), the expectation
E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

]
in (31) can be expressed by

E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1 > Al

n

]
=

1

µl
i,j

. (45)

According to equations (29) and (30), when the event
(T l
n−1 < Al

n) occurs, the event El
n can be transformed as

(Sl
n > T t,e

n ), which is independent of Al
n. Therefore, the

conditional expectation E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1<A

l
n

]
in (31) can be

calculated by

E
[
Al
n|El

n, T
l
n−1<A

l
n

]
= E

[
Al
n|T l

n−1<A
l
n

]
=

∫∞
0

∫ x
0
fT l

n−1
(t)fAl

n
(x)dtdx

P
(
T l
n−1 < Al

n

) =
µl
i,j + (1− βi,j)ξi,j

µl
i,j(1− βi,j)ξi,j

,

(46)
By incorporating (32), (33) (34), (41), (45), and (46) into

(31), the equation (11) can be obtained in Theorem 1.
According to (25), the the expectation E [At

nT
t,e
n |Et,e

n ] can
be expressed by

E
[
At
nT

t,e
n |Et,e

n

]
= E

[
At
nT

t
n|Et,e

n

]
+ E

[
At
nT

e
n|Et,e

n

]
, (47)

where the result of E [At
nT

t
n|Et,e

n ] can be obtained similar
to the derivation steps in (29)-(46), and thus is omitted. The
result of E [At

nT
t
n|Et,e

n ], defined by Ξ2
i,j , is given in (12) of

Theorem 1. Additionally, the derivation of E [At
nT

e
n|Et,e

n ] is
given as follows. Similarly, the system time T e

n for computing
the task at the edge server can be expressed by T e

n = Se
n+W

e
n,

where Se
n and W e

n are the service time and the waiting time
of the n-th computation-intensive task at the edge server of
BS, respectively. The waiting time W e

n can be expressed by

W e
n =

{
T e
n−1 −Ae

n, T e
n−1 > Ae

n

0, T e
n−1 < Ae

n,
(48)

where Ae
n denotes the arrival interval between the (n − 1)-

th and n-th computation-intensive tasks at the edge server of
BS. When the n-th task arrives at the transmitting queue of
the transmitter, the (n− 1)-th task is still waiting or served in
the transmitting queue. Consequently, the arrival interval Ae

n

between the (n − 1)-th and n-th tasks at the edge server is
equal to the server time St

n of the n-th task in the transmitting
queue of the transmitter. Conversely, if the transmitting queue
of the transmitter is idle when the n-th task arrives, the arrival
interval Ae

n consists of both the service time St
n and the

interval between leaving time of the (n−1)-th task and arriving
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time of the n-th task in the transmitting queue. Consequently,
the arrival interval Ae

n can be expressed by

Ae
n =

{
At
n − T t

n−1 + St
n, T t

n−1 < At
n

St
n, T t

n−1 > At
n.

(49)

Consequently, W e
n can be rewritten as

W e
n=


T e
n−1−At

n+T
t
n−1−St

n, T
t
n−1<A

t
n , T

e
n−1>A

e
n

T e
n−1−St

n, T t
n−1>A

t
n , T

e
n−1>A

e
n

0, otherwise.
(50)

As a result, the expectation E [At
nT

e
n|Et,e

n ] in (47) can be
expressed by

E
[
At
nT

e
n|Et,e

n

]
= E

[
At
nS

e
n|Et,e

n

]
+ E

[
At
nW

e
n|Et,e

n

]
= E

[
At
nS

e
n|Et,e

n

]
+ P(Jn)E

[
At
nW

e
n|T t,e

n > T l
n, Jn

]
+ P(In)E

[
At
nW

e
n|T t,e

n > T l
n, In

]
,

(51)

where Jn and In denote the events(
T t
n−1 > At

n , T
e
n−1 > Ae

n

)
and

(
T t
n−1 < At

n , T
e
n−1 > Ae

n

)
in (50), respectively, for denotational simplicity. The result
of E [At

nT
e
n|Et,e

n ] can be obtained similar to the derivation
of E

[
Al
nT

l
n|El

n

]
in (31). For denotational simplicity, the

results of E [At
nS

e
n|Et,e

n ], E
[
At
nW

e
n|T t,e

n > T l
n, Bn

]
, and

E
[
At
nW

e
n|T t,e

n > T l
n, In

]
are defined as Ξ3

i,j , ΞAWR1
i,j , and

ΞAWR2
i,j in (13)-(15) of Theorem 1, respectively.
As a result, by incorporating (27), (28), and (11)-(15) into

(9), the result of MAoI under the partial offloading scheme in
Theorem 1.
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