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IRS Aided Federated Learning: Multiple Access
and Fundamental Tradeoff

Guangji Chen, Jun Li, Qingqing Wu, Yiyang Ni, and Meng Hua

Abstract—This paper investigates an intelligent reflecting sur-
face (IRS) aided wireless federated learning (FL) system, where
an access point (AP) coordinates multiple edge devices to train
a machine leaning model without sharing their own raw data.
During the training process, we exploit the joint channel recon-
figuration via IRS and resource allocation design to reduce the
latency of a FL task. Particularly, we propose three transmission
protocols for assisting the local model uploading from multiple
devices to an AP, namely IRS aided time division multiple
access (I-TDMA), IRS aided frequency division multiple access
(I-FDMA), and IRS aided non-orthogonal multiple access (I-
NOMA), to investigate the impact of IRS on the multiple access
for FL. Under the three protocols, we minimize the per-round
latency subject to a given training loss by jointly optimizing
the device scheduling, IRS phase-shifts, and communication-
computation resource allocation. For the associated problem
under I-TDMA, an efficient algorithm is proposed to solve it
optimally by exploiting its intrinsic structure, whereas the high-
quality solutions of the problems under I-FDMA and I-NOMA
are obtained by invoking a successive convex approximation
(SCA) based approach. Then, we further develop a theoretical
framework for the performance comparison of the proposed three
transmission protocols. Sufficient conditions for ensuring that
I-TDMA outperforms I-NOMA and those of its opposite are
unveiled, which is fundamentally different from that NOMA al-
ways outperforms TDMA in the system without IRS. Simulation
results validate our theoretical findings and also demonstrate
the usefulness of IRS for enhancing the fundamental tradeoff
between the learning latency and learning accuracy.

Index Terms—IRS, federated learning, multiple access.

I. INTRODUCTION

Future wireless networks are expected to be key enables for
integrating the functions of communication and computation,
with the capability to support a vast of internet-of-things
(IoT) applications, such as smart grids, augmented and virtual
reality, intelligent industry, and autonomous vehicles. This
thus calls for deploying artificial intelligence (AI) in wireless
networks as a core of operations for various applications [1].
Conventional AI techniques are generally implemented in a
centralized manner, which requires the collection of massive
amount of data at the central cloud from massive IoT devices.
However, collecting big data definitely causes extremely high
traffic loads in wireless networks. Benefited by the recent
advances of mobile edge computing (MEC), the growing
computational capabilities of edge devices paved the way to
conduct distributed learning frameworks for the learning mod-
els [2]. Among the distributed learning approaches, federated
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learning (FL) has shown its potential in satisfying the low-
latency demands and preserving the data privacy [3], [4].
In a wireless FL system, devices collaboratively train shared
learning models by exploiting their local data samples with
the coordination of an access point (AP).

The implementation of wireless FL requires the model ex-
change between the AP and massive devices over hundreds of
rounds to achieve a satisfied learning accuracy. Hence, wireless
FL faces several critical challenges, which arise from limited
communication-computation resources, e.g., the scarce spec-
trum resources, low energy budget of devices, and unreliable
wireless channels [5]. In light of these issues, substantial works
dedicated on the joint communication-computation resource
allocation design to improve the performance of wireless FL
in terms of various performance metrics, such as learning
accuracy [6]–[9], convergence latency [10]–[12], and energy
efficiency [13]–[15]. In particular, the work [10] developed
a joint communication-learning framework to minimize the
training loss by jointly optimizing the device scheduling and
transmit power based the derived convergence bound. For
another challenge of the communication burden induced by the
model uploading of massive devices, the exploitation of ad-
vanced multiple access schemes can facilitate the improvement
of the efficiency for wireless FL [16]. Regarding the multiple
access for model uploading, the works [15], [16] demonstrated
the superiority of non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA)
over time division multiple access (TDMA) in terms of both
the objectives of latency and energy consumption.

Despite the above theoretical progress, relying only on
the communication-computation resource optimization [6]–
[13] may not guarantee the performance of wireless FL due to
the severe wireless fading. A large number of communication
stragglers arise from unfavorable channels in a FL system may
not be scheduled to participate in the training process due to
the strict latency requirement, which fundamentally limits the
full potential of FL in terms of data utilization [5]. Although
exploiting the high beamforming gain attained by massive
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) [17] can effectively
alleviate the straggler issue, it still faces practical challenges,
e.g., exceedingly high hardware cost and energy consumption.
As a remedy, intelligent reflecting surface (IRS) has been
emerged as a cost-effective technology to customize favorable
channels via smartly passive refection [18]–[21]. Particularly,
IRSs are digitally-controlled meta-surfaces comprising mas-
sive reflecting elements, which can be tuned dynamically to
alter phase of the incident signals and thereby creating a “smart
radio environment”. Besides, other practical advantages of
IRSs, such as light weight, low profile, and conformal geom-
etry, make them convenient to be deployed in future wireless
networks [19]. To fully reap the potential benefits provided
by the IRS, it is of paramount significance to appropriately
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optimize the IRS phase-shifts so that the favorable wireless
propagation environment is reconfigured for enhancing signal
transmission. This new research paradigm has been widely
investigated in various wireless applications, e.g., multi-user
MIMO networks [22], [23], MEC systems [24]–[27], NOMA
[28], [29], integrated sensing and communication [30], [31],
and over the air computation (AirComp) [32]–[34].

In addition to the above applications, it is also appealing
to make use of the IRS’s high passive beamforming gain for
improving the performance of wireless FL. Specifically, by
placing IRSs in the vicinity of edge devices, the stragglers’
communication qualities can be improved significantly due
to the intelligent reflections of IRSs. The mitigation of the
straggler issue is beneficial for enhancing the training data ex-
ploitation, which is of paramount importance to unlock its full
potential for achieving the high-quality learning performance
in the wireless edge network. To reap the aforementioned
benefits, there are two research lines on IRS aided wireless
FL, namely, IRS aided AirComp based FL [35]–[38] and IRS
aided digital FL [39]–[41]. Specifically, the first research line
[35]–[38] aims to exploit the high passive beamforming gain of
IRS to suppress the model aggregation error at the AP, where
the waveform superposition of the multiple access channels
is employed to achieve fast model aggregation in the analog
transmission mode. In contrast, IRS aided digital FL [39]–
[41] focuses on the joint optimization of IRS phase-shifts and
resource allocation to improve the communication-efficiency
of the model uploading links in the digital communication
mode.

Despite of these works, several fundamental issues still
remain unsolved for the IRS aided digital FL. First, whether
employing NOMA based model uploading for wireless FL
still outperforms orthogonal multiple access (OMA) or not
by considering the channel reconfiguration via the IRS? Ben-
efited by the dynamic phase-shifts adjustment of the IRS,
artificial time-varying channels are created by designing IRS
phase-shifts over time, which facilitates the utilization of the
multi-user diversity. By considering the time-selectivity of
the IRS, dedicated IRS reflection pattern can be allocated
for each individual device for improving the channel quality
under the TDMA-based uploading, whereas a shared IRS
reflection pattern is employed for assisting the simultaneous
model uploading of all devices via NOMA. Different from
existing works on the wireless FL without IRS [15], [16], the
conclusion on NOMA versus OMA needs to be revisited in
the IRS aided FL system. Second, how many IRS elements are
needed to enable a full scheduling for all devices under a given
latency requirement? It is generally believed that leveraging
the smart reflection of the IRS is able to enhance the tradeoff
between the learning accuracy and learning latency. This is
an essential consideration for understanding the fundamental
limit of using IRS to address the straggler issue in the digital
wireless FL system.

Motivated by the above issues, we investigate an IRS
aided wireless FL system by considering both the NOMA
and OMA, where an IRS is deployed to enhance the model
uploading from multiple devices to the AP, as shown in Fig.
1. We propose three types of transmission protocols, namely
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Fig. 1. IRS aided wireless federated learning with OMA and NOMA.

IRS aided TDMA (I-TDMA), IRS aided FDMA (I-FDMA),
and IRS aided NOMA (I-NOMA), to pursue a theoretical
performance comparison between NOMA and OMA in the
IRS aided FL system. Particularly, dedicated IRS reflection
pattern is allocated to each scheduled device for the I-TDMA,
whereas all the scheduled devices share the same set of IRS
phase-shifts under the I-FDMA and I-NOMA. Our objective
is to minimize the per-round learning latency subject to a
given training loss by jointly optimizing the device scheduling,
IRS phase-shifts, and communication-computation resource
allocation. Different from conventional FL system without
IRS where wireless channels are uncontrollable and remain
static in a channel coherence block, favourable time-varying
channels can be proactively generated in an IRS aided FL
system to enhance the multi-user diversity, which thus enables
a flexible resource allocation and has a significant impact
on the performance of multiple access schemes. The main
contributions are summarized as follows.

• First, we propose efficient algorithms to solve the associ-
ated latency minimization problems under the three pro-
posed transmission protocols. For the I-TDMA scheme,
the device scheduling policy is derived by capturing both
the effects of the IRS aided channels and the amount of
local data samples. Then, the optimal solution of I-TDMA
is obtained based on the device scheduling policy. For the
I-FDMA and I-NOMA, we propose efficient algorithms
to obtain their high-quality solutions by invoking succes-
sive convex approximation (SCA) techniques.

• Next, to shed light on the fundamental tradeoff between
the learning latency and learning accuracy, we extend
the above optimization framework to solve the problems
of training loss minimization subject to a given latency
requirement. We further derive the required number of
IRS elements to enable a full scheduling for all devices,
which unveils the usefulness of the IRS to achieve a
lossless FL model.

• Finally, we provide a theoretical framework for the per-
formance comparison for the proposed three transmission
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protocols. We unveil that both the I-TDMA and I-NOMA
outperform I-FDMA, whereas the comparison results of
the I-TDMA and I-NOMA depend on the specific channel
structures. Particularly, sufficient conditions for ensuring
that I-TDMA outperforms I-NOMA and those of its
opposite are derived. Simulation results corroborate our
theoretical findings and also demonstrate the superiority
of the proposed scheme over the benchmark schemes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
presents the system model of the IRS aided wireless FL. In
Section III, we provide the convergence anaylsis and problem
formulations. Section IV proposes efficient algorithms to solve
the formulating problems and discusses the usefulness of
IRS to enable a full device scheduling. Section V provides
a theoretical performance comparison of the proposed three
transmission protocols. Section VI provides simulation results
to evaluate the proposed designs. Finally, we conclude in
Section VII.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we consider an IRS aided FL
system, which consists of a single antenna AP, an IRS, and
K single-antenna edge devices. The IRS is equipped with N
elements. For convenience, the sets of IRS elements and edge
devices are denoted by N ∆

= {1, . . . , N} and K ∆
= {1, . . . ,K},

respectively. In this system, the AP with an edge server
coordinates K edge devices to learn a shared ML model by
exploiting their local data. Let Dk denote the local dataset of
device k with size Dk. The global model at the AP is denoted
by w ∈ Rd. Accordingly, the local loss function at device k
and the global loss function at the AP can be expressed as

Fk (w) =
1

Dk

∑Dk

i=1
fi (w), F (w) =

1

D

∑K

k=1
Fk (w).

(1)

respectively, where fi (w) denotes the loss function of each
data sample i ∈ Dk and D =

∑K
k=1 Dk represents the total

size of data. For edge FL, the learning objective is to obtain a
desirable ML model that minimizes the global loss function,
i.e.,

w∗ = argmin
w

F (w) . (2)

To this end, we adopt batch gradient descent [6] which is
implemented in a distributed way for updating local model.
In particular, the global model w is updated iteratively with
T training rounds, denoted by T ∆

= {1, . . . , T}. For the t-
th round, t ∈ T , the detailed procedure is implemented as
follows:

1) Device scheduling: The AP determines a subset of edge
devices Kt

a ⊆ K to participate in the learning process.
Let atk ∈ {0, 1} denote the scheduling variable of device
k. Therein, atk = 1 indicates that device k is scheduled
by the AP in the t-th round; otherwise we have atk = 0.
Accordingly, the set of scheduled devices can be expressed
as Kt

a
∆
= {k : atk = 1, k ∈ K}.

2) Global model broadcast: Then, the AP broadcasts the
global model obtained in the previous round, denoted by wt−1,
to all the scheduled devices.

3) Local model computation: After receiving the global
model, each scheduled device k ∈ Kt

a computes its local
model wk,t by employing the gradient descent algorithm based
on its local dataset:

wk,t = wt−1 − η∇Fk (wt−1) ,∀k ∈ Kt
a, (3)

where η denotes the learning rate and ∇fi (wt−1) represents
the gradient of fi (wt−1) with respect to w at the point wt−1.

4) Local model uploading and aggregation: Each scheduled
device k ∈ Kt

a uploads its updated local model wk,t to the AP
via the wireless channel. After receiving all scheduled devices’
local models, the AP aggregates them to obtain the updated
global model as

wt =

∑K
k=1 a

t
kDkwk,t∑K

k=1 a
t
kDk

, (4)

where wt is the global model obtained at the AP in the t-th
round.

Considering that the AP has a higher computation capability
than that of the edge devices, the time used to global model
aggregation is negligible compared to that of local model com-
putation. Additionally, the time for global model broadcasting
is also much less than that for local model uploading since
the AP has a higher transmit power while also the same
information is broadcasted to all devices. Hence, we focus
on the stage of local model computation and local model
uploading. In the next subsection, we introduce the associated
computation and communication process of FL over IRS aided
networks.

A. Computation Model of Local Computation

Let Ck denote the number of CPU cycles required for
computing one data sample of device k, which can be obtained
as a prior by measuring it offline. Hence, the required number
of CPU cycles for running one local round is CkDk. Let fk
denote the CPU frequency at device k. Then, the computation
time of device k in one local round can be expressed as

τ lock =
CkDk

fk
,∀k ∈ K. (5)

Accordingly, the energy consumption of device k for the local
model computation is

Eloc
k = ξf3

k τ
loc
k = ξCkDkf

2
k ,∀k ∈ K, (6)

where ξ is a constant related to the hardware architecture of
device k. Similar to existing works [11]–[13], the synchronous
operation is considered and thereby all scheduled devices
train their local models simultaneously. Therefore, the time
consumed for local model computation in the t-th training
round can be written as

τ loct = max
k∈K

{
atkτ

loc
k

}
. (7)
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B. Communication Model of Local Model Uploading

To characterize the achievable performance upper bound of
the IRS aided local model uploading, we assume that the CSI
of the involved channels can be obtained perfectly at the AP
by employing the channel acquisition schemes discussed in
[18]. The equivalent channels from device k to the AP, from
device k to the IRS, and from the IRS to the AP are denoted
by hd,k ∈ C, hr,k ∈ CN×1, and gH ∈ C1×N , respectively,
where k ∈ K.

We aim to investigate a theoretical performance comparison
between OMA and NOMA in an IRS aided FL system,
where two types of OMA schemes, i.e, TDMA and FDMA,
are considered. To this end, three IRS aided multiple access
schemes are considered for the local model uploading, namely
I-TDMA, I-FDMA, and I-NOMA, respectively.

1) I-TDMA Based Transmission: For the I-TDMA based
transmission scheme, the scheduled devices transmit their
updated local models to the AP over orthogonal time slots
(TSs). Let τ ck denote the local model uploading duration for
device k ∈ K and thereby the total transmission duration is
τ cT =

∑K
k=1 τ

c
k . For the k-th TS of device k, a dedicated IRS

reflection pattern, denoted by Θk = diag
(
ejθk,1 , . . . , ejθk,N

)
,

is employed to assist its uplink transmission, where θk,n ∈
[0, 2π) ,∀k, n. Denoting the transmit power of device k as pk
and then the achievable data rate of device k under I-TDMA
is given by

rTk = Blog2

(
1 +

pk
∣∣hd,k + gHΘkhr,k

∣∣2
Bσ2

)
,∀k ∈ K, (8)

where σ2 is the noise power density and B denotes the total
bandwidth. To successfully upload the local model of device
k in the k-th TS, the condition rTk τ

c
k ≥ satk,∀k ∈ K should be

satisfied, where s denotes the local model size (i.e., the number
of bits) of each device. Accordingly, the energy consumption
of device k for local model uploading is Ecom

k,T = τ ckpk,∀k ∈
K.

2) I-FDMA Based Transmission: For the I-FDMA based
transmission scheme, the total bandwidth B is partitioned into
multiple orthogonal sub-bands and each of them is assigned
to a device, with a bandwidth of bkB, ∀k ∈ K, where
bk denotes the bandwidth allocation coefficient and satisfies∑K

k=1 bk ≤ 1. Let τ cF denote the total transmission duration of
I-FDMA. During the time interval of τ cF, a common IRS refec-
tion pattern Θ = diag

(
ejθ1 , . . . , ejθN

)
with θn ∈ [0, 2π) ,∀n,

is employed. Accordingly, the achievable data rate of device
k under I-FDMA can be expressed as

rFk =bkBlog2

(
1 +

pk
∣∣hd,k + gHΘhr,k

∣∣2
bkBσ2

)
,∀k ∈ K, (9)

Then, the condition rFk τ
c
F ≥ satk should be satisfied to ensure

that the local model of device k can be uploaded successfully.
The associated energy consumption of each device under the
I-FDMA is Ecom

k,F = τ cFpk,∀k ∈ K.
3) I-NOMA Based Transmission: For the I-NOMA based

transmission scheme, all scheduled devices transmit their local
models to the AP simultaneously. The total transmission
duration of I-NOMA is denoted by τ cN and a common IRS

reflection pattern Θ is shared by all scheduled devices. By
employing the SIC technique at the AP and allowing time
sharing among different decoding orders, the achievable rate
region of all devices under I-NOMA is given by

RN (p,Θ)=


rN ∈ RK×1

+ :
∑
k∈J

rNk

≤ Blog2

(
1 +

∑
k∈J pk|hk(Θ)|2

Bσ2

)
,∀J ⊆ K

 ,

(10)

where p
∆
= [p1, . . . pK ]

T , rN
∆
=
[
rN1 , . . . r

N
K

]T
, hk (Θ) =

hd,k + gHΘhr,k, and J represents any subset contained
in set K. Under the I-NOMA scheme, the corresponding
condition for that device k successfully upload its local model
is rNk τ

c
N ≥ satk. The communication energy of I-NOMA at

device k is thus given by Ec
k,N = τ cNpk,∀k ∈ K.

III. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS AND PROBLEM
FORMULATION

This section provides the convergence analysis of the IRS
aided FL, which captures the impact of the number of
scheduled devices on the convergence performance. Based on
the convergence analysis, the per-round latency minimization
problems are formulated under proposed three transmission
schemes.

A. Convergence Analysis

Following the existing work [38], we make several assump-
tions regarding the loss function and local gradients.

Assumption 1 (Smoothness): The loss function F (w) is
L-smooth, i.e., ∀w1,w2 ∈ Rd, there exists a non-negative
constant L, such that

F (w2)≤F (w1)+∇F (w1)
T
(w2−w1)+

L

2
∥w2−w1∥22 . (11)

Assumption 2 (Polyak-Lojasiewicz Inequality): Let F ∗ de-
note the optimal objective value of problem (2). There exists
a positive constant δ > 0 such that F (w) ,∀w ∈ Rd, satisfies

∥∇F (w)∥22 ≥ 2δ (F (w)− F ∗) . (12)

Assumption 3 (Bounded Gradient Norm): There exists a
positive constant ε > 0 such that the sample-wise gradients of
edge devices are bounded by

∥∇fi (w)∥22 ≤ ε,∀i ∈ Dk, k ∈ K. (13)

Based on the above assumptions, we aim to characterize the
optimality gap of a FL task after T training rounds. To this
end, we first introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 1: With η = 1/L, we have

F (wt+1) ≤ F (wt)−
1

2L
∥∇F (wt)∥22 +

1

2L
∥et∥22 , (14)

where

et = ∇F (wt)−
∑K

k=1 a
t
kDk∇Fk (wt)∑K
k=1 a

t
kDk

(15)

denotes the gradient error due to the device scheduling.
proof 1: Please refer to Lemma 2.1 in [42].

With the help of Lemma 1, an upper bound of the optimality
gap is provided in the following theorem.



5

Theorem 1: With assumptions 1-3 and η = 1/L, the
optimality gap after T training rounds is upper bounded by

F (wT )− F ∗

≤
(
1− δ

L

)T

(F (w0)− F ∗) +

T∑
t=1

At

(
1− δ

L

)T−t

, (16)

where

At =
2ε

LD2

(∑K

k=1

(
1− atk

)
Dk

)2

. (17)

proof 2: The proof is similar to Appendix B of [38].
It is observed from Theorem 1 that the first term in (16)

tends to zero with rate O (1/T ). However, the second term
in (16) is related to the model error induced by the device
scheduling, which creates a additional gap between F (wT )
and F ∗. By scheduling all edge devices, i.e., atk = 1,∀k, the
second term in (16) tends to be zero and the optimality gap in
Theorem 1 reduces to that of a lossless FL model. However,
scheduling all edge devices may increase the communication
latency in the local model uploading stage. Hence, there exists
a fundamental tradeoff between the learning accuracy and the
total convergence time, which will be studied later.

B. Problem Formulation

Given the number of learning rounds T , our goal is to
minimize the overall latency of the FL task, under the opti-
mality gap requirements and the energy constraints. Since the
future CSI is unknown, we focus on minimizing the latency in
each learning round under the availability of the current CSI.
Moreover, it is noticed that the upper bound of the optimality
gap in Theorem 1 monotonically increases with respect to
At. It is obvious that increasing the number of scheduled
devices can reduce the value of At, thereby suppressing the
associated optimality gap. However, scheduling more devices
results in both the increased transmission latency and the
computational latency. Taking these issues into consideration,
it is crucial to balance the fundamental tradeoff between the
learning accuracy and learning latency. To this end, the per-
round latency minimization problem by jointly optimizing the
IRS phase-shift and the communication-computation resource
allocation under the I-TDMA scheme is formulated as follows

min
{Θk},a,τT,p,f

∑K

k=1
τ ck + τ loct (18a)

s.t. pkτ
c
k + ξCkDkf

2
k ≤ Emax

k , ∀k, (18b)

Bτ ck log2

(
1+

pk|hk (Θk)|2

Bσ2

)
≥satk,∀k, (18c)

τ loct ≥ atk
CkDk

fk
, ∀k, (18d)

2ε

LD2

(∑K

k=1

(
1− atk

)
Dk

)2

≤ κ, (18e)

pk ≥ 0, fk ≥ 0,∀k, (18f)
atk ∈ {0, 1} , ∀k, (18g)∣∣∣[Θk]n,n

∣∣∣ = 1, ∀k,∀n, (18h)

where hk (Θk) = hd,k +gHΘkhr,k, a = [at1, . . . , a
t
K ], τT =[

τ c1 , . . . , τ
c
K , τ loct

]
, f = [f1, . . . , fK ], and p = [p1, . . . , pK ].

For problem (18), constraint (18b) indicates devices’ energy
budget. Constraint (18c) is obtained according to (8) and the
condition rTk τ

c
k ≥ satk,∀k ∈ K. Constraint (18d) specifies

the local training latency requirement, and constraint (18e)
characterizes the target learning accuracy requirement. The
corresponding per-round latency minimization problems with
I-FDMA and I-NOMA can be similarly formulated as

min
Θ,a,b,τF,p,f

τ cF + τ loct (19a)

s.t. pkτ
c
F + ξCkDkf

2
k ≤ Emax

k , ∀k, (19b)

Bbkτ
c
Flog2

(
1+

pk|hk (Θ)|2

Bbkσ2

)
≥satk,∀k, (19c)

∑K

k=1
bk ≤ 1, bk ≥ 0, ∀k, (19d)∣∣∣[Θ]n,n

∣∣∣ = 1, ∀n, (19e)

(18d), (18e), (18f), (18g), (19f)

min
Θ,a,τN,p,f

τ cN + τ loct (20a)

s.t. pkτ
c
N + ξCkDkf

2
k ≤ Emax

k , ∀k, (20b)

rN ∈ RN (p,Θ) , rNk τ
c
N ≥ satk,∀k, (20c)

(18d), (18e), (18f), (18g), (19e), (20d)

respectively, where τF =
[
τ cF, τ

loc
t

]
, τN =

[
τ cN, τ

loc
t

]
, and

RN (p,Θ) is defined in (10). Note that constraint (19d)
indicates the requirement of bandwidth allocation coefficients.

Since the optimization variables are tightly coupled in
the constraints and the device scheduling variables {atk} are
binary, problems (18), (19), and (20) are all non-convex. Gen-
erally, there are no standard methods to solve them optimally.
Although the above problems have similar forms, we propose
different algorithms to obtain their high-quality solutions by
exploiting their unique structures, as will be shown in Section
IV.

IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION

In this section, we investigate the joint communication-
computation resource allocation and IRS phase-shifts design
in IRS aided FL to minimize the per-round latency under the
proposed three transmission protocols.

A. Proposed Solution to I-TDMA

Defining Ec
k,T = pkτ

c
k ,∀k ∈ K and replacing pk with

Ec
k,T/τ

c
k , problem (18) can be equivalently rewritten as

min
{Θk},a,τT,{Ec

k,T},f

∑K

k=1
τ ck + τ loct (21a)

s.t. Ec
k,T + ξCkDkf

2
k ≤ Emax

k , ∀k, (21b)

Bτ ck log2

(
1 +

Ec
k,T|hk (Θk)|2

τ ckBσ2

)
≥ satk,∀k, (21c)

(18d), (18e), (18f), (18g), (18h). (21d)

For problem (21), we have the following proposition.



6

Proposition 1: The optimal
{
fk, τ

loc
t

}
of problem (21) is

denoted by
{
f∗
k ,
(
τ loct

)∗}
. Then, it follows that

f∗
k = atk

CkDk(
τ loct

)∗ ,∀k ∈ K. (22)

proof 3: We show (22) by contradiction. Suppose that
{f∗

k} achieves the optimal solution of problem (21) and
there exists f∗

k satisfying f∗
k > atkCkDk/

(
τ loct

)∗
, ∃k ∈ K.

Then, we construct a different solution
{
f̃k

}
which satisfies

f̃k = atkCkDk/
(
τ loct

)∗
, ∀k ∈ K. For device k whose

f∗
k > atkCkDk/

(
τ loct

)∗
, it is obvious that ξCkDkf̃

2
k <

ξCkDk(f
∗
k )

2, which leads to Ẽc
k,T > Ec∗

k,T. Note that
{
Ẽc

k,T

}
and

{
Ec∗

k,T

}
are two sets of values of Ec

k,T under the solutions

of
{
f̃k

}
and {f∗

k}, respectively. From (21c), it is noticed that
τ ck monotonically decreases with respect to Ec

k,T. Obviously,

the objective value under
{
f̃k

}
is smaller than that under{

f̃k

}
, which contradicts the assumption that {f∗

k} is optimal.
Hence, the optimal {fk} satisfies (22).

Proposition 1 reveals that the computational frequency at
edge devices should be set in a way that all edge devices
complete the local training concurrently. Based on Proposition
1, problem (21) can be equivalently transformed to

min
{Θk},a,τT,{Ec

k,T}

∑K

k=1
τ ck + τ loct (23a)

s.t. Ec
k,T + ξatk

(CkDk)
3(

τ loct

)2 ≤ Emax
k , ∀k, (23b)

(21c), (18e), (18g), (18h). (23c)

Although constraint (21c) of problem (23) is non-convex due
to the tightly coupled optimization variables {Θk}, {τ ck},{
Ec

k,T

}
, and {atk}, we observe that Θk’s are separate in each

edge device’s achievable rate. This observation suggests that
Θk’s can be optimized by solving K sub-problems in parallel.
In particular, the optimal solution of Θk is obtained by solving
the optimization problem as follows

max
Θk

∣∣hd,k + gHΘkhr,k

∣∣2 (24a)

s.t.
∣∣∣[Θk]n,n

∣∣∣ = 1, ∀n. (24b)

As shown in [18], the optimal solution of problem (24),
denoted by Θ∗

k, can be derived as

[Θ∗
k]n,n = e−j(arg(hd,k)+arg([diag(gH)hr,k]

n
)),∀n. (25)

Define γ∗
k =

∣∣hd,k + gHΘ∗
khr,k

∣∣2 and thereby problem (23)
can be rewritten as

min
a,τT,{Ec

k,T}

∑K

k=1
τ ck + τ loct (26a)

s.t. Bτ ck log2

(
1 +

Ec
k,Tγ

∗
k

τ ckBσ2

)
≥ satk, ∀k, (26b)

(23b), (18e), (18g). (26c)

Problem (26) is still challenging to be solved optimally due
to a set of binary variables {atk}. To alleviate this burden,
we propose an efficient method to obtain its optimal solution
by exploiting its unique structure. Note that for the optimal
solution of problem (26), constraint (23b) is met with equality,
since otherwise we can always decrease the objective value by
increasing Ec

k,T.
We first consider the case of the fixed value of τ loct . For the

given feasible value of τ loct , denoted by τ̄ loct , edge devices use
up the whole available energy, which leads to

Ēc
k,T = atk

(
Emax

k − ξ
(CkDk)

3(
τ̄ loct

)2
)
,∀k ∈ K. (27)

In this case, problem (26) can be rewritten in the following
by dropping the constant term.

min
a,τT

∑K

k=1
τ ck (28a)

s.t. Bτ ck log2

(
1 +

Ēc
k,Tγ

∗
k

τ ckBσ2

)
≥ satk, ∀k, (28b)

(18e), (18g). (28c)

To obtain the optimal {τ ck} of problem (28), we provide the
following proposition.

Proposition 2: For problem (28), the optimal transmission
time allocation, denoted by

{
(τ ck)

∗}, is given by

(τ ck)
∗
= atk

−sĒc
k,Tγ

∗
k ln 2

B
(
sσ2 ln 2 +W−1 (Υk) Ēc

k,Tγ
∗
k

) ,∀k, (29)

where

Υk = −sσ2 ln 2

Ēc
k,Tγ

∗
k

e
− sσ2

Ēc
k,T

γ∗
k

ln 2
,∀k, (30)

and W−1 (x) is the secondary branch of the Lambert W
function.

proof 4: It is easy to show that

hT
k (x) = Bxlog2

(
1 +

Ēc
k,Tγ

∗
k

xBσ2

)
,∀k, (31)

is an increasing function with respect to x. Following that,
constraint (28b) is met with equality at the optimal solution of
problem (28). Hence, (τ ck)

∗ is the unique solution of equation
hT
k (x) = s. After some simple manipulations, hT

k (x) = s is
equivalent to(

sσ2

Ēc
k,Tγ

∗
k

+
s ln 2

xB

)
e
−
(

sσ2

Ēc
k,T

γ∗
k
+s ln 2

xB

)
=
sσ2 ln 2

Ēc
k,Tγ

∗
k

2
− sσ2

Ēc
k,T

γ∗
k ,

(32)

which directly leads to the result in (29).
For constraint (18e) in problem (28), it can be rewritten as∑K

k=1

(
1− atk

)
Dk ≤ρ, (33)

where ρ =
√

κLD2

2ε is a constant related to the target of
the gradient error ε. By exploiting Proposition 2 and further
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relaxing the binary constraints in (18g), problem (28) is
reduced to

min
a

∑K

k=1
atk τ̃

c
k (34a)

s.t.
∑K

k=1

(
1− atk

)
Dk ≤ρ (34b)

0 ≤ atk ≤ 1, ∀k, (34c)

where τ̃ ck = (τ ck)
∗
/atk and (τ ck)

∗ is given in (29). Problem (34)
is convex since the objective function and all constraints are
linear, which can be solved optimally by employing standard
convex optimization techniques, such as CVX. Instead of using
generic methods, we derive the closed-form expressions of
the optimal {atk} in the following proposition to gain useful
insights.

Proposition 3: The optimal {atk} of problem (34), denoted
by
{
(atk)

∗}, can be obtained as

(
atk
)∗

=

1, I (τ̃ ck , Dk)
∆
= τ̃ ck − λ∗Dk ≤ 0

0, otherwise,
(35)

where λ∗ is the optimal dual variable and can be obtained by
sub-gradient method.

proof 5: Since problem (34) is convex, it can be optimally
solved by using the Lagrange duality method. To this end, the
partial Lagrange function of problem (34) can be written as

L
({

atk
}
, λ
)
=

K∑
k=1

atk τ̃
c
k+λ

(
K∑

k=1

(
1−atk

)
Dk−ρ

)
, (36)

where λ is the non-negative dual variable associated with
constraint (34b). Accordingly, the dual function is

G (λ) = min
{at

k}
L
({

atk
}
, λ
)
, s.t. (34c). (37)

Hence, the dual problem of problem (34) is

max
λ

G (λ) , s.t. λ ≥ 0. (38)

Note that problem (34) can be solved by solving its dual
problem (38) equivalently. In the following, we aim to obtain
G (λ) by solving problem (37) optimally under the given
λ. By dropping some constant terms, problem (37) can be
equivalently transformed to∑K

k=1
atk (τ̃

c
k − λDk), s.t. (34c). (39)

It is obvious that the atk should be set to 1 provided that
τ̃ ck − λDk ≤ 0 and should be set to 0 otherwise. Under the
optimal dual variable λ∗, the optimal scheduling variables are
given in (35), which thus completes the proof.

Proposition 3 implies that the result in (35) admits a binary
solution for device scheduling, which guarantees both the
feasibility and optimality of the original problem (28). Note
that I (τ̃ ck , Dk) defined in (35) serves as a scheduling indicator
for each edge device. It is evident that I (τ̃ ck , Dk) decreases
with respect to |hk (Θ

∗
k)|

2, Dk, and Ēc
k,T , which makes sense

to schedule a device with a higher channel gain, a large data-
set, and sufficient communication energy.

Based on the above discussion, problem (21) is solved
optimally under the fixed value of τ loct . Then, we demonstrate

that the global optimal solution of problem (21) can be
obtained by performing a 1-D search over all candidate values
of τ loct . To this end, we derive both the lower bound and the
upper bound of the optimal

(
τ loct

)∗
in the following lemma.

Lemma 2:
(
τ loct

)∗
satisfies τ loclow ≤

(
τ loct

)∗ ≤ τ locup , where

τ loclow = max
k∈K

{(
ξC3

kD
3
k

Emax
k − sσ2 ln 2/γ∗

k

)1/2
}
, (40)

τ locup = τ loclow + τ c∗
(
τ loclow

)
(41)

with τ c∗
(
τ loclow

)
denoting the optimal value of problem (28)

under τ loct = τ loclow.
proof 6: Note that the condition

Ēc
k,T ≥

(
sσ2 ln 2

)
/γ∗

k ,∀k (42)

should be satisfied to guarantee that equation hT
k (x) = s has

the unique solution, which leads to

(
τ loct

)∗ ≥
(

ξC3
kD

3
k

Emax
k − sσ2 ln 2/γ∗

k

)1/2

,∀k. (43)

Hence, we obtain its lower bound in (41). Since τ loclow is one
feasible solution of τ loct to problem (21), we have(

τ loct

)∗
<
(
τ loct

)∗
+τ c∗

((
τ loct

)∗)≤τ loclow+τ c∗
(
τ loclow

)
, (44)

which thus completes the proof.
Lemma 2 implies that the optimal

(
τ loct

)∗
can be

obtained by performing a 1-D exhaustive search over
the region

[
τ loclow, τ

loc
up

]
. Note that problem (26) can be

solved optimally for ∀τ loct ∈
[
τ loclow, τ

loc
up

]
. For the fixed

value of τ loct , the computational complexity to obtain{
Θ∗

k,
(
Ec

k,T

)∗
, (atk)

∗
, (τ ck)

∗
}

is O (N +K). Therefore, the
overall complexity for optimally solving the original problem
(18) is O

(
(N +K)

(
τ locup − τ loclow

)
/ς
)
, where ς is a positive

constant that controls the accuracy of a 1-D search.

B. Proposed Solution to I-FDMA

It is evident that Proposition 1 is also applicable to I-FDMA.
By exploiting Proposition 1, problem (19) can be equivalently
written as

min
Θ,a,b,τF,p

τ cF + τ loct (45a)

s.t. pkτ
c
F + ξ

(CkDk)
3(

τ loct

)2 ≤ Emax
k , ∀k, (45b)

(18e), (18g), (19c), (19d), (19e). (45c)

For the I-FDMA case, the corresponding problem (45) is
more challenging to be solved than problem (18) since a
common IRS phase-shift matrix couples in rate constraints
of all edge devices in (19c). To solve problem (45), a
decoupled optimization method is proposed, where we first
jointly optimize IRS phase-shift and resource allocation under
the given set of scheduling devices Kt

a. On top of that,
we employ a coordinate descent approach that optimizes the
device scheduling variables {atk}.
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1) Optimization of
{
Θ,b, τF,p

}
under Given Kt

a: Define
v =

[
ejθ1 , . . . , ejθN

]T
, fHk = gHdiag (hr,k), Ec

F,k = pkτ
c
F,

and ek = bkτ
c
F. Under the given Kt

a, problem (45) can be
equivalently transformed into

min
v,{ek},τF,{Ec

F,k}
τ cF + τ loct (46a)

s.t. Ec
F,k+ξ

(CkDk)
3(

τ loct

)2 ≤Emax
k ,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (46b)

Beklog2

(
1 +

Ec
F,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2

ekBσ2

)
≥ s,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (46c)∑
k∈Kt

a

ek ≤ τ cF, ek ≥ 0,∀k ∈ Kt
a. (46d)

|[v]n| = 1,∀n. (46e)

To deal with the non-convex constraint (46c), a set of slack
variables {Yk} are introduced and thereby problem (46) can
be reformulated as follows

min
{v,ek,τF,Ec

F,k,Yk}
τ cF + τ loct (47a)

s.t. Beklog2

(
1+

Yk

ekBσ2

)
≥s,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (47b)

Yk ≤ Ec
F,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (47c)

(46b), (46d), (46e). (47d)

Note that constraint (47c) is met with equality at the optimal
solution of problem (47), since otherwise the objective value
can be always decreased by increasing Yk until (47c) becomes
active. However, constraints (47c) and (46e) are still non-
convex. Nevertheless, we observe that

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2/ 1

Ec
F,k

is
jointly convex with respect to v and 1/Ec

F,k, which motivates
us to employ the SCA technique to address this issue. At an
arbitrarily given point

{
v̄, Ēc

F,k

}
, we adopt first-order Taylor

expansion to obtain a lower bound of Ec
F,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2 as

follows

Ec
F,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2 ≥− 1

Ec
F,k

(
Ēc

F,k

)2∣∣hd,k + fHk v̄
∣∣2

+ 2Ēc
F,kRe

((
hH
d,kf

H
k + v̄Hfkf

H
k

)
v
)

+ 2Ēc
F,k

(
|hd,k|2 +Re

(
Ēc

F,kh
H
d,kf

H
k v̄
))

∆
= glbk

(
v, Ec

F,k

)
. (48)

Note that glbk
(
v, Ec

F,k

)
is jointly concave with respect to v

and Ec
F,k. As such, we transform constraint (47c) as

Yk ≤ glbk
(
v, Ec

F,k

)
,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (49)

which is a convex constraint. The remaining challenging for
solving problem (47) is constraint (46e). To address this issue,
we relax the unit-modules constraints as

|[v]n| ≤ 1,∀n. (50)

Then, we approximate problem (47) as

min
{v,ek,τF,Ec

F,k,Yk}
τ cF + τ loct (51a)

s.t. (47b), (49), (46b), (46d), (50). (51b)

Problem (51) is convex and thereby it can be solved suc-
cessively by using CVX until the convergence is achieved.
Note that the converged solution, denoted by v∗, may not
satisfy constraint (46e). For this case, one feasible solution of
v satisfying (46e) can be constructed as

[ṽ]n = [v∗]n/ |[v
∗]n| ,∀n. (52)

Under the obtained ṽ, we obtain the solution of the remain-
ing optimization variables by using the proposed method.
The computational complexity of the proposed algorithm is
O
(
Iiter(N + 3K)

3.5
)

, where Iiter denotes the number of
iterations to perform SCA.

2) Optimization of device scheduling: Then, we propose a
coordinate descent method to optimize device scheduling vari-
ables {atk}. Recall that a = [at1, . . . , a

t
K ]. Based on the coor-

dinate descent, the direction of only one variable atk is updated
successively. Specifically, with an initial a(0) = [1, . . . , 1],
we denote a(l−1) =

[
a
t,(l−1)
1 , . . . , a

t,(l−1)
K

]
as the device

scheduling vector in the (l − 1)-th iteration, l ∈ {1, 2, . . .}.
Accordingly, we denote τF

(
a(l−1)

)
as the objective value of

problem (45) under a = a(l−1), which can be obtained based
on our proposed algorithm. Let

∆τ
(l)
F,k = τF

(
a(l−1) (k)

)
− τF

(
a(l−1)

)
,∀k, (53)

where

a(l−1) (k) =
[
a
t,(l−1)
1 , . . . , 1− a

t,(l−1)
k , . . . , a

t,(l−1)
K

]
. (54)

In the l-th iteration, the scheduling vector is updated as
a(l) = a(l−1) (k∗l ) with k∗l = argmink∈K∆τ

(l)
F,k. The iterations

proceed until constraint (18e) becomes infeasible.

C. Proposed Solution to I-NOMA

By exploiting Proposition 1, problem (20) of the I-NOMA
case can be equivalently reformulated as

min
Θ,a,τN,p

τ cN + τ loct (55a)

s.t. pkτ
c
N + ξ

(CkDk)
3(

τ loct

)2 ≤ Emax
k , ∀k, (55b)

(18e), (18g), (19e), (20c). (55c)

Similar to Section III-B, we exploit the coordinate descent
method to decouple the device scheduling and resource allo-
cation. First, we focus on the case of the joint optimization of{
Θ, τN,p

}
under the given set of scheduled devices Kt

a. Let
Ec

N,k = pkτ
c
N and then constraint (20c) becomes

rN ∈ R̃N

({
Ec

N,k

}
,Θ, τ cN,Kt

a

)
, rNk τ

c
N ≥ s,∀k ∈ Kt

a, (56)
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where

R̃N

({
Ec

N,k

}
,Θ, τ cN,Kt

a

)
=

 rN ∈ R|K
t
a|×1

+ :
∑

k∈J rNk

≤ Bτ cNlog2

(
1+

∑
k∈J Ec

N,k|hk(Θ)|2

Bτc
Nσ2

)
,∀J ⊆ Kt

a

 ,

(57)

The corresponding optimization problem under the given
Kt

a can be written as

min
Θ,τN,{Ec

N,k}
τ cN + τ loct (58a)

s.t. Ec
N,k + ξ

(CkDk)
3(

τ loct

)2 ≤ Emax
k , ∀k, (58b)

(19e), (56). (58c)

For problem (58), (56) is intractable since the number of
constraints in (56) is 2|K

t
a| −1. Without loss of generality, we

assume that S1 ≤ . . . ≤ S|Kt
a| , where Sk = Ec

N,k|hk (Θ)|2.
Then, it is observed that constraint (56) is equivalent to

Bτ cNlog2

(
1 +

∑m
k=1 Sk

Bτ cNσ
2

)
≥ ms,m = 1, . . . ,

∣∣Kt
a

∣∣ . (59)

Compared to (56), the number of constraints in (59) is signif-
icantly reduced from 2|K

t
a| − 1 to |Kt

a|. Under the fixed value
of τ loct , denoted by τ̄ loct , problem (58) is reduced to

min
Θ,τc

N

τ cN (60a)

s.t. Bτ cNlog2

(
1+

∑m
k=1 S̄k

Bτ cNσ
2

)
≥ms,m = 1, . . . ,

∣∣Kt
a

∣∣ (60b)

(19e), (60c)

where S̄k = Ēc
N,k|hk (Θ)|2 with Ēc

N,k = Emax
k −ξ (CkDk)

3

(τ̄ loc
t )

2 . It

is noticed that τ cN decreases with respect to
∑m

k=1 S̄k, which

motivates us to maximize
∑|Kt

a|
k=1 S̄k by optimizing Θ. Hence,

we consider the following optimization problem

max
v

∑|Kt
a|

k=1
Ēc

N,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v
∣∣2 (61a)

s.t.
∣∣∣[v]n,n∣∣∣ = 1, ∀n, (61b)

where v =
[
ejθ1 , . . . , ejθN

]T
and fHk = gHdiag (hr,k). Prob-

lem (61) is a non-convex one due to the non-concave objective
function and the unit-modules constraints of IRS phase-shifts.
Nevertheless, the convexity of the objective function (61a)
facilitates us to employ the SCA technique to solve it. By
taking the first-order Taylor expansion of (61a) at arbitrarily
feasible point v̄, we obtain a lower bound of (61a) as

2Re

((∑|Kt
a|

k=1
Ēc

N,kv̄
Hfkf

H
k + hH

d,kf
H
k

)
v

)
+ Z, (62)

where Z =
∑|Kt

a|
k=1 Ēc

N,kZk is a constant with

Zk = −
∣∣hd,k+fHk v̄

∣∣2+2Re
((

hd,k+fHk v̄
)H

hd,k

)
. (63)

The optimal solution of v for maximizing (62) is derived as

v̂ = exp

(
j arg

(∑|Kt
a|

k=1
Ēc

N,k

(
fkf

H
k v̄ + fkhd,k

)))
. (64)

Based on (64), one local optimal solution of (61), denoted
by v⋆, can be obtained by maximizing (62) iteratively until
convergence is achieved.

Let S̄⋆
k = Ēc

N,k

∣∣hd,k + fHk v⋆
∣∣2 and S̄⋆

π(1) ≤ . . . ≤ S̄⋆
π(K).

Then, the optimal τ cN under the obtained S̄⋆
k can be derived as

(τ cN)
⋆
= max

m∈{1,...|Kt
a|}

−
ms
∑m

k=1 S̄
⋆
π(k)

B

(
msσ2+

W−1(Xm)
∑m

k=1 S̄⋆
π(k)

ln 2

)
 ,

(65)

where Xm = − 2
− msσ2∑m

k=1
S̄⋆
π(k) msσ2 ln 2∑m

k=1 S̄⋆
π(k)

. Similar to the discus-

sion in Section IV-A, the optimized value of τ loct to problem
(58) can be obtained by a 1-D search. In the outer layer, the
device scheduling variable {atk} is updated via the coordinate
descent method as discussed in Section IV-B. These details
are omitted due to its brevity.

D. Further Discussion

Note that the proposed optimization framework for latency
minimization problems is also applicable to the objective for
minimizing the bound of optimality gap. Recall from Theorem
1 that decreasing the upper bound of the optimality gap in
(16) increases with respect to At in (17). Taking the case of
I-TDMA as an example, the corresponding optimization prob-
lem to minimize At under the latency constraint is formulated
as

min
{Θk},a,τT,p,f

2ε

LD2

(∑K

k=1

(
1− atk

)
Dk

)2

(66a)

s.t.
∑K

k=1
τ ck + τ loct ≤ τ̄ , (66b)

(18b), (18c), (18d), (18f), (18g), (18h). (66c)

Under the given target value of κ, we denote the optimal
objective value of problem (18) as τ∗T (κ), which can be easily
obtained by using the algorithm proposed in Section IV-A.
It is evident that τ∗T (κ) is non-increasing with respect to κ.
Hence, the optimal value of problem (66) is the minimum of κ
satisfying τ∗T (κ) ≤ τ̄ , denoted by A∗

t , which can be efficiently
obtained via a bisection search.

It is observed from (66a) that A∗
t is lower bounded by 0,

which can be achieved by scheduling all edge devices. To shed
light on the impact of the IRS on the device scheduling, we
unveil a sufficient condition for achieving a full scheduling
under the specific latency requirement.

Proposition 4: The optimal device scheduling of problem
(66) is atk = 1,∀k, provided that

Emax
k >

ξ(CkDk)
3

τ̄2
, N≥

√√√√(2sK/(Bτ̄c
T) − 1

)
Bτ̄ cTσ

2

KĒc
kρ

2
rρ

2
g

, (67)
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where ρrρg = min
k∈K,n∈N

∣∣[hr,k]n[g]n
∣∣, τ̄ cT = τ̄ − τ̄ loct , Ēc

k =

Emax
k − ξ(CkDk)

3
/
(
τ̄ loct

)2
with τ̄ loct denoting any feasible

value of τ loct satisfying Emax
k > ξ(CkDk)

3
/
(
τ loct

)2
.

proof 7: Under the condition that Emax
k >ξ(CkDk)

3
/τ̄2,∀k,

there always exists τ̄ loct ∈ (0, τ̄), which satisfies Emax
k >

ξ(CkDk)
3
/
(
τ̄ loct

)2
,∀k. Let Ēc

k = Emax
k − ξ(CkDk)

3
/
(
τ̄ loct

)2
and τ̄ ck =

(
τ̄ − τ̄ loct

)
/K,∀k. Then, the transmit power of

device k is given by pk = Ēc
k/τ̄

c
k and thereby the number

of uploaded bits of device k can be derived as

rTk τ
c
k =

Bτ̄ cT
K

log2

1 +
Ēc

kK
∣∣∣hd,k + gHΘ∗

kh
H
r,k

∣∣∣2
τ̄ cTBσ2


≥ Bτ̄ cT

K
log2

1 +
Ēc

kK
∣∣∣gHΘ∗

kh
H
r,k

∣∣∣2
τ̄ cTBσ2


≥ Bτ̄ cT

K
log2

(
1 +

Ēc
kKρ2rρ

2
gN

2

τ̄ cTBσ2

)
. (68)

According to (68), rTk τ
c
k ≥ s,∀k always holds when (67) is

satisfied, which implies that atk = 1,∀k is feasible for problem
(66). Thus, the proof is completed.

In Proposition 4, ξ(CkDk)
3
/τ̄2 represents the minimum

energy required for the local model training at device k.
Under the condition that Emax

k > ξ(CkDk)
3
/τ̄2, Proposition

4 explicitly answers the question on how many IRS elements
are needed to support a full device scheduling. When (67) is
satisfied, the optimality gap in (16) is reduced to

F (wT )− F ∗ ≤
(
1− δ

L

)T

(F (w0)− F ∗) , (69)

which becomes zero as T → ∞. This confirms the usefulness
of deploying IRSs to achieve a lossless FL model.

V. NOMA VERSUS OMA

In this section, we provide a theoretical framework to
compare the per-round latency achieved by the I-NOMA and
I-OMA. For ease of illustration, we denote the optimal value
of problem (18), (19), and (20) as τ∗TDMA, τ∗FDMA, and
τ∗NOMA, respectively. First, the per-round latency achieved by
the I-TDMA and I-FDMA is compared, whose relationship is
illustrated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2: It follows that τ∗TDMA ≤ τ∗FDMA, where the
equality holds if and only if Θ∗

1 = . . . = Θ∗
K with Θ∗

k

denoting the optimal IRS phase-shifts for device k defined
in (25).

proof 8: For problem (19) (i.e., the original optimization
problem for I-FDMA), it is obvious that

∑K
k=1 bk = 1 holds

in constraint (19d) since otherwise we can always increase
the value of

∑K
k=1 bk to reduce the objective value until∑K

k=1 bk = 1. Then, we introduce the slack variables as
Ec

F,k = pkτ
c
F, τ cF,k = bkτ

c
F, ∀k. The objective function in

(19a) is reduced to
∑K

k=1 τ
c
F,k+τ loct since

∑K
k=1 bk = 1 holds.

Then, problem (19) can be equivalently transformed to

min
Θ,a,{τc

F,k},{Ec
F,k},f

∑K

k=1
τ cF,k+τ loct (70a)

s.t. Ec
F,k + ξCkDkf

2
k ≤ Emax

k , ∀k, (70b)

Bτ cF,klog2

(
1 +

Ec
F,k|hk (Θ)|2

Bτ cF,kσ
2

)
≥ satk,∀k, (70c)

(18d), (18e), (18f), (18g), (19e). (70d)

It is evident that all feasible solutions of problem (70) is also
feasible to problem (18). Problem (70) is equivalent to problem
(18) if and only if Θ∗

1 = . . . = Θ∗
K . Hence, τ∗TDMA ≤ τ∗FDMA

holds, which thus completes the proof.
Theorem 2 indicates that I-TDMA is more preferable for the

model uploading compared to I-FDMA since the IRS phase-
shifts is time-selective rather than frequency-selective. Note
that the time-selective channels created by the dynamic IRS
beamforming is capable of further reducing the communica-
tion latency under the I-TDMA scheme. It is evident that
I-NOMA always outperforms I-FDMA under the arbitrarily
given IRS phase-shifts since NOMA is capacity achieving
for uplink transmission. Next, we compare the per-round
latency of I-TDMA and I-NOMA under the different setups.
To highlight the impact of IRS, we focus on a homogeneous
setup, where Emax

1 = . . . = Emax
K = Emax, C1 = . . . = CK ,

D1 = . . . = DK . Besides, the direct AP-device link is
assumed to be blocked, i.e., hd,k = 0. Then, sufficient
conditions for ensuring that I-TDMA outperforms I-NOMA
and those of its opposite are unveiled in the following theorem.

Theorem 3: It follows that τ∗TDMA ≤ τ∗NOMA provided that∣∣[hr,1]n
∣∣ = . . . =

∣∣[hr,K ]n
∣∣ ,∀n. (71)

Besides, τ∗TDMA ≥ τ∗NOMA holds under the condition that

arg
(
diag

(
gH
)
hr,1

)
= . . . = arg

(
diag

(
gH
)
hr,K

)
. (72)

proof 9: Under the arbitrarily feasible scheduling device and
computational frequency, i.e., {fk,Kt

a}, the remaining energy
used for local model uploading for each scheduled device is
Ec

k = Emax − ξCkDkf
2
k . As shown in Proposition 1, we

have f1 = . . . = fK under the homogeneous setup, which
further leads to Ec

1 = . . . = Ec
K . Since the computational

latency is identical for I-TDMA and I-NOMA under the given
{fk,Kt

a}, comparing τ∗TDMA and τ∗NOMA is equivalent to
compare their uploading latency. In the following, we focus
on the comparison of uploading latency of the I-TDMA and
I-NOMA, denoted by τ cT and τ cN, under the condition of (71)
and (72), respectively.

We first focus on the case of (71). Under the optimal IRS
phase-shifts {Θ∗

k} of the I-TDMA, the equivalent channel
power gain of each device is given by

γ∗
k=
∣∣gHΘ∗

khr,k

∣∣2=∑N

n=1

(
|[g]n|

∣∣[hr,k]n
∣∣)2. (73)

Based on the condition (71), it follows that γ∗
1 = . . . = γ∗

K .
The uploading latency of device k, denoted by τ cT,k, satisfies
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the equation Bτ cT,klog2

(
1 +

Ec
kγ

∗
k

Bτc
T,kσ

2

)
= s,∀k ∈ Kt

a. Since
Ec

1γ
∗
1 = . . . = Ec

Kγ∗
K , we obtain τ cT,k = τ cT,l,∀k, l ∈ Kt

a,
which leads to

Ec
kγ

∗
k

Bτ cT,kσ
2
=

Ec
l γ

∗
l

Bτ cT,lσ
2
,∀k, l ∈ Kt

a. (74)

It can be derived from (74) that

∑
k∈Kt

a

Bτ cT,klog2

(
1 +

Ec
kγ

∗
k

Bτ cT,kσ
2

)
(a)
= Bτ cTlog2

(
1 +

∑
k∈Kt

a
Ec

kγ
∗
k

Bτ cTσ
2

)
=
∣∣Kt

a

∣∣ s, (75)

where τ cT =
∑

∀k∈Kt
a
τ cT,k and (a) holds due to (74). Let Θ∗

denote the optimal IRS phase-shifts for the I-NOMA and γ̃k =∣∣gHΘ∗hr,k

∣∣2. For the I-NOMA, we have τ cN ≥ τ̃ cN, where τ̃ cN
satisfies the equation

Bτ̃ cNlog2

(
1 +

∑
k∈Kt

a
Ec

kγ̃k

Bτ̃ cNσ
2

)
=
∣∣Kt

a

∣∣ s. (76)

Since γ̃k ≤ γ∗
k holds, we obtain τ̃ cN ≥ τ cT by comparing (75)

and (76). Hence, τ cT ≤ τ̃ cN ≤ τ cN naturally holds, which thus
indicates that τ∗TDMA ≤ τ∗NOMA under the condition of (71).

Next, we focus on the case of (72). When (72) is satisfied,
it is obvious that Θ∗

1 = . . . = Θ∗
K = Θ∗, which leads to

γ∗
k = γ̃k,∀k. The uploading latency of I-NOMA satisfies the

equation Bτ cN log2

(
1 +

∑
k∈K̃t

a
Ec

kγ̃k

Bτc
Nσ2

)
=
∣∣∣K̃t

a

∣∣∣ s, where K̃t
a is

one subset of Kt
a. Let τ̃ cT =

∑
k∈K̃t

a
τ cT,k and then we have

∣∣∣K̃t
a

∣∣∣ s =∑
k∈K̃t

a

Bτ cT,klog2

(
1 +

Ec
kγ

∗
k

Bτ cT,kσ
2

)
(a)

≤ B
∑

k∈K̃t
a

τ cT,klog2

(
1 +

∑
k∈K̃t

a
Ec

kγ̃k

Bσ2
∑

k∈K̃t
a
τ cT,k

)

= Bτ̃ cTlog2

(
1 +

∑
k∈K̃t

a
Ec

kγ̃k

Bτ̃ cTσ
2

)
, (77)

where (a) holds because xlog2 (1 + y/x) is joint a concave
function with respect to x and y. From (77), we obtain τ̃ cT ≥
τ cN . Since K̃t

a ⊆ Kt
a and τ cT =

∑
k∈Kt

a
τ cT,k, τ cN ≤ τ̃ cT ≤ τ cT

naturally holds, which thus completes the proof.
Theorem 3 implies that I-TDMA outperforms I-NOMA

provided that condition (71) is satisfied. Note that condition
(71) refers to the power homogeneous setting, which holds in
practice when all devices are located on a half-circle centered
at the IRS under the LoS channel setup. In contrast, (72) in
Theorem 3 serves as a sufficient condition for that I-NOMA
outperforms I-TDMA. In particular, condition (72) refers to
the phase homogeneous setting, which holds in practice when
all devices are located in a line passing through the IRS.
By considering the nature of IRS, the results in Theorem 3
are fundamentally different from the conclusions in previous
works, e.g., [15], [16], which demonstrated that NOMA always
outperforms OMA in terms of latency of wireless FL system
without IRS.
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Fig. 2. Communication latency versus communication energy under the power
homogeneous setting.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are provided to validate
our analytical results (Theorems 2 and 3) and demonstrate
the usefulness of using IRS to improve the performance
of wireless FL. We consider a two dimensional coordinate
setup measured in meter (m), where the AP and IRS are
located at (0, 0) m and (100, 5) m, respectively. The devices
are distributed in the vicinity of the IRS and the detailed
distributions will be specified in the following discussions.
For the involved channels, the pathloss exponents for both the
AP-IRS and IRS-device links are set to 2, whereas the pathloss
exponent of the direct AP-device link is set to 3.4. For each
individual link, the pathloss at the reference distance of 1 m
is set to 30 dB. Unless otherwise stated, other parameters are
set as follows: B = 10 MHz, Bσ2 = −80 dBm, ζ = 10−27,
s = 1 Mbit, and Ck = 10 cycles.

A. Communication Latency Comparison

In this subsection, we focus on the communication latency
to provide an in-depth discussion regarding the performance
comparison among I-TDMA, I-FDMA, and I-NOMA under
various types of channel setups. To show it clearly, we consider
10 devices, i.e., K = 10, to upload their models to the AP
and aim to minimize the associated communication latency of
different multiple access schemes.

1) Power Homogeneous Setting: We first study the perfor-
mance comparison between the OMA and NOMA under the
power homogeneous setting. In a power homogenous setting,
we consider a pure-LoS channel setup and the AP-device
direct links are blocked. Besides, all devices are uniformly
distributed at a half-circle centered at the IRS with a radius
of 10 m, which leads to condition (71). In Fig. 2, we plot the
achieved communication latency by I-TDMA, I-NOMA, and I-
FDMA versus the available communication energy under this
power homogeneous setting. Apparently, it is observed that
the communication latency of all schemes can be significantly
reduced by increasing the available communication energy
or the number of IRS elements. Moreover, one can observe
that the latency achieved by I-TDMA is lower than those
achieved by I-NOMA and I-FDMA. This is due to the dynamic
adjustment of IRS phase-shifts to cater for the channels of dif-
ferent devices by exploiting time-selectivity of IRS. Besides,
I-FDMA always achieves a higher communication latency than
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Fig. 3. Communication latency versus communication energy under the phase
homogeneous setting.
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Fig. 4. Communication latency versus communication energy under the
general setting.

the other two counterparts. The results in Fig. 2 validates the
analysis in Theorems 2 and 3.

2) Phase Homogeneous Setting: Then, we further investi-
gate the communication latency of different multiple access
schemes under the phase homogeneous setting. In a phase
homogenous setting, a pure LoS channel setup is considered
and AP-device links are blocked. All devices are uniformly
distributed at a line segment characterized by x = 100,−30 ≤
y ≤ 0, which leads to condition (72). Under this setting,
we plot the communication latency versus the available com-
munication energy in Fig. 3. First, it is observed that the I-
TDMA and I-FDMA achieves the identical communication
latency, which is in accordance with Theorem 2. In a phase
homogeneous setting, the cascade channels of all devices share
the same phase and thus the optimal IRS phase-shift matrixes
to maximize each device’s channel power gain is identical.
Under the identical channel setup by setting a set of common
IRS phase-shifts, I-TDMA achieves the same communication
latency as that of I-FDMA. Moveover, we observe that I-
NOMA achieves a lower communication latency than the other
two counterparts, which agrees the analysis in Theorem 3. The
result is expected since NOMA is a capacity achieving scheme
for the uplink transmission under the static channel setups.

3) General Setting: Finally, we examine the communica-
tion latency under a general channel setting. In this setup, all
devices are uniformly and randomly distributed within a radius
of 20 m centered at the IRS. Furthermore, Rician fading with
Rician factor of 3 dB is used as the small-scale fading for
all channels. The communication latency versus the available
communication latency is depicted in Fig. 4 under this setup.
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Fig. 5. Per-round latency versus N with E = 0.1 Joule.

It is observed from Fig. 4 that I-TDMA outperforms I-NOMA
and I-FDMA in terms of the communication latency. The
reason is that the both the I-NOMA and I-FDMA schemes
use a single set of IRS phase-shifts for assisting model up-
loading of multiple devices, which is less flexible for channel
reconfiguration. In contrast, multiple IRS reflection patterns
employed in the I-TDMA scheme provides more degree of
freedoms for further enhancing the passive beamforming gain
for each individual device. The higher passive beamforming
gain attained for the I-TDMA becomes a more dominant factor
to reduce the communication latency. The results confirm the
superiority of I-TDMA due to the dynamic IRS beamforming.

B. IRS Enhanced Wireless FL

In this subsection, we evaluate the usefulness of IRS for
enhancing the performance of wireless FL in terms of the per-
round latency and test accuracy. To show the performance of
the proposed design for handling specific FL tasks, the image
classifier model on the widely used MNIST datasets is trained.
In particular, we consider K = 20 devices are randomly
distributed within a radius of 20 m centered at the IRS and
the channel model is set as that in the general setting of the
previous subsection. For the imbalanced data numbers, we
divide 20 devices into two parts, and they have 1000 and 2000
samples for each device, respectively. Based on the superiority
of I-TDMA over I-NOMA and I-FDMA demonstrated in the
previous subsection, we adopt the I-TDMA to represent our
proposed design.

The proposed design is compared with the following bench-
mark schemes: 1) Full scheduling: All devices are scheduled
in each training round, i.e., atk = 1,∀k, and the remaining vari-
ables are optimized; 2) Random IRS phase-shifts: Remaining
varialbes are optimized under the random IRS phase-shifts; 3)
SNR-based scheduling: The device scheduling is performed
based on SNR to satisfy constraint (33) and the remaining
variables are optimized by using the proposed algorithm. 4)
Without IRS: Resource allocation and device scheduling are
optimized without the IRS.

1) IRS for Reducing Training Latency: In Fig. 5, we
plot the per-round latency versus N with the training loss
ν = 0.15, which is defined by ν =

∑K
k=1 (1− atk)Dk/D.

First, it is observed that the per-round latency achieved by
the schemes with IRS phase-shifts optimization monotonically
decreases with N . The reasons are two-folds. On the one
hand, deploying more IRS elements helps achieve a higher
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Fig. 6. Per-round latency versus the training loss ν with E = 0.1 Joule.

passive beamforming gain, which improves the uplink spectral
efficiency. On the other hand, a higher passive beamforming
gain reduces the demand for communication energy, which
leaves more energy allocated to local model training to reduce
the computational latency. Besides, the per-round latency with
random IRS phase-shifts is not sensitive to increasing N and
its gain over the scheme without IRS is marginal, whereas
the scheme with full scheduling even performs worse than the
scheme without IRS for small N , but significantly outperforms
the scheme with random phase-shifts for large N . The result
is expected since a higher passive beamforming gain helps
compensate the additional latency incurred by scheduling
more devices. Moreover, our proposed design outperforms the
scheme with SNR-based scheduling since both the issues of
wireless channel and data volume are considered.

Fig. 6 shows the impact of the target training loss ν on
the per-round latency when N = 100. As expected, the
performance of full scheduling is invariant to ν since the
number scheduled device is fixed under the full scheduling
scheme. For the other schemes considering device scheduling,
the per-round latency monotonically decreases with ν, which
implies a fundamental tradeoff between the learning latency
and learning accuracy. Besides, it is observed that the latency
achieved by the full scheduling is still lower than that of
the scheme with random phase-shifts even when ν = 0.15,
which underscores the usefulness of using IRS to enhance the
latency-accuracy tradeoff in wireless FL systems. Moreover,
the proposed design significantly outperforms other bench-
mark schemes, which highlights the importance of the joint
optimization of IRS phase-shifts and device scheduling.

2) IRS Enhanced Training Accuracy: Then, we discuss on
using IRS to improve the training accuracy of wireless FL
under the given per-round latency. The results are obtained
by solving problem (66) in Section IV-D. Under the target
per-round latency τ̄ = 0.15 s, we study the impact of the
number of IRS elements on the average number of scheduling
devices in Fig. 7. By increasing the number of IRS elements,
the system is capable of scheduling more devices due to the
attained higher passive beamforming gain, which is beneficial
for improving data exploitation. In particular, it is observed
the energy budget of devices for achieving a full scheduling
can be reduced from 0.4 Joule to 0.2 Joule by increasing N
from N = 60 to N = 120. The result implies that IRS is
able to support low-energy devices to achieve a high-quality
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Fig. 7. The number of scheduling devices versus N .
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Fig. 8. Test accuracy versus the number of training rounds.

learning performance.
To illustrate the performance of the proposed joint design

for handling FL tasks, a image classifier model is trained on
the widely-adopted MNIST dataset. We plot the test accuracy
versus the number of training rounds in Fig. 8. Note that the
scheme of full scheduling represents an upper bound of test
accuracy since the model aggregation error is not introduced.
It is observed that the test accuracy of the proposed design
approaches that achieved by the full scheduling scheme as
the increase of N , which is expected since more devices are
scheduled to contribute their data exploitation, thereby im-
proving the test accuracy significantly. The result confirms the
analysis in Proposition 4, which demonstrates the usefulness
of deploying IRS to achieve a lossless FL model.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed three transmission protocols, namely
I-TDMA, I-FDMA, and I-NOMA for the local model upload-
ing in IRS aided wireless FL systems. Under the proposed
three protocols, we jointly optimized the IRS phase-shifts
and resource allocation to minimize the per-round latency.
The proposed optimization framework was further extended
to the training loss minimization problem under the given
latency requirement to shed light on the fundamental trade-
off between the learning accuracy and learning latency. The
required number of IRS elements to enable a full scheduling
was derived. Then, we provided a theoretical framework to
compare the performance of the proposed three protocols.
Both the preferable channel settings for the I-NOMA and I-
TDMA were unveiled, which is fundamentally different from
that NOMA always outperforms OMA in wireless FL systems
without IRS.
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