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Twin Sorting Dynamic Programming Assisted User

Association and Wireless Bandwidth Allocation for

Hierarchical Federated Learning
Rung-Hung Gau, Ting-Yu Wang and Chun-Hung Liu

Abstract—In this paper, we study user association and wireless
bandwidth allocation for a hierarchical federated learning system
that consists of mobile users, edge servers, and a cloud server.
To minimize the length of a global round in hierarchical feder-
ated learning with equal bandwidth allocation, we formulate a
combinatorial optimization problem. We design the twin sorting
dynamic programming (TSDP) algorithm that obtains a globally
optimal solution in polynomial time when there are two edge
servers. In addition, we put forward the TSDP-assisted algorithm
for user association when there are three or more edge servers.
Furthermore, given a user association matrix, we formulate
and solve a convex optimization problem for optimal wireless
bandwidth allocation. Simulation results show that the proposed
approach outperforms a number of alternative schemes.

Index Terms—Hierarchical federated learning, user associa-
tion, combinatorial optimization, twin sorting, dynamic program-
ming, wireless bandwidth allocation, convex optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Federated learning [1] is a decentralized machine learning

framework designed to benefit from parallel computation of

user devices and maintain data privacy. In a basic federated

learning system, each device directly uploads its local model

of machine learning to the cloud/parameter server. Hierarchical

federated learning (HFL) [2] [3] was proposed to improve the

scalability of federated learning. Abad et al. [2] investigated

HFL in a cellular network composed of a macro base station,

small base stations, and mobile devices. In this paper, we study

a client-edge-cloud HFL system comprising mobile devices,

edge servers, and a cloud server [3]. Specifically, a mobile

device is associated with an edge server. An edge server takes

charge of forwarding the latest global model to associated

mobile devices. In addition, an edge server is responsible

for aggregating models of corresponding mobile devices and

sending the results to the cloud server.

A typical federated learning process consists of several

rounds. For a client-edge-cloud HFL process, a round is

composed of three phases. In the first phase, each mobile

device adopts the received global model and its data to perform
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local model updates and transmits the updated local model to

the associated edge server. In the second phase, an edge server

aggregates the received local models, obtains the edge model,

and sends the edge model to the cloud server. In the third

phase, the cloud server updates the global model based on the

received edge models and broadcasts the latest global model

to edge servers which in turn forward the global model to

corresponding mobile devices.

User association and wireless bandwidth allocation are

essential for optimizing the performance of HFL, especially

when mobile clients have unequal computation capabilities

and edge servers have different model uploading delays to

the cloud server. Liu et al. [3] proposed a scheme that assigns

the same number of clients to all edge servers in a client-

edge-cloud HFL system. In contrast, we aim to optimally

assign clients to edge servers to minimize the HFL latency,

defined as the length of a global round of HFL. Luo et al.

[4] proposed using device transferring adjustments and device

exchanging adjustments to select an adequate user association

matrix for HFL. Denote the latency for mobile user m to

update and upload its local model to the associated edge

server by um, ∀m. Denote the latency for edge server n to

upload its model to the cloud server by vn, ∀n. Liu et al.

[5] aimed at jointly optimizing user association and wireless

resource allocation for minimizing a linear combination of

maxm um and maxn vn in wireless HFL. They proposed the

Max-SNR algorithm that assigns a mobile user to the edge

server with the largest signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). In this

paper, we focus on minimizing the HFL latency, which is not

a linear combination of maxm um and maxn vn. Liu et al. [6]

sought to optimize the user-edge association matrix and the

transmission power vector of mobile users in an HFL system.

They proposed a greedy algorithm that assigns users to edge

servers based on signal-to-noise ratios. In [6], the bandwidth

allocated to a mobile user is fixed and given in advance. In

this paper, we study the case in which mobile users compete

for the bandwidth of wireless communications. Specifically,

mobile users associated with the same edge server equally

share the bandwidth allocated to the edge server. Namely,

equal bandwidth allocation (EBA) is adopted. For the scenario

studied in the paper, the Max-SNR algorithm and the above

greedy algorithm do not produce optimal solutions.

In a large-scale HFL system, edge-to-cloud delays could be

as large as or greater than mobile-to-edge delays, especially

when edge servers are geographically far away from the cloud

server or the path from an edge server to the cloud server

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.09076v1
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contains a congested Internet router. Gau et al. [7] designed

the backbone-aware greedy (BAG) algorithm for finding an

adequate matrix of user association based on the computational

capabilities of mobile users, wireless communication delays,

and edge-to-cloud delays. Specifically, they aimed to minimize

the HFL latency. While the BAG algorithm does not always

produce an optimal solution, we put forward the twin sorting

dynamic programming (TSDP) algorithm that always obtains

an optimal matrix of user association in polynomial time when

an HFL system contains two edge servers and adopts equal

bandwidth allocation for connecting mobile users to edge

servers.

Reference [8] put forward using deep reinforcement learn-

ing based staleness control and heterogeneity-aware client-

edge association for improving the system efficiency of HFL.

To accelerate the HFL process, Wang et al. [9] proposed

FedCH that selects cluster heads and utilizes a bipartite match-

ing algorithm to find the cluster head for each mobile device

based on the computational capability and the communication

latency. The heterogeneity-aware client-edge association algo-

rithm [8] and the cluster construction algorithm [9] assumed

that the amount of bandwidth allocated to a mobile device

is fixed and the mobile-edge communication latency does

not change as the number of mobile devices associated with

an edge server increases. In contrast, we study the case in

which the communication latency between a mobile device

and an edge server depends on the number of mobile devices

that connect to the edge server. Deng et al. [10] sought to

minimize the total communication cost for HFL by optimally

selecting edge aggregators and mobile-edge associations. As

[8] [9], they assumed that the communication cost between a

mobile device and an edge aggregator is given and does not

depend on the number of mobile devices connecting to the

edge aggregator.

The convergence of a synchronized federated learning pro-

cess has been extensively studied in the literature [11] [12].

Dinh et al. [11] proposed a wireless federating learning

algorithm that is able to handle heterogeneous user equipment

(UE) data. In addition, they obtained the convergence rate

that characterizes the trade-off between the local computation

rounds of each UE and the global computation rounds. Under

some assumptions, Chen et al. [12] proved that E[F (gk+1)−
F (g∗)] ≤ ak + bkE[F (gk) − F (g∗)], where E represents

expectation, F is the loss function, gk is the global model

in round k, g∗ is the optimal global model and (ak, bk) are

two real numbers, ∀k. The required time for an HFL process

to converge typically depends on the user association policy.

However, since the global model is only updated in the end

of each round, changing the value of the user association

matrix does not alter the required number of rounds for a

synchronized federated learning process to converge. When

the number of rounds required for convergence is fixed, min-

imizing the time for convergence is equivalent to minimizing

the average length of a round. We seek to minimize the length

of each round through optimal user association in this paper.

Wen et al. [13] obtained solutions for the problem of

bit and sub-channel allocation and the problem of helper

scheduling in a hierarchical federated learning system. Liu

et al. [14] studied HFL with neural network quantization.

They derived a tighter convergence bound and optimized the

two aggregation intervals for HFL. Nevertheless, they [13]

[14] did not tackle the user association problem. Chen et al.

[15] put forward a deep reinforcement learning approach for

adapting the device selection and resource allocation strategies

in asynchronous HFL systems. Feng et al. [16] proposed

a mobility-aware cluster federated learning algorithm. Client

selection and mobility management for HFL are beyond the

scope of this paper.

Our major technical contributions include the following.

• For hierarchical federated learning with equal bandwidth

allocation, we formulate a combinatorial optimization

problem to obtain an optimal user association matrix that

minimizes the length of a global round.

• We put forward the twin sorting dynamic programming

algorithm that produces an optimal user association ma-

trix in polynomial time when there are two edge servers

and equal bandwidth allocation is adopted in an HFL

system. To the best of our knowledge, the proposed

TSDP algorithm is the first polynomial-time algorithm

that solves the above optimal user association problem

with two edge servers.

• For an HFL system that contains three or more edge

servers, we propose using the TSDP-assisted algorithm to

obtain an adequate user association matrix in polynomial

time.

• Given a user association matrix, we formulate and solve

a convex optimization problem for achieving optimal

wireless bandwidth allocation that further reduces the

HFL latency.

• We use simulations to demonstrate that the proposed

approach could significantly outperform a number of

alternative schemes in the literature.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We briefly

introduce related work on user association in Section II. In

Section III, we include the system models and formulate

a combinatorial optimization problem for backbone-aware

user association in hierarchical federated learning with equal

bandwidth allocation. In Section IV, we elaborate on the

proposed twin sorting dynamic programming algorithm that

finds an optimal matrix of user association in polynomial time

when there are two edge servers in the studied HFL system.

In Section V, we put forward the TSDP-assisted algorithm

for obtaining an adequate matrix of user association when

there are more than two edge servers. In addition, the TSDP-

assisted algorithm formulates and solves convex optimization

problems for optimal wireless bandwidth allocation. In Section

VI, we include simulation results that reveal the advantages of

the proposed approaches. Our conclusions for this study are

included in Section VII.

II. RELATED WORK

Even before the invention of federated learning, user asso-

ciation plays an essential role in a wireless communication

network consisting of multiple base stations. To optimize the

system performance, it is important for users to connect to op-

timal base stations. Fooladivanda et al. [17] investigated joint
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user association and resource allocation for heterogeneous

networks (HetNets). Ye et al. [18] studied user association

for load balancing in a HetNet and sought to maximize the

aggregated utility function. Lin et al. [19] adopted stochastic

geometry and optimization theory to analytically obtain the op-

timal user association bias factors and spectrum partition ratios

for multi-tier HetNets. To deal with interference mitigation,

user association, and resource allocation in HetNets, Oo et al.

[20] proposed using two approaches: Markov approximation

and payoff-based log-linear learning. The first approach is

based on a novel Markov chain design, while the second

approach is based on game theory. Zhao et al. [21] put forward

using multi-agent deep reinforcement learning for a distributed

optimization of user association and resource allocation in

HetNets.

User association has been jointly optimized with several

advanced technologies for wireless communications, such as

cloud radio access network (C-RAN) [22], Multiple-Input

Multiple-Output (MIMO) [23], and full-duplex that allows

concurrent communication in both directions [24]. While

many earlier works on wireless communications focused on

microwaves, recent works exploited millimeter waves to in-

crease the data transmission rate. Khawam et al. [25] utilized

non-cooperative game theory for coordinated user association

and spectrum allocation in 5G HetNet with microwave and

millimeter wave. Zarifneshat et al. [26] took a bi-objective

optimization approach for user association in millimeter wave

cellular networks. Specifically, the two objectives depend on

the base station utility and the blockage score. Huang et

al. [27] formulated the problem of online user association

and resource allocation in a wireless caching network as a

stochastic network optimization problem. In addition, they

designed the Predictive User-AP Association and Resource

Allocation (PUARA) scheme that achieves a provably near-

optimal throughput with queue stability. Li et al. [28] studied

the problem of jointly optimizing content caching and user

association for edge computing in HetNets and proved that

the problem is NP-hard. Chen et al. [29] investigated cache

placement, video quality decision, and user association for

live video streaming in mobile edge computing systems. Nouri

et al. [30] proposed an efficient algorithm based on machine

learning to optimize the uncrewed aerial vehicle (UAV) place-

ments and the user association in wireless MIMO networks

where UAVs serve as aerial base stations. Dai et al. [31]

put forward downlink-uplink decoupling with which each user

equipment (UE) is allowed to associate with different UAVs

for downlink and uplink transmissions in UAV networks. To

maximize the sum rate, they adopted a partially observable

Markov decision process (POMDP) model and proposed a

multi-agent deep reinforcement learning approach that enables

each UAV to choose its policy in a distributed manner. These

schemes were not designed for hierarchical federated learning.

Liu et al. [32] aimed to maximize a mobile communication

network’s long-term average communication efficiency by

selecting an optimal pair of base station and network slice

for each user/device in each time slot. They proposed an

efficient device association scheme for radio access network

slicing based on deep reinforcement learning and federated

learning. Lim et al. [33] proposed a hierarchical game theoretic

framework for edge association and resource allocation in self-

organizing HFL networks. Li et al. [34] put forward a deep

reinforcement learning based approach for the cloud server to

decide edge association in cluster-based personalized federated

learning systems. Lin et al. [35] adopted federated multi-

agent reinforcement learning to tackle privacy-preserving edge

association and power allocation for the Internet of Vehicles.

Instead of using machine learning or game theory, we adopt

dynamic programming and sorting to minimize the HFL

latency. Specifically, we prove that our proposed algorithm

always finds a globally optimal solution in polynomial time

for the studied user association problem when there are two

edge servers in the HFL system.

Ong et al. [36] put forward using local losses to dynamically

select clients for federated learning systems. Hsu et al. [37]

designed an MMSE-based power control scheme for wireless

federated learning. Nevertheless, they [36] [37] did not study

user-edge association for HFL. Hosseinalipour et al. [38] stud-

ied hierarchical federated learning in which clusters could be

formed via device-to-device (D2D) communications and de-

veloped a distributed algorithm to tune the D2D rounds in each

cluster. They assumed that the hierarchical structure was given

and did not address the user association problem. Ganguly et

al. [39] considered FL in a three-tier wireless network and

proposed using a dynamically selected edge server to aggre-

gate models of machine learning. Liu et al. [40] put forward a

layer-wise aggregation mechanism for decentralized federated

learning that does not have a centralized parameter server

and utilizes peer-to-peer (P2P) communications. Decentralized

federated learning based on P2P communications is beyond the

scope of this paper. Reference [41] comprehensively surveyed

federated learning in mobile edge networks. Reference [42]

contained a survey of offloading in federated cloud–edge–fog

systems.

III. SYSTEM MODELS AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A hierarchical federated learning system contains one cloud

server, N ≥ 2 edge servers and M ≥ 2 mobile devices. Edge

server n is co-located with base station (BS) n, ∀n. Let N =
{1, 2, 3, ...} be the set of natural numbers. For each n ∈ N,

C

ES1 ES2

M1

M2

M3

M4

M5

d
(2)
1 (t) d

(2)
2 (t)

d
(1)
1 (t)

d
(1)
2 (t)

d
(1)
3 (t)

d
(1)
4 (t)

d
(1)
5 (t)

Fig. 1: A hierarchical federated learning system in round t.
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let [n] = {1, 2, .., n}. Denote the cardinality of a set S by |S|.
We reuse the notations in [7] whenever appropriate.

A hierarchical federated learning process consists of multi-

ple rounds. A mobile device is associated with an edge server

in each round. Let xm,n(t) ∈ {0, 1} be a binary variable,

∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. If mobile device m is associated

with edge server n in round t, xm,n(t) = 1. Otherwise,

xm,n(t) = 0. Each mobile device keeps a machine learning

model. If xm,n(t) = 1, mobile device m sends its model of

machine learning to edge server n via BS n in round t. For

the reason that a mobile device is associated with only one

edge server in an HFL round, we have

N
∑

n=1

xm,n(t) = 1, ∀m ∈ [M ], t ∈ N. (1)

Let An(t) be the set consisting of the indexes of mobile

devices associated with edge server n in round t of HFL,

∀n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. Specifically,

An(t) = {m ∈ [M ]|xm,n(t) = 1}, ∀n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. (2)

Note that ∪Nn=1An(t) = [M ] and Ai(t) ∩ Aj(t) = ∅, ∀i 6= j.

Namely, (A1(t), A2(t), .., AN (t)) is a partition of [M ]. Let

A(t) = (A1(t), A2(t), .., AN (t)).
The cloud server maintains the global model that typically

changes with time until convergence. Denote the global model

vector at the beginning of round t by w(t), ∀t ∈ N. At the

beginning of round t, the cloud server transmits the value of

w(t) to all mobile devices via the base stations in the HFL

system. Once a mobile device acquires the value of w(t), it

utilizes w(t) and local training data to update the local model.

Define αm(t) as the required time for mobile device m to

accomplish a local model update in round t, ∀m ∈ [M ], t ∈ N.

When mobile device m is equipped with a graphics processing

unit (GPU), αm(t) depends on the computing capability of the

GPU and the amount of training data.

The mobile devices that connect to the same edge server use

orthogonal channels. Let Bn be the amount of wireless band-

width of which BS/edge server n takes charge. Let θm,n(t)
be the fraction of bandwidth that edge server n assigns to

mobile device m in HFL round t, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N.

If xm,n(t) = 0, mobile device m does not connect to edge

server n and therefore θm,n(t) = 0. Otherwise, θm,n(t) > 0.

In addition,
∑M

m=1 θm,n(t) ≤ 1, ∀n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. Denote

the transmit power of mobile device m in HFL round t by

pm(t). Let gm,n(t) be the channel gain of the wireless link

from mobile device m to BS/edge server n in HFL round t.
Let N0 be the power spectral density of the additive white

Gaussian noise at each edge server. Let rm,n(t) be the data

transmission rate from mobile device m to BS/edge server n
in HFL round t. Based on information theory,

rm,n(t) = θm,n(t)Bn × log2(1 +
pm(t)gm,n(t)

θm,n(t)BnN0
),

∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. (3)

Let L be the number of bits required for representing a

local model of machine learning. Let βm,n(t) be the amount

of time it takes to upload the local model of mobile device m

to edge server n in round t when θm,n(t) = 1, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈
[N ], t ∈ N. In other words,

βm,n(t) =
L

Bn × log2(1 +
pm(t)gm,n(t)

BnN0
)
. (4)

In each HFL round, mobile devices that are associated with

the same edge server equally share the corresponding wireless

bandwidth. Namely, equal bandwidth allocation (EBA) is used

and

θm,n(t) =
xm,n(t)

|An(t)|
, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. (5)

Let tm,n(t) be the amount of time that mobile device m
takes to transmit the local model to edge server n if the former

is associated with the latter in round t. Specifically,

tm,n(t) =
L

rm,n(t)

=
L

θm,n(t)Bn × log2(1 +
pm(t)gm,n(t)
θm,n(t)BnN0

)

=
|An(t)| · L

Bn × log2(1 +
pm(t)gm,n(t)
BnN0/|An(t)|

)

≤ |An(t)| · βm,n(t). (6)

Let d
(1)
m (t) be the amount of time required for mobile device

m to carry out local model updates and send the latest local

model to the associated edge server in round t, ∀m ∈ [M ], t ∈
N. Then,

d(1)m (t) = αm(t) +

N
∑

k=1

xm,k(t)× βm,k(t)× |Ak(t)|,

∀m ∈ [M ], t ∈ N. (7)

Let d
(2)
n (t) be the compulsory amount of time for edge

server n to transmit its model to the cloud server, ∀n ∈
[N ], t ∈ N. In general, the value of d

(2)
n (t) depends on n and

t mainly due to the following reasons. First, the geographical

distance between edge server n and the cloud server typically

changes with n. In addition, the end-to-end delay between

edge server n and the cloud server depends on the time-varying

queueing delay of intermediate Internet routers.

In Fig. 1, we illustrate an HFL system that is composed

of five mobile devices, two edge servers and a cloud server.

Specifically, the cloud server is represented by a green circle

marked by C, the nth edge server is depicted by a red circle

marked by ESn, ∀n ∈ [N ] and the mth mobile device is

portrayed by a blue circle marked by Mm, ∀m ∈ [M ].
Moreover, the first three mobile devices connect to the first

edge server, while the remaining two mobile devices are

associated with the second edge server in round t. In this case,

x1,1(t) = x2,1(t) = x3,1(t) = 1 and x4,2(t) = x5,2(t) = 1.

Meanwhile, A1(t) = {1, 2, 3} and A2(t) = {4, 5}.
Denote the length of HFL round t by y(t), ∀t ∈ N. Then,

y(t) = max
n:n∈[N ]

[

max
m:m∈An(t)

d(1)m (t) + d(2)n (t)
]

, ∀t ∈ N. (8)

We now elaborate on the above equation. Consider HFL

round t. Since edge server n has to collect models from
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the associated mobile devices with indexes in An(t), it takes

maxm:m∈An(t) d
(1)
m (t) time units to obtain the latest model

of edge server n, ∀n ∈ [N ]. In addition, edge server n

has to spend d
(2)
n (t) time units to transmit its model to

the cloud server. Thus, the cloud server has to wait for

maxm:m∈An(t) d
(1)
m (t)+d

(2)
n (t) time units to acquire the latest

model of edge server n. Since the cloud server has to collect

all edge models in order to update the global model, y(t) is

equal to maxn:n∈[N ]

[

maxm:m∈An(t) d
(1)
m (t) + d

(2)
n (t)

]

.

Let X(t) ∈ {0, 1}M×N be the user association matrix in

HFL round t, ∀t ∈ N. Specifically, [X(t)]m,n = xm,n(t),
∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ]. To obtain an optimal user association

matrix in HFL round t, we formulate a combinatorial opti-

mization problem as follows.

min
X(t)∈{0,1}M×N

max
n:n∈[N ]

[

max
m:m∈An(t)

d(1)m (t) + d(2)n (t)
]

subject to

[X(t)]m,n ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ]
N
∑

n=1

[X(t)]m,n = 1, ∀m ∈ [M ]

An(t) = {m ∈ [M ]|[X(t)]m,n = 1}, ∀n ∈ [N ]. (9)

Let h∗ be the minimum value of the objective function and

X∗(t) be an optimal solution of (9). Denote the set of all

feasible solutions of (9) by ΩX . Since each of the M mobile

devices could be assigned to one of the N edge servers,

|ΩX | = NM .

Let α(t) = (α1(t), α2(t), .., αM (t)), ∀t ∈ N. For each

t ∈ N, let β(t) ∈ R
M×N be a matrix such that the element

in the mth row, and the nth column is βm,n(t), ∀m ∈

[M ], n ∈ [N ]. Define d(1)(t) = (d
(1)
1 (t), d

(1)
2 (t), .., d

(1)
M (t))

and d(2)(t) = (d
(2)
1 (t), d

(2)
2 (t), .., d

(2)
N (t)). When the HFL

round index t is clear from the context, we abbreviate αm(t),

βm,n(t), d
(1)
m (t), d

(2)
n (t) and An(t) by αm, βm,n, d

(1)
m , d

(2)
n and

An, respectively. In addition, α(t), β(t), d(1)(t) and d(2)(t) are

abbreviated by α, β, d(1) and d(2), respectively. Furthermore,

X(t) is abbreviated by X, while X∗(t) is abbreviated by X∗.

IV. THE TWIN SORTING DYNAMIC PROGRAMMING

ALGORITHM

We consider the case in which N = 2 in this section.

We will deal with the case in which N ≥ 3 in the next

section. We propose the twin sorting dynamic programming

(TSDP) algorithm that obtains an optimal solution for (9) when

N = 2 in polynomial time. The proposed algorithm utilizes

two similar sorting procedures and dynamic programming.

Specifically, the first sorting arranges the latencies of all

mobile users in decreasing order from the viewpoint of edge

server 1, while the second sorting lists the latencies of a subset

of mobile users in increasing order from the viewpoint of edge

server 2. Consider HFL round t ∈ N. Pseudo codes for the

TSDP algorithm are included in Algorithm 1.

We introduce some key ideas and variables for the TSDP

algorithm as follows. First, for each n ∈ [2], based on (7), we

have

max
m∈An

d(1)m + d(2)n = max
m∈An

αm + |An| · βm,n + d(2)n . (10)

Algorithm 1. TSDP: twin sorting dynamic programming

Require: M , α, β, d(2).
Ensure: h∗, (A∗

1, A
∗
2), X

∗.

1: h∗ ← maxm:m∈[M ] αm +M · βm,2 + d
(2)
2 . // h(0)

2: A1 ← ∅, A2 ← [M ].
3: for k = 1 to M do

4: φ
(1)
k,m ← αm + k · βm,1, ∀m ∈ [M ].

5: γ
(1)
k ← SortDecreasing(φ

(1)
k,1, φ

(1)
k,2, .., φ

(1)
k,M ).

6: for r = 1 to M do

7: Find s1(k, r) based on γ
(1)
k and (13).

8: Λk,r ← {m ∈ [M ]|γ
(1)
k,m > r}.

9: φ
(2)
M−k,m ← αm + (M − k) · βm,2, ∀m ∈ Λk,r.

10: uk,r ← (φ
(2)
M−k,Λk,r [1]

, .., φ
(2)
M−k,Λk,r [M−r]).

11: γ
(2)
k,r ← SortIncreasing(uk,r,Λk,r).

12: Obtain (Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r) based on (20).

13: Obtain (ζ
(1)
k,r , ζ

(2)
k,r) based on (21) and (22).

14: h(k, r)← maxn:n∈[2] ζ
(n)
k,r + d

(2)
n .

15: if h(k, r) < h∗ then

16: h∗ ← h(k, r), (A∗
1, A

∗
2)← (Ξ

(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r).

17: end if

18: end for

19: end for

20: for m = 1 to M do

21: if m ∈ A∗
1 then

22: [X∗]m,1 ← 1, [X∗]m,2 ← 0.

23: else

24: [X∗]m,1 ← 0, [X∗]m,2 ← 1.

25: end if

26: end for

When N = 2 and t is omitted, (9) is equivalent to the

subsequent optimization problem.

min
(A1,A2)

max
n∈[2]

[

max
m:m∈An

d(1)m + d(2)n

]

subject to

A1 ∪ A2 = [M ]

A1 ∩ A2 = ∅. (11)

Let Ω2 be the set that is composed of all feasible solutions of

(11).

One key idea behind the proposed TSDP algorithm is to

partition Ω2 into a finite number of classes and efficiently

solve a subproblem associated each class. The TSDP algorithm

utilizes two types of sorting. It uses the first type of sorting to

partition Ω2 and adopts the second type of sorting to efficiently

solve each subproblem. The TSDP algorithm acquires an

optimal solution of (11) based on the optimal solutions of

the subproblems.

To sort mobile users from the viewpoint of edge server n,

we define φ
(n)
k,m as follows.

φ
(n)
k,m = αm + k · βm,n, ∀k,m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [2]. (12)

Note that φ
(n)
k,m is the delay/latency for mobile user m to update

and upload its local model to edge server n when |An| = k
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and m ∈ An.

Let γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [M ] be the primary rank of mobile user m

when |A1| = k and mobile users are sorted according to the

values of (φ
(1)
k,1, φ

(1)
k,2, .., φ

(1)
k,M ) in decreasing order, ∀m ∈ [M ].

Specifically, if φ
(1)
k,i > φ

(1)
k,j , γ

(1)
k,i < γ

(1)
k,j . If φ

(1)
k,i = φ

(1)
k,j and

i < j, γ
(1)
k,i < γ

(1)
k,j . Then, γ

(1)
k,i 6= γ

(1)
k,j , ∀i 6= j. Define γ

(1)
k =

(γ
(1)
k,1, γ

(1)
k,2, .., γ

(1)
k,M ). For each pair (k, r), where k, r ∈ [M ],

let s1(k, r) be the unique integer in the set [M ] such that

γ
(1)
k,s1(k,r)

= r. (13)

Namely, s1(k, r) is the index of the mobile user with primary

rank r when |A1| = k.

Let h(0) be the HFL latency when |A1| = 0. Since |A2| =
M − |A1|, we have

h(0) = max
m:m∈[M ]

αm +M · βm,2 + d
(2)
2 . (14)

Let h(k, r) be the minimum HFL latency when |A1| = k

and minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m = r, ∀k, r ∈ [M ]. Namely, h(k, r) is the

value of the following optimization problem.

min
(A1,A2)

max
n∈[2]

[

max
m:m∈An

d(1)m + d(2)n

]

subject to

A1 ∪ A2 = [M ]

A1 ∩ A2 = ∅

|A1| = k

min
m∈A1

γ
(1)
k,m = r. (15)

The set of feasible solutions of (15) is a subset of Ω2 with class

index (k, r). The above optimization problem is a subproblem

of (11) with index (k, r). Denote an optimal solution of (15)

by (Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r).

Let Θk,r be the set of feasible solutions of (15), ∀k, r ∈
[M ]. Specifically,

Θk,r = {(A1, A2)|A1 ∪ A2 = [M ], A1 ∩ A2 = ∅,

|A1| = k, min
m∈A1

γ
(1)
k,m = r}. (16)

Note that an element of Θk,r is a partition of [M ] and therefore

Θk,r ⊂ Ω2, ∀k, r ∈ [M ].
Define Θ0 as follows.

Θ0 = {(∅, [M ])}. (17)

It is clear that Θ0 ∈ Ω2.

When (A1, A2) ∈ Ω2, |A1| = 0 or |A1| ∈ [M ]. If

|A1| = 0, A2 = [M ]. On the other hand, if |A1| = k ∈ [M ],

minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [M ]. Hence, we have

Ω2 = Θ0 ∪ (∪(k,r):k,r∈[M ]Θk,r). (18)

The following theorem states that one can obtain the value of

h∗ based on the values of h(0) and h(k, r)’s.

Theorem 1: When N = 2,

h∗ = min(h(0), min
(k,r):k,r∈[M ]

h(k, r)).

Proof:

1. Based on (10) and (11),

h∗ = min
(A1,A2)∈Ω2

max
n:n∈[2]

[

max
m:m∈An

αm + |An| · βm,n

+d(2)n

]

.

2. For each (A1, A2) ∈ Ω2, define f(A1, A2) as follows.

f(A1, A2)

= max
n:n∈[2]

[

max
m:m∈An

αm + |An| · βm,n + d(2)n

]

.

Thus,

h∗ = min
(A1,A2)∈Ω2

f(A1, A2).

3. According to (18), Ω2 = Θ0 ∪ (∪(k,r):k,r∈[M ]Θk,r).
Recall that Θ0 consists of one element. Then, we have

h∗ = min(f(Θ0), min
(k,r):k,r∈[M ]

min
(A1,A2)∈Θk,r

f(A1, A2))

= min(h(0), min
(k,r):k,r∈[M ]

h(k, r)).

The second equality is due to that f(Θ0) = h(0) and h(k, r) =
min(A1,A2)∈Θk,r

f(A1, A2), ∀k, r ∈ [M ]. �

Based on Theorem 1, one can obtain the value of h∗ based

on the values of M2+1 variables. If one can obtain the value

for each of the M2 +1 variables in polynomial time, one can

obtain the value of h∗ in polynomial time. According to (14),

one can obtain the value of h(0) in polynomial time.

In order to obtain the value of h(k, r) in polynomial time,

consider the case in which |A1| = k and minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m = r.

In this case, if m ∈ [M ] and γ
(1)
k,m = r, mobile user m has

to be associated with edge server 1. In addition, if m ∈ [M ]

and γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [r − 1], mobile user m cannot be associated with

edge server 1 and therefore has to be associated with edge

server 2. Furthermore, if m ∈ [M ] and γ
(1)
k,m > r, mobile

user m is associated with either edge server 1 or edge server

2. Therefore, we define Λk,r as the set that consists of the

indexes of mobile users each with primary rank larger than r.

Specifically,

Λk,r = {m ∈ [M ]|r + 1 ≤ γ
(1)
k,m ≤M}. (19)

It is clear that |Λk,r| = M − r. To obtain the value of h(k, r),
among the M − r mobile users with indexes in Λk,r, one has

to optimally assign k − 1 mobile users to edge server 1 and

the remaining (M − r) − (k − 1) = M − r − k + 1 mobile

users to edge server 2.

To optimally assign the M−r mobile users with indexes in

Λk,r to the two edge servers, we rank mobile users with in-

dexes in Λk,r from the viewpoint of edge server 2. as follows.

First, for each m ∈ Λk,r, we assign φ
(2)
M−k,m to mobile user m.

Next, we sort the mobile users with indexes in Λk,r according

to φ
(2)
M−k,m’s in increasing order. The corresponding rank for

mobile user m is denoted by γ
(2)
k,r,m and is called the secondary

rank of mobile user m when |A1| = k and minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m = r

, ∀m ∈ Λk,r. Specifically, γ
(2)
k,r,m ∈ [M − r], ∀m ∈ Λk,r. In

addition, if φ
(2)
M−k,i < φ

(2)
M−k,j , γ

(2)
k,r,i < γ

(2)
k,r,j , ∀i, j ∈ Λk,r.

Furthermore, if φ
(2)
M−k,i = φ

(2)
M−k,j and i < j, γ

(2)
k,r,i < γ

(2)
k,r,j ,

∀i, j ∈ Λk,r. Then, if i 6= j, γ
(2)
k,r,i 6= γ

(2)
k,r,j , ∀i, j ∈ Λk,r.
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Based on (19), if m ∈ Λk,r, γ
(1)
k,m ≥ r + 1 and therefore

d
(1)
m ≤ d

(1)
s1(k,r)

. Thus, if s1(k, r) ∈ A1 and A1 ⊂ {s1(k, r)}∪

Λk,r, maxm:m∈A1 d
(1)
m + d

(2)
1 = d

(1)
s1(k,r)

+ d
(2)
1 . Hence, to

obtain h(k, r), one has to assign the M−r−k+1 mobile users

with the highest secondary ranks among the mobile users with

indexes in Λk,r to edge server 2. Since there are polynomial-

time sorting algorithms [44], the assignment can be completed

in polynomial time.

Theorem 2:

Ξ
(2)
k,r = {m ∈ [M ]|γ

(1)
k,m ∈ [r − 1]} ∪

{m ∈ Λk,r|γ
(2)
k,r,m ∈ [M − r − k + 1]}

Ξ
(1)
k,r = {m ∈ [M ]|m /∈ Ξ

(2)
k,r}. (20)

Proof:

1. Consider the optimization problem in (11). By defi-

nition, (Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r) is the optimal values of (A1, A2) that

minimize the objective function given that |A1| = k and

minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m = r. Consider mobile user m with γ

(1)
k,m ∈

[r − 1]. When minm∈A1 γ
(1)
k,m = r, mobile user m cannot

be assigned to edge server 1 since γ
(1)
k,m < r and therefore

has to be assigned to edge server 2 since N = 2. Hence,

{m ∈ [M ]|γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [r − 1]} ⊆ Ξ

(2)
k,r.

2. Based on (19), Λk,r = {m ∈ [M ]|r + 1 ≤ γ
(1)
k,m ≤ M}.

Thus, Λk,r = [M ] \ {m ∈ [M ]|γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [r]}. When |A1| = k,

|A2| = M − k. To obtain the value of Ξ
(2)
k,r , in addition to

the r − 1 elements in {m ∈ [M ]|γ
(1)
k,m ∈ [r − 1]}, one has to

optimally assign M − k − (r − 1) elements in Λk,r to Ξ
(2)
k,r .

3. If m ∈ Λk,r, γ
(1)
k,m > r and therefore φ

(1)
k,m ≤

φ
(1)
k,s1(k,r)

. Thus, if |A1| = k and A1 ⊆ {s1(k, r)} ∪ Λk,r,

maxm∈A1 φ
(1)
k,m = φ

(1)
k,s1(k,r)

and therefore maxm∈A1 d
(1)
m +

d
(2)
1 = φ

(1)
k,s1(k,r)

+ d
(2)
1 , which is a constant and does not

depend on A1 for each fixed (k, r).

4. When |A1| = k and A1 ⊆ {s1(k, r)}∪Λk,r, to minimize

maxn∈[2]maxm∈An
d
(1)
m + d

(2)
n , based on 3, it is sufficient to

minimize maxm∈A2 d
(1)
m + d

(2)
2 . Note {m ∈ [M ]|γ

(2)
k,r,m ∈

[M − k − r + 1]} ⊆ Λk,r and for each m ∈ Λk,r, γ
(2)
k,r,m

is obtained by sorting φ
(2)
M−k,m’s in increasing order. Hence,

Ξ
(2)
k,r = {m ∈ [M ]|γ

(1)
k,m ∈ [r − 1]} ∪ {m ∈ Λk,r|γ

(2)
k,r,m ∈

[M − k − r + 1]}.

5. Since (Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r) is a partition of [M ], Ξ

(1)
k,r = {m ∈

[M ]|m /∈ Ξ
(2)
k,r}. �

For each pair (k, r), where k, r ∈ [M ], after obtaining the

values of φ
(1)
k,m’s, φ

(2)
M−k,m’s and (Ξ

(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r), one can obtain

the value of h(k, r) in polynomial time as follows. Define ζ
(n)
k,r

as the latency for mobile users to upload local models to edge

server n when A1 = Ξ
(1)
k,r and A2 = Ξ

(2)
k,r . Then,

ζ
(1)
k,r = max

m:m∈Ξ
(1)
k,r

φ
(1)
k,m

= φ
(1)
k,s1(k,r)

. (21)

In addition,

ζ
(2)
k,r = max

m:m∈Ξ
(2)
k,r

φ
(2)
M−k,m. (22)

Furthermore,

h(k, r) = max
n:n∈[2]

ζ
(n)
k,r + d(2)n . (23)

Theorem 3: The twin sorting dynamic programming algo-

rithm obtains an optimal solution for (9) when N = 2.

Proof:

1. When N = 2, (9) is equivalent to (11). In line 1 of

Algorithm 1, the TSDP algorithm obtains h(0). In addition,

the TSDP algorithm obtains (Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r) in line 12 based on

Theorem 2 and h(k, r) in line 14 in Algorithm 1, ∀k, r ∈ [M ].
2. Based on Theorem 1, h∗ =

min(h(0),min(k,r):k,r∈[M ] h(k, r)). The TSDP algorithm

updates the value of h∗ and (A∗
1, A

∗
2) in lines 15-17 In

Algorithm 1. Thus, after comparing h(0) and h(k, r)’s, the

TSDP algorithm obtains the value of h∗ and (A∗
1, A

∗
2) when

it terminates. �

Let Λk,r[ℓ] be the ℓth element in the set Λk,r, ∀ℓ. We define

two vectors that are used in Algorithm 1 as follows. First,

uk,r = (φ
(2)
M−k,Λk,r [1]

, φ
(2)
M−k,Λk,r [2]

, .., φ
(2)
M−k,Λk,r [M−r]). (24)

In addition,

γ
(2)
k,r = (γ

(2)
k,r,Λk,r [1]

, γ
(2)
k,r,Λk,r [2]

, .., γ
(2)
k,r,Λk,r [M−r]). (25)

The secondary rank vector γ
(2)
k,r consists of the secondary ranks

of mobile users with indexes in Λk,r. One can obtain the vector

γ
(2)
k,r by sorting elements in the vector uk,r.

Theorem 4: The computational complexity of the proposed

TSDP algorithm is O(M3 log2 M).
Proof:

1. Consider Algorithm 1. In line 1, it takes O(M) time to

obtain h∗. For each k ∈ [M ], it takes O(M) to obtain φ
(1)
k,m’s

in line 4 and O(M log2 M) time to acquire γ
(1)
k in line 5.

Given γ
(1)
k , for each r ∈ [M ], it takes O(1) time to obtain

s1(k, r) in line 7 and O(M) time to get Λk,r in line 8. In

addition, it takes O(M) time to run the codes in lines 9-10.

In line 11, it takes O(M log2 M) time to acquire γ
(2)
k,r based

on QuickSort [44].

2. Based on Theorem 2, it takes O(M) time to obtain

(Ξ
(1)
k,r ,Ξ

(2)
k,r) in line 12. In line 13, the algorithm spends O(M)

time for obtaining (ζ
(1)
k,r , ζ

(2)
k,r). In line 14, it takes O(1) time

to obtain h(k, r). The computational complexity of codes

in line 16 is O(M). Thus, for each r ∈ [M ], the overall

computational complexity of the codes in lines 7-17 is equal

to O(1)+O(M)+O(M)+O(M log2 M)+O(M)+O(M)+
O(1) +O(M) = O(M log2 M).

3. Hence, the aggregated computational complexity of the

codes in lines 3-19 is equal to M · [O(M log2 M) + M ·
O(M log2 M)] = O(M3 log2 M). For each m ∈ [M ], it takes

O(M) time to check if m ∈ A∗
1. Thus, the computational

complexity of codes in lines 20-26 is M · O(M) = O(M2).
Therefore, the computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is

equal to O(M3 log2 M) +O(M2) = O(M3 log2 M). �
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Let s ∈ [M ] be an integer. With minor modifications,

the TSDP algorithm could solve the following combinatorial

optimization problem in polynomial time and select s mobile

users to minimize the HFL latency.

min
(A1,A2)

max
n∈[2]

[

max
m:m∈An

d(1)m + d(2)n

]

subject to

A1 ∪ A2 ⊆ [M ]

|A1 ∪ A2| = s

A1 ∩ A2 = ∅. (26)

We omit the details due to the limit of space.

Algorithm 2. TSDP-assisted

Require: M , N , α, β, d(2), J .

Ensure: X†, Θ†, h†, A† := (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N ).

1: // 1. Use a baseline algorithm to obtain an initial solution.

2: (h†, A†) = Max-SNR(M,N,α, β, d(2)).
3: // 2. For each pair of adjacent edge servers, use the TSDP

algorithm to obtain a better solution.

4: h† ← 0.

5: for k = 1 to ⌊N2 ⌋ do

6: (u, v)← (2k − 1, 2k).
7: Ψ← A∗

u ∪A∗
v , M̃ ← |Ψ|.

8: d̃
(2)
1 ← d

(2)
u , d̃

(2)
2 ← d

(2)
v , i← 1.

9: for each m ∈ Ψ do

10: α̃i ← αm.

11: β̃i,1 ← βm,u, β̃i,2 ← βm,v.

12: i← i+ 1.

13: end for

14: (h,A1, A2) = TSDP(M̃, α̃, β̃, d̃(2)).
15: h† ← max(h†, h), (A†

u, A
†
v)← (A1, A2).

16: end for

17: // Check if N is an odd number.

18: if N > 2⌊N2 ⌋ then

19: h← maxm:m∈A†

N

αm + |A†
N | · βm,N + d

(2)
N .

20: h† ← max(h†, h).
21: end if

22: // 3. Use a greedy algorithm to improve user association.

23: Y0 ←Partition2Matrix(A
†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N ).

24: for m = 1 to M do

25: Ym ← GST(m,Ym−1,M,N, α, β, d(2)).
26: end for

27: X3 ← YM .

28: // 4. Use dynamic bandwidth allocation.

29: (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
n)← Matrix2Partition(X3).

30: for n = 1 to N do

31: Obtain (µ∗
n, θ

∗
n) by solving (28).

32: end for

33: h† ← maxn∈[N ] µ
∗
n + d

(2)
n .

34: A† ← (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
n), Θ

† ← [θ∗1 , θ
∗
2 , .., θ

∗
n].

35: // 5. Use a CPR algorithm.

36: for k = 1 to 10 do

37: (h†, A†,Θ†)←CPR-M(M,N,α, β, d(2), h†, A†,Θ†, J).
38: end for

V. THE TSDP-ASSISTED ALGORITHM

In this section, we put forward the TSDP-assisted algorithm

for determining user association and bandwidth allocation in

an HFL round when N ≥ 3. Consider a round of HFL. Let

X† be the user association matrix produced by the TSDP-

assisted algorithm. Let Θ† be the bandwidth allocation matrix

produced by the TSDP-assisted algorithm such that [Θ†]m,n

is the fraction of bandwidth that edge server n allocates to

mobile user m, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ]. Pseudo codes for the

TSDP-assisted algorithm are included in Algorithm 2.

The TSDP-assisted algorithm consists of five phases. In the

first phase, the TSDP-assisted algorithm utilizes a baseline

algorithm such as Max-SNR to obtain an initial solution for

user association when each edge sever adopts equal bandwidth

allocation. In the second phase, it adopts the TSDP algorithm

to find a better user association matrix for each pair of edge

servers. In the third phase, it uses the greedy server transfer

(GST) algorithm. In the fourth phase, it makes use of dynamic

bandwidth allocation rather than equal bandwidth allocation.

In the fifth phase, it exploits the critical path reduction (CPR)

algorithm.

We now elaborate on the technical details of the proposed

TSDP-assisted algorithm. In the second phase, the TSDP-

assisted algorithm treats edge server 2k − 1 and edge server

2k as the kth pair of edge servers, ∀1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊N2 ⌋. Next, the

TSDP-assisted algorithm uses ⌊N2 ⌋ rounds to update the user

association matrix. Specifically, in the kth round, it utilizes the

TSDP algorithm to find an optimal user association matrix for

mobile users that are associated with the kth pair of edge

servers in phase 1, ∀1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊N2 ⌋. Let X2 be the user

association matrix produced by the TSDP-assisted algorithm

in the second phase.

In the third phase, given X2, the TSDP-assisted algorithm

uses the proposed GST algorithm M times to find a better

user association matrix. Specifically, the GST algorithm is

a greedy algorithm that contains M rounds and discovers

an optimal edge server for mobile user m to connect in

round m, ∀m ∈ [M ]. We now introduce some variables

used in the GST algorithm. Define Y0 = X2. In addition,

let Ym ∈ {0, 1}M×N be the user association matrix in the

end of round m of the third phase, ∀m ∈ [M ]. For each

Y ∈ {0, 1}M×N , let ∆m,n(Y) ∈ {0, 1}M×N be a matrix such

that [∆m,n(Y)]m,n = 1 and [∆m,n(Y)]m,n′ = 0, ∀n′ 6= n.

Let ℓm,n be the HFL latency when the user association matrix

X is equal to ∆m,n(Ym−1), ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ]. Define

k∗(m) = argminn∈[N ] ℓm,n, ∀m ∈ [M ]. According to the

GST algorithm, [Ym]i,n = [Ym−1]i,n, ∀i 6= m,n ∈ [N ]. In

addition, [Ym]m,n = 1 if n = k∗(m) and [Ym]m,k = 0 if

n 6= k∗(m). Let X3 be the user association matrix produced

by the TSDP-assisted algorithm in the third phase. Based on

the TSDP-assisted algorithm, X3 = YM . Pseudo codes for

the GST algorithm are included in Algorithm 3.

In the fourth phase, the TSDP-assisted algorithm adopts dy-

namic bandwidth allocation (DBA). Recall that An(t) is the set

that consists of the indexes of mobile users that are associated

with edge server n in HFL round t. In addition, θm,n(t) is the

fraction of bandwidth that edge server n assigns to mobile user
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m in HFL round t. Let θn(t) = (θ1,n(t), θ2,n(t), .., θM,n(t))
T ,

∀n ∈ [N ], t ∈ N. Moreover, define Θ(t) ∈ R
M×N as a matrix

such that the element in the ith row and jth column is equal

to θi,j(t). To obtain an optimal bandwidth allocation vector at

edge server n in HFL round t, we formulate the subsequent

optimization problem.

min
θn(t)∈RM

max
m:m∈An(t)

αm(t) +
βm,n(t)

θm,n(t)

subject to

θm,n(t) ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ [M ]
M
∑

m=1

θm,n(t) ≤ 1

θm,n(t) = 0, ∀m /∈ An(t). (27)

The value of maxm:m∈An(t) αm(t)+
βm,n(t)
θm,n(t)

is the maximum

latency for all mobile users associated with edge server n in

HFL round t to update and transmit their local models to edge

server n in HFL round t.
After defining µn(t) = maxm:m∈An(t) αm(t)+

βm,n(t)
θm,n(t)

, we

transform (27) into the following optimization problem.

min
(θn(t),µn(t))∈RM×R

µn(t)

subject to

µn(t) ∈ [0,∞)

µn(t) ≥ αm(t) +
βm,n(t)

θm,n(t)
, ∀m ∈ An(t)

θm,n(t) ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ [M ]
M
∑

m=1

θm,n(t) ≤ 1

θm,n(t) = 0, ∀m /∈ An(t). (28)

Algorithm 3. GST: greedy server transfer

Require: m, Ym−1, M , N , α, β, d(2).
Ensure: Ym.

1: s← argmaxn:n∈[N ] xm,n, d← s.

2: for k = 1 to N do

3: X← ∆m,k(Y).
4: for n = 1 to N do

5: An ← {m ∈ [M ]|[X]m,n = 1}.
6: end for

7: ℓm,k ← maxn∈[N ] maxm∈An
αm+ |An| ·βm,n+ d

(2)
n .

8: end for

9: k∗ ← argminn∈N ℓm,n.

10: Ym ← Ym−1.

11: for n = 1 to N do

12: if n = k∗ then

13: [Ym]m,n ← 1.

14: else

15: [Ym]m,n ← 0.

16: end if

17: end for

Let Ωθ,n,t be the set of feasible solutions of (28). We now

prove that (28) is a convex optimization problem. First, it

is clear that the objective function is a linear function of

(θn(t), µn(t)). Second, since d2

dx2 [
1
x ] = 2

x3 > 0, ∀x > 0,

αm(t) +
βm,n(t)
θm,n(t)

is a convex function of θm,n(t). Third, since

αm(t)+
βm,n(t)
θm,n(t)

−µn(t) is a convex function of (θn(t), µn(t)),

{(θn(t), µn(t))|αm(t)+
βm,n(t)
θm,n(t)

−µn(t) ≤ 0} is a convex set.

Fourth, {θn(t)|θm,n(t) ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ [M ],
∑M

m=1 θm,n(t) ≤
1} is a convex set. Fifth, {θn(t)|θm,n(t) = 0, ∀m /∈ An(t)}
is a convex set. Last, it is clear that {(θn(t), µn(t)) ∈ R

M ×
R|µn(t) ∈ [0,∞)} is a convex set. Since Ωθ,n,t is the intersec-

tion of the above four convex sets, Ωθ,n,t is a convex set. Since

the objective function is a convex function and the set of feasi-

ble solutions is convex, (28) is a convex optimization problem.

Let (θ∗n(t), µ
∗
n(t)) = (θ∗1,n(t), θ

∗
2,n(t), .., θ

∗
M,n(t), µ

∗
n(t)) be an

optimal solution of (28).

In the fifth phase, the TSDP-assisted algorithm uses critical

path reduction (CPR). A path from mobile user m̃ to the cloud

server through edge server ñ is said to be a critical path if

αm̃+
βm̃,ñ

θm̃,ñ
+d

(2)
ñ = max(m,n):m∈[M ],n∈[N ] αm+I(m ∈ An)×

[βm,n

θm,n
+d

(2)
n

]

. Namely, the latency of a critical path is equal to

the HFL latency. A CPR algorithm first identifies the critical

edge server in a critical path and then adopts user migration

or user swap to reduce the HFL latency. We put forward

two CPR algorithms. The first CPR algorithm is based on

user migration and is called CPR-M. Specifically, the CPR-M

algorithm tries to find an edge server n such that n 6= ñ and the

HFL latency decreases if mobile user m̃ becomes associated

with edge server n. Pseudo codes for the CPR-M algorithm are

included in Algorithm 4. Let X4 be the user association matrix

in the end of phase 4 of the TSDP-assisted algorithm. The

second CPR algorithm adopts user swap and is called CPR-

S. Specifically, the CPR-S algorithm finds an optimal mobile

user m′ such that the HFL latency is minimized if mobile user

m̃ becomes associated with edge server argn∈[N ][X4]m′,n and

mobile user m′ becomes associated with edge server ñ.

VI. SIMULATION SETUP AND RESULTS

In this section, we include simulation setup and results.

We wrote Python programs to obtain simulation results and

adopted CVXPY [43] to solve convex optimization problems.

We evaluate six algorithms. The first algorithm is the Max-

SNR algorithm and the second algorithm is the backbone-

aware greedy (BAG) algorithm [7]. The BAG algorithm con-

sists of M rounds. Specifically, it assigns mobile user k to the

optimal edge server for minimizing the HFL latency when

only the first k mobile users upload their local models to

edge servers, ∀k ∈ [M ]. The third algorithm is the proposed

TSDP algorithm and the fourth algorithm is the exhaustive

search algorithm. The fifth algorithm is based on the Balanced

Clustering algorithm in FedCH [9]. It first uses the Balanced

Clustering algorithm to form clusters of mobile users and

then utilizes minimum-weight bipartite matching [44] to assign

clusters to edge servers based on the communication latencies

between cluster heads and edge servers. The sixth algorithm

is the proposed TSDP-assisted algorithm.

We utilize PyTorch [45] to study the impacts of user

association on the testing accuracy of image recognition in a
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Algorithm 4. CPR-M: Critical Path Reduction by Migration

Require: M , N , α, β, d(2), h†, (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N ), Θ†, J .

Ensure: h†, (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N ), Θ†.

1: // 1. Identify the critical path from MU m̃ via ES ñ to

cloud.

2: (m̃, ñ)← argmax(m,n):m∈[M ],n∈[N ] αm + I(m ∈ A†
n)×

[βm,n

θ†
m,n

+ d
(2)
n

]

.

3: // 2. Try to find a better value for Añ by user-migration.

4: Stop← 0, n← 1.

5: while Stop = 0 and n ≤ N do

6: if n 6= ñ then

7: (A1, A2, .., AN )← (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N ).

8: Añ ← Añ \ {m}, An ← An ∪ {m}.
9: Θ← Θ†.

10: θñ ← MLBS(M,N, ñ, Añ, α, β, J).
11: θn ← MLBS(M,N, n,An, α, β, J).
12: h← maxm∈[M ] αm+

∑N
n=1 I(m ∈ An) ·

[βm,n

θm,n
+

d
(2)
n

]

.

13: if h < h† then

14: h† ← h, (A†
1, A

†
2, .., A

†
N )← (A1, A2, .., AN ).

15: Θ† ← Θ, Stop← 1.

16: end if

17: end if

18: n← n+ 1.

19: end while

hierarchical federated learning system. For proof of concept,

we adopt the CIFAR-10 [46] dataset for training and testing

machine learning models. The CIFAR-10 dataset consists of 10
classes of images. Each class contains 5,000 training images

and 1,000 testing images. We adopt a convolutional neural

network (CNN) that is composed of 10 layers including 1
input layer, 3 convolutional layers, 2 pooling layers, 1 flatten

layer and 3 fully connected layers. The CNN has 591,066

trainable parameters. While different datasets typically lead to

different number of rounds required for convergence, we focus

on minimizing the length of each round via optimal user asso-

ciation in this paper. Client selection based on heterogeneous

data distributions is beyond the scope of this paper.

We first study the case in which N = 2 and M = 4K ,

where K is a positive integer. The coordinates of the first

edge server are (0, 0), while the coordinates of the second

edge server are (5, 0). The first 2K mobile devices are located

around (1, 0) and the other 2K mobile devices are located

around (3, 0). In this section, for each t ∈ N, βm,1(t) = 1,

∀1 ≤ m ≤ 2K and βm,1(t) = 9, ∀2K + 1 ≤ m ≤ 4K .

Furthermore, for each t ∈ N, βm,2(t) = 16, ∀1 ≤ m ≤ 2K
and βm,2(t) = 4, ∀2K + 1 ≤ m ≤ 4K . Mobile devices

are classified into two types based on their computation

capabilities. Specifically, for each t ∈ N, αm(t) = 10,

∀m ∈ {1, 2, ..,K}∪{2K+1, 2K+2, .., 3K} and αm(t) = 20,

∀m ∈ {K + 1,K + 2, .., 2K} ∪ {3K + 1, 3K + 2, .., 4K}.

Moreover, d
(2)
1 (t) = 10 and d

(2)
2 (t) ∈ [10, 200], ∀t ∈ N.

In Fig. 2, we show the impacts of d
(2)
2 (t) on the HFL

latency, when M = 16 and N = 2. For each of the four
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Fig. 2: Advantages of the TSDP algorithm, (M,N) = (16, 2).

studied algorithms, the HFL latency increases as the value of

d
(2)
2 (t) increases. It is due to that the HFL latency depends

on the mobile-to-edge delays and the edge-to-cloud delays.

Regardless of the value of d
(2)
2 (t), the HFL latency of the

TSDP algorithm is identical to that of the exhaustive search

algorithm. It is due to that the proposed TSDP algorithm

obtains an optimal matrix of user association when N = 2.

When d
(2)
2 (t) ≥ 50, the proposed TSDP algorithm is superior

to the Max-SNR algorithm. The performance improvement

could be as large as 30.95%. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [60, 150], the

proposed TSDP algorithm outperforms the BAG algorithm.

In Fig. 3, we show the impacts of d
(2)
2 (t) on |A2(t)|,

when M = 16 and N = 2. The value of |A2(t)| for the

TSDP algorithm is almost always the same as that for the

exhaustive search algorithm. It is mainly due to that each

of the two algorithms obtains an optimal matrix of user

association when N = 2. However, sometimes, there are two

or more optimal matrices of user association and the two

algorithms obtain different optimal solutions. For the Max-

SNR algorithm, the value of |A2(t)| remains unchanged when

d
(2)
2 (t) changes. The Max-SNR algorithm ignores edge-to-

cloud delays when assigning mobile users to edge servers.

When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [60, 150], the value of |A2(t)| for the BAG

algorithm is different from that for the TSDP algorithm. In

this case, the TSDP algorithm produces an optimal solution

for user association but the BAG algorithm does not.

For proof of concept, we use the following network topol-

ogy to evaluate the FedCH algorithm. First, M = 20, N = 2,

K = M
4 = 5, 3M

4 mobile users are uniformly distributed in

the line segment from (9.5, 0) to (10.5, 0) and M
4 mobile users

are uniformly distributed in the line segment from (−10.5, 0)
to (−9.5, 0). The first edge server is at (−10, 10) and the

second edge server is at (10, 10). For each t ∈ N, αm(t) = 10,

∀m ∈ {1, 2, ..,K}∪{2K+1, 2K+2, .., 3K} and αm(t) = 20,

∀m ∈ {K+1,K+2, .., 2K}∪{3K+1, 3K+2, .., 4K}. Let

um ∈ R
2 be the coordinates of mobile user m and sn ∈ R

2

be the coordinates of edge server m, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ].
Let ρ be a positive real number. For each t ∈ N, βm,n(t) =
ρ · ‖um − sn‖

2
, ∀m ∈ [M ], n ∈ [N ].

In Fig. 4, we compare the performance of four algorithms
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Fig. 3: |A2(t)| for four algorithms, (M,N) = (16, 2).

25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
d(2)
2 (t)

50

75

100

125

150

175

200

225

HF
L 
la
te
nc
y

M=20,N=2, d(2)
1 (t) = 20

Max-SNR
BAG
TSDP
FedCH

Fig. 4: The HFL latency for four algorithms, (M,N) =
(20, 2).

when ρ = 0.01. Regardless of the value of d
(2)
2 (t), the

proposed TSDP algorithm achieves the minimum HFL latency

among the four studied algorithms. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [10, 50],

the Max-SNR algorithm outperforms the BAG algorithm and

the FedCH algorithm. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [60, 110], the FedCH

algorithm is superior to the Max-SNR algorithm and the BAG

algorithm. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [120, 200], the BAG algorithm out-

performs the Max-SNR algorithm and the FedCH algorithm.

Furthermore, the Max-SNR algorithm, the BAG algorithm

and the FedCH algorithm sometimes but not always are as

good as the TSDP algorithm. The FedCH algorithm seeks to

partition mobile users into clusters of equal size and indirectly

reduces the HFL latency by assigning adjacent mobile users

that have similar computing capabilities to the same cluster.

The proposed TSDP algorithm directly minimizes the HFL

latency by solving a challenging combinatorial optimization

problem and finding an optimal user association matrix.

We evaluate the Max-SNR algorithm, the BAG algorithm,

the exhaustive search algorithm and the TSDP-assisted algo-

rithm when N = 4. In this subsection, for the TSDP-assisted

algorithm, only the first three phases are activated. When the

TSDP-assisted algorithm adopts the Max-SNR algorithm to

obtain an initial solution, it is called TSDP-MaxSNR. When
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Fig. 5: Advantages of the TSDP-assisted algorithm when

(M,N) = (8, 4).
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Fig. 6: The HFL latency for six algorithms, (M,N) = (20, 4).

the TSDP-assisted algorithm utilizes the BAG algorithm to

acquire an initial solution, it is called TSDP-BAG.

In Fig. 5, we show the impacts of d
(2)
2 (t) on the HFL

latency, when M = 8 and N = 4. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ {10, 20},

the TSDP-MaxSNR algorithm, the TSDP-BAG algorithm and

the exhaustive search algorithm have the same HFL latency.

On the other hand, when d
(2)
2 (t) ≥ 30, the TSDP-MaxSNR

algorithm and the TSDP-BAG algorithm are inferior to the

exhaustive search algorithm in terms of the HFL latency.

It shows that the TSDP-assisted algorithm does not always

produce an optimal matrix of user association when the

MaxSNR algorithm or the BAG algorithm is used to obtain

an initial solution. However, the TSDP-assisted algorithm is a

polynomial-time algorithm but the exhaustive search algorithm

is not.

We evaluate two variants of the TSDP-assisted algorithm

with dynamic bandwidth allocation. The TSDP-BAG-DBA

algorithm is composed of the first four phases of the TSDP-

assisted algorithm and adopts the BAG algorithm in the first

phase. The TSDP-BAG-DBA-CPR algorithm consists of the

five phases of the TSDP-assisted algorithm, makes use of

the BAG algorithm in the first phase and utilizes the CPR-

M algorithm 10 times in the fifth phase. We study the case in
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Fig. 7: Testing accuracy of machine learning, when M = 20.
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Fig. 8: Testing accuracy of machine learning, when M = 40.

which different mobile users have distinct delays for uploading

their local models to edge server n, ∀n ∈ [N ]. Specifically,

M = 40, N = 4, K = 10, β1,1(t) = 1, β2K+1,1(t) = 9,

β1,2(t) = 16, β2K+1,2(t) = 4, β1,3(t) = β2K+1,3(t) = 25 =
β1,4(t) = β2K+1,4(t), βm,n(t) = β1,n(t) + 0.1 · (m − 1),
∀n ∈ [N ],m ∈ [2K], t ∈ N and β2K+m,n(t) = β2K+1,n(t) +
0.1 · (m− 1), ∀n ∈ [N ],m ∈ [2K], t ∈ N.

In Fig. 6, we show the HFL latency for six algorithms when

(M,N) = (20, 4). The network topology is the same as that

for Fig. 4 except that N = 4, the third edge server is at

(−20, 10) and the fourth edge server is at (20, 10). Among

the six algorithms, the TSDP-BAG-DBA-CPR algorithm is the

best in terms of the HFL latency when d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [10, 200].

When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [40, 200], the FedCH algorithm is supe-

rior to the Max-SNR algorithm. On the other hand, when

d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [10, 30], the FedCH algorithm is inferior to the

Max-SNR algorithm. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [50, 80], the FedCH

algorithm outperforms the TSDP-MaxSNR algorithm. When

d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [130, 200], the FedCH is worse than the TSDP-

MaxSNR algorithm. When d
(2)
2 (t) ∈ [90, 200], the HFL

latency of the TSDP-BAG-DBA-CPR algorithm is slighter

smaller than that of the TSDP-BAG-DBA algorithm.

We evaluate the testing accuracy of hierarchical federated

learning when M mobile users have independent and iden-

tically distributed (IID) training data items. In addition, M

mobile users update their local models in each round. In

Fig. 7, we show the testing accuracy of machine learning for

five studied algorithms when M = 20 and N = 4. Among

the studied algorithms, the TSDP-BAG-DBA-CPR algorithm

has the maximum convergence speed and the TSDP-BAG-

DBA algorithm has the second largest convergence speed. In

comparison with the Max-SNR algorithm, the proposed TSDP-

assisted algorithm could reduce the length of an HFL round.

In addition, dynamic bandwidth allocation reduces the length

of an HFL round. After 15 rounds, the TSDP-BAG-DBA-CPR

algorithm converges and the corresponding testing accuracy is

larger than 76%. In Fig. 8, we show the testing accuracy of

machine learning for five studied algorithms when M = 40
and N = 4. In this case, the maximum testing accuracy is

69.78%. Since the number of training data items is fixed, as

the value of M increases, each mobile user has fewer training

data items. Thus, as M increases from 20 to 40, the testing

accuracy slightly decreases.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have proposed novel algorithms for user association

and wireless bandwidth allocation for a hierarchical federated

learning system in which mobile devices have unequal com-

putational capabilities and edge servers have different model

uploading delays to the cloud server. To minimize the length of

a global round by optimal user association, we have formulated

a combinatorial optimization problem. We have designed the

twin sorting dynamic programming algorithm that obtains

an optimal user association matrix in polynomial time when

there are two edge servers and equal bandwidth allocation

is adopted. In addition, we have proposed the TSDP-assisted

algorithm that could exploit the TSDP algorithm for efficiently

obtaining an appropriate matrix of user association when there

are three or more edge servers. Given a user association

matrix, to attain optimal wireless bandwidth allocation, we

have formulated and solved a convex optimization problem.

The TSDP-assisted algorithm also utilizes critical path reduc-

tion to reduce the HFL latency. We have used simulation

results to reveal the advantages of the proposed approach

over a number of alternative schemes. Future work includes

jointly optimizing user-edge association and wireless resource

allocation for hierarchical federated learning with device-to-

device communications.
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