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Abstract—The rapid advancement of large language models
(LLMs) has enabled an emergence of agentic artificial intelligence
(AI) with powerful reasoning and autonomous decision-making
capabilities. This integration with edge computing has led to the
development of Mobile Edge General Intelligence (MEGI), which
brings real-time, privacy-preserving reasoning to the network
edge. However, deploying LLM-based agentic AI reasoning in
MEGI environments poses significant challenges due to the high
computational demands of reasoning and the limited resources
of edge devices. To address these challenges, we propose a joint
optimization framework for efficient LLM reasoning deployment
in MEGI. First, we review methods that enhance LLM rea-
soning capabilities, such as Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting,
Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT), and Mixture of Experts (MoE).
Next, we present a distributed framework that addresses two
correlated aspects: reasoning enhancement through adaptive CoT
prompting and scalable deployment through distributed MoE
architecture. The framework dynamically activates expert net-
works and adjusts reasoning depth based on task complexity and
device capabilities. We further conduct experimental evaluations
in mobile edge environments. Experimental results demonstrate
the framework’s effectiveness in balancing reasoning quality with
resource efficiency, validating the practical viability of deploying
sophisticated LLM reasoning capabilities in resource-constrained
MEGI environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in artificial intelligence (AI) demonstrate
that reasoning is fundamental to intelligence. The recently
proposed DeepSeek-R1 model has demonstrated superior per-
formance in mathematics and coding competitions by employ-
ing sophisticated reasoning strategies such as self-verification,
reflection, and adaptive decision-making [1]. These results
underscore the central role of reasoning in enhancing large
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language models (LLMs). Strengthened reasoning reduces
hallucinations, improves performance on complex analytical
tasks, and increases decision reliability through systematic ver-
ification and error correction. As a result, LLMs equipped with
advanced reasoning can handle cognitive tasks such as math-
ematical problem solving, logical deduction, and multi-step
analytical reasoning [2]. Building on this progress, reasoning-
enhanced LLMs have driven the development of agentic AI,
a paradigm in which LLMs evolve from passive text gen-
eration to autonomous, goal-directed behaviour. Agentic AI
systems integrate planning, memory, conditional logic, and
tool use, where LLM-based reasoning serves as the core of
these capabilities. Unlike traditional systems with fixed input-
output mappings, agentic AI dynamically decomposes tasks
and formulates multi-step strategies for evolving environments
[3]. Concurrently, the convergence of agentic AI with edge
computing has led to the development of Mobile Edge General
Intelligence (MEGI) [4]. It represents an evolution from tradi-
tional task-specific edge intelligence toward versatile systems
that handle diverse cognitive tasks.

However, deploying LLM-based agentic AI systems with
reasoning capability in MEGI environments introduces sig-
nificant technical challenges [5]. Edge devices operate under
tight resource constraints, including limited computational
power, memory capacity, and energy budgets. Furthermore,
the sophisticated reasoning mechanisms of agentic AI impose
substantial computational demands. The dynamic nature of
mobile environments introduces additional complexity through
variable network conditions, device mobility, and heteroge-
neous hardware capabilities. Existing approaches often strug-
gle to jointly optimize for these constraints while preserving
the quality and efficiency of LLM reasoning [6]–[9]. Recent
studies further highlight the severity of this limitation: for
instance, when GPU resources are constrained, aggressive
quantization is often required for edge deployment. However,
3-bit quantized models can suffer accuracy degradations of up
to 40% compared with higher-precision variants [7].

To address these challenges, this paper proposes a joint
optimization framework that enables efficient deployment of
LLM-based agentic AI systems with reasoning in MEGI
environments. Our framework enhances reasoning via adaptive
Chain-of-Thought (CoT) prompting. It also ensures scalable
deployment through a distributed Mixture of Experts (MoE)
architecture. CoT prompting enables step-by-step reasoning
processes that can be computationally managed. It dynamically
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adjusts reasoning depth based on task complexity and resource
availability. The distributed MoE architecture complements
this by enabling sophisticated reasoning processes to be dis-
tributed across edge devices, thereby maintaining reasoning
quality while achieving computational scalability. Through
comprehensive analysis and experimental validation, this work
establishes a foundation for reasoning-enabled AI in wireless
communication systems. It provides methodologies for imple-
menting and evaluating reasoning mechanisms in resource-
constrained environments, and develops optimization strategies
for diverse edge computing scenarios. The contributions of this
work can be summarized as follows:

• We provide an overview of methods for enhancing
LLM agentic AI reasoning capabilities across different
phases of model development, including pre-training
(e.g., model scaling and improved model architecture),
fine-tuning (e.g., Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT), Rein-
forcement Learning from Human Feedback (RLHF)),
and inference (e.g., CoT prompting and self-consistency).
This foundational analysis sets the stage for integrating
these advanced reasoning into MEGI.

• We propose a novel joint optimization framework for
LLM agentic AI reasoning in MEGI, featuring a dis-
tributed MoE architecture integrated with CoT prompt-
ing. This framework systematically minimizes total sys-
tem energy consumption by managing token assignment,
transmission power, and the dynamic CoT reasoning
depth. Moreover, it meets critical latency, inference qual-
ity, and hardware constraints for edge deployment.

• We present experimental evaluations, including both local
deployment validation and system-level performance as-
sessment. The local deployment validation demonstrates
the effectiveness of reasoning enhancement techniques.
Furthermore, the system-level evaluation validates the
joint optimization framework’s ability to balance reason-
ing quality with resource efficiency. The experimental
results provide evidence for the practical viability of
deploying sophisticated LLM reasoning capabilities in
MEGI environments.

II. OVERVIEW OF LLM REASONING FOR MEGI

A. Definition of Reasoning

Reasoning in the context of LLMs refers to the cogni-
tive ability to perform systematic logical inference, problem
decomposition, and multi-step analytical thinking to reach
solutions [1]. Unlike simple pattern matching or direct retrieval
from training data, reasoning involves the manipulation of
abstract concepts, establishment of causal relationships, and
generation of novel solutions through the systematic combi-
nation of existing knowledge. This capability allows LLMs to
address complex problems requiring sequential and strategic
reasoning. Recent advances in agentic AI have pushed LLMs
beyond passive text generation toward autonomous, goal-
driven behavior. LLMs can plan, act, and adapt within dynamic
environments using conditional logic, memory, and tool use.
In such systems, reasoning forms the decision-making core,
guiding step-by-step planning and execution in response to

changing conditions. For example, Fu et al. [10] demonstrated
the effectiveness of LLM reasoning in autonomous driving
by employing CoT and ReAct strategies with GPT-3.5. Their
system achieved over 60% zero-shot pass rate1 in a highway
simulation environment, significantly outperforming reinforce-
ment learning methods that require extensive iterations to
reach similar performance levels.

In the following sections, we review and categorize existing
methods for enhancing LLM reasoning capabilities across
three phases of agentic AI pipeline.

B. LLM Reasoning Methods

Enhancing the reasoning abilities of LLMs has been ap-
proached through various methods across different phases of
model development.

1) Pre-Training Phase: The pre-training phase establishes
foundational reasoning capabilities through architecture and
large-scale data, determining the model’s base capacity for
recognition and logical inference.

• Model Scaling: Model scaling refers to increasing model
size by expanding parameters, layers, or architecture di-
mensions. This approach establishes robust foundational
reasoning capabilities, with larger models demonstrating
emergent reasoning behaviors, particularly in complex
multi-step problems requiring extensive knowledge inte-
gration [12]. For instance, the progression from GPT-3
(175 billion parameters) to GPT-4 (estimated 1.76 trillion
parameters) demonstrates significant improvements in
reasoning performance. Empirical benchmarks, such as
the GSM8K mathematical reasoning dataset, show GPT-
4 achieving 92% accuracy, a substantial increase from
GPT-3.5’s 57% [13].

• New Model Architectures: Emerging designs such as
Mixture of Experts (MoE) and Multi-Agent systems aim
to enhance reasoning while maintaining computational
efficiency. MoE frameworks utilize sparse activation pat-
terns where only specialized expert networks process each
input, while Multi-Agent architectures enable collabora-
tive reasoning through distributed intelligent agents spe-
cializing in different problem aspects. These new model
architectures are crucial for balancing reasoning capabil-
ity with computational efficiency, particularly in resource-
constrained environments, enabling parallel processing
of different reasoning components while maintaining
practical deployment feasibility. For example, Yi et al.
[9] developed EdgeMoE, a sparse architecture designed
for mobile device deployment. By selectively activating
relevant expert networks, it achieves enhanced reasoning
with 5% to 18% reduced memory usage and 1.2 to 2.7
times faster inference, enabling real-time performance for
models exceeding 10 billion parameters.

2) Fine-Tuning Phase: The fine-tuning phase focuses on
refining and specializing reasoning abilities without the com-
putational expense of retraining models from scratch, allowing
for targeted improvements and adaptation to specific domains.

1The zero-shot pass rate refers to as the percentage of tasks successfully
completed without any task-specific training.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of methods for enhancing LLM reasoning capabilities across different phases of model development [11]. The diagram categorizes
approaches into three phases: Pre-Training (e.g., Model Scaling and MoE), fine-tuning (e.g., SFT and RLHF), and Inference (e.g., CoT Prompting and Self-
Consistency).For each method, the corresponding workflow, advantages, and limitations are illustrated.

• Supervised Fine-Tuning (SFT): SFT involves training
pre-trained LLMs on domain-specific datasets with ex-
plicit input-output pairs, enhancing specialized reasoning
and performance without the computational cost of train-
ing from scratch. For example, He et al. [14] proposed an
active inference approach for LLM inference offloading
in cloud-edge computing environments. By fine-tuning
on offloading decision datasets, the model learns to rea-
son about resource allocation strategies between mobile
devices and edge servers. Experiments show that this
approach outperforms traditional offloading strategies,
reducing latency by 20% and achieving a 99% task
completion rate.

• Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback
(RLHF): RLHF trains LLMs to enhance complex rea-
soning using reward-based learning. The model learns
to solve problems by receiving feedback on the quality
of its reasoning processes, enabling it to discover op-
timal reasoning strategies through trial and refinement.
DeepSeek [1] demonstrated the effectiveness of RLHF
in enhancing LLM reasoning through their DeepSeek-
R1-Zero model, which achieved significant improvements
without requiring SFT. On the AIME 2024 mathematical

reasoning benchmark2, their model’s accuracy increased
from 15.6% to 71.0%.

3) Inference Phase: The inference phase enhances reason-
ing capabilities after model deployment without modifying the
underlying model parameters, providing dynamic reasoning
improvements that can be adapted to specific problems and
computational constraints.

• Chain-of-Thought (CoT) Prompting: CoT prompting
enables LLMs to generate intermediate reasoning steps
when solving complex problems, breaking complex tasks
into sequential operations. This allows models to simulate
human-like deliberation and provides transparency that
facilitates the identification and correction of reason-
ing errors. Extensions of CoT include Tree-of-Thought,
which explores multiple reasoning paths in a tree struc-
ture, and Graph-of-Thought, which models reasoning as
a graph to support flexible, non-linear inference. For
example, Feng et al. [6] proposed a CoT framework
for optimizing microservice deployment in edge comput-
ing. By structuring decisions into intermediate steps, the
model effectively manages trade-offs in latency, resource

2https://maa.org/math-competitions/american-invitational-mathematics-ex
amination-aime/

https://maa.org/math -competitions/american-invitational-mathematics-examination-aime/
https://maa.org/math -competitions/american-invitational-mathematics-examination-aime/
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Fig. 2. An overview of the proposed joint optimization framework for LLM reasoning for MEGI. The architecture consists of three main components: (A)
BS Control Unit, (B) distributed edge devices hosting MoE-based expert networks, and (C) integrated CoT reasoning modules. It illustrates the end-to-end
inference workflow, including expert selection, token assignment, parallel edge inference, and result aggregation.

constraints, and service dependencies. Experimental re-
sults showed 8.3% latency improvement over traditional
methods while supporting real-time decisions.

• Self-Consistency: Self-consistency generates multiple in-
dependent reasoning paths for the same problem and
selects the most frequent answer through majority voting.
It can be implemented by sampling diverse outputs from
the model with different decoding randomness. This
technique is essential for addressing inherent variability
and potential errors in LLM reasoning, providing a robust
validation mechanism. For example, Wang et al. [8]
demonstrated that self-consistency improves reasoning
accuracy across diverse problem domains, achieving 17%
improvement on mathematical reasoning tasks and 11%
improvement on commonsense reasoning benchmarks.

Overall, these methods demonstrate that reasoning per-
formance can be improved across different stages of LLM
development. Pre-training methods expand the model’s intrin-
sic reasoning capacity, fine-tuning approaches align reason-
ing with human preferences, and inference-time techniques
make reasoning more explicit and controllable. However,
these methods are typically studied in isolation and assume
sufficient computational resources. When deployed in MEGI
environments, their effectiveness may diminish due to energy,
latency, and hardware limitations. Therefore, a joint optimiza-
tion framework is essential to sustain reasoning quality while
ensuring practical efficiency in edge deployment.

III. A JOINT OPTIMIZATION FRAMEWORK FOR LLM
REASONING FOR MEGI

A. Distributed MoE Architecture for MEGI

1) Challenge and Motivation: Integrating LLMs into MEGI
environments presents significant challenges. Edge devices
operate under strict resource constraints, limiting their com-
putational power and memory for deploying large-scale LLMs
with reasoning capabilities. Additionally, the inference pro-
cess of LLMs is characterized by high energy consumption,
leading to rapid battery depletion in mobile devices. The

dynamic nature of MEGI systems, with unstable network
conditions and limited bandwidth, introduces communication
delays that hinder real-time inference [9]. These challenges are
particularly critical for complex reasoning tasks demanding
sustained multi-step processing, contextual awareness, and
high accuracy. To address these constraints, we propose an
MoE framework augmented by CoT prompting, specifically
for MEGI systems.

2) Design Principles: Our design follows three core prin-
ciples, implemented in the system components and workflow:

• On-Demand Expert Activation: A lightweight gating net-
work selectively activates only the most relevant subnet-
works for each input token, reducing unnecessary com-
putation and enabling efficient scaling across distributed
edge devices. In the system workflow, this is realized
through the BS Control Unit’s gating network, which
assigns tokens to top-k experts based on relevance scores.

• Joint Communication Computation Awareness: Task
scheduling simultaneously considers device compute
capabilities, channel quality, transmission power, and
application-specific latency and accuracy requirements,
enabling end-to-end optimization. This principle is imple-
mented via an optimization module, which guides CoT
step selection, token distribution, and power control.

• Hierarchical Collaboration: The BS manages global
scheduling and result aggregation, while edge devices
execute expert networks, establishing a clear separation
between control and execution. This collaboration is
reflected in the modular organization of the BS Control
Unit and distributed edge experts.

3) System Components and Workflow: As illustrated in
Fig. 2, our proposed framework enables efficient and scal-
able LLM inference in MEGI environments. It comprises
three components: the BS Control Unit, distributed Edge
Devices (Experts), and the integrated CoT Reasoning Module.
These components collaboratively execute an optimized, dis-
tributed inference workflow tailored for resource-constrained
and latency-sensitive settings.

The BS Control Unit serves as the central coordinator
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of the inference process. It initiates the end-to-end pipeline
when a user submits a natural language query. The BS first
tokenizes the input and transforms each token into high-
dimensional embeddings through the model’s initial layers,
including self-attention blocks. The BS then invokes the MoE
gating network, which computes soft assignment scores for
each token across the pool of available expert networks. Based
on these scores, the top-k experts for each token are selected
to participate in the inference. The BS subsequently batches
tokens according to expert assignments and transmits them to
the selected edge devices via downlink channels. Transmis-
sion is power-adaptive to ensure both energy efficiency and
communication reliability.

The Edge Devices, each equipped with a dedicated expert
network, act as distributed computation nodes that enable
system scalability within the MEGI infrastructure. Each expert
is a specialized feed-forward neural module derived from
a sparsely activated MoE layer in the LLM architecture,
with capabilities enhanced by prior SFT on domain-specific
or task-specific datasets. This fine-tuning refinement enables
each expert to achieve higher baseline accuracy and improved
computational efficiency for its specialized inference tasks, as
demonstrated in Section II-B2. As a result, the framework
benefits from SFT-enhanced experts, leading to better overall
performance and more robust CoT reasoning on complex
queries. These devices execute expert-specific inference tasks
assigned by the BS and operate under constraints of device-
local memory, computational resources and communication
interfaces. Depending on task complexity and available re-
sources, each device can process multiple tokens simultane-
ously. Upon receiving token batches, edge devices perform
integrity checks using cyclic redundancy codes (CRC).

Each expert device integrates a CoT Reasoning Module
to enhance reasoning quality on complex tasks. After per-
forming its assigned feed-forward pass, the expert prompts
itself to generate one or more intermediate reasoning steps,
essentially articulating its logical progression before providing
the final output. This structured reasoning process allows the
expert to decompose multifaceted queries into manageable
subproblems. However, each CoT step requires an additional
forward pass and produces extra token embedding vectors,
which increases computational load and output size [11]. To
balance reasoning quality with scalability requirements, our
implementation includes a reasoning-depth parameter that can
be configured. The expert produces one reasoning step at a
time and stops once the configured depth or a task-specific
quality threshold is reached. The resulting chain of logical
outputs is then encoded and sent back with the final token
representations.

After local inference, each edge device transmits the in-
termediate outputs back to the BS over the uplink. The BS
aggregates the returned vectors according to their original
gating weights to reconstruct the final token-level outputs.
Post-processing steps, such as normalization, decoding, and
response formatting, are applied before the final result is de-
livered to the end user. This hybrid architecture and workflow
synergistically combine scalability through distributed MoE
and reasoning enhancement through adaptive CoT to support

efficient, interpretable, and scalable LLM inference across
distributed MEGI environments.

IV. CASE STUDY

To validate the effectiveness of our proposed joint optimiza-
tion framework for LLM reasoning in MEGI environments, we
evaluated both individual model reasoning quality and system-
wide efficiency in distributed settings. Our approach first
establishes foundational understanding through local model
deployment and then demonstrates how these insights result
in system-level performance benefits.

A. Local Deployment Validation

To establish a foundational understanding of reasoning
quality improvements through SFT and CoT prompting, we
evaluated locally deployed Gemma-2B [15] models on a mo-
bile edge device. This validation assesses the impact of these
methods on reasoning, guiding our distributed system design.
The experiment was performed on a Huawei MateBook 14
with 16GB RAM and Intel Core i7-10510U CPU, representing
typical mobile edge device capabilities. We compared two
model variants: the foundational Gemma-2B-base model and
the fine-tuned Gemma-2B-IT model. These lightweight LLMs
can be feasibly deployed at the edge, and the setup can be
extended to other models. Each model variant was evaluated
under two prompting conditions: direct answer generation and
structured CoT reasoning. The results in Figure 3 show that
the Gemma-2B-IT model provides more accurate answers than
the base model with faster response times. The comparison
between base and fine-tuned models demonstrates the impor-
tance of model selection in resource-constrained environments.
While SFT models require initial training overhead, they
provide substantial operational efficiency gains that justify the
investment for deployment scenarios with sustained usage pat-
terns. CoT prompting improves interpretability but increases
latency, and in the base model sometimes introduces addi-
tional errors. The Gemma-2B-IT model with direct prompting
achieves an optimal balance of accuracy and latency, while
CoT prompting provides detailed reasoning at the expense
of slightly longer inference times. These findings underscore
the trade-offs between model type and prompting strategy,
justifying adaptive selection in distributed deployments.

B. System-Level Performance Evaluation

Building on insights from the local deployment validation,
we conducted system-level evaluations to examine how in-
dividual reasoning improvements translate into broader per-
formance gains in distributed MEGI environments. Following
the framework presented in Section III, our experimental
evaluation was conducted within a simulated MEGI environ-
ment. A central BS managed 15 mobile devices within a
1000m × 1000m wireless coverage area. Each device was
configured with a maximum transmission power of 0.01 W,
and specific bandwidths were allocated for both downlink (20
MHz) and uplink (1 MHz) communications, reflecting typical
MEGI resource constraints. For inference, we employed an
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Fig. 3. Summary of output correctness and inference time for Gemma-2B and Gemma-2B-IT with and without CoT prompts on a mobile edge device.

MoE-based architecture, consistent with our distributed design.
The BS served as a high-capacity coordinator, equipped with
significant computational power (24 GPUs, 32 GB memory
each, 312 TFLOPS). Each edge device hosted specialized
expert networks, operating with more constrained resources
(32 GB memory and 2 TFLOPS). Tasks arriving at the system
varied in complexity and length, with input sequence lengths
following a Poisson distribution and capped at 1024 tokens.
The overall simulation spanned 1000 time slots to observe
system behavior over time.

Effective LLM reasoning in MEGI demands strict adher-
ence to performance objectives such as latency and accuracy,
while carefully managing energy consumption and resource
utilization. These interconnected metrics often present trade-
offs. We therefore formulated a joint optimization problem
that minimizes total system energy consumption while meeting
latency, inference quality, and hardware capacity constraints.
This optimization jointly controls token assignment to expert
devices, transmission power, and the reasoning depth selection
(i.e., the number of CoT steps). To address the complex
multi-objective optimization problem, we employ Distributed
Proximal Policy Optimization (DPPO), a deep reinforcement
learning algorithm that enables parallel training across multi-
ple system configurations. DPPO extends the standard PPO al-
gorithm by supporting distributed agent training, which accel-
erates convergence and improves policy generalization across
diverse network conditions and workloads. The algorithm
learns control policies through interaction with the MEGI
environment, where the state space includes task parameters,
current network conditions, and device capabilities. The action
space jointly encodes token assignments, power allocations,
and CoT reasoning steps, while the reward function balances
energy consumption against latency and accuracy constraints.

We evaluate four distinct system configurations to isolate the
contributions of different architectural and reasoning compo-
nents: (1) Dense model without CoT - traditional dense LLM
deployment at the BS; (2) MoE without CoT - distributed MoE

Fig. 4. Experimental results of comparing energy consumption, accuracy, and
latency satisfaction for four inference schemes.

architecture without structured reasoning prompts; (3) MoE
with Fixed CoT - distributed MoE with predetermined CoT
reasoning depth; and (4) MoE with Dynamic CoT - our pro-
posed framework with adaptive CoT depth selection optimized
through DPPO. Since no prior work in wireless networks has
explicitly implemented or optimized reasoning in LLM-based
inference, there are no directly comparable baselines. There-
fore, our comparison focuses on controlled architectural and
reasoning variations within our framework. The performance
is measured using three key metrics: total energy consumption,
cumulative energy for all inference requests; accuracy satisfac-
tion rate, percentage of tasks exceeding a set reasoning quality
threshold; and latency satisfaction rate, percentage of tasks
completed within specified latency constraints. The experi-
mental results in Fig 4 indicate that our joint optimization ap-
proach consistently outperforms baseline and partial schemes.
The distributed MoE architecture improves scalability through
efficient resource allocation, while adaptive CoT enhances
reasoning quality without compromising system constraints.
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Specifically, it achieves a reduction in total energy consump-
tion by leveraging lightweight experts for routine requests
while reserving powerful models for complex queries. CoT
prompting further enhances accuracy satisfaction. Meanwhile,
adaptive scheduling and expert allocation ensure that latency
constraints are met in over 90% of the cases. This validates
that the synergistic combination of scalability enhancement
through MoE and reasoning enhancement through adaptive
CoT enables effective deployment of sophisticated reasoning
capabilities in resource-constrained MEGI environments.

C. Discussion and Analysis

The experimental results validate the key design principles
of our framework across both individual model performance
and system-wide optimization. Local deployment confirms
the trade-off between operational efficiency and reasoning
quality, where SFT models provide substantial gains but CoT
prompting introduces computational overhead. These insights
directly informed our distributed system design and the need
for adaptive CoT depth selection. The system-level evaluation
confirms that these individual model improvements translate
to significant system-wide benefits. The distributed MoE ar-
chitecture effectively mitigates computational bottlenecks in
dense LLM deployments, while the adaptive CoT mechanism
balances energy efficiency, reasoning accuracy, and response
time through intelligent depth selection.

V. FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Security and Privacy: Securing distributed LLM reasoning
remains a critical challenge. Sensitive data exchanged between
mobile devices and edge servers is prone to tampering and
unauthorized access, risking both reasoning accuracy and
user privacy. The distributed MoE architecture introduces
additional vulnerabilities, where malicious nodes could ex-
tract parameters or alter outputs. Future work should explore
privacy-preserving techniques-such as differential privacy, se-
cure multi-party computation, and homomorphic encryption-
adapted for distributed reasoning, along with lightweight au-
thentication and verification mechanisms.

Multi-Modal Reasoning: Most LLM reasoning frame-
works are limited to text, hindering their utility in real-world
scenarios requiring multimodal understanding. Future MEGI
systems should support reasoning across visual, auditory, and
sensor data. This calls for lightweight fusion architectures
capable of coherent cross-modal reasoning, optimized for
heterogeneous edge devices and dynamic resource availability.

Decentralized Collaboration: Centralized base station co-
ordination creates bottlenecks and limits scalability. Edge
nodes often operate independently, missing opportunities for
collaborative reasoning. Future systems should support de-
centralized coalitions of edge devices that coordinate via
distributed consensus, share intermediate reasoning states, and
adaptively balance workloads based on device heterogeneity
and network conditions. Such collaboration can improve fault
tolerance and enable richer, distributed reasoning capabilities.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have explored the integration of LLM rea-
soning into MEGI systems. We have provided a comprehensive
overview of reasoning enhancement techniques across the pre-
training, fine-tuning, and inference stages, establishing a solid
theoretical foundation for reasoning-aware system design at
the edge. We have proposed a joint optimization framework
that combines a distributed MoE architecture with adaptive
CoT prompting. This framework improves energy efficiency,
preserves reasoning quality, and reduces latency through a
DPPO-based optimization approach. Finally, we have validated
the practical effectiveness of our framework through case
studies and have outlined future research directions to further
advance LLM reasoning for MEGI applications.
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