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Sum Rate and Max-Min Rate for Cellular-Enabled
UAV Swarm Networks

Bin Yang , Yongchao Dang , Tarik Taleb , Shikai Shen , and Xiaohong Jiang

Abstract—This paper investigates the fundamental rate perfor-
mances in the highly promising cellular-enabled unmanned aerial
vehicle (UAV) swarm networks, which can provide ubiquitous
wireless connectivity for supporting various Internet of things
(IoT) applications. We first provide the formulations for the sum
rate maximization and max-min rate, which are two nonlinear
optimization problems subject to the constraints of UAV transmit
power and antenna parameters at base station (BS). For the sum
rate maximization problem, we propose an iterative algorithm
to solve it utilizing the Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT) condition.
For the max-min rate problem, we transform it to an equivalent
conditional eigenvalue problem based on the nonlinear Perron-
Frobenius theory, and thus design an iterative algorithm to obtain
the solution of such problem. Finally, numerical results are pre-
sented to indicate the effect of some key parameters on the rate
performances in such networks.

Index Terms—Directional antennas, IoT, performance
optimization, power control, UAV networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

UNMANNED aerial vehicle (UAV) networks, which enable
each UAV to communicate directly with nearby UAVs

and user equipments (UEs) via wireless channel, are envisioned
to be an essential component of next generation (5 G) and
beyond wireless networks [1], [2]. The UAV networks have
many remarkable advantages like high flexibility, cost-effective
and swift deployment, line-of-sight (LoS) dominant links, and
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thus have been widely used in various Internet of things (IoT)
applications like precision agriculture, video streaming, surveil-
lance, remote sensing, etc. [3], [4], [5], [6], [7]. However, most
of available UAV networks perform simple point-to-point com-
munication over unlicensed spectrum (e.g.,industrial scientific
medical band at 2.4 GHZ). Therefore, such networks have low
rate, unreliability, insecurity, and limited LoS communication
range. These limitations are hindering their large-scale deploy-
ment.

To realize their widespread deployment, it is critical to guar-
antee that the UAV networks have high-rate, reliable and secure
communication links and each UAV in such networks has ability
to timely send information to distant UEs for supporting various
applications [8], [9]. A promising solution is to integrate UAVs
into the cellular networks forming a new cellular-enabled UAV
networks, where UAVs as flying UEs can utilize licensed spec-
trum of cellular networks and ubiquitous ground base stations
(BSs) to achieve substantial performance improvement in terms
of rate, reliability, security and coverage, and also to provide
high data rate communications with distant UEs from thousands
of kilometers away, compared to the traditional UAV networks
operated over the unlicensed spectrum.

The performance studies are of great importance to support
various applications of the UAV networks. The existing works on
the UAV networks mainly investigate the performances of rate,
sum rate, max-min rate, coverage and energy efficiency under
the scenario, where UAVs serve as either flying BSs or UEs
without the support of ground BSs. The results in these works
illustrate that the performances are improved by optimizing the
following different system parameters: UAV trajectory or UAV
placement [10], [11], [12], UAV height [13], joint UAV trajectory
and power assignment [14], [15], joint UAV trajectory and
communication scheduling [16], joint UAV height and antenna
beamwidth [17], joint UAV trajectory, communication schedul-
ing and power assignment [18], joint UAV trajectory, band-
width and power assignment [19], joint UAV trajectory, com-
munication time assignment and mission completion time [20],
joint UAV height, antenna beamwidth, power and bandwidth
assignment [21], and joint UAV trajectory, power assignment,
communication scheduling and association [22].

However, there are only some initial works on the new
cellular-enabled UAV networks [23], [24], [25], [26], [27],
[28], [29], [30]. Such works are devoted to the investigation
of performances in term of rate, sum rate, coverage, mission
completion time, secrecy rate, and covert rate by setting different
parameters such as UAV cache size and density [23], UAV
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trajectory design [24], spectrum resource allocation [29], jam-
ming node selection [30], joint power assignment of BSs
and beamforming [25], joint UAV speed and channel assign-
ment [26], joint uplink cell association of UAV and power
assignment [27], and joint power and UAV placement [28].
In particular, power assignment and bemforming are two im-
portant solutions to improve the network performance in the
above works. The increasing of transmit power can enhance
the received signal strength but also cause severely interference
among the links using the same spectrum, while beamforming
technique can significantly mitigate the interference. Note that
power assignment and beamforming in [27] are adopted in
an uplink transmission scenario with a UAV. The joint power
assignment and beamforming are further considered in a down-
link transmission scenario, where UAVs and BSs have a single
antenna and directional antenna array, respectively [25]. Note
that the directional antenna array using beamforming are ideal
that the array gain is considered to be a fixed value when radiation
angles is in the beamwidth, and small value or zero outside [25],
[27]. Actually, the gain is strong angle-dependent [31]. Recently,
we explore the performances of millimeter wave (mmWave)
cellular-enabled UAV swarm networks with angle-dependent
directional antennas, where the performance metrics include
sum-rate, fairness index, max-min rate and proportional fair-
ness [32]. In the work, the UAVs and BS employ fixed transmit
power to communicate with each other at mmWave bands. How-
ever, it is still unknown how to jointly optimize UAV transmit
power and beamforming of antenna array for improving the
performances in the traditional cellular-enabled UAV swarm
networks operated at sub-6 GHZ bands, which therefore is quite
challenging and of great importance.

Motivated by this observation, this paper studies fundamental
rate performances by jointly optimizing the power assignment
and beamforming in uplink transmission cellular-enabled UAV
swarm networks with sub-6 GHZ bands, where each UAV
and BS are equipped more realistic directional antenna array
with variable array gain. We first maximize the sum rate of
the networks. This may lead to unfair rate assignment such
that the worse-case links have lower rates. To satisfy different
requirements for rate performances in future applications, the
max-min rate is further explored to maximize the minimum rate
which guarantees the rate fairness among links in the networks.
To the best of our knowledge, this work is the first effort to com-
prehensively study the rate performances by jointly optimizing
the power assignment and the array parameters (i.e.,the array
elevation angle, the azimuth angle and height) associated with
beamforming in the cellular-enabled UAV swarm networks. The
main contributions are summarized as follows.
� We consider a more realistic antenna array to charac-

terize the three dimensional antenna beamforming gain
in cellular-enabled UAV swarm networks. In the uplink
transmission networks, we first formulate the sum rate
maximization as an optimization problem subject to the
constraints of transmit power and the antenna parameters
at BS. We propose an iterative algorithm for solving the
problem utilizing the Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT) condi-
tions.

� We formulate the max-min rate as a constrained optimiza-
tion problem in the uplink transmission scenario. To solve
the nonlinear optimization problem, we first convert it to
an equivalent conditional eigenvalue problem of nonlinear
Perron-Frobenius theory, and then propose an iterative
algorithm for solving the problem utilizing the theory.

� Finally, extensive numerical results are presented to in-
dicate the effect of system parameters on the sum rate,
minimum rate and fairness index, and also to show our
new findings.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section II
reviews the related works. The system model is introduced in
Section III. The problem formulations and solutions of these
two problems are presented in Sections IV and V, respectively.
Section VI provides the numerical results. Finally, Section VII
concludes the paper.

This paper will use the following notations. For any two
vectors a = [a1, . . ., am]T and b = [b1, . . ., bm]T with length
m, we say that a > b if ai > bi, for all i; a ≤ b if ai ≤ bi, for
all i, but a �= b; and a � b if ai ≤ bi, for all i.

II. RELATED WORKS

In the UAV networks, the available works on the performance
studies mainly consider two scenarios with/without the support
of ground BSs.

1) UAV networks without BS: Many efforts have been devoted
to investigating the performances of such networks such as
rate, sum rate, max-min rate, coverage and energy efficiency.
Regarding the rate performances, the authors in [14] jointly
optimize source/relay power assignment and relay trajectory
to maximize the rate from source to destination in a UAV
network including a fixed source-destination pair and a mobile
UAV relay. By jointly optimizing the UAV height and antenna
beamwidth, the work in [17] aims at maximizing the sum rate
of a UAV network, where a flying UAV BS equipped with
a directional antenna serves multiple ground UEs. Later, the
sum rate maximization is studied via a joint optimization of
UAV trajectory and power assignment in a multi-UAV network,
where multiple UAVs are associated with ground UEs [15].
The work in [18] considers simultaneous uplink and downlink
transmission networks, where one UAV sends data to multiple
access points (APs), and another UAV as a flying BS collects data
from ground sensor nodes (SNs). The sum rate maximization
is achievable via a joint optimization of the UAV trajectory,
communication scheduling, and UAV AP/SN power assignment.
By deploying a UAV as a flying BS to assist a group of ground
UEs, the work in [19] aims at maximizing the minimum rate via
a joint optimization of the UAV trajectory, bandwidth and power
assignment in a UAV-assisted orthogonal frequency-division
multiple access network. The authors in [16] maximizes the
minimum average data collection rate from all SNs by a joint op-
timization of the UAV trajectory and communication scheduling
under more practically accurate angle-dependent Rician fading
channels. The max-min rate optimization problem is studied by
a joint optimization of UAV height, antenna beamwidth, power
and bandwidth assignment for ground UEs in a UAV network
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including a group of ground UEs and a single-antenna UAV
as a flying BS using nonorthogonal multiple access [21]. The
work in [22] deploys multiple UAVs as flying BSs to assist
a group of ground UEs, and then explores the max-min rate
performance by a joint optimization of the UAV trajectory,
power assignment, multiuser communication scheduling and
association.

Regarding the performances of coverage, energy and comple-
tion time in such networks, a general framework is developed
to explore the coverage probability performance of a reference
ground receiver using stochastic geometry [13]. In this study,
UAVs are assumed to be uniformly distributed in a finite area
forming a uniform binomial point process. To provide full
wireless coverage of UAVs over a target area, the author in [10]
studies two fast UAV deployment schemes: minimizing the max-
imum deployment delay among all UAVs and minimizing the
total deployment delay. For the energy performance, the authors
in [11] optimize the UAV trajectory to maximize the energy
efficiency in a UAV network, where a UAV sends information
to a ground UE, and the energy efficiency is defined as the total
rate divided by the total UAV propulsion energy consumed. The
work of [11] is further extended to the scenario with a UAV
and multiple ground UEs, and the total energy consumption
is minimized by a joint optimization of the UAV trajectory,
communication time assignment among ground UEs and the
total mission completion time [20]. The mission completion time
is minimized by optimizing the UAV trajectory in a UAV-enabled
multicasting network, where a UAV sends a common file to a
group of ground UEs [12].

2) Cellular-enabled UAV networks: For the rate performances,
the work in [25] jointly optimizes the power assignment of BSs
and beamforming to maximize the rate from BS to UAV using
a divide-and-conquer approach in a downlink cellular-enable
UAV network, where the ground BSs serve multiple UAVs and
ground UEs, each UAV employs a single antenna, and each BS
is equipped with an antenna array with fixed directional gain.
By jointly optimizing the UAV’s cell association and power
assignment, the work of [27] aims to maximize the weighted
sum rate of the UAV and ground UEs in an uplink transmission
cellular-enabled UAV network consisting a UAV, a set of ground
UEs and multiple BSs. With the help of a UAV relay, the sum rate
is maximized by optimizing power assignment of each ground
UE and UAV placement in the network with a UAV, multiple
ground UEs and BSs [28]. By deploying multiple UAVs, UEs
and a BS, the objective of [26] is to jointly optimize UAV
speed and channel assignment to maximize uplink sum rate.
The work in [23] indicates that the coverage performance can
be improved by properly setting UAV cache size and density
in a cellular-enabled UAV network. The work in [24] further
indicates that a minimum UAV’s mission completion time is
achievable by optimizing its trajectory in such a network. The
authors in [29] propose a spectrum sharing strategy to utilize
interference caused by spectrum reuse for enhancing secrecy rate
performance in cellular-enabled UAV networks. Recently, the
authors in [30] further propose a cooperative jamming strategy
for improving covert performance in terms of covert rate and
detection error probability in such networks, where under the

Fig. 1. A cellular-enabled UAV swarm network model.

cooperative jamming, the idle D2D pairs can send artificial noise
to confuse the detection of adversaries.

III. SYSTEM MODELS

A. Network Model

We consider an uplink cellular-enabled UAV swarm network
including a BS and a rotary-wing UAV swarm as shown in Fig. 1.
These UAVs have high manoeuvrability because they can hover
in a stationary position with the height HU , take off and land
vertically, and also fly in any direction. Such UAVs have been
widely used in various fields such as monitoring traffic flow
and fire, and providing local area communication services. The
locations’ distribution of these UAVs follows an independent
homogeneous Poisson point process (PPP) Φ with intensity λU .

B. Directional Beamforming

As illustrated in Fig. 1, all UAVs and BS are equipped with
antenna array for directional data transmission via beamforming
operation. Suppose that the main beam of the array at each UAV
is directed towards the BS such that the antenna gain keeps
unchanged at a maximum valueKU

M . Since the side beam emits
smaller power than the main beam, we consider the side beam
gain at the BS is a small value KB

S , while the main beam gain
depends on the antenna boresight direction. According to [33],
the main beam gain KB

M (ψ) at the BS is expressed as

KB
M (ψ) = S0(τ)cos(ψ), (1)
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where τ and S0(τ) denote a directivity parameter and corre-
sponding maximum value, respectively. We use ψ and cos(ψ)
to denote the antenna radiation angle and radiation efficiency
between boresight direction and radiation one, respectively. As
shown in Fig. 1,

−−−→
o1VB denotes the boresight direction vector

and
−−−→
o1VU denotes the radiation vector from the antenna position

of the BS to a UAV Ui. Note that the main beam gain KB
M (ψ)

exhibits a symmetric feature along
−−−→
o1VB , and varies with these

two parameters τ and ψ.
Regarding the two unknown itemsS0(τ) andψ in formula (1),

the S0(τ) is given by

S0(τ) =
4π

ΥA(τ)
. (2)

Based on [34], we further determine the ΥA(τ) as

ΥA(τ) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0
Uτ (ψ)sin(ψ)dψdω,

=

∫ 2π

0

∫ π
2

0

cos(ψ)

τ
sin(ψ)dψdω,

=
π

2τ
. (3)

In this formula, Uτ (ψ) = cos(ψ)/τ represents the normalized
antenna radiation intensity. Because the back beam antenna gain
is negligible, we omit the effect of back beam, i.e., Uτ (ψ) = 0
when π ≥ |ψ| ≥ π/2. The main beam antenna gain equals to
half of the maximum antenna directivity gain which is achievable
when ψ = γ/2 such that Uτ (γ/2) = 0.5. Here, γ represents the
half-power beamwidth. Thus, we obtain

γ = 2arccos(0.5τ), (4)

where 2 > τ > 0. According to these two formulas (2) and
(3), we know that a bigger τ could result in a bigger antenna
directivity corresponding to a smaller beamwidth, which means
that the antenna main beam has a smaller coverage range.

We proceed to determine the antenna radiation angleψ. Based
on the dot product operation, ψ illustrated in Fig. 1 can be
determined as

ψ = arccos

−−−→
o1VB · −−−→o1VU

|−−−→o1VB ||−−−→o1VU |
. (5)

Here, the dot · represents the notation of dot product operation,
and |−−−→o1VB | represents the square root of a vector

−−−→
o1VB . The

point o1 = (0, 0, HB) denotes a three-dimensional coordinate
of the antenna position equipped at the BS, where HB de-
notes the height of the BS. The intersection point between−−−→
o1VB and a sphere with radius r and center o1 is denoted as
VB = (rcosμcosω, rcosμsinω, rsinμ+HB). The position co-
ordinate of UAV Ui is denoted as VU = (xU , yU , HU ). Then,

we have
−−−→
o1VB = (rcosμcosω, rcosμsinω, rsinμ) and

−−−→
o1VU =

(xU , yU , HU −HB).

C. Channel Model

Since UAVs hover in the air, the channels from UAVs to BS
probably exhibit the LoS characteristic. Thus, we consider the

channels for UAV communications belong to the LoS links.
However, this can also be extended to the situation non-line-of-
sight (NLoS) links, as long as we multiply the received power
of each NLoS link by an additional attenuation factor. A general
Nakagami-m fading and power law path loss are used to model
the LoS links. When a UAV i transmits information to the BS,
the received power Ri of the BS can be expressed as

Ri = PiK
B(ψi)K

U
Mhi|Li|−α, (6)

where Pi is the transmit power of the UAV no more than
the maximum one Pm, hi is the fading coefficient of current
link from the UAV i to the BS, which follows a Nakagam-m
distribution with parameter m, |Li| is the link distance, α is
the path loss exponent, and KB(ψi) is the antenna gain with
radiation angle ψi. The antenna gain can be determined as

KB(ψi) =

{
KB
M (ψi) if 0 ≤ ψi ≤ γ,

KB
S if ψi > γ.

(7)

We assume that the network has N orthogonal equal-sized
resource blocks, each of which corresponds to a channel with
bandwidth W MHZ. Each UAV is randomly assigned to a
channel for information transmission. There exists mutual in-
terference among the UAVs using the same channel. On the
other hand, interference does not occur among the UAVs reusing
different orthogonal channels. Furthermore, we consider the
additive white Gaussian noise as channel one with variance σ2.

D. Link Rate

According to the above the network model, directional beam-
forming operation and channel model, we can calculate the LoS
link rate from UAV i to the BS as

�i =W log2(1 + SINRi(P, μ, ω,HB)). (8)

where �i denotes the link rate, P = [P1, . . ., P|Φ|]T denotes a
vector of transmit power, any element Pi denotes the transmit
power of UAV i, and |Φ| represents the number of UAVs in our
concerned network. Here, the signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio (SINR) received from a UAV i at the BS can be given by

SINRi(P, μ, ω,HB) =
Ri

Ii + σ2
, (9)

where the interference from other UAVs except UAV i received
by the BS is denoted as Ii. We further determine Ii as

Ii =
∑

j∈Φ∗
i,j �=i

PjK
B(ψj)K

U
Mhj |Lj |−α, (10)

where the set Φ∗
i consists of UAVs reusing the same channel as

UAV i.

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SOLUTION OF SUM RATE

MAXIMIZATION

To deal with the sum rate maximization problem, we first
formulate it as a constrained optimization problem, and present
an iterative algorithm to solve this optimization problem.
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A. Problem Formulation

The sum rate maximization aims to jointly optimize the
transmit power of each UAV and various antenna parameters for
maximizing sum rate of the concerned network, which can be
formulated as the following constrained optimization problem.

max
μ,ω,HB ,P

∑
i∈Φ

�i, (11a)

s .t . 0 ≤ μ ≤ π, (11b)

0 ≤ ω ≤ 2π, (11c)

0 ≤ HB ≤ Hmax, (11d)

0 ≤ Pi ≤ Pmax, (11e)

where Pmax is the maximum transmit power for each UAV, and
Hmax is the maximum antenna height. Constraints (11b), (11c)
and (11d) define the range of the antenna parameters such as the
elevation angle μ, azimuth angle ω and antenna height HB , and
constraint (11e) gives the range of the transmit power for any
UAV i.

B. Solution of Sum Rate Maximization

The following Lemma 1 illustrates that the (11) is a concave
optimization problem.

Lemma 1: For each fixed setting ofμ,ω andHB , the objective
function of (11a) with power constraint of (11e) is a concave
optimization problem.

Proof: Since each item (i.e., �i) in (11a) is a concave func-
tion, the second derivative of the item with respect to P is less
than zero. Then, we know that the second derivative of (11a) is
also less than zero. Thus, (11a) is a concave function of P, and
then the Lemma 1 follows. �

Using the KKT conditions for the optimization problem
in (11), we now can obtain a fixed point iteration written by
P = f(P) for some function f . For the concave objective
function in (11a), when the first derivation of (11a) equals to
zero, we can obtain Pi.

Pi(β + 1) = min{Pi(β),Pmax}, (12)

where Pi(β) denotes the value of Pi in the βth iteration.
Based on the above iteration equation, we further propose the

following Algorithm 1 for solving the optimization problem.

V. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SOLUTION OF MAX-MIN

RATE

This section first gives the problem formulation for the max-
min rate, and then proposes an algorithm to solve the problem.

A. Problem Formulation

The goal of max-min rate is to maximize the minimum link
rate, which ensures the rate allocation fairness among different
links. It can be modeled as the following optimization problem.

max
θ,ϕ,HB ,P

min
i∈Φ

�i, (13a)

s .t . 0 ≤ μ ≤ π, (13b)

Algorithm 1: Solution of Sum Rate Maximization.
1. Input: Given the values of the following parameters:

HU , W , KB
S , KU

M and σ2.
2. Output: Maximum sum rate Tm.
3. Initialize Tm = 0, β = 0, Pi(β) = Pmax, and step size

λμ, λω and λH .
4. for μ = 0; μ ≤ π; μ = μ+ λμ do
5. for ω = 0; ω ≤ 2π; ω = ω + λω do
6. for HB = 0; HB ≤ Hmax; HB = HB + λH do
7. Repeat to update Pi(β + 1) of each UAV i

utilizing (12) until convergence.
8. Calculate sum rate �(P(β + 1)) defined

in (11a).
9. if Tm < �(P(β + 1)) then
10. Tm = �(P(β + 1)).
11. end if
12. end for
13. end for
14. end for

0 ≤ ω ≤ 2π, (13c)

0 ≤ HB ≤ Hmax, (13d)

0 ≤ Pi ≤ Pmax, (13e)

where (13a) guarantees the fairness, and the constraints are the
same as these of (11).

B. Solution of Max-Min Rate

The optimization problem of max-min rate in (13) is equiva-
lent to maximizing an additional variableZ that is a lower bound
for each rate. Thus, we have

max
θ,ϕ,HB ,Pi

Z, (14a)

s .t . �i ≥ Z, for all i

(13b), (13c), (13d) and (13e). (14b)

To solve it, we first give the follow Lemma.
Lemma 2: For each fixed setting of μ, ω and HB , we denote

by Z∗ and P∗ the optimal value and optimal solution of (14).
We have that Z∗ > 0, P∗ > 0 and when P = P∗, �i = Z∗, for
all i ∈ Φ.

Proof: From (8), we know that when P > 0, �i > 0 and
when P = 0, �i = 0. Since each UAV transmits message to
the BS with transmit power P > 0 satisfying the constraint of
maximum transmit powerPmax, we can obtain that the objective
function in (13a) is a positive value, i.e., Z∗ > 0. Thus, both
the optimal value Z∗ and optimal solution P∗ are two positive
values.

Suppose that we can find some i, there are P = P∗ and �i >
Z∗, it implies that the optimization problem has an optimal value
Z = Z ′ more thanZ∗. This contradicts thatZ∗ is optimal. Thus,
when P = P∗, �i = Z∗, for all i ∈ Φ. �

We define a vector F(P∗) = [F1(P
∗), . . ., F|Φ|(P∗)]T, any

element of which Fi(P∗) = P ∗
i

�i
. Based on Lemma 2, we obtain
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Algorithm 2: Solution of Max-Min Rate.
1. Input: Given the values of the following parameters:

HU , W , KB
S , KU

M and σ2.
2. Output: Z∗ and P∗.
3. Initialize β = 0, P(β) > 0, Z∗ = 0 and step size λμ,

λω and λH .
4. for μ = 0; μ ≤ π; μ = μ+ λμ do
5. for ω = 0; ω ≤ 2π; ω = ω + λω do
6. for HB = 0; HB ≤ Hmax; HB = HB + λH do
7. Update transmit power P(β + 1):

Pi(β + 1) = Fi(P(β)) for each UAV i.
8. Calculate the value of scale function

φ(P(β + 1)):
φ(P(β + 1)) = Pmax

m{Pi(β+1) for all i} .
9. Scale transmit power P(β + 1):

Pi(β + 1) = φ(P(β + 1))Pi(β + 1) for each
UAV i.

10. Repeat the above update and scale operations of
transmit power until convergence.

11. Calculate each link rate �i according to (8).
12. Calculate minimum rate Zt = min

i∈Φ
�i.

13. if Z∗ < Zt then
14. Z∗ = Zt and P∗ = P.
15. end if
16. end for
17. end for
18. end for

the following fixed point equation

P ∗
i

Z∗ = Fi(P
∗). (15)

We can express F(P∗) = AP∗, where A is a |Φ| × |Φ| irre-
ducible nonnegative matrix. This means that the solution of (14)
(and also (13)) equivalent to that of the conditional eigenvalue
problem [35], which aims to find Z∗ and P∗ such that

P∗

Z∗ = F(P∗). (16)

By iterating and scaling of power P, we can obtain the
optimalZ∗ andP∗ of (16). In the iterative process,P∗(β + 1) =
F(P∗(β)), where P∗(β + 1) denotes the (β + 1)th iteration
vector of P∗ [36]. We use φ(P) denote the scale function of
P, which is defined as

φ(P) = max{x ≥ 0 : xPi ≤ Pmax for all i}, (17)

where φ(P) = 0 only whenP = 0. Note that we select the scale
function φ(P) such that new power vector φ(P)P is the largest
feasible solution along the direction of P.

Therefore, we can summarize the solution of max-min rate in
Algorithm 2.

Finally, we give the following Theorem presented in nonlinear
Perron-Frobenius theory [35], which guarantees that the condi-
tional eigenvalue problem of (16) has only one solution corre-
sponding to that of transmit power vector in the Algorithm 2.

Theorem 1: For F(P), suppose the following conditions
hold: (1) there exist two positive numbers a, e, and a vector
g > 0, we have ag � F(P) � eg, for each P satisfying the
maximum power constraint in (13b); (2) for any power vectors
P and V, and 0 ≤ x ≤ 1: if xP � V, then xF(P) � F(V),
and for x < 1, if xP ≤ V, then xF(P) ≤ F(V). Then F(P)
has the following properties:

1) There exists a unique nonzero solution Z∗ at P∗ in the
conditional eigenvalue problem of (16).

2) Given any P(0) � 0 and φ(P(0)) > 0, the power vector
P(β) converges to P∗.

According to [35], Theorem 1 holds for F(P) that is posi-
tive and concave vector. Specially, when F(P) is concave, the
Algorithm 2 can converge to a global optimal solution of the
optimization problem in (14) (and also (13)). Hence, we give
the following Lemma.

Lemma 3: F(P) is positive and concave.
Proof: (1) We first prove that F(P) is positive.

Fi(P) =
Pi

�i(P)

=
Pi

W log2 (1 + SINRi(P, μ, ω,HB))

=
Pi

W log2

(
1 +

PiKB(ψi)KU
Mhi|Li|−α

∑
j∈Φ∗,j �=i PjKB(ψj)KU

Mhj |Lj |−α+σ2

) .
(18)

Calculate the partial derivative of Fi(P) with respect to Pj
under two cases of i �= j and i = j.

When i �= j, we have

∂Fi(P)

∂Pj
=

P 2
i K

B(ψi)(K
U
M )2hi|Li|−αKB(ψj)hj |Lj |−α

W ln(2) log2
2(υ)υ

(∑
j∈Φ∗,j �=i PjKB(ψj)KU

Mhj |Lj |−α+σ2
)2

> 0, (19)

where υ = 1 + SINRi(P, μ, ω,HB).
When i = j, we have

∂Fi(P)

∂Pj
=

1

W log2
2(υ)

(
log2(υ)−

υ − 1
ln(2)υ

)
. (20)

Define f(υ) = log2(υ)− υ−1
ln(2)υ . Take the derivation of f(υ)

with respect to υ, we have

f ′(υ) =
υ − 1
ln(2)υ2

. (21)

Since υ > 1, f ′(υ) > 0, f(υ) is an increasing function. Since
f(1) = 0, f(υ) > 0 when υ > 1. Thus, ∂Fi(P)

∂Pj
> 0, where i =

j.
Since F(0) = 0 and ∂Fi(P)

∂Pj
> 0 under the two cases of i �= j

and i = j, we obtain that F(P) is positive for P ≥ 0.
(2) We now prove that F(P) is concave function.
We utilize the result from [37]: Suppose H: Rm → R, C ∈

Rm×n, d ∈ Rm, k ∈ Rn and g ∈ R. Here, Rm denotes m
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dimensional Euclidean space. Define M : Rn → R by

M(x) = (kTx+ g)H((Cx+ d)/(kTx+ g)) (22)

with dom(M) = {x|kTx+ g > 0, (Cx+ d)/(kTx+ g) ∈
dom(H)}, where dom(M) represents the domain of function
M . Then if H is concave, M is also concave.

Consider H(z) = z
log2(1+z) where z > 0. We now prove that

H(z) is a concave function, which is equivalent to proving that
the second derivation of H(z) is less than zero.

We calculate the second derivation ofH(z) with respect to z.

H ′′(z) =
2z − ln(2)(2 + z) log2(1 + z)

ln2(2)(1 + z)2 log3
2(1 + z)

<
2z − (2 + z) log2(1 + z)

ln2(2)(1 + z)2 log3
2(1 + z)

, (23)

where since 0 < ln(2) < 1, (23) follows. Define L(z) = 2z −
(2 + z) log2(1 + z), we need to show that L(z) < 0.

Now, we prove that L(z) is a decreasing function. Take
derivation of L(z), we have

L′(z) = 2 − 2 + z

ln(2)(1 + z)
− log2(1 + z)

< 2 − 2 + z

(1 + z)
− log2(1 + z)

= − log2(1 + z) +
z

1 + z
. (24)

Define J(z) = − log2(1 + z) + z
1+z . Take the derivation of

J(z), then

J ′(z) = − z

(1 + z)2
< 0. (25)

Thus, J(z) is a decreasing function.
Since J(0) = 0, J(z) < 0 when z > 0. Thus, L′(z) < 0. We

further obtainL(z) is a decreasing function andL(0) = 0. Thus,
L(z) < 0 when z > 0.

Based onL(z) < 0, we obtainH ′′(z) < 0 when z > 0. There-
fore, H(z) is a concave function.

We now rewrite SINRi defined in (9) as

SINRi(P, μ, ω,HB)

=
Pi∑

j∈Φ∗,j �=i
PjKB(ψj)hj |Lj |−α

KB(ψi)hi|Li|−α + σ2

KB(ψi)KU
Mhi|Li|−α

=
Pi

(SP+O)i
, (26)

where S is a |Φ∗| × |Φ∗| nonnegative matrix, each element Sij
of which is

Sij =

{
0, if i = j,
PjK

B(ψj)hj |Lj |−α

KB(ψi)hi|Li|−α , if i �= j,

and O is a |Φ∗| × 1 column vector, each element of which is
equal to σ2

KB(ψi)KU
Mhi|Li|−α .

Let m = 1, C = eTi , d = 0, kT denote the ith row of S,
x = P, and g = σ2

KB(ψi)KU
Mhi|Li|−α . Here, ei denotes the ith

TABLE I
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

unit vector. According to the above result from [37], we obtain
that Fi(P) (and thus F(P)) is concave. �

Therefore, by the iterative process in Algorithm 2, it fol-
lows from Theorem 1 that the Algorithm 2 can converge to a
global optimal solution of the optimization problem in (14) (and
also (13)).

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents numerical results for evaluating the
performances of cellular-enabled UAV swarm networks like sum
rate, minimum rate and fairness index using Algorithms 1 and
2. The fairness index is used to measure the fairness of rate
allocation among links [38], which is given by (

∑
i∈Φ �i)

2

|Φ|∑i∈Φ (�i)2 .

Here, |Φ| is the number of links as well as the number of UAVs,
and the value of fairness index is in the interval [0, 1], where
a small value means that the rate assignment is poor fairness.
We will indicate the effect of various system parameters on the
performances under the sum rate maximization and max-min
rate problems. The system parameters are set in Table I, unless
otherwise specified. We use PPP only to illustrate the maximum
sum rate and max-min rate performances under our optimization
problems and the related algorithms. Note that our proposed
optimization problems and algorithms can also be applied to the
situation that the locations’ distributions of the UAVs are in a
non-Poisson manner.

A. Effect of τ on Performances

We first explore the effect of the antenna directivity parameter
τ on the three performance metrics. Fig. 2 shows the effect of
τ on the sum rate under these two problems. We observe that
when τ increases, the sum rate experiences first growth and
then decrease under the sum rate maximization problem, while
it almost keeps a constant under the max-min rate problem.
We explain the reason as follows. According to formula (4), an
increase of τ results in an decrease of the antenna beamwidth γ.
This means that a smaller τ is associated with a bigger γ which
covers a larger area where more UAVs hover. We further know
from formulas (1), (2) and (3) that an increase of τ also results
in the increase of the antenna main beam gain KB

M (ψ) at the
BS. The phenomenon will incur the increase of more link rates.
As a result, the sum rate increases when τ increases. When τ is
more than a threshold, more UAVs are in the coverage area of the
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Fig. 2. Effect of τ on sum rate.

signal from the antenna side beam with a very small gain. Thus,
the sum rate decreases as τ increases. Regarding the max-min
rate problem, as τ increases, each UAV can adjust its transmit
power such that each link rate is the same for guaranteeing the
best fairness of rate assignment among different links. Thus, the
sum rate is almost unchanged under the max-min rate problem.

Regarding the effect of τ on the minimum rate, we can obtain
that the minimum rate almost keeps a constant, i.e., 0.0005
Mbits/s/HZ under the sum rate maximization problem, and 19
Mbits/s/HZ under the max-min rate problem. It can be explained
as follows. Under the sum rate maximization problem, more
resource like transmit power is assigned to the better links while
the worse links get less resource for the purpose of sum rate
maximization, which leads to a very small minimum rate for each
setting of τ , while under the max-min rate problem, each link
has the same rate for achieving best fairness of rate assignment
among different links. For the effect of τ on the fairness index,
we obtain that under the sum rate maximization problem, the
fairness index is approximately 0.05, which indicates that the
assigned different link rates are very unfair. Under the max-
min rate problem, a best fairness is achievable whose value
approaches 1.

These results demonstrate that both the optimization problems
are suitable for various application scenarios according to their
different requirements with sum rate and fairness.

B. Effect of HU on Performances

Fig. 3 shows the effect of UAV height HU on the sum rate
under both the optimization problems. It can be seen from
Fig. 3 that as HU increases, the sum rate increases from 6255
Mbits/s/HZ whenHU = 130 m to 6281 Mbits/s/HZ whenHU =
170 m, then keeps unchanged from HU = 170 m to 250 m, and
finally decreases under the sum rate maximization problem. It
is due to the following reason that the increase of HU exhibits
two-fold effect on the sum rate. On the one hand, a higher HU

Fig. 3. Effect of HU on sum rate.

results in a larger coverage of antenna main beam at BS, and
thus a higher antenna gain. On the other hand, it also results
in a higher path loss. When HU is low, the positive effect of
the former on each link rate is more than the negative effect of
the latter, and thus the sum rate increases with HU . HU further
increases, both the former and latter have the same effect on each
link rate, and thus the sum rate keeps unchanged. HU proceeds
to increase, the negative effect is greater than the positive one,
and thus the sum rate decreases. Another observation from Fig. 3
illustrates that under the max-min rate problem, each link rate
is the same via UAV transmit power control with the purpose of
achieving fairness, and hence the sum rate is a constant.

Regarding the effect of HU on the minimum rate, we obtain
that the minimum rate almost keeps a constant, i.e., 0.0004
Mbits/s/HZ under the sum rate maximization problem, and 19
Mbits/s/HZ under the max-min rate problem. This indicates that
although sum rate is very high under the sum rate maximization
problem, the fairness is very poor, which is measured by fairness
index almost equal to 0.05. On the contrary, the minimum rate
with different settings of HU is the same under the max-min
rate problem, and corresponding fairness index is very close to
1, which demonstrates that the fairness is very good.

C. Effect of Pmax on Performances

We proceed to explore the effect of maximum UAV transmit
power Pmax on the performance metrics. The Fig. 4 is used to
show the effect of Pmax on the sum rate. As shown in Fig. 4,
whenPmax increases, the sum rate exhibits fast increasing trend
at first and then slow one. The reason behind the phenomenon
can be summarized as follows. The maximum UAV transmit
power increases with Pmax for improving the sum rate perfor-
mance. An increase of relative small maximum transmit power
can result in an increase of each link rate, while an relative
big maximum transmit power can cause the interference among
links, which results in an decrease of the increasing speed for
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Fig. 4. Effect of Pmax on sum rate.

Fig. 5. Effect of Hmax on sum rate.

each link rate. Another observation of Fig. 4 shows that under
the max-min rate problem, the sum rate is a constant since each
UAV can control its transmit power to achieve fair link rates.

Regarding the effect of Pmax the minimum rate, We obtain
that for the max-min rate optimization problem, the minimum
rate almost keeps a constant 41 Mbits/s/HZ, while for the sum
rate optimization problem, it is very close to 0. This is because
the rate fairness is very poor under the sum rate optimization
problem, which is measured by fairness index almost equal to
0.18. Meanwhile, the max-min rate optimization problem has
very good rate fairness whose fairness index is almost equal
to 1.

D. Effect of Hmax on Performances

Finally, we explore how the effect of maximum antenna height
Hmax on the performance metrics. The results in Fig. 5 show the
effect ofHmax on the sum rate. We see that the sum rate increases

with the increase of Hmax under the sum rate maximization
problem. The reason is that as Hmax increases, we can reduce
the path loss from each UAV to the antenna by increasing the
optimal antenna height, which results in the increase of sum rate.
Another observation of Fig. 5 indicates that the sum rate keeps a
constant under the max-min rate problem. It is because each link
has the same rate via UAV transmit power control for achieving
the rate fairness.

Regarding the effect of Hmax on the minimum rate, we
obtain that the minimum rate almost keeps a constant. Note
that the minimum rate is 0 under the sum rate maximization
optimization problem. This demonstrates that the rate fairness is
very poor under such an optimization problem. Thus, the fairness
index is very small, which is almost equal to 0.18. We can also
obtain that the max-min rate optimization problem can achieve
very good rate fairness since the fairness index is very close
to 1.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper studied the fundamental rate performances in the
cellular-enabled UAV swarm networks. We formulated them as
two optimization problems subject to the constraints of UAV
transmit power and the antenna parameters. Using KKT con-
ditions and Perron-Frobenius theory, we proposed two iterative
algorithms for maximizing the sum rate and minimum rate by
jointly optimizing the UAV transmit power and the antenna
parameters.

The numerical results reveal that we can find an optimal
antenna beamwidth for achieving maximum sum rate, and in-
creasing maximum UAV transmit power also increases sum rate
under the sum rate maximization problem. However, it can also
result in poor rate fairness. Contrarily, the max-min rate problem
can guarantee good rate fairness with almost the same link rates,
but it cannot ensure the sum rate performance. Therefore, our
research is expected to satisfy different requirements with sum
rate and rate fairness in future various applications of such
networks. An interesting research direction is to explore the
performances in the scenarios with different UAV heights in
our future works.

REFERENCES

[1] M. A. Ali and A. Jamalipour, “UAV placement and power allocation
in uplink and downlink operations of cellular network,” IEEE Trans.
Commun., vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 4383–4393, Jul. 2020.

[2] M. A. Ali, Y. Zeng, and A. Jamalipour, “Software-defined coexisting UAV
and WiFi: Delay-oriented traffic offloading and UAV placement,” IEEE J.
Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 6, pp. 988–998, Jun. 2020.

[3] M. A. Ali and A. Jamalipour, “Dynamic aerial wireless power transfer
optimization,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 71, no. 4, pp. 4010–4022,
Apr. 2022.

[4] Z. Chen, K. Chi, K. Zheng, Y. Li, and X. Liu, “Common throughput
maximization in wireless powered communication networks with non-
orthogonal multiple access,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 69, no. 7,
pp. 7692–7706, Jul. 2020.

[5] S. Hu, W. Ni, X. Wang, A. Jamalipour, and D. Ta, “Joint optimization of
trajectory, propulsion, and thrust powers for covert UAV-on-UAV video
tracking and surveillance,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Forensics Secur., vol. 16,
pp. 1959–1972, 2020.



1082 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON VEHICULAR TECHNOLOGY, VOL. 72, NO. 1, JANUARY 2023

[6] N. H. Motlagh, T. Taleb, and O. Arouk, “Low-altitude unmanned aerial
vehicles-based Internet of Things services: Comprehensive survey and
future perspectives,” IEEE Internet of Things J., vol. 3, no. 6, pp. 899–922,
Dec. 2016.

[7] Z. Yu, K. Chi, P. Hu, Y.-H. Zhu, and X. Liu, “Energy provision minimiza-
tion in wireless powered communication networks with node throughput
requirement,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 7057–7070,
Jul. 2019.

[8] D.-T. Do, A.-T. Le, Y. Liu, and A. Jamalipour, “User grouping and energy
harvesting in UAV-NOMA system with AF/DF relaying,” IEEE Trans.
Veh. Technol., vol. 70, no. 11, pp. 11855–11868, Nov. 2021.

[9] K. Li, W. Ni, E. Tovar, and A. Jamalipour, “On-board deep Q-network for
UAV-assisted online power transfer and data collection,” IEEE Trans. Veh.
Technol., vol. 68, no. 12, pp. 12215–12226, Dec. 2019.

[10] X. Zhang and L. Duan, “Fast deployment of UAV networks for opti-
mal wireless coverage,” IEEE Trans. Mobile Comput., vol. 18, no. 3,
pp. 588–601, Mar. 2019.

[11] Y. Zeng and R. Zhang, “Energy-efficient UAV communication with tra-
jectory optimization,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 6,
pp. 3747–3760, Jun. 2017.

[12] Y. Zeng, X. Xu, and R. Zhang, “Trajectory design for completion time min-
imization in UAV-enabled multicasting,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2233–2246, Apr. 2018.

[13] V. V. Chetlur and H. S. Dhillon, “Downlink coverage analysis for a finite 3-
D wireless network of unmanned aerial vehicles,” IEEE Trans. Commun.,
vol. 65, no. 10, pp. 4543–4558, Oct. 2017.

[14] Y. Zeng, R. Zhang, and T. J. Lim, “Throughput maximization for UAV-
enabled mobile relaying systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 12,
pp. 4983–4996, Dec. 2016.

[15] C. Shen, T.-H. Chang, J. Gong, Y. Zeng, and R. Zhang, “Multi-UAV
interference coordination via joint trajectory and power control,” IEEE
Trans. Signal Process., vol. 68, pp. 843–858, 2020.

[16] C. You and R. Zhang, “3D trajectory optimization in Rician fading for
UAV-enabled data harvesting,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18,
no. 6, pp. 3192–3207, Jun. 2019.

[17] H. He, S. Zhang, Y. Zeng, and R. Zhang, “Joint altitude and beamwidth op-
timization for UAV-enabled multiuser communications,” IEEE Commun.
Lett., vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 344–347, Feb. 2018.

[18] M. Hua, L. Yang, Q. Wu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “3D UAV trajectory and
communication design for simultaneous uplink and downlink transmis-
sion,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 9, pp. 5908–5923, Sep. 2020.

[19] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Common throughput maximization in UAV-enabled
OFDMA systems with delay consideration,” IEEE Trans. Commun.,
vol. 66, no. 12, pp. 6614–6627, Dec. 2018.

[20] Y. Zeng, J. Xu, and R. Zhang, “Energy minimization for wireless commu-
nication with rotary-wing UAV,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18,
no. 4, pp. 2329–2345, Apr. 2019.

[21] A. A. Nasir, H. D. Tuan, T. Q. Duong, and H. V. Poor, “UAV-enabled
communication using NOMA,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 67, no. 7,
pp. 5126–5138, Jul. 2019.

[22] Q. Wu, Y. Zeng, and R. Zhang, “Joint trajectory and communication
design for multi-UAV enabled wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 17, no. 3, pp. 2109–2121, Mar. 2018.

[23] H. Wu, X. Tao, N. Zhang, and X. Shen, “Cooperative UAV cluster assisted
terrestrial cellular networks for ubiquitous coverage,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 36, no. 9, pp. 2045–2058, Sep. 2018.

[24] S. Zhang, Y. Zeng, and R. Zhang, “Cellular-enabled UAV communication:
A connectivity-constrained trajectory optimization perspective,” IEEE
Trans. Commun., vol. 67, no. 3, pp. 2580–2604, Mar. 2019.

[25] W. Mei and R. Zhang, “Cooperative downlink interference transmis-
sion and cancellation for cellular-connected UAV: A divide-and-conquer
approach,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 2, pp. 1297–1311,
Feb. 2020.

[26] S. Zhang, H. Zhang, B. Di, and L. Song, “Cellular UAV-to-X communi-
cations: Design and optimization for multi-UAV networks,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 1346–1359, Feb. 2019.

[27] W. Mei, Q. Wu, and R. Zhang, “Cellular-connected UAV: Uplink associa-
tion, power control and interference coordination,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5380–5393, Nov. 2019.

[28] Y. Li, G. Feng, M. Ghasemiahmadi, and L. Cai, “Power allocation and 3-D
placement for floating relay supporting indoor communications,” IEEE
Trans. Mobile Comput., vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 618–631, Mar. 2019.

[29] B. Yang, T. Taleb, Z. Wu, and L. Ma, “Spectrum sharing for secrecy
performance enhancement in D2D-enabled UAV networks,” IEEE Netw.,
vol. 34, no. 6, pp. 156–163, Nov./Dec. 2020.

[30] B. Yang, T. Taleb, Y. Fan, and S. Shen, “Mode selection and
cooperative jamming for covert communication in D2D under-
laid UAV networks,” IEEE Netw., vol. 35, no. 2, pp. 104–111,
Mar./Apr. 2021.

[31] P. Jankowski-Mihulowicz, W. Lichon, and M. Weglarski, “Numerical
model of directional radiation pattern based on primary antenna pa-
rameters,” Int. J. Electron. Telecommun., vol. 61, no. 2, pp. 191–197,
Jul. 2015.

[32] B. Yang, T. Taleb, Y. Shen, X. Jiang, and W. Yang, “Performance, fairness,
and tradeoff in UAV swarm underlaid mmWave cellular networks with
directional antennas,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 4,
pp. 2383–2397, Apr. 2021.

[33] A. Goldsmith, Wireless Communications. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge
Univ. Press, 2005.

[34] C. A. Balanis, Antenna Theory: Analysis and Design, 3rd ed.Hoboken, NJ,
USA: Wiley-Interscience, 2005.

[35] U. Krause, “Perron’s stability theorem for nonlinear mappings,” J. Math.
Econ., vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 275–282, Mar. 1986.

[36] A. Berman and R. J. Plemmons, Nonnegative Matrices in the Mathematical
Sciences. New York, NY, USA: Academic Press, 1979.

[37] S. Boyd and L. Vanderberghe, Convex Optimization. Cambridge, U.K.:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004.

[38] T. Taleb, N. Kato, and Y. Nemoto, “An explicit and fair window adjustment
method to enhance TCP efficiency and fairness over multihops satellite
networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 371–387,
Feb. 2004.

Bin Yang received the Ph.D. degree in systems in-
formation science from Future University Hakodate,
Hakodate, Japan, in 2015. He is currently a Professor
with the School of Computer and Information Engi-
neering, Chuzhou University, Chuzhou, China. His
research interests include unmanned aerial vehicle
networks, cyber security, and Internet of Things.

Yongchao Dang received the B.S. degree from the
School of Computer Science, Northwestern Poly-
technical University, Xi’an, China, in 2016, and the
M.S. degree from the School of Computer Science
and Technology, Xidian University, Xi’an, China, in
2019. He is currently working toward the Doctoral de-
gree with the School of Electrical Engineering, Aalto
University, Espoo, Finland. His research interests in-
clude unmanned aerial vehicles, machine learning,
wireless communication, and network security.



YANG et al.: SUM RATE AND MAX-MIN RATE FOR CELLULAR-ENABLED UAV SWARM NETWORKS 1083

Tarik Taleb received the B.E. degree in information
engineering (with distinction), and the M.Sc. and
Ph.D. degrees in information sciences from Tohoku
University, Sendai, Japan, in 2001, 2003, and 2005,
respectively.

He is currently a Professor with the Centre for
Wireless Communications, Networks and Systems
Unit, Faculty of Information Technology and Electri-
cal Engineering, The University of Oulu, Oulu, Fin-
land. He is the Founder and Director of the MOSA!C
Lab. Between October 2014 and December 2021, he

was a Professor with the School of Electrical Engineering, Aalto University,
Espoo, Finland. Prior to that, he was a Senior Researcher and 3GPP Standards
Expert with NEC Europe Ltd., Heidelberg, Germany. Before joining NEC and
till March 2009, he was an Assistant Professor with the Graduate School of
Information Sciences, Tohoku University, Sendai, Japan, in a lab fully funded by
KDDI, the second largest mobile operator in Japan. From October 2005 to March
2006, he was a Research Fellow with the Intelligent Cosmos Research Institute,
Sendai, Japan. His research interests include telco cloud, network softwarization
and network slicing, AI-based software defined security, immersive communi-
cations, mobile multimedia streaming, and next generation mobile networking.
He has been also directly engaged in the development and standardization of the
Evolved Packet System as a Member of 3GPP.s System Architecture working
group 2.

Dr. Taleb was the General Chair of the 2019 edition of the IEEE Wireless
Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC.19) held in Marrakech,
Morocco. He was the Guest Editor in Chief of the IEEE JSAC Series on Network
Softwarization and Enablers. He was on the Editorial Board of the IEEE TRANS-
ACTIONS ON WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS, IEEE Wireless Communications
Magazine, IEEE JOURNAL ON INTERNET OF THINGS, IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON

VEHICULAR TECHNOLOGY, IEEE COMMUNICATIONS SURVEYS AND TUTORIALS,
and a number of Wiley journals. Till December 2016, he was the Chair of the
Wireless Communications Technical Committee, the largest in IEEE ComSoC.
He was also the Vice Chair of the Satellite and Space Communications Technical
Committee of IEEE ComSoc during 2006–2010. He is the recipient of the
2021 IEEE ComSoc Wireless Communications Technical Committee Recog-
nition Award in December 2021 and the 2017 IEEE ComSoc Communications
Software Technical Achievement Award in December 2017 for his outstanding
contributions to network softwarization. He is also the co-recipient of the 2017
IEEE Communications Society Fred W. Ellersick Prize in May 2017, 2009
IEEE ComSoc Asia-Pacific Best Young Researcher Award in June 2009, 2008
TELECOM System Technology Award from the Telecommunications Advance-
ment Foundation in March 2008, 2007 Funai Foundation Science Promotion
Award in April 2007, 2006 IEEE Computer Society Japan Chapter Young
Author Award in December 2006, Niwa Yasujirou Memorial Award in February
2005, and Young Researcher’s Encouragement Award from the Japan chapter
of the IEEE Vehicular Technology Society (VTS) in October 2003. Some of
his research work have been also awarded best paper awards at prestigious
IEEE-flagged conferences.

Shikai Shen received the B.S. degree from Yunnan
Normal University, Kunming, China, in 1984, and
the M.S. degree from Yunnan University, Kunming,
China, in 2003. He is currently a Professor with
Kunming University, Kunming, China. His research
interests include wireless sensor networks, cyber
security, and Internet of Things.

Xiaohong Jiang received the B.S., M.S., and Ph.D.
degrees from Xidian University, Xi’an, China, in
1989, 1992, and 1999, respectively. He is currently
a Full Professor with Future University Hakodate,
Hakodate, Japan. Before joining Future University,
he was an Associate Professor with Tohoku Univer-
sity, Sendai, Japan, from February 2005 to March
2010. He has authored or coauthored more than 300
technical papers at premium international journals
and conferences, which include more than 70 papers
published in top IEEE journals and top IEEE confer-

ences, such as IEEE/ACM TRANSACTIONS ON NETWORKING, IEEE JOURNAL OF

SELECTED AREAS ON COMMUNICATIONS, IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON PARALLEL

AND DISTRIBUTED SYSTEMS, and IEEE INFOCOM. His research interests include
computer communications networks, mainly wireless networks and optical
networks, network security, and routers/switches design.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 900
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00111
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 1200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00083
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00063
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


