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Abstract—This paper explores the growing need for task-
oriented communications in warehouse logistics, where tradi-
tional communication Key Performance Indicators (KPIs)—such
as latency, reliability, and throughput—often do not fully meet
task requirements. As the complexity of data flow management in
large-scale device networks increases, there is also a pressing need
for innovative cross-system designs that balance data compres-
sion, communication, and computation. To address these chal-
lenges, we propose a task-oriented, edge-assisted framework for
cooperative data compression, communication, and computing in
Unmanned Ground Vehicle (UGV)-enhanced warehouse logistics.
In this framework, two UGVs collaborate to transport cargo,
with control functions—navigation for the front UGV and follow-
ing/conveyance for the rear UGV—offloaded to the edge server
to accommodate their limited on-board computing resources.
We develop a Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL)-based two-
stage point cloud data compression algorithm that dynamically
and collaboratively adjusts compression ratios according to task
requirements, significantly reducing communication overhead.
System-level simulations of our UGV logistics prototype demon-
strate the framework’s effectiveness and its potential for swift
real-world implementation.

Index Terms—Task-oriented, cooperative, warehousing, edge
computing

I. INTRODUCTION

Warehousing plays an essential role within the supply chain
by serving as a crucial hub for systematic storage, meticulous
management, and streamlined distribution of cargos. It serves
as a strategic node where inventory is carefully organized,
monitored, and prepared for timely delivery to meet consumer
demands and operational requirements within various indus-
tries [1]]. Modern warehouses are progressively incorporating
advanced technologies such as [Artificial Intelligence (Al)
and robotics to facilitate intelligent automation of tasks [2].
However, the deployment of these technologies necessitates
extensive data transmission (e.g. radar, camera, and GPS),
real-time responsiveness (e.g. decision making for autonomous
navigation), and substantial machine-type communications
(e.g. multi{Unmanned Ground Vehicle (UGV)| coordination).
Despite these requirements aligning with the three typical

5G services defined by 3GPP—enhanced Mobile Broadband]
(eMBB)] [massive Machine-Type Communications (mMTC)}
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Fig. 1. Edge computing enabled autonomous driving.

and |Ultra-Reliable Low-Latency Communications (URLLC)}
they still do not fully meet the stringent demands of warehouse
applications [J3]], [4]. This is particularly true as more complex
tasks emerge in the foreseeable future [2]. Due to the limited
communication capabilities and computational load of [UGV]in
warehouse logistics scenarios, edge computing has emerged as
a potential solution [5]], [6]]. By offloading computational tasks
to edge servers,[UGVs|can achieve more powerful intelligence,
reduced communication, and computational resource over-
head, and significantly faster response and decision-making
capabilities [[7].

From a machine’s perspective, achieving a perfectly accu-
rate reconstruction is deemed sufficient but unnecessary for
task completion, as it often contains redundant information.
The ultimate objective of transmission is to facilitate the
completion of subsequent tasks. Based on that, task-oriented
communication is gradually gaining attention [S§]]. It follows
Shannon’s second and third ideas, moving away from the bit-
centric communication principles towards a communication
design approach that focuses on meeting semantic and task
requirements [9]. This communication design approach is also
gradually being applied in wide-ranging applications, includ-
ing robotics [|10]], autonomous driving [/11]], and metaverse [|12]]
scenarios.




However, task-oriented communications still face bottle-
necks in [UGV}enhanced warehouse logistic applications, in-
cluding: 1) Gap between traditional Communication
|Performance Indicatorss (KPIs)| and Task-oriented KPIs: The
more detailed and intricate scenarios within warehouse appli-
cations involve complex interactions with their surroundings.
As a result, connecting traditional communication (e.g.
latency, throughput, and reliability) to the success of tasks
becomes difficult. This difficulty arises because these complex
interactions cannot be easily represented or measured using
straightforward loss functions or performance metrics. 2)
Seamless Data Sharing and Interpretation: Different submod-
ules in warehouse logistics systems must seamlessly share and
interpret data to perform cooperative tasks effectively. There-
fore, managing these information pipelines requires cross-
system designs that balance sampling, communication, and
computation demands. This balance is crucial given the vast
amounts of data generated by numerous devices and the need
for real-time processing. 3) Scalability: As the number of
[UGVs|increases, the efficient deployment of the [Al] algorithm
becomes challenging. Therefore, how to handle complex infor-
mation flows in large-scale [UGV] deployments in warehouses
presents significant challenges.

To address these challenges, we propose a task-oriented
edge-assisted cooperative data compression, communications,
and computing framework for [UGV}enhanced warehouse
logistics. Specifically, we take typical warehouse logistics
collaboration tasks, where two [UGVs| convey cargo boxes
cooperatively to target positions, as example applications as
the showcase [13]]. Constrained by the on-board computing
capacities of [UGVs| we offload the two controllers of the
the front [UGV] for navigation and rear [UGV] for
collaborated conveyance. To save communication overhead,
we design a [Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL)based two-
stage point cloud data compression algorithm deployed on the
edge server, where the compression ratios of the two
are dynamically and collaboratively determined based on the
task requirements. The major contributions of this work are
summarized as follows:

« We propose a task-oriented edge-assisted framework for
@enhanced warehouse logistics, where the data com-
pression, communications, and computing of front and
rear [UG V5| are jointly considered for accomplishing col-
laborative cargo box conveyance and parking tasks. The
functions of two controllers of two [UGVS are offloaded
to the edge server, and the compression rate of two[UG V|
are jointly and dynamically determined based on the
channel conditions and task requirements.

o We proposed a two-stage [DRL}based point cloud data
compression algorithm to save the communication over-
head, simultaneously exploiting the effectiveness of neu-
ral networks and the stability of model-based. Specifi-
cally, the data is first initially compressed by a data-based
neural network compressor, then undergoes model-based
compression and the compression length is dynamically

decided by a[DRL}based agent.

o« We developed a prototype and verified the robustness
of the proposed algorithm in a warehouse environment
alongside various baselines, where the Nvidia Issac Sim
platform is used. The experimental results demonstrate
that our proposal significantly reduces communication
overhead under different channel conditions which can
be quickly deployed in the real world.

II. RELATED WORK

Significant contributions have been made in the existing
literature to improve the intelligence of different and
reduce communication overhead. By processing data closer
and offloading tasks to where it is generated, edge computing
reduces latency and the amount of data transmitted to cen-
tral servers, conserving bandwidth and improving response
times [14]-[17]. In [15]], the authors present cloud control
of in future factories. By optimizing the coding rate
threshold through control parameter adjustments, the study
shows that communication-control co-design reduces coding
rate requirements and wireless resource consumption, improv-
ing system stability and increasing the number of admissible
In [14]], the authors address disaster scenarios by
proposing [Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV }assisted
[Edge Computing (MEC)| as an alternative to damaged terres-
trial infrastructure. They introduce a hierarchical architecture
and an online optimization approach (OJTRTA) using game

theory and convex optimization to improve

and manage [UAV] resources. In [16]], the authors
address computation offloading in [MEC] systems with task

dependencies by proposing a scheme that uses task migration
and merging to minimize [Deadline Violation Ratio (DVR)}
They introduce a multi-priority task sequencing algorithm and
a[Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (DDPG)\based learning
approach, achieving a 60.34% to 70.3% reduction in
compared to existing methods.

On the other hand, task-oriented communications have
been applied in widespread applications scenarios including
text [18], image [19]], point cloud data transmission [20],
and control [21]] tasks. In [21]], the authors propose a
loriented semantics-aware (TOSA)| communication framework
for [UAV][control and command (C&C)| transmissions to meet
stringent |Quality of Service (QoS)| requirements. They define
information value based on similarity and [Age of Information|
and use a [DRT] algorithm to maximize informa-
tion The work in [22] addresses optimizing communication
for 5G and beyond in robotic swarms and industrial remote
control systems. It proposes a dual approach using [DRI]
and Vector [Quantized Variational Autoencoders (VQ-VAE)
to dynamically adjust data transmission for better accuracy
and compression on the CartPole problem [11]. The authors
in [23|] further extend the task-oriented communications frame-
work to the edge server, where the feature extraction, source
coding, and channel coding are jointly designed and guided
by finformation bottleneck (IB)| theory. The results show that
it can reduce communication overhead through a sparsity-




inducing distribution and adapt to dynamic channel conditions
with variable-length encoding. In addition, there has been a
lot of existing work focusing on task-oriented communica-
tion in multi-user situations and semantic communication in
applications [24]-[28]]. In [25]], the author proposes a task-
oriented communication-based framework for Multi-Agent
systems, aiming to support efficient cooperation among agents.
However, intrinsic connections between in warehouse
logistics, especially in the context of relationships with collab-
orative tasks and conditions of resource competition, remain
an open issue.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Overview

As shown in Fig. [I] two convey a cargo box
collaboratively to park in a certain place. The function of

the front is to navigate to the desired parking place,
and the role of the rear is to follow and cooperate with
the front in conveying the cargo box. They both fulfill
their tasks based on the captured 3-D point-cloud data from
the onboard LiDAR. Constrained by their onboard computing
capacities, we offload the two controllers of two to the
edge server. That is, the captured 3-D point cloud data is first
transmitted by the two via the uplink wireless channel.
After receiving and processing by the edge server, the control
commands of two are generated and transmitted back
via the downlink channel. In addition, to save communication
overhead, we deploy two a [DRL}based two-stage point cloud
data compressor on two where the compression rate
of two is dynamically and collaboratively determined
based on the task requirements by another agent de-
ployed on the edge server.

B. Two-Stages Compression

As shown in Fig. [2] two capture the 3-D point cloud
data of the front, X/ (t) = {x1,22,...,20m}, 2, € R? and
the rear, X" (t) = {21, 22, ..., 2n}, 7, € R? by the on-board
lidar at a certain sensing rate in the ¢-th time slot, where d is
the dimension. To compress the captured 3-D point cloud data
to reduce the communication overhead, we introduce a two-
stage [DRL}based point cloud data compression module. Here
we propose to use PointNet++ as the static compressor for its
simple structure, widespread application, and suitability for
complex scene compression [29]]. Specifically, firstly, in the
t-th time slot, X'/ (¢) and X7 (t) passed through the feature
extractor part of PointNet++, which is a hierarchical neural
network expressed by

X () = fer (X7 (1), 60), (1)
X7(t) = fer (X7 (1), Oe2), )
where 6.1,0.2 denote the parameters of the two feature ex-

tractors. Secondly, X'7/(t) and X" (t) are compressed to the
vector x/ () and x"(t) with a fixed latent space by passing

trough two fully connected neural networks, separately, which
is expressed by,

Xf(t) = fsl ()Ef(t)aesl)a (3)
X'(t) = fo (X7 (1), 0), @)

where fq(+,0,1), fs2(+,0,2) represent the dimensional reduc-
tion neural networks and 6,1,6,> are the corresponding pa-
rameters.

For the second-stage model-based data compressor, we
propose to use [Latent Semantic Analysis (LSA)| for its sim-
plicity, robustness, and no need for extensive hyper-parameter
tuning [30]]. It works by decomposing a term-document matrix
using [Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)|to reveal and map
the underlying semantic structure into a lower-dimensional
space. Specifically, in the ¢-th time slot, x/(¢), and x"(t) are
firstly decomposed by separately, which is denoted by

Up ()5 (OVF () = %' (1), (5)
Ur () S0V, (1) = %" (1), (6)

where Uy (t) € R and U,.(t) € R'*! are the left singular
vectors for the front and rear respectively, X¢(t) €
R*™ and ¥,.(t) € R are the diagonal matrices for the
front and rear with non-negative singular values in
descending order, and V" (t) € R™*" and V,'(t) € R™*"
are the right singular vectors for the front and rear
respectively. Secondly, by selecting the top k/, k" singular val-
ues from X ;(t), £, (¢), and their corresponding vectors from
Us(t), Up(2), VfT (t) and V,T'(t), we achieve the dimensionality
reduction by operating the inverse of SVD,

zp(t) = U ()X () VT (1), (7
z,.(t) = U.(t)Z. () V" (1), (8)

where U(t), UL(t) € RI*1, 3 (t) € R>F () and D0.(t) €
RYF (1) are the compressed diagonal matrices, Vi7'(t) €
R OxK (1) and V/T(t) € R¥ (OxK () are the compressed
right singular vectors, and kf(t),k"(t) € Z are the dynamic
compression parameters. Thus, by synthesizing the informa-
tion from results of (3)), (€), (7, (8), the dynamic compression
in the ¢-th time slot is expressed by

{2/ (1),2" ()} = fa({x! (1), x" ()}, 0, {K/ (1), K" (D)}), (©)

where f4(-,04) is the process of dynamic compressor, 0,4
represents the parameters of the compressor. To dynamically
change the compression ratio, we deploy a agent at the
edge server to dynamically decide the value of k7 () and k" (t)
and send them back to each via wireless channel. The
details will be provided in the following Section. After the
two-stage compression, the compression ratio of z/(t) and
z" (t) compared to original cloud point data X'/ (¢) and X" (t)
is given as

pl(t) = md

kI (t)
5 (10)
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C. Communication Model

The compressed data are transmitted to the edge server via
wireless communications. Without loss of generality, we sim-
plify the communication model by only considering the uplink
latency and ignoring the latency for the downlink, since the
communication resources spent on downlink including control
commands and compress rate decision are often negligible. We
also assume that the channel gain and transmission rate remain
constant over a small time interval, and the two have
i.i.d. channel conditions. Here, we take one of the[UGV] as an
example, where the uplink transmission rate in the ¢-th time
slot is given by

r¢(t) = B - logy (1 + p(t) - g(t) -g(t)) )
No
where B denotes the bandwidth allocated to the [31].
The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for the sig-
nals received at the edge server is expressed as

(12)

p(t) - 9(t)
SINR = ———~ 13
No (13)
where p(t) is the transmission power of the [UGVs| and Ny
is the [Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN)|} The channel
gain for the signals received at the edge server is

g(t) = d™%uy,

which accounts for the instantaneous perception of the com-
munication environment. The distance d between the Jackal
and the edge server is the most significant factor
affecting the channel gain. The path loss exponent is denoted
by a, and u; follows a Rayleigh distribution with a unit mean.
The uplink transmission latency is then given by

b

s

(14)

(15)

min

Twy, = arg
“P J2r(t) dt>N"®

where N represents the total number of bits, the total number
of bits IV ;Z for front and N? for rear are then given
by

Np=n"kg(t), (16)

NP =n"ku(t), (17)

where n’ is the number of bits in each component, k(¢) and
k,(t) are the number of components in the point cloud features
after the second-stage compression z (¢) and z" (¢). Given that
the transmission rate r(¢) in each time slot under a stationary
channel is constant, the latency can be approximated as the
ratio of the number of transmitted bits N° to r;(t).

D. Edge Server

The edge server first receives the compressed point cloud
feature 2/ (¢) and 2"(¢) from the front and rear
With inversed the compressed point cloud features will
be decompressed with

x(t) = [%/ (), %" (1))
= fi ({2 (),2" ()}, 00, {k' (1), K" (1)}).  (18)

In addition, we deploy three reinforcement learning agents
on the edge server, which are responsible for the offload
function 1) the front [UGV]for navigation 2) the rear [UGV] for
collaborated conveyance, and 3) the compression ratio decision
making, respectively. The two driving agents will infer driving
commands for both [UGVs| with observation x(t), where for
the front w the command is its angular speed 6/ (¢) and for
the rear [UGV]is its angular and linear speeds 6" (¢) and v"(t).
Then 6/ (t), 67 (t), and v" () will be sent to the two to
be executed. More details about agent settings will be given
in the next section.

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We propose a two-phase algorithm for different task-
oriented components. In the first phase, we train navigation



Algorithm 1 Two-Phase [DRL] Training
1: Input: Initialize the navigation policy mp,, cooperative
conveyance policy mg,, compression policy mp,, the pa-
rameters of neural network 6, 65 and 63, the positions of
the m and the cargo box pg , Py and pg, and the total
training steps 73.
2: Phase 1: Training policies g, and my,.

3: fort=1,2,..T; do
4: Sample Xy (t) and X,.(¢) from the front and rear
5: b d ()(—fgl (fp Xft, 91),9§1)
Xr(t) — fs (fez(XT(t>, 62),952)
6 x(t) e [xs(0) x: (1)
7 s e x(t), s e x(1).
8: t,[f — m, (s Lﬁ) [2] +— 7792(5[2] .
9:  Calculate 7! (sm, all) with ,
and 72! (s?],a?]) with (25).
10:  Collect tuple {%,,al", alT r0 (sl alhy r2(s? a2y
11: if Episode ends then:
12: Calculate the Q-Values Q™% and Q™2 with
Q™ (st,ar) + E[X0,20 7' (51, ) | mol.
13: Train ¢, and #5 to maximize Q™ and Q™.
14: end if
15: end for

16: Output: Optimal policies 7, and 7y, .

17: Phase 2: Training policy mg,.

18: for t =1,2,...T; do

19: Sample and compress to get x(¢) and x"(t)
with Step 4 to Step 5.

{2/ (t),2" ()}  fa{x (t),x" (1)}, 0a, {k7 (1),

Dynamic compression with

21: Calculate T, with

20:

22: Decompress x(t) with (18).
2 sy X0, 8% < X(0). 57 [K(0).9(0),97(0)]
24: al'l « 5, (s£1 ), a [2] — T, (57[52]).
25: [ Vi g, (s
26: Calculate 73 ](s,[fg], 31[53]) with
27: Collect tuple {%;, g/ (t),g"(t), a; ], 3 ](s£3],a£3])}.
28: if Episode ends then:
29: Calculate Q™ with
Q™ (st,a¢) + E[X2;2 7'r(se, ar) | o).
30: Train f3 to maximize Q7.
31 end if
32: end for
33: Output: Optimal policies for g, .

agent mg, and for the navigation of the front and collab-
orated conveyance agent mp, for the rear @, respectively.
In the second phase, we train the dynamic compression agent
7o, Wwith optimal 75 and 7p . 7, determines the optimal
task-oriented compression ratio for the dynamic compression
algorithm.

k" ()})-

A. Navigation

The navigation agent with [DRT] policy mp, navigates the
front path and produces 6/ () and ensures that it reaches the
given target position.

1) State: In the t-th time slot, the state of mp, agent is

sit = x(p), (19)

where x(t) € [0, 1]1*™ is the normalized decompressed point
cloud data at the edge server with 1 x n dimensions.
2) Action: The action in the ¢-th time slot of mp, agent is

the normalized angular velocity of the front
1 =0l), (20)

where 67 (t) €
front [UGV]

3) Reward: The reward of mp, agent is given by

r(sfY,al'h) = wi-MSE (p/ (), pl,,

[0,1] is the angular speed command for the

2D

+ws - ‘d)f(t) - ¢{ar|7
where p/(t) = [z/(t), y/ (t)] is the position of the front
in the ¢-th timeslot, pl, . = [af .yl ]isi ition;

1S 1ts target position

¢ (t) and @7, are the orientation of the front in the ¢-

th timeslot and the target orientation. The MSE(-, -) operator

denotes the [Mean Squared Error (MSE)| of two positions,
defined as

MSE(p1, p2) = /(1 — 22)2 + (41 — 2)*.

B. Cooperative Conveyance

(22)

The cooperative conveyance agent with policy g,
controls the rear and ensures that it follows the front
[UGV] and gives adequate force to the parcel so that it is held
between the two Jackals in the same trajectory.

1) State: In the t-th time slot, the state of mp, agent is

s = x(1). (23)

2) Action: The action in the ¢-th time slot of 7y, agent is
the normalized angular and linear velocity of the rear [UGV]

= [07(t), 0" (1)),

where 6"(t) € [0,1] and v"(t) € [0,1] are the normalized
angular and linear velocities for the rear [UGV] respectively.
3) Reward: The reward of my, agent is given by

rP(s?, a) = ws - MSE(p! (1), (1))
+ ws - MSE(p®(t),p" (1)) + ws - P,
where p"(t) = [x"(t),y"(t)] is the position of the rear
in the ¢-th timeslot, p°(t) = [zP(t),yP(t)] is the position of
the cargo box in the ¢-th timeslot, and p,,, is a penalty given

when the orientations of the two [UGVs| are misaligned over a
threshold ¢7, denoted as
0, when |¢f(t) —

Pm = {_1’

(24)

(25)

61(1) ~ " (1)] < or. 06
otherwise.



C. Dynamic Compression

In the ¢-th time slot, the compression ratio p/ and p" is
decided by the dynamic compression agent with policy
e

1) State: In the t-th time slot, the state of mg, agent is the
merged decompressed point cloud data with the channel gains:

s = [x(1), ¢ (1), 4" (1)),

where x(t) € [0,1]**™ is the merged decompressed point
cloud data with 1 x n dimensions, g/ () and g"(t) are the
channel gains of front and rear respectively.

2) Action: The action in the ¢-th time slot of 7y, agent
is the compression parameters for both dynamic compressors,
denoted by

27)

all = [k (1), k" (1)), (28)

where k7 (t) and k" (t) are the compression parameters for the
front and rear [UGVs| respectively.

3) Reward: The reward of my, agent is a weighted sum of
the distance between the cargo box and the loading area and
the communication cost, denoted by

(s, al’!) = we- MSE(p®(1), Pi,,)

—wry - max(TJp, Tap)s

(29)

where p¢,,. is the target position of the cargo box and T, is
the uplink transmission latency in the ¢-th time slot.

D. Solution

The proposed two-phase problem is shown in Algo-
rithm [I] based on the [Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO)|
algorithm [32]. We pre-train two PointNet++ neural networks
by embedding individual DRL in the experiment environment
without the integration of three agents.

In the phase 1, after the feature vector X; is transmit-
ted to the edge server, the mp, and mg, generate a,[}] with
the observation x; simultaneously, and aL

transmit them

back to Then, by executing a[] and a[ }, the in-
stantaneous rewards 7[!(s; [ P}) and r[ ](sgz],af]) are also

obtained. Thus by saml[)hng the batch from the collected
tuple {xt,at al?l oy 1 2 al?)) and train 6,
and 0, 71'91 and 71'92 are obtalned In the phase 2, with the
optimal and fixed 7y and 7 obtained in the phase 1, 7y,
is optimized by sampling the batch from the collected tuple

{%e 9! (8), 97 (1), 2, 7Bl (s, 2.
V. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

To evaluate the performance of the proposed framework, we
establish our simulation platform on Nvidia Isaac Sim [33]
for its realistic physical simulator and integral interface for
robotic systems. As shown in Fig. 3] two Clearpath Jackal
are modeled in a warehouse environment. Notably,
for each Jackal, a plate is mounted on the front/rear side with
a hinge to allow passive rotations at +30 degs. The plates
help the Jackal curve without releasing the carried
cargo box. The two Jackal with their attached plates

- Rear
1
Cargo \Vehicle
Front Box
Vehicle

Target
Position

Fig. 3. Prototype design in Isaac Sim (The demonstration video is available
at https://youtu.be/egEIaBiVmpA).

together make our cooperative conveyance system [13] for
cargo boxes in the proposed framework. The sensory system
is built by two LiDARs mounted on the top of each Jackal
[UGV] Point cloud data will be sampled by each LiDA at a
certain frequency.. The task in this experiment is to move
the cargo box with our conveyance system to the target
position, which is labeled as the yellow zone in Fig. [3]
In each time slot, the channel gains g¢/(¢) and g¢"(t) are
sampled from an average distribution, with values taken from
{—30dB, —20dB, —10dB, 0dB, 10dB, 20dB, 30dB}. The
dynamic channel compression parameter k7 (¢) and k" (¢) takes
value from {1, 2,3,...127}. Thus, the compressed normalized
point cloud feature has k/(t) and k" (t) components in float32
where each float32 data type consists of 32 bits.

VI. SIMULATION RESULT

We evaluate 1) the performance of training process
for mp,, mp, and my,. 2) the task completion rate for the
cooperative conveyance system with the integration of mg,.
3) the effectiveness of the proposed my,.

A. Evaluation of Task Completion

As shown in Fig. [(a) and Fig. fi(b)] to evaluate the
performance of task completion for two Jackals without
the compression [DRL] module, we simultaneously train the
dual [PPOJalgorithms for two Jackals control agents, g,
and my,, over 250 episodes for 3 times. mp, converged after
80 training epochs, while 7y, converged after 140 training
epochs.

B. Evaluation of Compression Agent

Fig. illustrates the changes in the average reward and
its standard deviation for mp,. The average reward value
generally shows an upward trend, and the fluctuations of
the compression ratio gradually decrease. Additionally, Fig. [f]
displays the changes in the compression parameters over 250
training episodes. Both compression ratios p/ and p" decrease
during the training process and converge at kf = 19, k" = 22
after 185 training episodes, which means that the overall
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Fig. 5. Average task success rate in each training episode.

compression ratio decreases to approximately 0.32% com-
pared to the raw point cloud data, which initially consisted
of approximately 20, 000 points before compression.

C. Evaluation of Task completion performance under Dy-
namic Compression

As shown in Fig. 5] we evaluate the task completion
rate after incorporating the compression agent. Specifically,
we define the average task success rate as the number of
successful attempts out of 100 repetitions of the experiment
in the current training episode. The weights for my,, are set
to wg = 0.8 and w7 = 0.2. The reward of both two control
agents for two Jackals converges after training of 130
episodes. Our proposed framework successfully completes the
task with an approximate average task success rate of 90%
after convergence, which is close to the success rate without
the compression model.

D. Evaluation of Different Weights

We further evaluate the robustness of the proposed frame-
work by adjusting different weights wg and wy. Tab. ?? shows
the results with varying weights wg and wy. As wg increases
from wg = 0.5 to 0.99 and w; decreases from w; = 0.5

0 50

100 150
Number of Episode

200 250

Fig. 6. Average compression Parameter in each training episode.

TABLE I
EVALUATION OF DIFFERENT WEIGHT
we 099 | 09 | 0.8 | 0.7 | 0.6 | 0.5
wy 001 | 0.1 | 02 | 03 | 04 | 05
success rate (%) 96 93 91 82 69 53
average k7 (t) 103 | 43 19 | 14 7 6
average k" (t) 110 | 49 | 22 | 11 9 5

to 0.01, the task success rate increases significantly to 96%.
However, the average compression parameter k/ (¢) and k" (t)
will increase with, occupying more communication load.

VII. CONCLUSION

We presented a task-oriented edge-assisted cooperative data
compression, communication, and computing framework for
[UGV}enhanced warehouse logistics. The warehouse logistics
collaboration task, where two cooperatively carry a
cargo box to the target position, was successfully offloaded
to the edge server. In addition, a two-stage [DRI}based point
cloud data compression algorithm was deployed on the edge
server and the where the dynamic compression ratio
of two p! and p” was dynamically and collaboratively
determined based on the task requirements. The experimental



result showed that the system can complete the task with a
success rate of 90% with the compression module (wg = 0.8,
w7 = 0.2), with an average compression ratio of 3.2% after
the static compression and an average compression ratio of
0.3% after the dynamic compression.
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