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Abstract—Proactive caching is essential for minimizing latency
and improving Quality of Experience (QoE) in multi-server edge
networks. Federated Deep Reinforcement Learning (FDRL) is
a promising approach for developing cache policies tailored to
dynamic content requests. However, FDRL faces challenges such
as an expanding caching action space due to increased content
numbers and difficulty in adapting global information to heteroge-
neous edge environments. In this paper, we propose a Personalized
Federated Deep Reinforcement Learning framework for Caching,
called PF-DRL-Ca, with the aim to maximize system utility while
satisfying caching capability constraints. To manage the expanding
action space, we employ a new DRL algorithm, Multi-head Deep
Q-Network (MH-DQN), which reshapes the action output layers
of DQN into a multi-head structure where each head generates a
sub-dimensional action. We next integrate the proposed MH-DQN
into a personalized federated training framework, employing a
layer-wise approach for training to derive a personalized model
that can adapt to heterogeneous environments while exploiting
the global information to accelerate learning convergence. Our
extensive experimental results demonstrate the superiority of MH-
DQN over traditional DRL algorithms on a single server, as well
as the advantages of the personal federated training architecture
compared to other frameworks.

Index Terms—Content caching, deep reinforcement learning,
heterogeneous environment, personalized federated learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the explosive growth of content volume and user
demands in the era of edge computing, proactive caching has
emerged as a pivotal technology for enhancing Quality of
Experience (QoE) in content delivery networks [1], [2]. By
intelligently prefetching and caching popular content at edge
servers close to end users, proactive caching can significantly
reduce latency and alleviate bandwidth bottlenecks on the
network backbone [3]. However, one of the key challenges in
realizing the full potential of proactive caching lies in the fact
that content popularity patterns are often unknown a priori and
can exhibit complex spatial and temporal dynamics [4].

For the proactive caching problem at individual edge servers,
two mainstream approaches have been explored. The first one
follows the idea that predict-first then cache [5]. This two-
stage methodology first employs machine learning techniques
to predict or learn user preferences or content popularity
patterns and then performs cache placement based on these
predictions. For instance, convolutional neural networks (CNN)
[6] and recurrent neural networks (RNN) [7] are used for offline
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training of prediction models, while [8], [9] adopt a multi-
armed bandit (MAB) based approach for online updating. Once
predictions are obtained, greedy algorithms are typically used
for cache placement decisions. However, this decoupled two-
stage approach suffers from issues such as error propagation
and amplification across the two optimization stages, as well as
the need for complex feature engineering. To circumvent these
limitations, Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL) based cache
placement has recently gained traction [10]–[14]. This end-
to-end approach directly learns the optimal caching policy to
maximize target performance metrics, without the intermediate
step of predictions. Various DRL algorithms, such as Deep
Q-Network (DQN) [11], Soft Actor-Critic (SAC) [13], and
Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [14], have been success-
fully applied to the caching problem, demonstrating superior
performance compared to conventional two-stage methods.

While learning-based proactive caching methods for individ-
ual edge servers have shown promise, they face new challenges
in the emerging 5G/6G edge intelligence paradigm. Learning-
based algorithms often require extensive training data for the
models to converge to desirable performance, which can be
hindered by the limited data observed, e.g., little user feed-
back, at a single edge server. To overcome this data scarcity
issue, collaborative learning across nodes has been explored.
In particular, Federated Deep Reinforcement Learning (FDRL)
based caching has attracted significant attention [15]–[18],
where each edge server trains a local DRL model for caching
decisions using their local observation and the central cloud
server periodically collects and aggregates the locally learned
models during each communication round. However, current
FDRL-based caching frameworks face two key challenges:

1) The curse of dimensionality in the caching action space.
For a cache problem with C files, there are 2C possible cache
configurations, making the discrete action space prohibitively
large for traditional DQN [11] to handle effectively. On the
other hand, actor-critic methods like SAC [13] and PPO [14],
which are designed for continuous action spaces, do not na-
tively support discrete cache actions. To extract discrete actions
from their parameterized action vectors, a sampling process
is necessary, which incurs less sample efficiency and high
variance.

2) Heterogeneity across edge server environments. Existing
FDRL works [15]–[18] overlook the heterogeneity in user
populations across different edge servers, which can exhibit dis-
tinct content popularity patterns due to demographic variations,
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necessitating personalized caching policies. A naive global
model aggregation and dissemination approach fails to adapt to
such heterogeneous local environments, leading to suboptimal
performance. Therefore, a personalized strategy [19] is required
to unlock the full potential of federated learning for caching.

To address the aforementioned challenges of dimension-
ality and heterogeneity, we propose a Personalized FDRL
Caching (PF-DRL-Ca) framework, aiming to maximize the
system utility by jointly considering user satisfaction and cache
placement costs. In our framework, each edge server trains a
DRL model to handle high-dimensional action spaces using
locally collected user response data. The local models are then
uploaded to a central cloud server for personalized aggregation,
allowing each edge server to extract global knowledge while
adapting to the unique characteristics of its local user requests.
The key contributions of this work are summarized as follows.

• For each edge server in our PF-DRL-Ca, we propose a
novel DRL framework, called Multi-head Deep Q-Network
(MH-DQN), to manage the exploding growth in the number of
possible cache actions. In this model, each head of the network
output layer generates a one-dimensional action, transforming
the number of output spaces from 2C to 2C, where C is the
total number of contents.

• Treating each MH-DQN-aided edge server as a participant,
we introduce a personalized federated training framework for
collaborative learning. Specifically, each edge server uploads
only a subset of base layers to a central server for aggregation.
After that, it combines local personalized layers and globally
aggregated base layers to generate a personalized model that is
adaptable to heterogeneous environments.

• We first show that MH-DQN outperforms other DRL
algorithms in single server in terms of convergence speed and
system utility. Then, we validate that cache decision models
incorporating the personalized layers perform better in hetero-
geneous environments compared to fully-federated and non-
federated methods.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Network Model

We consider a system comprising a central cloud server
(CCS) and a network of mobile edge caching (MEC) servers,
denoted by M = {1, 2, . . . ,M}. Each MEC server is con-
nected to a corresponding base station and provides content
caching service to users. The system manages a total of C
popular content items, represented as C = {1, 2, . . . , C}, which
can be requested by users. Each content c ∈ C is characterized
by a tuple (ηc, ϕc), where ηc ∈ R+ and ϕc ∈ R+ represent
the data size and the downloading payment of content c,
respectively. The set of users is defined as U = {1, 2, . . . , U},
with each subset Um ⊆ U representing the users within the
coverage area of MEC server m. To simplify the model, we
assume that the coverage areas of different MEC servers do
not overlap. The system model is depicted in Fig. 1.

Central Cloud Server

MEC Server 1

MEC Server 2
MEC Server M

Content items

Heterogeneous 
popularity

Cellular link

Backhaul link

Fig. 1. System model.

B. Proactive Caching Model

The system operates over finite time slot set T =
{1, 2, . . . , T} and each slot contains the following stages:
• Content Placement. At the beginning of time slot t, the

content cached at MEC server m is updated according to the
caching policy at

m = {atm,1, a
t
m,2, . . . , a

t
m,C}, where atm,c = 1

if the MEC server m caches content c at time slot t, otherwise
atm,c = 0. Let Nm ∈ R+ be the storage capacity of MEC server
m. Thus, the caching policy at

m must adhere to the following
condition ∑C

c=1 a
t
m,cηc ≤ Nm, ∀m ∈ M, ∀t ∈ T . (1)

• User Request. After content placement, user u ∈ Um

sends a request vector dt
u = {dtu,1, dtu,2, . . . , dtu,C} to MEC

server m, where dtu,c = 1 means the user u request the
content c at time slot t, otherwise dtu,c = 0. Thus, for
each MEC server m, the revived request vector is defined as
dt
m = {dtm,1, d

t
m,2, . . . , d

t
m,C}, where dtm,c =

∑
u∈Um

dtu,c,
representing the content popularity Pc,m in the service area of
m. In the proactive caching model, content popularity Pc,m

is generally assumed to be unknown and needs to be learned.
Besides, considering that user demographics and behavior could
be influenced by their geographical location, we point out
that the popularity of the same content varies across different
MEC servers, exhibiting heterogeneity, i.e., Pc,m ̸= Pc,n for
m ̸= n. For instance, some works model the content popularity
distribution as the Mandelbrot-Zipf (MZipf) distribution [20],
where the popularity of content c at server m is expressed as

Pc,m =
(κc + qm)−km∑C
i=1(κi + qm)−km

, (2)

where κc represents the popularity rank of content c and
qm and km denote the plateau factor and Zipf factor. The
heterogeneity of content popularity is reflected by the condition
qm ̸= qn, km ̸= kn, for m,n ∈ M,m ̸= n.
• Cache Service. At the end of each time slot, user requests

are fulfilled either by edge delivery (i.e., a cache hit) or via
remote delivery from the CCS over the backhaul links (i.e., a
cache miss).

C. System Utility Model

In this work, the system utility is composed of two parts:



1) Replacement Cost: From the perspective of the MEC
servers, downloading content from the CCS can be costly. Thus,
the large replacement cost incurred by frequent content fetching
should be avoided. Denote the downloading payment of content
c is ϕc, then the replacement cost of MEC server m at time
slot t can be expressed as

Et
m =

∑C

c=1
I(atm,c, a

t−1
m,c)ϕc, (3)

where I(i, j) ∈ {0, 1} is an indicator function that returns 1 if
i = 1 and j = 0, and 0 otherwise.

2) Cache Hit Ratio: Regarding the users, a cache hit allows
immediate edge delivery via cellular links, while a cache miss
requires fetching the content from remote CCS via backhaul
links, leading to larger delays. Therefore, the Cache Hit Ratio
(CHR), as the metric used to evaluate the user QoE, is another
factor of our system utility. Specifically, the instantaneous CHR
can be calculated as

Ht
m =

∑
u∈Um

∑C
c=1 a

t
m,cd

t
u,c∑

u∈Um

∑C
c=1 d

t
u,c

. (4)

D. Problem Formulation

In this paper, we aim to improve the system utility over a
time horizon of T by simultaneously maximizing the CHR and
minimizing the replacement cost, while considering the limited
storage capacity. The optimization problem is formulated as

max
{A}

T∑
t=1

M∑
m=1

ω1H
t
m − ω2E

t
m, (5)

s.t.

{
C1:

∑C
c=1 a

t
m,cηc ≤ Nm, ∀m ∈ M, ∀t ∈ T ,

C2: atm,c ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M, ∀t ∈ T ,

where A = {at
1,a

t
2, . . . ,a

t
M , ∀t ∈ T } represents the caching

decision variables of MEC servers, ω1 and ω2 are the weighted
parameters for two utility metrics. The constraint (C1) ensures
that the sum of the content size will not exceed the storage
capacity. The constraint (C2) ensures that our caching actions
are discrete and indivisible. The challenges in solving this
problem using FDRL lie in three aspects: 1) High-dimensional
action space: The demand caching policy needs to explore
a vast combination of possible discrete actions. 2) Unknown
popularity: The proactive caching scheme requires the caching
policy to be determined solely based on historical user requests
and feedback. 3) Heterogeneous popularity: This leads to a
trade-off between the usage of global knowledge and the local
model. Relying solely on limited local observation leads to
insufficient learning and slow convergence, while naively using
global information from other MEC servers may overlook the
local bias.

III. ALGORITHM DESIGN

In this section, we first propose a multi-head structure to
improve the existing DQN algorithm, enabling a single MEC
server to handle unknown content popularity and an exploding
action space. Subsequently, we construct a personalized fed-
erated learning architecture that allows multiple MEC servers

to enhance learning performance in a privacy-preserving way
while simultaneously accommodating local heterogeneity in
content popularity.

A. Multi-head Deep Q-Network for Single MEC server

To implement the DRL method, we first formulate the proac-
tive caching process as a Markov Decision Process (MDP),
which can be defined by a 4-tuple (S,A,P,R), where S
represents the set of system states, A represents the set of
actions, Pa(s, s

′) is the set of probability that action a in state
s will lead to state s′, Ra(s, s

′) consists of reward values after
transitioning from state s to state s′, due to action a. For each
MEC server m, the detailed state, action space, and reward
function are summarized as follows.

1) State Space: The state is the system information observed
by the MEC server m at the beginning of each time slot,
described as smt = [d̄t

m,at−1
m ] ∈ S. Here at−1

m is the cache
placement decision made by the last time slot, indicating the
current cache status. d̄t

m is the historical observation of the
content request, defined as

d̄t
m =

∑w−1
k=1 βk · d(t−k)

m∑w−1
k=1 βk

. (6)

We adopt an exponentially weighted moving average (EWMA)
approach to model content popularity, with window size as w
and decay factor 0 < β < 1, which assigns exponentially
decreasing weights over time to past observations, thereby
allowing the model to adapt more rapidly to temporal variations
and capture the latest popularity trends more effectively.

2) Action Space: The MEC server m determines which
content should be cached for the next time slot. Thus, the action
vector is described as at

m = [atm,1, a
t
m,2, . . . , a

t
m,C ]. Since each

element atm,c can take on two possible values, 0 or 1, the action
space size for each MEC server is 2C , growing exponentially
with the number of contents C.

3) Reward Function: Given the state-action pair, the imme-
diate reward obtained from the environment is defined as

rtm = ω1H
t
m − ω2E

t
m − ω3ϱ, (7)

where the first two items are related to the objective function,
which aims to maximize the CHR and minimize the replace-
ment cost. The last term ϱ is the penalty cost incurred when
the caching action violates the storage constraint (C2).

After formulating our problem as an MDP, we employ RL-
based methods to optimize the caching actions by evaluating
the long-term rewards associated with state-action pairs. Tra-
ditional RL techniques, such as Q-learning, maintain a tabular
representation of the state-action value function Q(s, a), with
each entry storing the expected return for taking action a in state
s. However, such tables become infeasible when dealing with
high-dimensional state and action spaces common in caching
problems. The DQN adopts the deep neural networks, known
as the Q-networks, as the non-linear function approximators
to take the current state as input and output Q-values for all
possible actions, subsequently selecting the action associated
with the highest Q-value as the optimal choice. While DQN
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Fig. 2. Overview of proposed PF-DRL-Ca framework.

can effectively handle large state spaces, it still struggles with
exponentially growing discrete action spaces as the number of
contents C increases.

To tackle the curse of dimensionality arising from the ex-
ponential growth of the discrete action space, we propose a
modified DRL architecture called the multi-head DQN (MH-
DQN). Instead of the conventional single output layer in the
Q-network that estimates Q-values for all 2C possible cache
actions, we replace it with C parallel output layers, referred to
as “heads”. Each of these heads is responsible for outputting
the Q-value estimates corresponding to the two sub-actions
(cache or not cache) for one individual content. This multi-head
design effectively decomposes the original exponentially large
joint action space into C independent binary action spaces,
one for each content. As a result, the total output size now
scales linearly with the number of contents C, instead of
exponentially, leading to a change in the number of output
spaces from 2C to 2C in our caching decision-making problem.

The details of the multi-head structure are shown in the
purple oval box in Fig. 2. The state vector is taken as input
to output the sub-Q-value functions for each action dimension
c ∈ {1, . . . , C}. In particular, the sub-Q-value of sub-action
am,c ∈ {0, 1} in the c-th action dimension is defined as
Qm,c(s

t
m, am,c). For each action dimension c, the sub-action

with the highest Q-value is chosen as the dimension’s repre-
sentative, that is

atm,c = argmaxam,c∈{0,1} Qm,c(s
t
m, am,c). (8)

The final joint action at
m is generated by combining each

dimension action, i.e., at
m = {atm,c|c = 1, . . . , C}.

Algorithm 1 MH-DQN Algorithm for MEC Server m
1: Initialize replay buffer Bm, learning rate ξ ∈ [0, 1], update

coefficient τ ∈ [0, 1];
2: Initialize Q-network with random parameters θm and target

network with parameters θ−m = θm;
3: for episode e = 1, . . . , E do
4: Initialize state s0m randomly;
5: for t = 0, 1, 2, . . . , T do
6: With probability ϵ select at

m randomly; Otherwise
select at

m = {atm,c|c = 1, . . . , C} by Eq. (8);
7: Cache content based on at

m, observe next state st+1
m

and reward rtm according to Eq. (7);
8: Store transition (stm,at

m, rtm, st+1
m );

9: Sample a mini-batch of transitions randomly from
Bm and calculate the loss function in Eq. (10);

10: Update Q-Network by:
θt+1
m = θtm − ξ∇θt

m
(L(θtm));

11: Update target network by:
¯θt+1
m = τθt+1

m + (1− τ)θ̄tm;
12: end for
13: end for

In the MH-DQN, there exists another target network Q−
m,c(·)

that has the same C parallel heads with the Q-network, which
is used to compute the approximated Q-values for updating the
Q-network, defined as

ytm,c = rtm + γ max
am,c∈{0,1}

Q−
m,c(s

t+1
m , am,c), (9)

where γ is the discounted factor. During the training pro-
cess, the MEC server m chooses a mini-batch of transitions
(stm,at

m, rtm, st+1
m ) from the replay buffer as the training

samples. We update the Q-network parameters by minimizing
the loss function, which can be given as

L(θtm) = E(st
m,at

m,rtm,st+1
m )[

1

C

C∑
c=1

(ytm,c −Qm,c(s
t
m, atm,c))

2].

(10)
The parameters θm of the Q-network are updated using gradient
descent based on the loss calculated above, while the parame-
ters θ−m of the target network are softly updated to slowly align
with the Q-network, ensuring stability in the learning process.
The primary steps of the MH-DQN algorithm are illustrated in
Algorithm 1.

B. Personalized Federated DRL for Caching

Based on the proposed MH-DQN architecture that enables
efficient learning of caching policies over large content size,
we next consider how to coordinate and improve the decision
models across MEC servers through federated learning. No-
tably, FDRL frameworks have recently shown promising results
in this regard. The core idea behind FDRL is to aggregate
locally trained DRL models from individual MEC servers into
a more robust global model, without requiring raw user data to
be shared, thereby preserving privacy.



However, simply replacing each MEC server’s local model
with the globally aggregated model can lead to an unde-
sirable homogenization of the caching strategies across all
MEC servers [21], [22]. This naive approach overlooks the
crucial fact that different MEC servers may serve diverse user
populations with heterogeneous content preferences and access
patterns. Consequently, enforcing a one-size-fits-all global pol-
icy fails to adapt to such localized heterogeneity, leading to
suboptimal performance. To address this limitation, we propose
a Personalized FDRL Caching (PF-DRL-Ca) architecture that
supports both layer-wise and MEC server-wise personalization.

We first propose a layer-wise aggregation scheme for the PF-
DRL-Ca architecture. Specifically, assuming there are a total of
L layers in the Q-network (as well as the target network) pro-
posed in Algorithm 1, we manually divide the neural network
layers l ∈ {1, . . . , L} into base layer set LB and personalized
layer set LP , as illustrated in Fig. 2. The base layers, located
closer to the model input, are responsible for extracting relevant
features from the state vector representing the user request pat-
terns. These lower layers learn to enhance the state perception
and encode generalizable knowledge shared across all MEC
servers. In contrast, the layers closer to the output, tasked with
evaluating and outputting the caching actions, are designated as
personalized layers. This segmentation allows the base layers
to learn generalizable features shared across all MEC servers,
while the personalized layers specialize in learning localized
caching policies tailored to the unique request characteristics
of the user populations served by each individual MEC server.
During the federated learning process, only the weights of the
base layers are aggregated across all MEC servers to form
a global shared representation. The personalized layers, on
the other hand, retain their locally trained weights, enabling
each MEC server to maintain a personalized decision-making
component adapted to its specific environment. The effects of
this layer segmentation strategy on learning performance are
thoroughly explored in the experimental section.

After segmenting the base and personalized layers, we
proceed with the federated training process as shown in Al-
gorithm 2. Both the local and global models are initialized
with the same MH-DQN architecture. Each training round
begins with local updates to the Q-network and target network
at each MEC server, following the procedure specified in
Algorithm 1. At the end of each episode, the MEC servers
upload the parameters of the base layers in LB to the CCS,
along with the total number of requests Dm(e) received during
that episode (Line 6). Here, Dm(e) serves as an indicator
of the contribution made by each MEC server m during the
current episode e. MEC servers that receive more user requests
will obtain more feedback samples, enabling more sufficient
training of their local models. Therefore, these MEC servers
should have a larger influence on the global model aggregation.
Consequently, the CCS aggregates the parameters of the base
layers using a weighted sum scheme, prioritizing MEC servers
with larger Dm(e) values. Specifically, the aggregated base
layer parameters θG(l) for layer l ∈ LB are computed as:
θG(l) =

∑M
m=1

Dm(e)∑M
m=1 Dm(e)

·θm(l), where θm(l) represents the

Algorithm 2 PF-DRL-Ca Algorithm
1: Initialize base layer set LB , personalized layer set LP ;
2: Initialize MH-DQN models for all MEC servers and CCS;
3: for episode e = 1, . . . , E do
4: for each MEC server m ∈ M do
5: Train MH-DQN models θm, θ̄m using Alg. 1;
6: Dm(e) =

∑T
t=1

∑C
c=1 d

t
m,c; ▷ Calculate weight

7: Send Dm(e) and θm(l) to CCS for each l ∈ LB ;
8: end for
9: for l ∈ LB do ▷ Aggregation step

10: CCS aggregates base layers l:
11: θG(l) =

∑M
m=1

Dm(e)∑M
m=1 Dm(e)

· θm(l);
12: end for
13: CCS broadcasts θG(l) for all l ∈ LB to MEC servers;
14: for each MEC server m ∈ M do
15: for each layer l ∈ LB do
16: θm(l) = θ̄m(l) = θG(l); ▷ Sync base layers
17: end for
18: end for
19: end for

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value

Number of MEC servers M 5
Plateau factors of MZipf qm [100, 200, 90, 40, 80]

Zipf factors of MZipf km [0.60, 0.60, 0.75, 0.90, 0.90]
Data size of contents ηc 1∼8 GB

Downloading payment of contents ϕc 0.05∼0.5 HKD
Number of DNN layers 6

Number of neurons per hidden layer 128
Learning rate ξ 0.002

Update coefficient τ 0.005
Discounted factor γ 0.99

locally trained base layer parameters at MEC server m. This
weighted averaging assigns higher importance to MEC servers
that have processed more requests, thereby allowing them to
contribute more significantly to the global base representation.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

A. Experimental Settings

We consider there are five MEC servers within the system,
and the system includes two types of heterogeneity: content
popularity and user distribution. We model heterogeneous con-
tent popularity by setting different MZipf plateau factors and
Zipf factors in Eq. (2) [23]. For the user distribution, we assume
that the number of users within the coverage area of each
MEC server is not the same. The DNN structures of proposed
algorithms are implemented by the deep learning library Py-
Torch 1.8. The detailed default experimental parameters are
listed in Table I.

B. Performance Evaluation of MH-DQN Algorithm

In this subsection, we set the number of contents to 40 and
evaluate the effectiveness of the MH-DQN algorithm for a
single MEC server. Since traditional DQN cannot handle such a
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Fig. 3. Performance comparison of modified DQN and PPO algorithm.

large action space, we use continuous algorithm PPO [24] with
a sampling process in the same environment for comparison.

The results across multiple metrics consistently show the
superiority of our proposed MH-DQN approach over the base-
line PPO. In Fig. 3(a), which displays MEC utility, MH-
DQN demonstrates a significant improvement, stabilizing at
approximately 0.35 after an initial rise. In contrast, PPO shows
greater fluctuation and achieves lower utility values consis-
tently. Fig. 3(b) shows the CHR, where MH-DQN reaches a
stable peak close to 0.45, whereas PPO exhibits lower and
more variable CHR values. Fig. 3(c) illustrates replacement
costs, where MH-DQN’s costs decrease quickly and remain
low, indicating efficient resource management. On the other
hand, PPO’s costs are higher and display more fluctuations.
In Fig. 3(d), concerning penalties, MH-DQN quickly reduces
penalties to nearly zero, showing its effectiveness in minimizing
operational drawbacks. PPO, however, maintains higher levels
of penalties throughout the episodes.

We also observe that PPO exhibits higher policy entropy
fluctuations, suggesting issues with premature convergence or
unstable learning dynamics arising from directly optimizing the
high-dimensional caching policy over the exponentially large
action space. Our MH-DQN framework solves this through
the factorized multi-head representation, which reduces pol-
icy sensitivity to parameter updates, enabling smoother con-
vergence. Consequently, MH-DQN learns more coherent and
stable caching policies, contributing to its superior overall
performance.

C. Performance Evaluation of PF-DRL-Ca Algorithm

We evaluate and compare the performance of the PF-DRL-
Ca algorithm with two learning-based algorithms and three
non-learning caching approaches, which are presented as fol-
lows. i) NonPer: A conventional FDRL framework without
the personalized layers. It can also be viewed as the number
of personalized layers is 0; ii) NonFed: A conventional DRL
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Fig. 4. Performance comparison with different numbers of personalized layers.
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Fig. 5. Convergence comparison of three DRL-based algorithms.

framework without the FL paradigm. It can also be viewed as
the number of personalized layers equals 6; iii) LRU [25]: A
non-learning approach in which the least recently used contents
will be replaced; iv) LFU [25]: A non-learning approach in
which the least frequently used contents will be replaced; v)
Random: A non-learning approach in which content caching
decisions are generated randomly.

1) Effect of the Number of Personal Layers: Fig. 4 shows
the impact of varying personalized layer counts on the system
utility achieved by our PF-DRL-Ca algorithm. The utility
initially increases as personalized layers are added from zero
up to an optimal point of two personalized layers, after which
adding more layers provides no further benefit. Fig. 4 also
shows that employing two personalized layers yields a signif-
icant 30% utility gain over NonPer and a remarkable 330%
improvement compared to NonFed. This result highlights the
importance of balancing shared global representations with lo-
calized personalization. Without personalized layers, the servers
are unable to handle the heterogeneity in their environments.
Conversely, with all layers personalized, the algorithm fails
to capture commonalities across servers, hindering knowledge
sharing. The optimal configuration of four base layers and two
personalized layers allows base layers to extract generalizable
features from aggregated data, while personalized layers adapt
to each server’s unique user preferences. Therefore, we set this
layer configuration for the following experiments.

2) Convergence Performance: As shown in Fig. 5, our
proposed PF-DRL-Ca method outperforms the two baselines,



Fig. 6. Performance comparison with different numbers of contents in terms
of (a) CHR; (b) replacement cost.

NonPer and NonFed, in terms of both final converged utility and
convergence speed. PF-DRL-Ca achieves the highest system
utility while maintaining a relatively narrow shaded region,
suggesting that it effectively balances overall performance
and local heterogeneity across MEC servers. In contrast, the
NonFed approach, which lacks any federated collaboration,
exhibits the lowest utility and the widest shaded region, indi-
cating significant performance disparities among MEC servers.
This is expected as the absence of knowledge sharing leads
to incomplete training for each individual server, resulting
in suboptimal and highly heterogeneous caching strategies.
The NonPer method, while incorporating federated aggregation
through the CCS, still underperforms PF-DRL-Ca. Despite
achieving a narrower shaded region compared to NonFed, the
lack of personalization in NonPer leads to a one-size-fits-all
global policy that fails to adapt to local user preferences,
resulting in a lower overall utility. By separating the neural
network into shared base layers and personalized layers, PF-
DRL-Ca effectively captures both global patterns and local
heterogeneities. The weighted aggregation of base layers prior-
itizes contributions from MEC servers with more user requests,
further enhancing the global representation. Simultaneously, the
personalized head layers enable each server to specialize in
catering to its unique user population, leading to optimized
caching strategies that strike the right balance between global
coordination and local adaptation.

3) Effect of the Number of Contents: Fig. 6 presents a
performance comparison of six caching algorithms as the
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Fig. 8. Performance comparison with different average numbers of users.

number of contents varies. Fig. 6(a) depicts the average CHR
for different algorithms as the number of contents increases
from 40 to 60. We observe a declining trend in the CHR for all
algorithms as more contents are introduced. This behavior can
be attributed to the fixed cache capacity limitation. With a larger
content catalog, the same cache size can hold a smaller fraction
of the total contents. This leads to a lower probability of re-
quested contents being available in the cache, thereby reducing
the overall CHR. Despite this general decline, our proposed
PF-DRL-Ca algorithm consistently outperforms all baselines,
maintaining the highest average CHR across the entire range of
content numbers. Moreover, the performance gap between PF-
DRL-Ca and the best alternative baseline widens as the number
of contents grows, highlighting its effectiveness in optimizing
cache utilization under increasing decision space complexity.
Fig. 6(b) reveals that all learning-based methods, including
PF-DRL-Ca, NonPer, and NonFed, exhibit comparable and
significantly lower average replacement costs than non-learning
approaches. This advantage can be attributed to the ability
of DRL models to learn and adapt to user request patterns,
enabling more informed caching decisions from the outset and
minimizing the need for frequent cache replacements.

4) Effect of the Cache Size and User Dynamics: Fig. 7
presents a performance comparison of different caching al-
gorithms under varying storage sizes for each MEC server,
ranging from 45 GB to 65 GB. As expected, the system
utility of all algorithms increases with larger storage sizes.



This trend is intuitive because a larger cache capacity allows
more contents to be stored, increasing the likelihood of serving
user requests from the cache and improving overall utility. Our
proposed PF-DRL-Ca algorithm consistently outperforms all
baselines across the entire range of storage sizes, achieving the
highest system utility. Notably, the performance gap between
PF-DRL-Ca and the other algorithms widens as the storage
size increases, highlighting its ability to leverage the additional
cache capacity through intelligent caching decisions.

Fig. 8 examines the performance of the same algorithms
under different average numbers of users per MEC server.
In this scenario, we observe an interesting trend: the system
utility of PF-DRL-Ca and the NonPer baseline increases as
the average number of users grows, while the utility of the
NonFed and non-learning algorithms, like LFU and Random,
decreases. This contrasting behavior can be attributed to the
ability of learning-based algorithms, particularly PF-DRL-Ca,
to adapt and optimize caching strategies based on user request
patterns. With a larger user base, these algorithms can leverage
more diverse request data to improve their caching policies,
leading to better cache utilization and higher system utility.
In contrast, the non-learning algorithms, such as LFU and
Random, cannot adapt to changing user dynamics, resulting
in suboptimal caching decisions and a decline in performance
as the user base grows more diverse and complex.

These experimental results demonstrate the robustness and
effectiveness of our proposed PF-DRL-Ca algorithm in han-
dling varying cache sizes and user dynamics, reinforcing its
suitability for intelligent caching in dynamic edge computing
environments.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose the PF-DRL-Ca approach for
multi-server proactive caching, effectively tackling three key
challenges: immense action space, unknown content popularity,
and heterogeneous content requests. We utilize a multi-head
structure to reshape the DQN’s output layer, making the action
output space scale linearly with the number of contents. We
further propose a personalized federated training architecture.
Uniquely, each MEC server uploads only the base layers,
which are essential for environmental perception, to the cloud
for aggregation, while retaining the strategy-oriented layers as
personalized layers. This strikes a balance between leveraging
the benefits of collaborative knowledge sharing and allowing
individual servers to adapt to their local environments.
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