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Robust UAV Jittering and Task Scheduling in

Mobile Edge Computing With Data Compression
Bin Li, Xiao Zhu, and Junyi Wang

Abstract—Data compression technology is able to reduce data
size, which can be applied to lower the cost of task offloading in
mobile edge computing (MEC). This paper addresses the practi-
cal challenges for robust trajectory and scheduling optimization
based on data compression in the unmanned aerial vehicle
(UAV)-assisted MEC, aiming to minimize the sum energy cost
of terminal users while maintaining robust performance during
UAV flight. Considering the non-convexity of the problem and
the dynamic nature of the scenario, the optimization problem is
reformulated as a Markov decision process. Then, a randomized
ensembled double Q-learning (REDQ) algorithm is adopted to
solve the issue. The algorithm allows for higher feasible update-
to-data ratio, enabling more effective learning from observed
data. The simulation results show that the proposed scheme
effectively reduces the energy consumption while ensuring flight
robustness. Compared to the PPO and A2C algorithms, energy
consumption is reduced by approximately 21.9% and 35.4%,
respectively. This method demonstrates significant advantages in
complex environments and holds great potential for practical
applications.

Index Terms—Mobile edge computing, robust design, data
compression, deep reinforcement learning, unmanned aerial ve-
hicle.

I. INTRODUCTION

Mobile edge computing (MEC) provides a faster and more

efficient data processing method for computation-intensive

industrial applications by deploying computation servers near

the end of devices. However, it is inevitable that remote areas

and rescue scenarios may bring high infrastructure deployment

costs. Integrating computing capabilities into unmanned aerial

vehicle (UAV) is increasingly capturing, attributed to the

quick deployment and low cost [1]. As a mobile platform,

the UAV can dynamically adjust their position and properly

manage resource, significantly enhancing system flexibility

and scalability.

In UAV-assisted MEC systems, effectively planning flight

trajectories and optimizing task scheduling are crucial to

ensuring the effective operation of the system. Particularly

in energy-constrained environments, minimizing energy con-

sumption becomes the core objective. By designing optimal

trajectories and scheduling strategies, energy consumption

during flight can be reduced while improving the response

time of computation tasks.
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There are many exceptional works devoted to study the tra-

jectory and scheduling optimization problems in UAV-assisted

networks. In [2], the authors developed a novel optimization

framework to optimize UAV trajectory, devices association

and transmit power allocation with the aim of minimizing

the energy consumption of all devices. In [3], the authors

achieved minimization of energy consumption and completion

time of the UAV by jointly optimizing computation offloading,

resource allocation, as well as UAV trajectory under the

constraints of the devices’ task and energy budget. The authors

in [4] studied the joint optimization problem of task offloading,

UAV trajectory, and resource allocation while taking into

account the interdependencies between different tasks, with the

aim of minimizing system energy consumption. The authors

in [5] studied the problem of priority-aware task offload-

ing in a multi-UAV cooperation scenario, and formulated a

joint optimization problem for UAV trajectory design, binary

offloading decision-making, computing resource allocation,

and communication resource management to maximize long-

term average system gain. Although the above works have

effectively reduced the cost related to energy in the MEC

system, the battery capacities of the UAV and terminal users

are still limited. Thus, how to further reduce the system energy

consumption are crucial [6].

Data compression technology has been widely applied to

various types of files, such as text, audio, and video, not only

saving storage resources but also reducing the burden of data

transmission. In MEC systems, data compression has been

explored as an effective means to reduce data size, thereby

decreasing the energy and delay costs associated with task

offloading [7]. Building on this, several studies have examined

the use of data compression techniques in MEC environments,

highlighting their potential to improve system efficiency and

performance.

In [8], the authors adopted lossless compression technology

and achieved the energy consumption minimization in multi-

user MEC system by jointly optimizing computation offload-

ing, data compression, and resource allocation. In [9], the au-

thors studied joint offloading and compression decisions with

the objective of optimizing the trade-off between the delay and

accuracy of service requests based on deep learning services

in the 3-tier user-edge-cloud system. To enhance the data

processing capabilities of sensors, the authors in [10] proposed

a scheme for sensor-cloud systems based on edge computing,

which realizes the lossy and lossless mixed compression

of data. In [11], the authors studied and compared three

different computation models with the aim of minimizing the

weighted-sum delay of all devices. In order to save the energy
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consumption and reduce the latency for wireless transmission,

the authors in [12] investigated a multi-user MEC system

using data compression technology to reduce the redundancy

of sensing data. The above works adopt data compression

technology to effectively reduce the cost of MEC system, but

only considering the situation that edge server is deployed

on the ground, which is not suitable for areas with complex

terrain. As such, the authors of [13] further studied the UAV-

assisted MEC system and achieved the minimization of total

energy consumption by jointly optimizing transmission power,

task compression ratio, communication resource allocation,

and UAV trajectory, while considering constraints such as task

deadline and resource budgets. In this study, data compression

technology played a key role in reducing energy consumption.

In UAV-assisted communication, the received signal power

and data transmission rate are significantly affected by channel

path loss, which is closely related to the air-to-ground link

distance. The mobility of UAVs allows control of their posi-

tion, thereby significantly improving the overall performance

of the communication system. However, most studies in UAV

trajectory optimization assume ideal physical conditions and

overlook the potential jitter issues that UAV may experience in

real-world environments. In practical applications, some fac-

tors such as instability in the flight control system, variations in

wind speed, and sensor errors may cause the UAV to deviate

from its planned trajectory, thereby affecting its positioning

accuracy and communication quality, which in turn reduces

the stability and rate of data transmission. Therefore, jittering

needs to be handled properly to ensure system performance.

Recently, a handful of studies in the existing literature have

explored the uncertainty associated with UAV trajectories.

For example, the authors in [14] considered the jitter during

UAV motion and the uncertainty of task size, and proposed

a distributionally robust offloading and trajectory optimization

algorithm to minimize the expected system delay. In [15], the

authors considered constraints for secrecy performance of the

worst scenario and achieved energy-saving communication.

However, the probability of the worst-case scenario occurring

is usually very low. The authors of [16] used the Gaussian

distribution to model the uncertainty caused by UAV jittering

and proposed a robust method for handling uncertainty in a

probabilistic manner to achieve energy minimization. In [17],

the authors innovatively designed an unsupervised learning

approach to achieve robust trajectory design and rational

resource allocation, with the goal of maximizing the minimum

average spectral efficiency among mobile nodes. The above

works on the UAV jittering mainly focused on robust trajectory

optimization in the horizontal direction, but the influence of

altitude changes is not mentioned. Additionally, data compres-

sion is not taken into account.

In this paper, we investigate a three-dimensional robust

trajectory and scheduling optimization scheme based on data

compression. This scheme not only considers the real-world

factor of UAV jittering, but also further adopts data compres-

sion technology to reduce the energy consumption of terminal

users on the basis of trajectory planning and resource alloca-

tion. In addition, the traditional UAV-assisted MEC model is

difficult to meet the large-scale computing needs of terminal

users, so we explore the cooperation model between UAV and

ground base station (BS). Specifically, MEC server is inte-

grated into the BS to assist UAV in handling offloading tasks,

which can alleviate the problem of insufficient computing

resources for a single UAV. To address the challenges imposed

by the problem’s non-convexity and the dynamic characteris-

tics of the scene, we employ the randomized ensembled double

Q-learning (REDQ) algorithm in deep reinforcement learning

(DRL) as a solution. This algorithm uses an update-to-data

(UTD) ratio greater than 1, which enhances the model’s data

utilization efficiency.

The primary contributions of the paper are summarized as

follows:

1) We consider the trajectory uncertainty caused by UAV

jittering in 3D space and, based on this, propose an

energy optimization scheme that integrates data com-

pression technology. This scheme can further reduce the

energy consumption of terminal users by building on the

joint optimization of trajectory planning and resource

allocation.

2) The formulated problem is a non-convex optimization

problem characterized by tightly coupled variables, mak-

ing it challenging to solve by using conventional op-

timization methods. We reformulate the problem as a

Markov Decision Process (MDP), specifying the state

space, action space, and reward function based on the

given requirements. We then introduce the REDQ algo-

rithm to effectively solve the problem, and the proposed

REDQ algorithm can adaptively optimize decisions in

complex dynamic environments.

3) We conduct a complexity analysis of the proposed

algorithm and validate its performance through exten-

sive simulation experiments. The results show that the

proposed algorithm significantly reduces the energy con-

sumption of terminal users while ensuring the robustness

of UAV trajectories, outperforming existing optimization

methods.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section

II introduces the system model and defines the problem. The

REDQ algorithm is proposed in in Section III. Section IV

evaluates the performance of the proposed scheme through

simulation experiments Finally, we make a summary in Sec-

tion V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM

FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a UAV-enabled MEC

network, which comprises K users, a UAV and a ground

BS. K users are scattered within a area, and the set of

users is denoted as K , {1, 2, . . . ,K}. The user k ∈ K
coordinate is represented as wk = [xk, yk, 0]. The BS is

equipped with abundant resources, and its location is denoted

as wBS = [xBS, yBS, 0]. The UAV is equipped with relay

device and edge server, which can assist users in computing

and serve as a medium for data transmission. We assume

that ground users will not directly offload tasks to the BS,

due to low signal strength or poor channel conditions. When
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Fig. 1: UAV-assisted MEC system with UAV jittering.

receiving the offloading tasks, UAV will further offload partial

tasks to the BS for execution, due to limited computational

capabilities and battery resources.

Assume the UAV’s flight period is T , and it is divided into

N time slots equally. The collection of time slots is represented

as N , {1, 2, . . . , N}, with each time slot having a duration

of δ = T/N . At time instant n, the UAV is designed to take

off from a specified starting point and travel to a specific

location based on the user’s task information to assist the

terminal users in completing computing tasks. At these specific

locations, the UAV will hover to facilitate data transmission

and communication, ensuring stable connections with multiple

terminal users. After completing the task, the UAV will fly to

the next location in the next time slot to continue providing

services to terminal users. The UAV coordinate is defined as

q[n] = [L[n], H [n]], with L[n] = [x[n], y[n]] indicating the

horizontal position and H [n] indicating the UAV’s altitude.

The UAV’s displacement is restricted by its maximum speed

and must adhere to the following constraints

xmin ≤ x[n] ≤ xmax, ∀n ∈ N , (1)

ymin ≤ y[n] ≤ ymax, ∀n ∈ N , (2)

Hmin ≤ H [n] ≤ Hmax, ∀n ∈ N , (3)

||q[n+ 1]− q[n]|| ≤ vmaxδ, (4)

where vmax is the maximum flight speed. Constraints (1), (2)

and (3) denote the flight area restrictions for the UAV.

A. Communication Model

To avoid interference, we adopt orthogonal frequency divi-

sion multiple access technology, and the total wireless band-

width is divided equally. The channels between the UAV and

users, as well as between the UAV and the BS, are modeled

as

hk,u[n] =
√

β0d
−α
k,u[n]gk,u, ∀n ∈ N , (5)

hu,BS[n] =
√

β0d
−α
u,BS[n]gu,BS, ∀n ∈ N , (6)

where dk,u[n] = ||q[n] −wk||2 is the distance from the user

k to the UAV, the distance between the UAV and the BS is

denoted as du,BS[n] = ||q[n]−wBS||2, β0 is the strength gain

value of the signal when the propagation distance is 1 meter,

α ≥ 2 represents the degree of loss during signal propagation,

and the small-scale fading gk,u and gu,BS are modelled as

Rician fading, given by

gk,u =

√

Kk,u

Kk,u + 1
g +

√

1

Kk,u + 1
g̃, (7)

gu,BS =

√

Ku,BS

Ku,BS + 1
g +

√

1

Ku,BS + 1
g̃, (8)

where g represents the LOS component, whereas g̃ refers to

the NLOS component that follows a Rayleigh distribution,

and Kk,u and Ku,BS are the Rician factors. pk and pu,k
respectively denote the transmission power of the user and the

UAV. Then, the maximum achievable transmission rates from

user k to the UAV and the UAV to the BS are respectively

given by

rk,u[n] = Blog2(1 +
pk|hk,u[n]|2

BN0
), (9)

ru,BS[n] = Blog2(1 +
pu,k|hu,BS[n]|2

BN0
), (10)

where B is the bandwidth resource allocated to users, and

N0 is the noise power distribution within a unit frequency

range. To avoid deriving complex cumulative distribution

functions for random variables |hk,u[n]|2 and |hu,BS[n]|2, we

approximate |hk,u[n]|
2 and |hu,BS[n]|

2 with logistic functions

[18] [19]. Thus, rk,u[n] and ru,BS[n] can be rewritten as

rk,u[n] = Bk[n]log2(1 +
β0pkvk,u

Bk[n]N0(||q[n]− wk||2)
α/2

),

(11)

ru,BS[n] = Bk[n]log2(1 +
β0pu,kvu,BS

Bk[n]N0(||q[n]− wBS||2)
α/2

),

(12)

where vk,u and vu,BS denote the approximate fading power

functions, and are defined as

vk,u = C1 +
C2

1 + e−(B1+B2uk,u)
, (13)

vu,BS = C1 +
C2

1 + e−(B1+B2uu,BS)
, (14)

where B1 < 0 denotes the positive logistic midpoint, B2 > 0
is the logistic growth rate, C1 and C2 are both greater than

0, and their sum equals 1, and uk,u = H [n]/dk,u[n] as well

as uu,BS = H [n]/du,BS[n] represent the sine values of the

elevation angle from the user to the UAV and from the UAV

to the BS, respectively.

B. Computation Model

At the beginning of the n-th time slot, user k generates a

computing task Ik[n] = {Dk[n], Ck[n], t
max
k }, where Dk[n]

denotes the amount of task data, Ck[n] denotes the computing

density, and tmax
k is the maximum tolerate delay of the task.

We assume that users do not perform task calculations and

only perform data compression. The task is first compressed
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at the terminal user and then offloaded to the UAV, which pro-

cesses partial task and further offloads the remaining portion

to the BS for execution.

1) Local compression: In this paper, we adopt lossless

compression technology and assume that all users use the same

compression algorithm. Let γk[n] ∈ [γmin, 1] denote the task

compression ratio, where γmin is the minimum compression

ratio. Note that the mature model for assessing the compu-

tational complexity of data compression has not yet been

established in the current literature. A tractable model was

proposed in reference [20]. The formula for the computational

density of data compression can be defined as

Jk[n] = eǫ/γk[n] − eǫ, (15)

where ǫ is a constant associated with a specific compression

algorithm. When γk[n] = 1, Jk[n] = 0, which means that the

compression algorithm is not executed. Thus, the costs of local

compression in terms of latency and energy are represented as

tk,lr[n] =
Dk[n]Jk[n]

Fk
, (16)

ek,lr[n] = Dk[n]Jk[n]F
2
k τk, (17)

where Fk represents the user’s CPU frequency, and τk is the

effective capacitance coefficient of the CPU, depending on the

chip structure. We assume that the terminal user has ample

energy for data compression and offloading. In addition, the

cost of decompression is much smaller than compression, so

it is negligible [13].

2) Task offloading: Task offloading comprises two stages:

the first stage involves the UAV receiving tasks offloaded by

the user, while the second stage involves the UAV further

forwarding partial tasks to the BS. To ensure the data integrity,

we assume that the task offloading procedure will only be

executed after the compression operation is completed. The

time and energy related to user offloading tasks are represented

as follows

tk,off [n] =
γk[n]Dk[n]

rk,u[n]
, (18)

ek,off [n] = tk,offpk. (19)

The relay device of the UAV operates in half-duplex mode,

and we assume that the UAV forwards the task only after

completely receiving it, while the time for storing the task is

ignored. The costs of time delay and energy in UAV offloading

can be defined as

tu,kr[n] =
αk[n]γk[n]Dk[n]

ru,BS[n]
, (20)

eu,kr[n] = tu,krpu,k, (21)

where αk[n] ∈ [0, 1] is the task-partition ratio.

3) Task computing for UAV: Fu,k is a variable that needs

to be optimized, representing the computation frequency al-

located by the UAV to the user. τu is the UAV’s computing

efficiency. Therefore, the delay and energy costs for the UAV

to process tasks offloaded by users are defined as follows

tcu,k[n] =
(1− αk[n])Ck[n]Dk[n]

Fu,k
, (22)

ecu,k[n] = (1 − αk[n])Ck[n]Dk[n]τuF
2
u,k. (23)

4) Task computing for BS: Due to the sufficient energy

supply and abundant computing resources of the BS, we

only consider the computation latency at the BS. The latency

consumed by edge servers in computing offloading tasks can

be expressed as

tcBS,k[n] =
αk[n]Ck[n]Dk[n]

FBS
, (24)

where FBS represents the computing resources of the BS.

The UAV energy consumption model considers three com-

ponents: flight efly[n], computation ecu,k[n], and forwarding

eu,kr[n]. In time slot n, the total energy consumption of the

UAV is expressed as

Eu,sum[n] =

K
∑

k=1

eu,kr[n] + ecu,k[n] + efly[n], (25)

where the flight energy consumption is given by efly[n] =
δpfly. The propulsion power of the rotary-wing UAV during

n-th time slot, as outlined in [21], can be denoted as

pfly =p0

(

1 +
3
(

vh[n]
)2

U2
tip

)

+
1

2
d0ρsG

(

vh[n]
)3
+

p1





√

1 +
(vh[n])

4

4v40
−

(

vh[n]
)2

2v20





1
2

+ p2v
v[n],

(26)

where vh[n] = ‖L[n+ 1]−L[n]‖2/δ denotes the UAV’s hori-

zontal flight speed, vv[n] = ‖H [n+ 1]−H [n]‖2/δ represents

the UAV’s vertical speed, p0 is the blade profile power, p1 is

the induction power of UAV in hovering state, p2 denotes the

decreasing or increasing power, the rotor blade’s tip speed is

defined as Utip, v0 is the average rotor induced speed when

the UAV is hovering, the fuselage drag ratio is expressed as

d0, ρ signifies the air density, s denotes the rotor disc area,

and G is the rotor solidity.

The computation module and communication module on the

UAV are usually separate, so computation can be carried out

simultaneously with task transmission. During n-th time slot,

the total latency consumed by user k to complete a computing

task can be expressed as

tk[n] =tk,lr[n] + tk,off [n]+

max{tcu,k[n], tu,kr[n] + tcBS,k[n]}.
(27)

The energy cost for user k consists of two parts: compression

and offloading, specifically formulated as follows

ek[n] = ek,lr[n] + ek,off [n]. (28)

C. Uncertainty Model

In actual scenarios, due to inaccurate positioning informa-

tion, imperfect flight control, air turbulence and other factors,

the UAV may deviate from the scheduled trajectory, which

will affect the key performance of edge computing network,

such as energy consumption, time delay and computing effi-

ciency. Therefore, in order to guarantee the performance of

the system in the actual operating environment, unpredictable

UAV trajectory caused by uncertainties need to be specially
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addressed to design a robust high-efficient UAV-assisted MEC

system. The uncertainty trajectory can be modeled as

q[n] = q̂[n] + ∆q[n], ∀n ∈ N , (29)

where q̂[n] is the planned trajectory, ∆q[n] is the position error

caused by UAV jittering. Inspired by [16], the uncertainty can

be modeled as a Gaussian random variable, defined as follows

∆q[n] ∼ N (0, ε20I), ∀n ∈ N , (30)

where I is the third-order identity matrix, corresponding to the

three-dimensional coordinate axis. Due to the UAV trajectory

being modeled as a random variable, the constraints on the

UAV trajectory mentioned above need to be modified

P∆q[n]{||q[n+ 1]− q[n]|| ≤ vmaxδ} ≥ 1− ρ(trj)n , ∀n ∈ N ,
(31)

where ρ
(trj)
n defines the probability that the UAV’s flight speed

exceeds the maximum flight speed, which is derived based on

uncertainty.

D. Problem Formulation

For UAV-enabled MEC network, we propose an optimiza-

tion problem aimed at minimizing the total cost of energy

for all terminal users through joint optimization of UAV

trajectory q = {q[n], ∀n ∈ N}, data compression ratios

γ = {γk[n], ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N}, computing resource allocation

F u = {Fu,k[n], ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N}, and task offloading ratios

α = {αk[n], ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N}. The specific optimization

problem is formulated as follows

min
q,α,γ,F u

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

ek[n] (32a)

s.t. xmin ≤ x[n] ≤ xmax, ∀n ∈ N (32b)

ymin ≤ y[n] ≤ ymax, ∀n ∈ N (32c)

Hmin ≤ H [n] ≤ Hmax, ∀n ∈ N (32d)

P{||q[n+ 1]− q[n]|| ≤ vmaxδ} ≥ 1− ρ(trj)n , ∀n ∈ N
(32e)

N
∑

n=1

K
∑

k=1

eu,kr[n] + ecu,k[n] + efly[n] ≤ Eu,max (32f)

αk[n] ∈ [0, 1], ∀n ∈ N (32g)

γk[n] ∈ [γmin, 1], ∀n ∈ N (32h)

K
∑

k=1

Fu,k[n] ≤ Fu,max,∀n ∈ N (32i)

0 ≤ Fu,k[n] ≤ Fu,max, ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N (32j)

tk[n] ≤ tmax
k , ∀k ∈ K, ∀n ∈ N (32k)

where Eu,max represents the UAV’s total energy, and Fu,max

denotes total computing resources. Constraint (32b) and con-

straint (32c) represent the flight range limitations of the UAV.

Constraint (32d) reflects the altitude limit for the UAV flight.

Constraint (32e) is the displacement limit within adjacent time

slots of the UAV. Constraint (32f) specifies that the energy cost

incurred by the UAV must not surpass the maximum limit.

Constraint (32g) and constraint (32h) represent the offloading

ratio and data compression ratio, respectively. Constraint (32i)

and constraint (32j) reflect the UAV’s computing resource con-

straints. Constraint (32k) represents the latency requirement

for task calculation.

III. DRL-BASED ALGORITHM

The optimization problem mentioned above is a non-convex

problem with highly coupled variables and involves a long-

term energy minimization objective, which is difficult to

solve using traditional optimization algorithms quickly and

effectively. As a promising solution, DRL is particularly well-

suited for such long-term optimization problems. Guided by

an appropriate reward function, the DRL agent continuously

interacts with the environment, learning the dynamic char-

acteristics of the system to provide high-quality decision-

making solutions [22]. Furthermore, the real-time decision-

making capability of DRL allows the agent to flexibly adjust

its strategy based on changes in the environment, responding

promptly to the system’s needs. This dynamic adjustment not

only enhances the adaptability of the decisions but also ensures

that the agent can continuously optimize system performance

in complex and changing environments.

A. Analysis of Model-Free MDP

The optimization problem is commonly converted into an

MDP to enable its solution with DRL algorithms. In model-

free DRL algorithms, the MDP is characterized by the tuple

(S,A,R, γ), where S stands for the state space, A indicates

the action space, the reward function is represented as R, and

γ is the discount factor. γ ∈ [0, 1] is defined as a constant

used to measure the relative importance of future rewards.

The definitions of the other three elements are as follows:

1) State Space: State is the basis for the agent to make

decisions. We define the state sn ∈ S during the n-th time

slot as

sn = {q[n], Ebattery, Dk[n], Ck[n], ∀k ∈ K}, (33)

where Ebattery denotes the UAV’s remaining power. The

dimensionality of the state space is determined by the user

information and the UAV’s state information. Specifically, the

user’s task information includes the task size and computation

density, which directly impacts the energy and latency-related

costs. The UAV’s state includes its position and battery level,

which can indirectly affect task offloading by influencing the

communication link. Therefore, the dimensionality of the state

space is defined as 2k + 4. Moreover, there are significant

differences in the magnitude of different state values in the

state, which can affect the training of the agent. Thus, we

preprocess the state values and scale them to the range of 0

to 1.

2) Action Space: Action is the result of the agent decision-

making, which reflects optimization variables and can be

defined as

an = {q̄[n], Fu,k[n], αk[n], γk[n], ∀k ∈ K}, (34)
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where q̄[n] indicates the UAV’s movement distance. The action

space dimensionality is determined by both the users and

the UAV. Each user’s action includes the offloading ratio,

compression ratio, and resource allocation ratio, while the

UAV’s action involves three-dimensional trajectory decisions.

Therefore, the total action space dimensionality is 3k + 3.

Contrary to state value preprocessing, we set the output of the

agent within the range of 0 to 1, and then restore it to the

actual value through a mapping function.

3) Reward Formulation: The reward function is used to

guide the agent to take the correct action. The reward function

in this paper consists of two parts: optimization objective and

punishment, which can be defined as follows

r[n] = −Esum[n]PT[n]PE[n]P∆q[n], (35)

where Esum[n] =
∑

k∈Kek[n] is all terminal users’ energy

consumption at time instant n, P∆q[n], PE[n] and PT[n] de-

note the penalties for not meeting the constraint (32e), the con-

straint (32f) and the constraint (32k), respectively. We adopt

the penalty function P (x, a, b) = 2 − exp(−[(x− a)/b]+) to

calculate the penalty value. P∆q[n], PE[n] as well as PT[n]
can be described as follows

P∆q[n] = P (1− P∆q[n], ρ(trj)n , ρ(trj)n ), (36)

PE[n] = P (Eu,cum[n], Eu,max, Eu,max), (37)

PT[n] =
1

K

K
∑

k=1

P (tk[n], tk,max, tk,max), (38)

where Eu,cum[n] denotes the cumulative energy expenditure

of the UAV over the first n time slots and can be defined as

Eu,cum[n] =
n
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

eu,kr[i] + ecu,k[i] + efly[i]. (39)

B. REDQ-Based Optimization Algorithm

Unlike other machine learning algorithms, the agent of DRL

seeks the optimal strategy by interacting with the environment

without requiring any prior information about the environment,

which makes DRL highly adaptable in dealing with complex

and uncertain environments. The DRL algorithms can be

divided into two categories based on the type of action space:

discrete action space algorithms and continuous action space

algorithms. The typical algorithms for discrete action space

include DQN, DDQN, and so on, while algorithms for contin-

uous action space include PPO, DDPG, etc. The optimization

variables in the formulated problem, such as offloading ratio

and computing resource allocation, are continuous, so the

discrete action space algorithm is not suitable. Compared to

other continuous action space algorithms, the REDQ algorithm

[23] has the following advantages: 1) The algorithm adopts

a stochastic policy to output the probability distribution of

actions, which is more conducive to exploring action space

compared to deterministic policy algorithms; 2) The algorithm

belongs to the off-policy algorithms and has a higher sample

efficiency rate compared to the on-policy algorithms.

The REDQ algorithm builds upon the Soft Actor-Critic

algorithm and incorporates the following two key components:

environment

 experience replay buffer

1( , , , )
n n n n
s a r s

n
s

... ... 

Q-networks

Actor

... ... 

Target networks

n
a

n
a

a mini-batch 

of transitions update

update

n
r

update

Fig. 2: Architecture diagram of the REDQ algorithm.

1) introduce X Q-functions to reduce variance and stabilize

the training process; 2) when calculating the Q target value,

randomly select a subset Y of the X Q target networks

and take minimum value from the subset to alleviate the

overestimation problem. The above two critical components

enable the REDQ algorithm to maintain stable and nearly

uniform bias under high UTD ratio. The REDQ algorithm

is founded on the maximum entropy principle, aiming to

optimize both cumulative reward and the policy’s entropy. π∗

denotes the optimal strategy, defined as follows

π∗ = argmax
π

E

[

T
∑

n=0

γn(rn(sn,an) + αH(π(·|sn)))

]

,

(40)

where α is a weight parameter which balances the importance

between entropy and the reward, and the entropy H(π(·|sn))
is defined as follows

H(π(·|sn)) = Ean
[− logπ(an|sn)]. (41)

Slightly different from conventional DRL algorithms, the

Q-function and V-function in this paper, incorporating the

entropy term, are defined as follows

V π(s) = E

[

T
∑

n=0

γn (rn + αH(π(·|sn))) |s0 = s

]

, (42)

Qπ(s,a) =E

[

T
∑

n=0

γnrn+

α
T
∑

n=1

γnH(π(·|sn)) |s0 = s,a0 = a

]

.

(43)

The training framework of the REDQ algorithm is shown

in Fig. 2, where the agent consists of a actor network, X
critic networks, and X target networks. The Actor network

πφ( · |sn) is used to approximate the policy function, where

φ denotes the parameter. The critic network Qθi(sn,an) is

used to approximate action-value function, parameterized by

θi, and the parameter of the target Q-network Qθ̄i(sn,an) is

represented as θ̄i, i = 1, 2, 3, ..., X . The algorithm adopted

in this paper is an off-policy algorithm, which allows for the
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separation of training and data collection processes. The agent

first uses the Actor network to determine the action based

on the current system state at each time step. After the UAV

and terminal users perform corresponding actions, the system

environment will provide feedback results and update the state.

The agent stores the interaction records in the experience

replay pool D and, when computing resources are available,

randomly samples a portion B of these samples to train and

update the parameters of three different neural networks. Due

to the large amount of computational resources required during

the training process, we deploy the offline training process on

the BS with abundant computing resources. Specifically, each

Q function is updated using a shared target, which is defined

as follows

y = rn + γ

(

min
i∈Y

Qθ̄i(sn+1,an+1)− α log πφ(an+1|sn+1)

)

,

(44)

where an+1 ∼ πφ(·|sn+1), and the elements in set Y are

sampled from the X target networks. We use gradient descent

to adjust the parameters of the networks, with the gradients

defined as follows

∇Lπ(φ) =∇φ
1

|B|

∑

sn∈B

(

1

X

X
∑

i=1

Qθi(sn, ãn)− α log πφ(ãn|sn)

)

,

(45)

∇LQ(θi) = ∇θ
1

|B|

∑

(sn,an,rn,sn+1)∈B

(Qθi(sn,an)− y)
2
,

(46)

where ãn ∼ πφ(·|sn). The target network adopts a soft-

update, which updates the parameters of the target network by

slowly tracking the Critic network parameters and is defined

as follows

θ̄i ← τ θ̄i + (1 − τ)θi, (47)

where τ is the learning rate. We adopt an adaptive gradient-

based method to adjust the entropy weight. When the agent

explores the new space, the optimal action is not yet clear, and

the weight should be increased to encourage exploration. As

the optimal action is gradually determined, it will be gradually

decreased. The weight can be updated through the following

loss function

L(α) = Ean∼πφ
[−α log πφ(an|sn)− αH̄ ], (48)

where H̄ is the predefined minimum entropy threshold. Based

on the above description, the detailed REDQ-based total

energy consumption minimization algorithm is illustrated in

Algorithm 1.

C. Computational Complexity Analysis

The computational complexity of the proposed algorithm

is closely related to the structure of the neural networks and

the number of neurons. Specifically, the complexity analysis

Algorithm 1 Training framework of the REDQ

1: Initialize Actor network parameters φ, Critic network

parameters θi, i = 1, 2, 3, ..., X , experience replay buffer

D. Set target parameters θ̄i ← θi, for θi, i = 1, 2, 3, ..., X .

2: for step s = 1, 2, ...,Ms do

3: Obtain state sn from the environment.

4: Sample action: an ∼ πφ(·|sn) and execute actions an.

5: Obtain feedback rn and observe new state sn+1.

6: Add data to buffer: D ← D ∪ {sn, an, rn, sn+1}.
7: for update u = 1, 2, ...,Mu do

8: Sample a min-batch B from experience replay buffer

D.

9: Sample a set Y from {1, 2, ..., X}.
10: Calculate the target value according to (44).

11: for θi, i = 1, 2, 3, ..., X do

12: Update critic network parameters according to

equation (46).

13: Update target network parameters with equation

(47).

14: end for

15: end for

16: Update Actor network parameters with equation (45).

17: Update the entropy weight with equation (48).

18: end for

arises from two stages: training and execution. During the

training phase, both the Actor and Critic networks typically

require multiple iterations, with each iteration involving gra-

dient calculations and parameter updates. The complexity is

represented as O(NB(
∑I−1

i=0 lili+1+
∑J−1

j=0 l̂j l̂j+1)), where NB

denotes the size of the mini-batch, I and J define the number

of fully connected layers in the Actor and Critic, respectively.

Moreover, the numbers of neurons in the i-th layer of the Actor

network and the j-th layer of the Critic network are repre-

sented as li and l̂j , respectively. During the execution process,

only the Actor network that has been trained is required for

application. Therefore, the computational complexity is equiv-

alent to the cost of performing forward propagation through

the Actor network, which is defined as O(
∑I−1

i=0 lili+1).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we assess the performance of the proposed

algorithm using a series of comprehensive experiments. We

set the horizontal area of the simulation environment to a

rectangular area of 500 m × 500 m, within which users and the

UAV are located. In the vertical direction, users are scattered

on the ground while the UAV’s altitude is configured within the

range of [100, 200] m. The BS is located at [500, 500, 0] m.

The user set size is configured to 15, and the data size of task

is uniformly distributed within [1, 2.5] Mbits. The computing

density is set to [700, 1000] cycles/bit. For simplicity, we

set the maximum allowable delay to the duration of the time

slot. The onboard energy of the UAV is set to 20000 J, the

starting position is set to [0, 0, 150] m, and the maximum
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flight speed is set to 20 m/s. Other experimental parameters

are set according to [18] and [21].

The networks in this paper are constructed using fully

connected layers with ReLU activation functions, featuring 2
hidden layers of 128 neurons each. The set size of the value

networks is set to 10, and its subset size is set to 2. The

discount coefficient is 0.9, the experience replay buffer is set

to 20000, and the training sample set size is configured to 256.

The learning rates are set to 0.0001 for the policy network and

0.001 for the value network, respectively. We use the adam

optimizer to update the model parameters.

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters.

Parameters Values

Number of time slots 50

Length of time slot 1.5 s

CPU frequency of user 1.5 GHz

CPU frequency of UAV 30 GHz

CPU frequency allocated by BS to user 15 GHz

Bandwidth resource 30 GHz

Minimum data compression ratio 0.5

Capacitance coefficient 10−29

Probability of speed violation 0.1

Background noise power spectrum density −174 dBm/Hz

To assess the effectiveness of the proposed REDQ algo-

rithm, we conducted a comparison with the following algo-

rithms.

• PPO: PPO is an on-policy algorithm that adopts a

stochastic policy. Gaussian distribution is utilized to

model the probability distribution of actions, where the

Actor network outputs mean, and the standard deviation

is a constant.

• A2C: The algorithm combines the advantages of policy

gradients and value functions, which alleviates the high

variance problem and stabilizes the training process by

introducing an advantage function.

• Random move: The trajectory of the UAV are chosen

randomly while other actions are determined using the

proposed algorithm. This approach is employed to assess

the effect of trajectory planning on system performance.

• Untreated scheme: The algorithm assumes the presence

of UAV jittering but does not address it, aiming to

highlight the impact of jitter on performance and validate

the robustness of the proposed solution.

Fig. 3 shows the convergence behavior of different algo-

rithms. It is evident that with an increase in training steps,

the convergence values for all schemes steadily decline. This

indicates that through interaction with the environment, the

agent can learn effective policy, thereby achieving the goal

of reducing energy consumption. When the training steps

reach about 4× 104, the proposed scheme tends to converge,

but owing to the dynamic nature of the environment and

the system’s inherent uncertainty, the convergence values of

the proposed algorithm fluctuates within a certain range.

Compared to the other two algorithms, the proposed approach
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Fig. 3: Convergence performances of different algorithms.
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Fig. 4: Performance comparison versus different number of

users.

exhibits a lower convergence value. That is because the REDQ

algorithm is based on the maximum entropy framework, which

encourages agent to explore more behavioral strategies rather

than prematurely focusing on a specific strategy. This helps

to avoid getting stuck in local optima and increases the

probability of discovering the global optimal strategy.

Fig. 4 illustrates the total energy consumption across vary-

ing numbers of users. We add a comparison scheme called

without compression to highlight the effectiveness of data

compression technology. It is evident that as the number

of users becomes large, energy consumption values for all

schemes accordingly increases. The proposed scheme has the

best performance, while the random move scheme incurs the

highest energy cost, which indicates that trajectory planning

plays a crucial role in determining system performance. As

the user count rises, the gap between the proposed solution

and without compression scheme becomes more apparent,

which means that data compression can effectively reduce

user energy consumption. In addition, compared with PPO

and A2C algorithms, the proposed scheme reduces energy

consumption by about 24.8% and 38.8%, respectively, at a

simulated user count of 17, which reflects the proposed scheme

offers a more efficient method for trajectory planning and

resource allocation.
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Fig. 6: Energy consumption under different positioning errors.

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 respectively show the outage probability

and energy consumption under different position errors, where

the outage probability represents the probability of the UAV

violating speed constraint. From Fig. 5, it can be observed

that as the position error increases, the outage probability

of the proposed scheme can always remain below 10% and

fluctuate steadily, while the outage probability of the untreated

scheme is much higher than that of the proposed scheme and

shows an overall upward trend. This means that the proposed

scheme can effectively control the flight of the UAV. When

combined with Fig. 6, it is clear that the energy consumption

of the proposed scheme is consistently lower than that of

the untreated scheme. This reflects that the UAV jittering has

a certain impact on system performance, and the proposed

solution in this paper can effectively alleviate this problem.

Fig. 7 evaluates the performance obtained by the five

schemes versus different data size of task. The scheme called

conventional scheme is added for comparison, which do not

take into account the UAV jittering. The bar chart reveals

that as the task data volume grows, the energy costs for

all schemes increase. Compared to PPO, A2C, and random

move, the proposed scheme has reduced energy consumption

by approximately 21.5%, 33.9%, and 49.8%, respectively, with

the setting of task size of [1.5, 1.75] Mbits, which further
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Fig. 7: Performance comparison under different task data sizes.

Fig. 8: Example of 3D trajectory of the UAV.

highlights the advantages of the proposed solution. Moreover,

the conventional scheme has a slightly lower energy cost

compared to the proposed solution, because the conventional

scheme can more accurately control the UAV flight and provide

better trajectory planning.

Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 illustrate the 2D and 3D trajectories of the

UAV, respectively. By combining the two images, it can be

observed that the UAV increases its flight altitude while flying

towards the central area where terminal users are distributed.

The UAV attempts to maintain a close distance with all

users. The reason is that being close to the users can reduce

path loss, and increasing the flight altitude appropriately can

enlarge the elevation angle from the user to the UAV, thereby

obtaining greater effective fading power, which can achieve

higher transmission rates, and reduce users’ offloading energy

consumption. The difference in trajectory between the two

schemes is that the conventional scheme is more flexible and

can actively explore more areas, while the proposed scheme is

more conservative, as shown in the figure where the trajectory

of the proposed scheme spends more time staying in a certain

area. The reason may be that the proposed scheme need to

consider uncertain factors, which results in the loss of some

degrees of freedom.
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Fig. 9: Example of 2D trajectory of the UAV.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered the trajectory uncertainty

caused by UAV jittering in 3D space and proposed an energy

optimization scheme based on data compression technology.

The scheme aimed to reduce the energy consumption of ter-

minal users while ensuring UAV trajectory robustness. Given

the non-convexity of the formulated problem and the dynamic

characteristics of the scenario, we applied a DRL algorithm

to solve this complex optimization problem. Simulation re-

sults demonstrated that the proposed scheme outperforms the

benchmarks. In future work, we will further study the multi-

UAV-assisted MEC scenario for providing a wider coverage

and more flexible computing services, helping to further

improve system performance.
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