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Abstract—Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) offer dynamic
trajectory control, enabling them to avoid obstacles and es-
tablish line-of-sight (LoS) wireless channels with ground nodes
(GNs), unlike traditional ground-fixed base stations. This study
addresses the joint optimization of scheduling and three-
dimensional (3D) trajectory planning for UAV-assisted wireless
data harvesting. The objective is to maximize the minimum
uplink throughput among GNs while accounting for signal
blockages and building avoidance. To achieve this, we first present
mathematical models designed to avoid cuboid-shaped buildings
and to determine wireless signal blockage by buildings through
rigorous mathematical proof. The optimization problem is for-
mulated as nonconvex mixed-integer nonlinear programming and
solved using advanced techniques. Specifically, the problem is
decomposed into convex subproblems via quadratic transform
and successive convex approximation. Building avoidance and
signal blockage constraints are incorporated using the separating
hyperplane method and an approximated indicator function.
These subproblems are then iteratively solved using the block
coordinate descent algorithm. Simulation results validate the
effectiveness of the proposed approach. The UAV dynamically
adjusts its trajectory and scheduling policy to maintain LoS
channels with GNs, significantly enhancing network throughput
compared to existing schemes. Moreover, the trajectory of the
UAV adheres to building avoidance constraints for its continuous
trajectory, ensuring uninterrupted operation and compliance
with safety requirements.

Index Terms—UAV communications, data harvesting, convex
optimization, trajectory design, building avoidance

I. INTRODUCTION

Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) have emerged as a
promising technology to enhance next-generation wireless
networks due to their high flexibility and cost-effective de-
ployment [1], [2]. Unlike traditional ground-fixed base stations
(BSs), UAVs can function as mobile BSs, establishing line-of-
sight (LoS) air-to-ground (A2G) channels to improve commu-
nication capacity [3]. Consequently, early research has focused
on optimizing UAV placement, trajectory, and resource alloca-
tion under the assumption of LoS wireless channels between
UAVs and ground nodes (GNs) [4]–[12].

For instance, the UAV position and communication re-
sources were jointly optimized in [4] to maximize through-
put in a UAV relay system. The authors of [5] addressed
the minimum average rate maximization problem considering
UAV propulsion energy consumption. Joint trajectory design
and resource allocation for simultaneous wireless information
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and power transfer were investigated in [6], [7]. In [8], a
wireless-powered two-way communication system was pro-
posed, where the UAV broadcasts control signals while GNs
receive information and collect energy simultaneously, and
each GN uses the harvested energy to transmit data to the
UAV. Extensions to multi-UAV scenarios were explored in
[9], [10], where scheduling, power control, and UAV trajecto-
ries were optimized to account for co-channel interference.
Cooperative strategies between BS-UAV and jammer-UAV
were also proposed to enhance secure communications against
eavesdropping [11], [12].

Despite the recognized advantage of LoS channel formation,
this assumption has limitations in urban environments domi-
nated by tall and dense buildings. Such environments introduce
complexities like multi-path fading and shadowing, making
simplistic LoS models insufficient. To address these chal-
lenges, a probabilistic LoS channel model has been proposed,
which statistically characterizes the likelihood of LoS and
non-LoS (NLoS) states based on the elevation angle between
the UAV and GNs [13]. Building on this model, several
studies have explored UAV communications by adopting the
probabilistic LoS channel model [14]–[20]. For example, [14]
examined UAV energy consumption minimization, including
propulsion and communication-related energy. Joint three-
dimensional (3D) trajectory and scheduling designs were in-
vestigated to maximize the minimum data collection rate for
UAV-enabled wireless sensor networks (WSNs) in [15], [16],
with [16] additionally considering energy constraints. Anti-
jamming 3D UAV trajectories for legitimate communications
were proposed in [17]. Multi-UAV scenarios with joint time
allocation and 3D trajectory optimization were examined in
[18], considering the energy-harvesting capabilities of GNs.
Furthermore, UAV-enabled jamming strategies to maximize
secrecy rates under probabilistic LoS channel models were
developed in [19], [20].

Although the probabilistic LoS channel model accounts for
dense urban environments, it is impractical for real-world
applications because it does not consider real-time 3D build-
ing characteristics or fixed building locations. Recently, re-
search has shifted toward addressing wireless signal blockage
caused by cuboid-shaped buildings [21]–[24]. For example,
geographic information was used in [21] to address A2G
link blockages between UAVs and GNs. UAV trajectory and
resource allocation optimization to guarantee LoS channels
were proposed in [22]. Studies in [23] and [24] optimized
UAV trajectories and resource allocation to maximize the
minimum achievable rate and minimize mission completion
time, respectively. However, these studies relied on models
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that oversimplify building constraints by assuming that UAVs
always operate above building heights. As a result, they neither
account for building avoidance nor define LoS areas for
UAVs operating at lower altitudes. While some research has
examined avoiding cylindrical no-fly zones [25]–[28], these
approaches do not apply to cuboid-shaped buildings.

While extensive research has explored UAVs under LoS [4]–
[12] and probabilistic LoS channel models [13]–[20], and more
recently, signal blockage by buildings [21]–[24], no study has
developed a generalized channel state determination method
applicable across all UAV altitudes that also ensures building
avoidance. To address these gaps, this study presents a new
joint optimization framework for blockage-aware UAV-assisted
wireless data harvesting with building avoidance. The key
contributions are summarized as follows:

• We address the joint optimization of scheduling and
3D trajectory planning while accurately determining
the LoS/NLoS channel state for UAV-assisted wireless
data harvesting in environments with multiple buildings.
Specifically, we propose a novel constraint, rigorously
proven mathematically, that ensures the UAV avoids
cuboid-shaped buildings throughout its continuous tra-
jectory. Additionally, we present a mathematical model
to determine whether a wireless signal is blocked by
buildings, thereby identifying whether the channel is LoS
or NLoS. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
model to simultaneously incorporate building avoidance
and generalized channel state determination that accounts
for signal blockage, a challenge not tackled in prior
research.

• In the presence of multiple buildings, we formulate
an optimization problem to derive the optimal UAV
scheduling and 3D trajectory to maximize the minimum
throughput among GNs while accounting for building
avoidance and wireless signal blockage. This problem,
categorized as nonconvex mixed-integer nonlinear pro-
gramming (MINLP), is solved by decomposing it into
subproblems that are convex for specific optimization
variables. To achieve this, we employ quadratic transform
(QT) and successive convex approximation (SCA) tech-
niques. Furthermore, we introduce novel mathematical
methods, including the separating hyperplane method and
an approximated indicator function to handle building
avoidance and signal blockage constraints effectively.
These subproblems are then solved sequentially using an
iterative approach based on the block coordinate descent
(BCD) algorithm.

• Extensive simulations across various scenarios demon-
strate that the proposed building avoidance constraint
ensures the UAV never encroaches on buildings through-
out its continuous trajectory. The UAV effectively forms
LoS channels by optimizing its trajectory and scheduling
policies, enabling efficient data collection from sched-
uled GNs. Moreover, the proposed scheme significantly
enhances the uplink throughput of GNs compared to
baseline approaches.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
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Fig. 1. System model of a UAV-assisted wireless communication network.

II introduces the system model and problem statement. Section
III presents the mathematical model for LoS and NLoS state
determination. Section IV describes the proposed iterative
approach using advanced optimization techniques. Section
V evaluates the performance of the proposed scheme and
discusses UAV strategies. Finally, Section VI concludes the
paper with key insights.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a UAV-assisted wireless
communication network where a single UAV collects data
from K GNs, indexed by k ∈ K = {1, 2, · · · ,K}. Let T
represent the UAV’s flight period divided into N time slots
of equal length with δ = T

N , and indexed by n ∈ N =
{1, 2, · · · , N}. The position of the UAV is also assumed
to be approximately unchanged within each time slot, given
sufficiently small δ [9]. The frequency spectrum is allocated to
the GNs for uplink transmission using time-division multiple
access.

The 3D coordinates of the UAV at time slot n are denoted
by q[n] = (x[n], y[n], z[n]), while the fixed 3D coordinates
of GN k are given by wk = (xk, yk, zk). The UAV starts
from an initial location qI , operates at an altitude of within
the allowable range, Hmin ≤ z[n] ≤ Hmax, to collect data, and
returns to a final location qF . Let Vmax and Vz represent the
maximum flight speed of the UAV in 3D space and the vertical
direction, respectively, with Vmax > Vz [15]. Therefore, the
maximum distance the UAV can fly in 3D space and vertical
direction during each time slot is limited to δVmax and δVz ,
respectively. The mobility constraints on the UAV can thus be
summarized as:

q[0] = qI , q[N ] = qF , (1)
∥q[n]− q[n−1]∥ ≤ δVmax, ∀n, (2)
|z[n]− z[n−1]| ≤ δVz, ∀n, (3)
Hmin ≤ z[n] ≤ Hmax, ∀n. (4)

Let sk[n] be a binary variable indicating whether GN k is
scheduled by the UAV at time slot n, i.e., sk[n] = 1 if GN k is
scheduled for uplink transmission at time slot n, and sk[n] = 0
otherwise. Additionally, the UAV serves at most one GN in
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each time slot, which can be formulated as:

sk[n] ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k, n, (5)
K∑

k=1

sk[n] ≤ 1, ∀n. (6)

During the flight, the UAV may encounter L non-
overlapping cuboid-shaped buildings and must avoid them. Let
the center coordinates of building l be cl = (xl, yl, 0)

1, and
its width, length, and height are denoted by Wl, Ll and Hl,
respectively. The UAV avoids building l if any of the following
constraints are satisfied for every time slot n.

(x[n]− xl)
2 ≥

(
Wl

2

)2

, (7a)

(y[n]− yl)
2 ≥

(
Ll

2

)2

, (7b)

z[n] ≥ Hl, ∀n, l. (7c)

From the fact that the wireless channel between the UAV
and GN k at time slot n can be either LoS or NLoS depending
on signal blockage by buildings, the channel power gain can
be expressed as

hk[n] =


hL
k[n] =

β0

dk[n]αL
, for LoS,

hN
k [n] =

µβ0

dk[n]αN
, for NLoS,

(8)

where β0 is the average channel power gain at a reference
distance 1 m in the LoS state, µ < 1 is the signal attenuation
factor for NLoS propagation, αL and αN are the average path-
loss exponents for the LoS and NLoS states, respectively, with
αL < αN [15], and dk[n] is the distance between the UAV and
GN k at time slot n, defined as dk[n] = ∥q[n]−wk∥.

Let cL
k[n] denote the binary LoS indicator, indicating

whether the channel between the UAV and GN k at time slot
n is LoS, i.e., cL

k[n] = 1 if the channel is LoS and cL
k[n] = 0

otherwise. Using cL
k[n], the channel power gain in (8) can be

transformed to the following equivalent form.

cL
k[n] ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k, n, (9)

hk[n] = cL
k[n]h

L
k[n]+(1−cL

k[n])h
N
k [n]. (10)

Then, the achievable uplink spectral efficiency (SE) of GN
k at time slot n is given by

rk[n] = sk[n] log2

(
1 +

pkhk[n]

σ2

)
, ∀k, n, (11)

where pk is a constant transmit power of GN k, and σ2 is the
noise power.

Subsequently, the time-averaged SE of GN k is

Rk =
1

N

N∑
n=1

rk[n], ∀k. (12)

In this study, our objective is to maximize the minimum
uplink SE among the GNs by properly determining the

1Because we do not need to consider the case where the UAV avoids
buildings in the –z direction, we simplified the problem by setting zl to zero.

LoS/NLoS states of the wireless channels while avoiding
multiple buildings throughout the UAV’s continuous trajec-
tory. To achieve this, we aim to optimize the scheduling
S ≜ {sk[n], ∀k, n}, the 3D trajectory Q ≜ {q[n], ∀n}, and
the LoS indicator C ≜ {cL

k[n], ∀k, n}. Defining R̄=min
k∈K

Rk,
we can formulate the optimization problem as follows:

(P0): max
S, Q, C, R̄

R̄

s. t. Rk ≥ R̄, ∀k, (13)
(1)−(7), (9).

The optimization problem (P0) is an MINLP because S and
C are binary variables, and constraints (7) and (13) are not
convex sets with respect to (w.r.t.) the related optimization
variables. Furthermore, (10) must be converted into a tractable
form to optimize C. Consequently, analytically deriving a
globally optimal solution to this original problem is challeng-
ing.

III. CHANNEL STATE DETERMINATION AND PROBLEM
REFORMULATION

To determine the value of the LoS indicator cL
k[n], we must

evaluate whether the wireless channel between the UAV and
GN k is blocked by one or more buildings. The channel
is considered NLoS if there is an intersection between the
wireless channel and any building; otherwise, it is LoS.

The components of the line segment between the UAV
to GN k, denoted as qt

k[n] = (xt
k[n], y

t
k[n], z

t
k[n]), can be

expressed asxt
k[n]

ytk[n]
ztk[n]

T

=

xk + (x[n]− xk)t
yk + (y[n]− yk)t
zk + (z[n]− zk)t

T

, (14)

where 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 is a continuous value representing the internal
division of qt

k[n] used to evaluate the blockage with building
l.

If any component of qt
k[n], such as xt

k[n], y
t
k[n], and ztk[n],

falls outside the width, length, and height of building l for all
0 ≤ t ≤ 1, the wireless channel is not blocked by building
l. Consequently, the channel is considered LoS if any of the
following constraints are satisfied for all values of t.(

xt
k[n]− xl

)2 ≥
(
Wl

2

)2

, (15a)

(
ytk[n]− yl

)2 ≥
(
Ll

2

)2

, (15b)

ztk[n] ≥ Hl, ∀t, k, n, l. (15c)

While (15) determines the LoS of the channel, if the channel
is NLoS, there exists a value of t that does not satisfy these
constraints, making them infeasible for the NLoS scenario.

To address this challenge, we introduce a big-M method and
binary auxiliary variables β(i),t

k,l [n] for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, making the
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constraints more tractable. These are defined as follows:

ρk,l[n], β
(i),t
k,l [n] ∈ {0, 1}, (16a)(

xt
k[n]− xl

)2 ≥
(
Wl

2

)2

−M(1− β
(1),t
k,l [n]), (16b)

(
ytk[n]− yl

)2 ≥
(
Ll

2

)2

−M(1− β
(2),t
k,l [n]), (16c)

ztk[n] ≥ Hl −M(1− β
(3),t
k,l [n]), (16d)

3∑
i=1

β
(i),t
k,l [n] ≥ ρk,l[n], ∀t, k, n, l, i, (16e)

where M is a sufficiently large constant, ensuring that M ≫
{
(Wl

2

)2
,
(Ll

2

)2
,Hl}, and ρk,l[n] is the LoS indicator for the

wireless channel between the UAV and GN k w.r.t. building l
at time slot n.

If no value of t satisfies the constraints in (15), we set
β
(i),t
k,l [n] = 0, making the problem feasible under the con-

straints in (16). Thus, if the channel is NLoS, the values of
β
(i),t
k,l [n] must be 0 for a given t to satisfy all constraints in

(16). Subsequently, the LoS indicator ρk,l[n] is also set to 0
according to (16e). In other words, if the channel is NLoS,
ρk,l[n] must be set to 0, so (16) can accurately determine the
NLoS state of the wireless channel.

If the channel is LoS, at least one of the constraints (16b)–
(16d) is always satisfied for every t, even if the corresponding
β
(i),t
k,l [n] is between 0 and 1. Nonetheless, ρk,l[n] is more likely

to be set to 1 when the channel is LoS, as this improves the
signal reception from the scheduled GN, maximizing Rk.

We introduce a slack variable c̄L
k[n] to determine whether

the wireless channel between the UAV and GN k at time slot n
is LoS or NLoS, considering all potential building blockages.
When the channel is blocked by one or more buildings, it is
considered NLoS. Therefore, c̄L

k[n] must be 0 if ρk,l[n] is 0
for at least one l, leading to the following constraint:

0 ≤ c̄L
k[n] ≤ ρk,l[n], ∀k, n, l. (17)

If ρk,l[n] = 1 for all l, c̄L
k[n] is likely to be set to 1, as it is

beneficial to improve Rk. Considering all constraints in (16)
and (17), we can determine whether the wireless channel is
LoS or NLoS for multiple building blockages by examining
c̄L
k[n]. Specifically, c̄L

k[n] = 0 if the channel is NLoS and
c̄L
k[n] = 1 otherwise.

As explained, the big-M method is primarily useful for
determining the NLoS state, as even if a LoS channel is
incorrectly identified as NLoS, the lower bound of the signal
channel remains guaranteed. Therefore, we can use c̄L

k[n] to
establish the lower bound of the signal channel, as follows:

hk[n]≥ c̄L
k[n]h

L
k[n]+(1−c̄L

k[n])h
N
k [n]≜hLB

k [n]. (18)

From (18), the lower bound of the uplink spectral efficiency
rk[n] is given by

rLB
k [n] = sk[n] log2

(
1 +

pkh
LB
k [n]

σ2

)
. (19)

The corresponding time-averaged SE is

RLB
k =

1

N

N∑
n=1

rLB
k [n], ∀k. (20)

Finally, we can reformulate the original problem (P0) into
the following tractable form:

(P1): max
S, Q, C̄, ρρρ, βββ, η

η

s. t. RLB
k ≥ η, ∀k, (21)

(1)−(7), (16), (17),

where C̄ ≜ {c̄L
k[n], ∀k, n}, ρρρ ≜ {ρk,l[n], ∀k, n, l}, and βββ ≜

{β(i),t
k,l [n], ∀t, k, n, l, i}.

IV. PROPOSED ALGORITHM

Problem (P1) remains challenging to solve due to the
nonconvex nature of the constraints. To address this, we de-
compose it into two subproblems and employ SCA and QT to
convert each subproblem into a convex form w.r.t. the relevant
optimization variables. This enables us to solve the problem
using existing convex optimization solvers, such as CVX [29].
Additionally, we propose new optimization methods to handle
building avoidance and signal blockage constraints. Finally, we
develop an iterative algorithm that applies BCD to sequentially
solve the relaxed convex problems. The specific procedures for
addressing each subproblem are described below.

A. Scheduling Optimization

Relaxing sk[n] to take continuous values between 0 and 1,
the problem of finding the optimal S for fixed values of the
remaining variables can be formulated as follows:

(P2): max
S, η

η

s. t. 0 ≤ sk[n] ≤ 1, ∀k, n, (22)
(6), (21).

Problem (P2) is a standard linear programming, and can
be efficiently solved using CVX. The resulting continuous
scheduling solution can subsequently be reconstructed into bi-
nary scheduling using the method in [9] without compromising
optimality.

B. 3D Trajectory and LoS indicator Optimization

Since the variables Q and C̄ are closely interrelated, we
optimize them simultaneously. For fixed S, the optimization
problem is reformulated as follows:

(P3): max
Q, C̄, ρρρ, βββ, η

η

s. t. (1)−(4), (7), (16), (17), (21).

Here, constraints (7), (16), and (21) are required to be handled
to make problem (P3) convex.
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Fig. 2. Channel state determination constraints.

1) Constraint on Channel State Determination (16): Deter-
mining whether a channel is LoS or NLoS requires evaluating
constraint (16) for all continuous values of t between 0 and 1,
which is computationally infeasible. To make this constraint
simple and tractable, we divide the line segment between the
UAV and GN k into U equal segments. Then, the components
of the u-th point of qu

k [n] = (xu
k [n], y

u
k [n], z

u
k [n]) can be

written as

xu
k [n]

yuk [n]
zuk [n]

T=

xk+

(x[n]−xk)u

U

yk+
(y[n]−yk)u

U

zk+
(z[n]−zk)u

U


T

, u∈{0, 1, · · · , U}. (23)

Let β
(i),u
k,l [n] be the auxiliary variable used for the big-M

method for the u-th point of qu
k [n]. We also relax ρk,l[n] and

β
(i),u
k,l [n] to continuous variables between 0 and 1 and use an

indicator function to handle their original binary nature. Then,
constraint (16) can be replaced with the following constraint,
such that the channel state can be examined for discrete values
of u.

0 ≤ ρk,l[n], β
(i),u
k,l [n] ≤ 1, (24a)

(xu
k [n]− xl)

2 ≥
(
Wl

2

)2

−M(1− β
(1),u
k,l [n]), (24b)

(yuk [n]− yl)
2 ≥

(
Ll

2

)2

−M(1− β
(2),u
k,l [n]), (24c)

zuk [n] ≥ Hl −M(1− β
(3),u
k,l [n]), (24d)

3∑
i=1

Φ(β
(i),u
k,l [n]) ≥ ρk,l[n], ∀u, k, n, l, i, (24e)

where Φ(x) denotes an indicator function, defined as follows:

Φ(x) =

{
1, if x ≥ 1,

0, if 0 ≤ x < 1.
(25)

In (24), the wireless channel is judged to be NLoS only if
β
(i),u
k,l [n], ∀i, are all less than 1 by setting ρk,l[n] to 0 because∑3
i=1 Φ(β

(i),u
k,l [n]) becomes 0 due to the binary nature of the

indicator function, otherwise it is judged to be LoS. Therefore,
the LoS/NLoS state of the wireless channel can be determined
for the discrete values of u. However, as shown in Fig. 2(a),
this approach cannot guarantee LoS/NLoS determination for
continuous line segments connecting between adjacent points.
To resolve this issue, we employ Theorem 1, which introduces
a constraint ensuring that the LoS condition is met across all
continuous segments.

Theorem 1. Consider a cuboid Bexp with half-width WB

2 +
dmax

2
√
2

, half-length LB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

, and half-height HB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

.
Suppose that any line segment connecting two points that are
not interior points of Bexp has a length less than or equal
to dmax < min(WB ,LB ,HB). Under this condition, this line
segment never intersects the interior of a cuboid B with half-
width WB

2 , half-length LB

2 , and half-height HB

2 .

Proof : Please refer to the Appendix. ■

According to Theorem 1, constraints (24b)–(24d) can be
modified by setting dmax to ∥q[n]−wk∥

2
√
2U

, as follows:

(xu
k [n]−xl)

2≥
(
Wl

2
+
∥q[n]−wk∥

2
√
2U

)2
−M

(
1−β

(1),u
k,l [n]

)
, (26a)

(yuk [n]−yl)
2≥

(
Ll

2
+
∥q[n]−wk∥

2
√
2U

)2
−M

(
1−β

(2),u
k,l [n]

)
, (26b)

zuk [n]≥
(
Hl+

∥q[n]−wk∥
2
√
2U

)
−M

(
1−β

(3),u
k,l [n]

)
, ∀u, k, n, l.

(26c)

These constraints ensure that the LoS state of the wireless
channel for all continuous values connecting any discrete value
of u, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b) where the red and grey cuboids
represent the original and expanded buildings, respectively.
Therefore, constraints (24b)–(24d) can be replaced with con-
straint (26).

Additionally, the indicator function in constraint (24e) needs
to be transformed into a tractable form because it is piecewise
and discontinuous. Constraints (26a) and (26b) are not convex
sets and must be converted into convex sets. To address these
challenges, the indicator function is approximated using two
linear functions:

Φa(x) =

{
Φa+(x) = ax− a+ 1, if x ≥ a

a+1 ,

Φa−(x) =
1
ax, if 0 ≤ x ≤ a

a+1 ,

= max

(
ax− a+ 1,

1

a
x

)
, (27)

where Φa(x) is equivalent to Φ(x) as a → ∞. This function is
convex since the maximum of two linear functions is convex.
Replacing Φ(x) with Φa(x) in (24e) resolves the discontinuity
of the indicator function. Nevertheless, constraint (24e) is still
not a convex set, so we need to derive the lower bound of
Φa(x) using the first-order Taylor expansion at a given point
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xr, as follows:

ΦLB
a (x)=

{
Φa+(x

r)+Φ′
a+(x

r)(x−xr), if xr ≥ a
a+1 ,

Φa−(x
r)+Φ′

a−(x
r)(x−xr), if 0 ≤ xr ≤ a

a+1 .

(28)

Because ΦLB
a (x) is a continuous linear function w.r.t. x, we

can replace Φ(β
(i),u
k,l [n]) with ΦLB

a (β
(i),u
k,l [n]) in (24e) to make

this constraint a tractable convex set, as follows:
3∑

i=1

ΦLB
a (β

(i),u
k,l [n]) ≥ ρk,l[n], ∀u, k, n, l. (29)

Using a large value of a initially will cause ΦLB
a (β

(i),u
k,l [n])

to resemble an indicator function, significantly limiting the
feasible region of ρk,l[n] and making it difficult to find the
optimal value of ρk,l[n]. To address this problem, a small
value of a is used initially to allow a wider search space for
ρk,l[n], which is gradually increased during iterations to find
the optimal value of ρk,l[n] satisfying (29).

Given that constraints (26a) and (26b) are not convex sets
but their respective left-hand sides (LHSs) have convex form,
we can make them convex sets by applying the first-order
Taylor expansions to derive lower bounds of their LHSs, as
follows:

2(xu,r
k [n]−xl)(x

u
k [n]−xu,r

k [n])+(xu,r
k [n]−xl)

2

≥
(
Wl

2
+
∥q[n]−wk∥

2
√
2U

)2
−M

(
1−β

(1),u
k,l [n]

)
, (30a)

2(yu,rk [n]−yl)(y
u
k [n]−yu,rk [n])+(yu,rk [n]−yl)

2

≥
(
Ll

2
+
∥q[n]−wk∥

2
√
2U

)2
−M

(
1−β

(2),u
k,l [n]

)
, ∀u, k, n, l, (30b)

where xu,r
k [n] and yu,rk [n] are the values of xu

k [n] and yuk [n]
updated for the r-th iteration, respectively.

Finally, we can replace constraint (16) with constraints
(24a), (24e), (26c), (29), and (30).

2) Constraint on Building Avoidance (7): Similar to con-
straints (24b)–(24d), constraint (7) ensures that the UAV does
not violate buildings at discrete points, i.e., q[n] for all n.
However, it does not guarantee that the UAV avoids build-
ings along its continuous trajectory. To address this problem,
constraint (7) is modified using Theorem 1 by setting dmax to
δVmax as follows:

(x[n]− xl)
2 ≥

(
Wl

2
+

δVmax

2
√
2

)2

, (31a)

(y[n]− yl)
2 ≥

(
Ll

2
+

δVmax

2
√
2

)2

, (31b)

z[n] ≥
(
Hl +

δVmax

2
√
2

)
, ∀n, l. (31c)

Notably, the UAV does not violate buildings even when tran-
sitioning from q[n] to q[n+1] under constraint (31). However,
as with constraint (26), the big-M method should be applied
to handle this constraint, which requires additional auxiliary
variables. Therefore, to ensure that the UAV efficiently avoids
buildings with low complexity, we use a separating hyperplane

method, as explained in Proposition 1.

Proposition 1. Let A and B be disjoint convex sets, i.e., A∩
B = ∅, and (a∗, b∗) is the optimum of mina,b ∥a − b∥ for
a ∈ A, b ∈ B. Then, the hyperplane (a∗ − b∗)T (x− b∗) = 0
separates two convex sets A and B.

Proof : Please refer to Section 2.5 in [30]. ■

Given that the proposed algorithm iteratively finds the UAV
strategy, let qr[n] represent the trajectory of the UAV at time
slot n during the r-th iteration. Define Ωl as the set of points
included in the l-th expanded building with half-width Wl

2 +
δVmax

2
√
2

, half-length Ll

2 + δVmax

2
√
2

, and height Hl+
δVmax

2
√
2

. The point
within the l-th expanded building closest to qr[n], denoted as
χr
l [n], can be determined by

χr
l [n] = min

χl∈Ωl

∥qr[n]− χl∥. (32)

Since qr[n] is a feasible solution in the r-th iteration,
it is not contained in Ωl. By Proposition 1, a hyperplane
tangent to χr

l [n] can be derived to separate the space contain-
ing the building from the space outside it. This hyperplane
for the current trajectory of the UAV q[n] is expressed as
(qr[n]−χr

l [n])
T (q[n]−χr

l [n]) = 0. Constraint (31) can then
be replaced with the following condition:

(qr[n]− χr
l [n])

T (q[n]− χr
l [n]) > 0, ∀n, l. (33)

If constraint (33) is satisfied, the UAV avoids entering the
space of the l-th expanded building. By updating the current
trajectory based on the previous value, the UAV ensures com-
pliance with building avoidance requirements. Consequently,
constraint (31) can be effectively replaced by (33).

3) Constraint on Minimum Spectral Efficiency (21): To ad-
dress the nonconvexity of (21) w.r.t q[n] and c̄L

k[n], we rewrite
hLB
k [n] from (18) as the following equivalent expression.

hLB
k [n] = β0

(
c̄L
k[n]

∥q[n]−wk∥αL
+

µ(1− c̄L
k[n])

∥q[n]−wk∥αN

)
. (34)

In this form, the fractional terms, c̄L
k[n]

∥q[n]−wk∥αL and
µ(1−c̄L

k[n])
∥q[n]−wk∥αN , have a concave-convex fractional form. Con-
sequently, we can derive an equivalent subtractive form by
applying the QT [31] to hLB

k [n], as follows:

h̄LB
k [n] = β0

(
2λk[n]

√
c̄L
k[n]− λ2

k[n]∥q[n]−wk∥αL

+ 2κk[n]
√
µ(1−c̄L

k[n])− κ2
k[n]∥q[n]−wk∥αN

)
, (35)

where λk[n] and κk[n] are auxiliary variables for the QT.
Notably, h̄LB

k [n] is concave w.r.t. q[n] and c̄L
k[n]. Using this

formulation, the concave lower bound of r̄LB
k [n] is given as

r̄LB
k [n] = sk[n] log2

(
1 +

pkh̄
LB
k [n]

σ2

)
. (36)

Additionally, r̄LB
k [n] is concave w.r.t. auxiliary variables,

λk[n] and κk[n], for fixed q[n] and c̄L
k[n]. The optimal values

of these variables can be derived by differentiating r̄LB
k [n] over

each auxiliary variable, e.g., ∂r̄LB
k [n]

∂λk[n]
= 0 and ∂r̄LB

k [n]
∂κk[n]

= 0, as
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follows:

λ∗
k[n] =

√
c̄L
k[n]

∥q[n]−wk∥αL
, (37)

κ∗
k[n] =

√
µ(1− c̄L

k[n])

∥q[n]−wk∥αN
, ∀k, n. (38)

Finally, using (36), constraint (21) can be modified to the
following convex set.

R̄LB
k =

1

N

N∑
n=1

r̄LB
k [n] ≥ η, ∀k. (39)

4) Problem Transformation: With the modified convex
constraints, problem (P3) can be reformulated as the following
convex optimization problem:

(P3-1): max
Q, C̄, ρρρ,
β̄ββ, λλλ, κκκ, η

η

s. t. (1)−(4), (17), (33), (24a), (24e),
(26c), (29), (30), (39),

where λλλ ≜ {λk[n], ∀k, n}, κκκ ≜ {κk[n], ∀k, n}, and β̄ββ ≜
{β(i),u

k,l [n], ∀u, k, n, l, i}.

C. Procedure of Proposed Algorithm

Both subproblems, (P2) and (P3-1), are convex w.r.t. their
respective optimization variables. These subproblems can be
solved using a convex solver until convergence. The detailed
procedure is outlined in Algorithm 1. It ensures convergence as
the objective function for each subproblem is non-decreasing
and bounded above [9]. By analyzing the computational
complexity of the worst-case scenario for the interior point
method [30], [32], the complexity of the proposed algorithm is
derived as O

(
RC(UKNL)3.5 log(1/ϵ)

)
, where RC represents

the number of iterations needed for convergence (lines 3–10).

Algorithm 1 Proposed Algorithm
1: Set r=0 and initialize Sr , Qr , C̄r , ar > 0, and ε > 1
2: Calculate fr = mink∈K Rk

3: repeat
4: Update r ← r + 1
5: Update f old ← fr−1

6: Find Sr by solving (P2) for given {Sr−1,Qr−1, C̄r−1}
7: Update {λλλr,κκκr} using (37) and (38)
8: Find {Qr, C̄r} by solving (P3-1) for given {Sr,Qr−1, C̄r−1}
9: Update ar ← εar−1

10: Calculate fr = mink∈K R̄LB
k

11: until |fr − f old| < ϵ

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The parameters used for performance evaluations are shown
in Table I [7]–[10], [12], [15], [28]. The GNs are distributed
in a square area of size 100 m × 100 m, containing two
buildings. The first building’s dimensions are (W1,L1,H1) =
(20, 20, 40) m, and the other’s dimensions are (W2,L2,H2) =
(20, 40, 40) m. Additionally, the following parameters are used

TABLE I
PARAMETER SETUP

Description Value
Number of GNs K = 4
Number of buildings L = 2
Flight period T = 25 s
Number of time slots N = 50
Length of time slots δ = 0.5 s
Minimum altitude Hmin = 30 m
Maximum altitude Hmax = 200 m
Maximum flight speed in 3D space Vmax = 10 m/s
Maximum flight speed in z-axis Vz = 5 m/s
Transmit power of GNs pk = 30 dBm
Average channel power gain at 1 m β0 = 0 dB
Signal attenuation factor for NLoS µ = –30 dB
Average path-loss exponent for LoS αL = 2
Average path-loss exponent for NLoS αN = 2.7
Noise power σ2 = –70 dBm

for the proposed algorithm implemented in Algorithm 1: M
= 300, U = 10, a0 = 0.01, ε = 1.1, and ϵ = 0.0001.

For performance comparison, we consider the following
four schemes.

1) Proposed scheme: The UAV strategy, including S, Q,
and C̄, is optimized using Algorithm 1.

2) LoS-based scheme: The UAV optimizes S and Q based
on a simplified LoS channel model, assuming all wire-
less channels are LoS [9].

3) Fixed altitude scheme: The UAV altitude is fixed at 60
m higher than the height of buildings, and the UAV
strategy, including S, C̄, and horizontal trajectory, is
optimized [23].

4) Fixed trajectory scheme: The UAV operates in a hover-
and-fly manner at an altitude of Hmin, hovering above
each GN sequentially and flying straight between them
at maximum speed. Building avoidance and C̄ are pre-
determined along this fixed trajectory while optimizing
S.
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Fig. 3. Convergence behavior of the proposed scheme.

Fig. 3 shows the convergence of the proposed scheme for
varying αN. The objective function value (η) initially increases,
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(a) 3D trajectory of the proposed scheme.
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(b) Horizontal trajectory of the proposed scheme.
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(c) Vertical trajectory of the proposed scheme.

Fig. 4. Scheduling and trajectory for the proposed scheme.
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(a) Horizontal trajectory without the proposed build-
ing avoidance.
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(b) Vertical trajectory without the proposed building
avoidance.
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(c) LoS and NLoS regions for the proposed and
LoS-based schemes.

Fig. 5. Impact of the proposed building avoidance and channel state determination.

decreases temporarily, and then increases again until conver-
gence. This is because we use ΦLB

a (β
(i),u
k,l [n]) instead of the

indicator function Φ(β
(i),u
k,l [n]) while replacing (24e) with (29).

Initially, the small value of a allows ρk,l[n] to be optimized
over a wider feasible region, leading to nonbinary values for
ρk,l[n] and an increase in η. As a gradually increases, ρk,l[n]
converges to binary values, causing a temporary decrease in
η. Subsequently, η increases again and stabilizes as remaining
optimization variables are optimized while satisfying the bi-
nary constraint of the LoS indicator. For αN = 2.7, the signal
attenuation due to the NLoS channel is less than αN = 3.0,
so η has a higher value. Both cases converge in about r = 15
iterations.

Fig. 4 shows the scheduling and trajectory for the proposed
scheme. Fig. 4(a) shows the 3D trajectory of the UAV, with
the scheduled GNs along the flight path in different colors. To
aid interpretation, the horizontal and vertical trajectories are
shown separately in Figs. 4(b) and 4(c). As shown in Fig. 4(b),
the UAV flies directly over the scheduled GNs, staying for a
certain period to effectively collect data. Moreover, the UAV
makes a detour and flies next to the first building, which is
narrower in length. In contrast, Fig. 4(c) shows that the UAV
flies over the second building which is longer because avoiding
it sideways would create an inefficient path. In both Figs. 4(b)
and 4(c), the proposed scheme considers an expanded building

larger than its actual size for building avoidance, as described
in Theorem 1, and ensures a path that does not intersect the
buildings, even during the UAV’s consecutive trajectory.

Fig. 5 illustrates the scheduling and trajectory for the LoS-
based scheme with conventional building avoidance in (7),
validating the impact of the proposed building avoidance and
channel state determination. Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) show that
the UAV violates the buildings along its continuous trajec-
tory, demonstrating the superiority of the proposed building
avoidance method by comparing these results with Figs. 4(b)
and 4(c). Fig. 5(c) presents the LoS and NLoS regions for
both the proposed and LoS-based schemes, with the grayed-
out areas indicating where the NLoS channel is formed for the
scheduled GNs. Combined with Fig. 4(c), it is evident that the
proposed scheme creates an NLoS channel with GN 4 only
when the UAV flies over the second building to avoid it and
the UAV allocates more time to GN 4 to compensate for the
signal attenuation caused by the NLoS state. In contrast, in the
LoS-based scheme, which does not consider signal blockage
by buildings and assumes that the channel is always LoS,
the NLoS channel is frequently formed with the scheduled
GN due to incorrect scheduling policy and the UAV does not
allocate additional time for GNs in NLoS conditions. As a
result, in the proposed scheme, all GNs are served by the same
SE Rk = 5.42 bps/Hz, ∀k, while in the LoS-based scheme,
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Fig. 6. Performance comparison.

the SE of GNs in NLoS channels is degraded, as shown by
(R1, R2, R3, R4) = (5.77, 5.36, 5.38, 5.05) bps/Hz, yielding a
performance of mink∈K Rk=5.05 bps/Hz. This demonstrates
the effectiveness of the proposed channel state determination.

Fig. 6 compares the performance in terms of the minimum
average SE (R̄) between the proposed and baseline schemes
for (a) flight time (T ), (b) transmit power of GNs (pk), and
(c) path-loss exponent for NLoS (αN).

In Fig. 6(a), the upper bound performance is achieved by
removing the maximum velocity constraints, such as in (2)
and (3), and increasing T until no further improvement is
observed. As T increases, the UAV’s maneuverability has more
degrees of freedom, allowing better optimization of its flight
trajectory and radio resources. For example, the UAV can
hover directly above the scheduled GNs for longer periods
while maintaining the LoS channel, enabling data collection
under more efficient channel conditions. As a result, increasing
T improves the minimum average SE for all schemes, and the
proposed scheme approaches the upper bound performance.
When T is small, the UAV does not have enough time to
avoid buildings, forcing the LoS-based scheme to fly at high
altitudes to prevent all buildings, similar to the fixed altitude
scheme. In this case, the LoS-based scheme optimizes the
UAV strategy without considering the channel state, so even
if the trajectories are similar, the GNs may be scheduled more
frequently under NLoS conditions, resulting in performance
degradation. However, as T increases, the LoS-based scheme
can avoid buildings at lower altitudes, improving channel
conditions compared to the fixed altitude scheme. Thus, when
T ≤ 20 s, the LoS-based scheme performs worse than the
fixed altitude scheme, but the performance reverses when
T ≥ 25 s. Similarly, for T ≤ 20 s, the fixed trajectory scheme
cannot optimize appropriately because the UAV cannot visit
all GNs even at the maximum speed, rendering performance
measurement impossible. As T increases, the UAV is able
to form a path that visits all GNs, resulting in a significant
improvement in R̄.

Fig. 6(b) shows that as pk increases, the strength of the
signal transmitted by each GN increases, enabling the UAV
to collect more data across all schemes. Moreover, Fig. 6(c)
illustrates that as αN increases, signal attenuation from the
NLoS channel increases, leading to the degradation of R̄

across all schemes. In these results, the best performance is
observed in the order of LoS-based, fixed altitude, and fixed
trajectory schemes among the baseline schemes. This suggests
that optimizing horizontal trajectory, vertical trajectory, and
channel state determination has the greatest impact on perfor-
mance improvement in this order. Furthermore, the proposed
scheme outperforms all baseline schemes by jointly optimizing
scheduling and 3D trajectory and accurately determining the
LoS and NLoS state for wireless channels.

VI. CONCLUSION

This study leveraged UAV mobility to address signal block-
age and building avoidance in urban environments. A math-
ematical model, supported by rigorous mathematical proofs,
was developed to determine wireless signal blockage caused
by cuboid-shaped buildings, ensuring that UAV trajectories
do not encroach on these buildings. Using this model, we
formulated a joint optimization problem of scheduling and
3D trajectory while accurately determining the LoS/NLoS
channel state for UAV-assisted data harvesting to maximize
the minimum uplink throughput among GNs. We also em-
ployed various optimization techniques to solve the nonconvex
MINLP problem, such as QT, SCA, BCD, the separating
hyperplane method, and an approximated indicator function.
Through comprehensive simulations, we demonstrated that
the UAV can effectively adjust its trajectory and scheduling
policy to maintain LoS channels with scheduled GNs, thereby
enhancing uplink throughput while avoiding cuboid-shaped
buildings. We expect that this study will contribute to im-
proving UAV communication performance in urban areas by
dynamically leveraging LoS channels and ensuring building
avoidance.

APPENDIX

then the segment length satisfies is less than
Consider two cuboids with the same center coordinates at

(0, 0, 0): one cuboid B has half-width WB

2 , half-length LB

2 ,
and half-height HB

2 , with representing B be the set of the
interior points of B. The other cuboid Bexp has expanded
dimensions with half-width WB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

, half-length LB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

,
and half-height HB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

where dmax < min(WB ,LB ,HB),
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and let Bexp be the set of the interior points of Bexp, therefore,
B ⊂ Bexp holds. We assume that if a line segment connects any
two points that are not contained in Bexp, i.e., q1, q2 /∈ Bexp,
then the segment length satisfies ∥q1q2∥ ≤ dmax.

There are two cases: i) when the line segment q1q2 does not
include any point p contained in Bexp, i.e., q1q2 ∩ Bexp = ∅,
and ii) when it does, i.e., q1q2 ∩ Bexp ̸= ∅.

In the first case, it is always guaranteed that q1q2 does not
include any point in B because B ⊂ Bexp.

In the second case, there are two points q′
1 and q′

2 that
intersect the line segment q1q2 with the faces forming the
cuboid Bexp. Since q1q2 includes p, the interior point of Bexp,
it is obvious that q′

1 ̸= q′
2 and ∥q′

1q
′
2∥ ≤ dmax are satisfied.

Therefore, q′
1 and q′

2 each belong to one of the six faces of the
cuboid Bexp. Subsequently, there are three possible subcases:
ii-1) when q′

1 and q′
2 belong to the parallel faces, ii-2) when

they belong to the same face, and iii-3) when they belong to
the adjacent faces.

Because of the condition ∥q1q2∥ ≤ dmax, subcase ii-1)
cannot occur. For subcase ii-2), every point of q′

1q
′
2 is not

contained in B because any point on the faces of Bexp cannot
be included in B. Finally, we must consider subcase ii-3). We
note that each face of the cuboid has the same component
for one axis, so if a point belongs to face F , we know the
axis component perpendicular to that face. For example, the
z-axis component of a point belonging to face Fz that lies
in the direction of the positive z-axis perpendicular to the
z-axis is HB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

. Here, we consider the case where q′
1

and q′
2 belong to Fz and Fy of Bexp, respectively, and then,

their respective coordinates are q′
1 =

(
x1, y1,

HB

2 + dmax

2
√
2

)
and

q′
2 =

(
x2,

LB

2 + dmax

2
√
2
, z2

)
. Notably, the same proof can be

applied even if any other two adjacent faces are selected.
We will prove by contradiction that the line segment q′

1q
′
2

does not violate the interior points of the cuboid B. Assume
q′
1q

′
2 invades B, i.e. q′

1q
′
2 ∩ B ̸= ∅, and let v = (vx, vy, vz)

be the point included in q′
1q

′
2 ∩ B. In other words, v can be

considered as an internal division point of q′
1q

′
2 as well as the

element of B. For v to be the element of B, it must satisfy
the following conditions:

−WB

2
< vx <

WB

2
, (40a)

−LB

2
< vy <

LB

2
, (40b)

−HB

2
< vz <

HB

2
. (40c)

Moreover, since v is the internal division point of q′
1q

′
2, its

components can be expressed as

vx = x1 + (x2 − x1)t, (41a)

vy = y1 +

(
LB

2
+

dmax

2
√
2
− y1

)
t

=
LB

2
+

dmax

2
√
2
+

(
y1 −

LB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)
(1− t), (41b)

vz =
HB

2
+

dmax

2
√
2
+

(
z2 −

HB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)
t, (41c)

where 0 < t < 1.
Substituting (41b) and (41c) into (40b) and (40c), we obtain

the following inequalities:

−LB − dmax

2
√
2

1− t
< y1 −

LB

2
− dmax

2
√
2
<

− dmax

2
√
2

1− t
, (42)

−HB − dmax

2
√
2

t
< z2 −

HB

2
− dmax

2
√
2
<

− dmax

2
√
2

t
. (43)

Since each LHS of (42) and (43) are always negative values,
the following inequalities can be constructed.(

y1 −
LB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

>
d2max

8(1− t)2
, (44)(

z2 −
HB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

>
d2max

8t2
. (45)

By adding (44) and (45), we can get the following inequalities:(
y1 −

LB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

+

(
z2 −

HB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

>
d2max

8

(
1

t2
+

1

(1−t)2

)
(a)

≥ d2max. (46)

Here, inequality (a) in (46) holds because f(t) = 1
t2 + 1

(1−t)2
is convex w.r.t. t for 0 < t < 1 and the minimum value of
f(t) is 8 at t = 0.5. As a result, the length of q′

1q
′
2 becomes

larger than dmax, as follows:

∥q′
1q

′
2∥2 = (x2 − x1)

2 +

(
y1 −

LB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

+

(
z2 −

HB

2
− dmax

2
√
2

)2

> d2max. (47)

This means that if q′
1q

′
2 violates the interior points of the

cuboid B, then the original assumption that ∥q1q2∥ ≤ dmax
does not hold because of ∥q′

1q
′
2∥ ≤ ∥q1q2∥, which is a

contradiction.
Therefore, we conclude that if points q1 and q2 are not

contained in Bexp, the line segment q1q2 never violates the
cuboid B.

REFERENCES

[1] X. Lin, V. Yajnanarayana, S. D. Muruganathan, S. Gao, H. Asplund, H.-
L. Maattanen, M. Bergstrom, S. Euler, and Y.-P. E. Wang, “The sky is
not the limit: LTE for unmanned aerial vehicles,” IEEE Commun. Mag.,
vol. 56, no. 4, pp. 204-210, Apr. 2018.

[2] Q. Wu et al., “A comprehensive overview on 5G-and-beyond networks
with UAVs: From communications to sensing and intelligence,” IEEE J.
Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 10, pp. 2912-2945, Oct. 2021.

[3] A. A. Khuwaja, Y. Chen, N. Zhao, M. -S. Alouini, and P. Dobbins, “A
survey of channel modeling for UAV communications,” IEEE Commun.
Surveys Tuts., vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 2804-2821, 4th Quart., 2018.

[4] R. Fan, J. Cui, S. Jin, K. Yang, and J. An, “Optimal node placement and
resource allocation for UAV relaying network,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol.
22, no. 4, pp. 808-811, Apr. 2018.

[5] S. Eom, H. Lee, J. Park, and I. Lee, “UAV-aided wireless communication
designs with propulsion energy limitations,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol.,
vol. 69, no. 1, pp. 651-662, Jan. 2020.

[6] J.-M. Kang and C.-J. Chun, “Joint trajectory design, tx power allocation,
and rx power splitting for UAV-enabled multicasting SWIPT systems,”
IEEE Syst. J., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 3740-3743, Sep. 2020.



11

[7] K. Heo, H.-H. Choi, and K. Lee, “Joint trajectory and resource optimiza-
tion for UAV-assisted SWIPT systems: A comparative study of linear and
nonlinear energy harvesting models,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 11, no.
24, pp. 40293-40305, Dec. 2024.

[8] G. Park, K. Heo, W. Lee, and K. Lee, “UAV-assisted wireless-powered
two-way communications,” IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 25, no.
3, pp. 2641-2655, Mar. 2024.

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

[10] C. Kim, H.-H. Choi, and K. Lee, “Joint optimization of trajectory and
resource allocation for multi-UAV-enabled wireless-powered communi-
cation networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 72, no. 9, pp. 5752-5764,
Sep. 2024.

[11] X. Zhou, Q. Wu, S. Yan, F. Shu, and J. Li, “UAV-enabled secure
communications: Joint trajectory and transmit power optimization,” IEEE
Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 4, pp. 4069-4073, Apr. 2019.

[12] K. Heo, W. Lee, and K. Lee, “UAV-assisted wireless-powered secure
communications: Integration of optimization and deep learning,” IEEE
Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 23, no. 9, pp. 10530-10545, Sep. 2024.

[13] A. Al-Hourani, S. Kandeepan, and S. Lardner, “Optimal LAP altitude
for maximum coverage,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 3, no. 6, pp.
569-572, Dec. 2014.

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

[15] C. You and R. Zhang, “Hybrid offline-online design for UAV-enabled
data harvesting in probabilistic LoS channels,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 19, no. 6, pp. 3753-3768, Jun. 2020.

[16] A. Meng, X. Gao, Y. Zhao, and Z. Yang, “Three-dimensional trajectory
optimization for energy-constrained UAV-enabled IoT system in proba-
bilistic LoS channel,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 1109-
1121, Jan. 2022.

[17] B. Duo, Q. Wu, X. Yuan, and R. Zhang, “Anti-jamming 3D trajectory
design for UAV-enabled wireless sensor networks under probabilistic LoS
channel,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 69, no. 12, pp. 16288-16293,
Dec. 2020.

[18] W. Luo, Y. Shen, B. Yang, S. Wang, and X. Guan, “Joint 3-D trajectory
and resource optimization in multi-UAV-enabled IoT networks with
wireless power transfer,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 8, no. 10, pp.
7833-7848, May 2021.

[19] B. Duo, H. Hu, Y. Li, Y. Hu, and X. Zhu, “Robust 3D trajectory and
power design in probabilistic LoS channel for UAV-enabled cooperative
jamming,” Veh. Commun., vol. 32, p. 100387, Dec. 2021.

[20] B. Duo, Y. Li, H. Hu, J. Luo, Y. Hu, and Z. Wang, “Joint robust
3D trajectory and communication design for dual-UAV enabled secure
communications in probabilistic LoS channel,” Ad Hoc Networks, vol.
121, p. 102592, Oct. 2021.

[21] P. Yi, L. Zhu, L. Zhu, Z. Xiao, Z. Han, and X. -G. Xia, “Joint 3-
D positioning and power allocation for UAV relay aided by geographic
information,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 10, pp. 8148-
8162, Oct. 2022.

[22] Y. Cai, W. Yuan, Z. Wei, C. Liu, S. Hu, and D. W. Kwan Ng, “Trajectory
design and resource allocation for UAV-enabled data collection in wireless
sensor networks with 3D blockages,” in Proc. 2022 1st International
Conference on 6G Networking (6GNet), Paris, France, Jul. 2022, pp. 1-8.

[23] P. Yi, L. Zhu, Z. Xiao, R. Zhang, Z. Han, and X. -G. Xia, “3-D
positioning and resource allocation for multi-UAV base stations under
blockage-aware channel model,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 23,
no. 3, pp. 2453-2468, Mar. 2024.

[24] P. Yi, L. Zhu, Z. Xiao, R. Zhang, Z. Han, and X. -G. Xia, “Trajectory
design and resource allocation for multi-UAV communications under
blockage-aware channel model,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 72, no. 4,
pp. 2324-2338, Apr. 2024.

[25] R. Li et al., “Joint trajectory and resource allocation design for UAV
communication systems,” in Proc. 2018 IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC
Wkshps), Abu Dhabi, UAE, 2018, pp. 1-6.

[26] R. Li, Z. Wei, L. Yang, D. W. K. Ng, J. Yuan, and J. An, “Resource
allocation for secure multi-UAV communication systems with multi-
eavesdropper,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 4490-4506,
Jul. 2020.

[27] Y. Gao, H. Tang, B. Li, and X. Yuan, “Joint trajectory and power design
for UAV-enabled secure communications with no-fly zone constraints,”
IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 44459-44470, 2019.

[28] K. Heo, G. Park, and K. Lee, “Joint optimization of UAV trajectory
and communication resources with complete avoidance of no-fly-zones,”

IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 25, no. 10, pp. 14259-14265, Oct.
2024.

[29] M. Grant and S. Boyd. (2017). CVX: MATLAB Software for
Disciplined Convex Programming, Version 2.1. [Online]. Available:
http://cvxr.com/cvx.

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

[31] K. Shen and W. Yu, “Fractional programming for communication
systems-part I: Power control and beamforming,” IEEE Trans. Signal
Process., vol. 66, no. 10, pp. 2616-2630, May 2018.

[32] A. Ben-Tal and A. Nemirovski, Lectures on Modern Convex Optimiza-
tion: Analysis, Algorithms, and Engineering Applications, Philadelphia,
PA, USA: SIAM, 2001.

http://cvxr.com/cvx

	Introduction
	System Model and Problem Formulation
	Channel State Determination and Problem Reformulation
	Proposed Algorithm
	Scheduling Optimization
	3D Trajectory and LoS indicator Optimization
	Constraint on Channel State Determination (16)
	Constraint on Building Avoidance (7)
	Constraint on Minimum Spectral Efficiency (21)
	Problem Transformation

	Procedure of Proposed Algorithm

	Simulation Results and Discussions
	Conclusion
	References

