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Abstract—We study over-the-air (OTA) federated learning (FL)
for energy harvesting devices with heterogeneous data distri-
bution over wireless fading multiple access channel (MAC). To
address the impact of low energy arrivals and data heterogeneity
on global learning, we propose user scheduling strategies. Specif-
ically, we develop two approaches: 1) entropy-based scheduling
for known data distributions and 2) least-squares-based user
representation estimation for scheduling with unknown data
distributions at the parameter server. Both methods aim to
select diverse users, mitigating bias and enhancing convergence.
Numerical and analytical results demonstrate improved learning
performance by reducing redundancy and conserving energy.

Index Terms—Federated learning, over-the-air, fading MAC,
energy harvesting, device scheduling, least-squares estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the growing number of devices collecting high-quality
data, vast amounts of practical information are available
for machine learning (ML) applications. Traditional ML ap-
proaches require centralized data sharing, demanding sig-
nificant resources and raising privacy concerns. To address
these issues, Federated Learning (FL) enables collaborative
model training without sharing local data, ensuring privacy,
low latency, and improved learning quality [1], [2]. However,
FL relies on iterative transmission of local updates from
mobile users (MUs) to the parameter server (PS), making
communication bandwidth a key bottleneck [3]. Over-the-air
(OTA) computation addresses this issue by leveraging wireless
multiple access channel (MAC) to aggregate updates directly
during transmission [3], [4]. Multiple receive antennas with
combining techniques in OTA FL can mitigate channel effects
and alleviate fading, enabling convergence even with blind
transmitters lacking channel state information (CSI) [5].

The deployment of FL faces many challenges, such as
hardware impairments, data distribution issues, and limited
energy for MUs. To address energy constraints, energy har-
vesting (EH) devices are widely used to obtain energy from
the environment, with studies exploring the channel capacity
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with various battery sizes [6]. For FL with OTA EH devices,
studies have examined joint user selection and receive beam-
forming [7], weighted averaging to prevent bias [8], transceiver
optimization [9], and Markov decision processes for joint
scheduling and power management [10].

Studies on FL with non-independent and identically dis-
tributed (non-i.i.d.) data show that heterogeneous local datasets
significantly impact model accuracy and convergence [11],
[12]. In [13], a deep reinforcement learning-based user se-
lection framework is utilized to mitigate bias by exploiting
the relationships between user updates and data distributions.
In [14], clustered sampling is used to schedule users based on
cosine similarity, improving representation. In [15], federated
averaging with diverse user selection is employed to approx-
imate full participation gradients, reducing redundancy from
similar data. These studies assume user updates reflect data
distributions, relying on separate transmission of user updates.
In contrast, our OTA FL setup uses noisy aggregated updates
transmitted simultaneously by all scheduled users, eliminating
the need for separate-transmission resource allocation.

In this work, we explore diverse user selection for FL with
energy harvesting devices and heterogeneous data distribution
by scheduling active users based on their data distribution
using over-the-air transmission. Firstly, we select a subset of
users that achieves a uniform data distribution using exact data
distribution information to ensure the aggregate of selected
users’ updates approximates that of all users. Next, since
knowing data distribution raises privacy concerns, we estimate
user updates from aggregated signals on the PS via least-
squares estimation (LSE), enabling user selection without
revealing data distribution information. Unlike existing works,
we use OTA aggregated signals instead of individual user
updates for transmission efficiency along with participation
information to estimate local model update representations.
These representative updates are utilized to group users into
clusters, improving learning performance and identifying re-
dundant information in the system.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the
FL setup and EH devices. Section III analyzes OTA FL for
EH devices with a unit-sized battery and provides convergence
analysis. In Section IV, we propose update estimation and
user scheduling policies, with numerical results presented in
Section V. We conclude the paper in Section VI.
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Notations: For vectors x and y of the same dimension, x◦y
denotes element-wise product. We define [i] = {1, . . . , i}.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an FL system with heterogeneous data distri-
bution for M energy harvesting devices. We assume that the
mobile users do not have CSI and transmit their updates to the
PS through a fading MAC using over-the-air transmission. The
PS employs K receive antennas to align the received signals in
the absence of CSI at the transmitters (CSIT) using aggregated
channel information.

In FL, the primary objective is to minimize a global loss
function, denoted as F (θ), collaboratively across M devices,
where θ ∈ R2N represents the parameters of the global model
to be optimized. The global loss function is defined as

F (θ) =
1

B

M∑
m=1

|Bm|
B

Fm(θ), (1)

where Fm(θ) represents the average empirical local loss for
the m-th user with model parameters θ. For m-th user with
local dataset Bm, for m ∈ [M ], and B ≜

∑M
m=1 |Bm|, we

have

Fm (θ) =
1

|Bm|
∑

u∈Bm

f (θ,u) , (2)

with f(θ, u) as the empirical loss function corresponding to
the u-th data sample in the local dataset Bm.

In FL with EH devices, unlike traditional FL, the limited
energy availability can cause some users to lack sufficient
energy to perform local computations and transmissions. Con-
sequently, contributions will only come from the MUs that
have enough energy and are selected based on the scheduling
policy. At each global iteration t, the PS broadcasts the latest
global model, θ(t). In response, the selected MUs perform
τ iterations of local stochastic gradient descent (SGD) to
minimize their individual local loss functions, Fm(θ), for
m ∈ S(t), where S(t) is the set of scheduled users. Sub-
sequently, the model updates obtained by the mobile users are
transmitted back to the PS to contribute to the global learning
process.

To compute the local model updates, the m-th user at the
i-th local and t-th global iteration performs the local iterations
of SGD with the following update rule:

θi+1
m (t) = θi

m(t)− ηim(t)∇Fm(θi
m(t), ξim(t)), (3)

where i ∈ [τ ], ηim(t) is the learning rate and
∇Fm

(
θi
m(t), ξim(t)

)
represents the stochastic gradient es-

timate for the θi
m(t) and the local mini-batch sample ξim

randomly chosen from the local dataset Bm.
After completing the local SGD steps, the m-th user com-

putes the model update, which is aimed to be shared with the
PS as

∆θm(t) = θτ
m(t)− θ1

m(t). (4)

Using over-the-air transmission over a fading MAC, the
received signal at the k-th antenna of the PS at iteration t
is given as

yPS,k(t) =
∑

m∈S(t)

hm,k(t) ◦ xm(t) + zPS,k(t), (5)

where xm(t) is the signal transmitted by the m-th user, and
hm,k(t) is the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
channel gains from the m-th user to the k-th antenna with
entries hn

m,k(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
h). Similarly, znPS,k(t) denotes

the n-th entry of the channel noise, zPS,k(t), which is i.i.d.
circularly symmetric additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
and is distributed according to CN (0, σ2

z).
The PS uses the received signals from K antennas to update

the global model as

θPS(t+ 1) = θPS(t) + ∆θ̂PS(t), (6)

where θPS(t) represents the global model vector at the server
at global iteration t and ∆θ̂PS(t) is the noisy estimate of the
average of the local updates. Note that if there were no noise
or fading, the average of the local updates would be

∆θPS(t) =
1

|S(t)|
∑

m∈S(t)

∆θm(t). (7)

A. EH Devices
We study FL with OTA for EH devices, each with a unit-

sized battery. At each global iteration, devices harvest energy
with varying success, storing it for future use following the
harvest-store-use approach [16]. Surplus energy is lost if the
battery is full during energy arrivals. Local SGD and update
transmissions consume one energy unit global per iteration,
highlighting stochastic energy availability as a key constraint.

We consider a Bernoulli energy arrival process where, at
each global iteration t, the m-th user receives unit energy
with probability pme (t). Active users consume available battery
energy, while inactive users store it for future use. Energy
arrivals are shared with the PS after each iteration, as in [7],
[9].

III. OTA FL WITH EH DEVICES WITH UNIT BATTERY

In this section, we consider FL with OTA aggregation,
where only active users contribute to the iterations due to lim-
ited energy arrivals and provide a brief convergence analysis.

The model updates of the scheduled users, ∆θcx
m (t) ∈ CN ,

m ∈ S(t), are transmitted as complex signals at iteration t,
represented as

∆θre
m(t) ≜

[
∆θ1m(t),∆θ2m(t), . . . ,∆θNm(t)

]T
, (8a)

∆θim
m (t) ≜

[
∆θN+1

m (t),∆θN+2
m (t), . . . ,∆θ2Nm (t)

]T
, (8b)

∆θcx
m (t) ≜ ∆θre

m(t) + j∆θim
m (t). (8c)

Using the channel output at each antenna as defined in (5),
the PS combines signals from K antennas using the sum of
the channel gains from the scheduled users to each antenna as

yPS(t) =
1

K

K∑
k=1

 ∑
m∈S(t)

hm,k(t)

∗

◦ yPS,k(t). (9)



where the received signals yPS,k(t)’s are given in (5) for the
transmitted signal ∆θcx

m (t).
The n-th symbol of (9) can be partition into three signals

ynPS(t) =
∑

m∈S(t)

(
1

K

K∑
k=1

|hn
m,k(t)|2

)
∆θn,cxm (t)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
yn,sig
PS (t)(signal term)

+
1

K

∑
m∈S(t)

∑
m′∈S(t)

m′ ̸=m

K∑
k=1

(hn
m,k(t))

∗hn
m′,k(t)∆θn,cxm′ (t)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
yn,int
PS (t)(interference term)

+
1

K

∑
m∈S(t)

K∑
k=1

(hn
m,k(t))

∗znPS,k(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
yn,noise
PS (t)(noise term)

. (10)

As shown in [5], the variance of the interference coefficient
∆θn,cxm′ (t) decreases with the number of antennas K. Hence,
a sufficient number of antennas allows for accurate estimation
and recovery of noisy aggregated updates as

∆θ̂
n

PS(t) =
1

|S(t)|σ2
h

Re{ynPS(t)}, (11a)

∆θ̂
n+N

PS (t) =
1

|S(t)|σ2
h

Im{ynPS(t)}, (11b)

to update the global model, as in (6).

A. Convergence Analysis

In this section, we provide convergence analysis for the OTA
FL with EH devices and no CSIT by upper-bounding the gap
between our model estimate and the optimal model.

The optimal solution minimizing (1) is θ∗ ≜
argminθ F (θ), with optimal loss F ∗ = F (θ∗).
For user m ∈ [M ], the optimal local model is
θ∗
m ≜ argminθm

Fm(θm), with corresponding loss
F ∗
m = F (θ∗

m).
1) Preliminaries: The amount of bias and heterogeneity

across devices is represented by the following non-negative
parameter

Γ = F ∗ −
M∑

m=1

Bm

B
F ∗
m, (12)

A higher Γ indicates significant non-i.i.d. data distribution,
while Γ → 0 reflects near i.i.d..

We consider the same learning rate across users and local
iterations, ηim(t) = η(t), but allow it to vary between global
iterations. The local model update at the m-th user for global
iteration t and local iteration i ∈ [τ ] is given as

θi+1
m (t) −θ1

m(t) = −η(t)

i∑
l=1

∇Fm

(
θl
m(t), ξlm(t)

)
. (13)

To perform the convergence analysis, similar to the existing
studies [5], [17], [18], we assume that the loss functions

F1, . . . , FM are all L-smooth and µ-strongly convex. Also, it
is assumed that the expected squared ℓ2-norm of the stochastic
gradients is bounded; that is, for all i ∈ [τ ], m ∈ [M ], and t,
we have Eξ

[∥∥∇Fm

(
θi
m(t), ξim(t)

)∥∥2
2

]
≤ G2.

2) Convergence Rate: For the convergence analysis of OTA
FL with EH devices and data heterogeneity, we begin by ana-
lyzing the convergence by comparing the optimal model with
our system model, where only a subset of users participate in
each iteration. Using these findings, we guide user scheduling
decisions to minimize the discrepancy in this bound. Our main
result is as follows.

Theorem 1. For 0 < η(t) ≤ min
{
1, 1

µτ

}
,∀t. We have

E
[
∥θ(t)− θ∗∥22

]
≤

(
t−1∏
i=0

A(i)

)
∥θ(0)− θ∗∥22

+

t−1∑
j=0

B(j)

t−1∏
i=j+1

A(i), (14)

with

A(i) ≜1− µη(i) (τ − η(i)(τ − 1)) , (15)

B(i) ≜
η2(i)τ2G2

K
+

σ2
zN

α2
iK|S(i)|σ2

h

+ (1 + µ(1− η(i))) η2(i)G2 τ(τ − 1)(2τ − 1)

6
+ η2(i)(τ2 + τ − 1)G2 + 2η(i)(τ − 1)Γ

+
(
η2(t)τ(τ − 1)LG+ η(t)τϵ

)2
+
(
η2(t)τ(τ − 1)LG+ η(t)τϵ

)
c, (16)

for some constant c ≥ 0.

Proof. See Appendix A.

We note that A(i) represents the decay rate of the distance
from the initial starting point to the optimal solution. In B(i),
the first two terms represent the transmission error due to the
wireless fading MAC with blind transmitters, and the third and
fourth terms are related to federated averaging. Additionally,
we emphasize that the last two terms represent the error caused
by partial user participation similar to [15], with ϵ in (16) being
the gradient approximation error and defined as follows

ϵ ≜

∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1

M

M∑
m=1

∇Fm(θm(t))− 1

|S(t)|
∑

m∈S(t)

∇Fm(θm(t))

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

(17)

Via user scheduling, our aim is to select the subset of users
with the average local updates closest to the full participation
case, thereby minimizing the error ϵ in (17). Hence, in the next
section, we propose user selection and scheduling approaches
that minimize the distance between the trained FL model and
the optimal model, even in scenarios involving EH devices and
highly non-i.i.d. data distributions.



IV. UPDATE ESTIMATION AND USER SCHEDULING

In this section, we demonstrate that the data distribution
of users is critical in the scheduling procedure, especially for
highly non-i.i.d data distributions, and can be used to minimize
the error bound related to the partial participation charac-
teristics of EH devices. First, we propose an entropy-based
user scheduling policy with known data distribution. Then,
we extend our discussion to the unknown data distribution
case and show that the data distribution characteristics can be
estimated via least-squares to be used in user scheduling.

A. Entropy-based User Scheduling with Known Data Distri-
butions

Assuming all MUs reveal their data distribution to the
PS beforehand, our method selects a subset of users that
effectively represents all data labels in the network. Based on
this, the PS characterizes the label distribution of each user
m ∈ [M ] as Lm = [lm,0, lm,1, . . . , lm,Nc−1], where Nc is the
total number of classes, and lm,nc represents the portion of the
m-th user’s data corresponding to label nc. At each iteration,
the PS computes the label distribution for all available user
subsets as a probability mass function and selects the one
with the highest Shannon entropy, indicating the most balanced
label distribution available. While this strategy is similar to
that in [19], we extend our approach to a more practical setup
that incorporates OTA transmission, wireless fading MAC, and
blind transmitters, showing the effectiveness of entropy-based
user selection for EH devices under practical constraints.

B. User Clustering and Scheduling with Unknown Data Dis-
tribution

We consider a more realistic case, where the PS lacks data
distribution information, ensuring a level of user privacy.

For user scheduling, we rely on the relationship between
the model updates from users and their underlying data dis-
tribution, similar to studies in [13]–[15]. Unlike these studies,
our approach is constrained to using a noisy estimate of the
sum of updates provided by all selected users at a given
iteration. We demonstrate that a representation of the user
updates can be estimated at the PS, allowing users to be
grouped into clusters based on the similarities between their
representations to minimize error from partial participation in
(17). This approach selects suitable users while preventing
redundant information transfer and conserving energy under
the constraints of EH devices.

To achieve this, we use LSE to create a representation
of the updates. Over T estimation iterations, the PS stores
normalized global updates from (11) while all the active users
participate without scheduling, termed the estimation phase.
Note that we normalize user updates to unit norm to mitigate
scale discrepancies. At the end of this estimation window,
PS estimates representative updates based on stored global
updates and participation information. We emphasize that the
goal is to estimate a representation of user updates rather than
recovering the individual updates themselves.

We define a matrix Θ̂PS , whose rows represent global
model updates ∆θ̂PS(t) from (11). For the j-th iteration with
j ≤ T , the j-th row of this matrix can be expressed as
Θ̂PS,j = AjΘj + N

′

j , where Aj is a binary participation
vector with Aj ∈ {0, 1}1×M , and Θj ∈ RM×2N , with each
row representing the local model update for a specific user
m ∈ [M ], denoted as ∆θj,m. Additionally, N

′

j ∈ R1×2N ,
whose d-th element is denoted by N

′

j,d for d ∈ [2N ], repre-
sents the effective noise arising from MAC fading, AWGN,
and PS combining errors. Θ̂PS,j is expressed as:

Θ̂PS,j = Aj

∆θj,1

...
∆θj,M

 +
[
N

′

j,1 . . . N
′

j,2N

]
. (18)

We also define Θrep ∈ RM×2N as a representation of local
updates. Using this, Θ̂PS,j can be written as:

Θ̂PS,j = Aj(Θrep +Θdiff,j) +N
′

j , (19)

where Θdiff,j is defined as the difference between Θrep−Θj .
Combining (19) for j ∈ {1, . . . , T} and defining a total noise
term N∗

j ≜ AjΘdiff,j+N
′

j , which represents the noise due to
the channel, interference from the blind transmitters, and the
difference between representative updates and the real updates,
we obtain

Θ̂PS = AΘrep +N∗, (20)

where Θ̂PS = [∆θ̂PS(t − T + 1); · · · ; ∆θ̂PS(t)] ∈ RT×2N

and ‘;’ represents row-wise concatenation. Additionally, we
have A ∈ {0, 1}T×M , Θrep ∈ RM×2N and N∗ ∈ RT×2N .

By solving LSE for (20), we can get an estimate for the
representative updates as Θ̂rep. Using this representation, the
PS can infer the characteristics of the users’ data distribution
as a similarity between user representations, which can then
be utilized in the user selection procedure.

Due to the limited and stochastic energy arrivals, some users
might dominate the training and create a bias towards certain
labels and certain users. By employing cosine similarity, users
are clustered into groups to promote diverse user contributions
by selecting the expected number of users based on energy
distribution from each cluster to ensure unbiased training. This
approach helps to reduce the bias due to the non-i.i.d data and
provides fair performance among clients, as noted similarly in
[13], [15].

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of our proposed
user scheduling methods across multiple scenarios. We con-
sider image classification tasks on the MNIST [20], FMNIST
[21], and CIFAR-10 [22] datasets under non-i.i.d. data distri-
butions. For MNIST and FMNIST, we use a single-layer neural
network with 784 input and 10 output neurons (2N = 7850).
For CIFAR-10, we use a convolutional neural network (CNN)
(2N = 797962) as in [23]. Training is performed by SGD
with a learning rate of 0.05 and a scheduler, τ = 5 and mini-
batch size |ξm(t)| = 100 for MNIST and FMNIST, and τ = 3
and |ξm(t)| = 128 for CIFAR-10.
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Fig. 1: The mean test accuracy of entropy-based scheduling for CIFAR-10
with M = 100, |Bm| = 500 and pme (t) = 0.1, ∀m, t.

To simulate highly non-i.i.d. data, we consider two different
distribution scenarios. In the first scenario, users receive data
limited to a fixed number of labels, either 1 or 2 classes as-
signed per user. In the second one, we sample pm ∼ DirNc

(β)
with pm = [pm,0, · · · , pm,Nc−1], and user m receives pm,nc

portion of its data from class nc ∈ [Nc]. β is a Dirichlet
distribution parameter, where smaller values of β lead to more
unbalanced partitions.

We evaluate the performance of our wireless OTA FL with
highly non-i.i.d data against a baseline scenario without user
scheduling, where users participate in the global learning pro-
cess whenever they have energy. Throughout the simulations,
users are connected to a PS through wireless fading MAC
where channel gains from each user to each PS antenna are
i.i.d., with parameters K = 200, σ2

h = 1, and σ2
z = 0.1.

In Fig. 1, we demonstrate the performance of entropy-based
scheduling for CIFAR-10 dataset with β ∈ {0.1, 0.2} for M =
100 users with |Bm| = 500 and pme (t) = 0.1 for m ∈ [M ]. We
observe that the gains from our scheme are more significant
in scenarios with greater heterogeneity for both the error-free
and OTA FL cases. As shown in the figure, as the distribution
becomes more heterogeneous as in Fig 1a, (i.e., β = 0.1), the
impact of entropy-based scheduling increases.

Fig. 2 shows the mean test accuracies for data distributions
with 1 class and 2 classes per user on the MNIST dataset
with M = 40, |Bm| = 1250, pme (t) = 0.25 for m ∈ [M ] and
estimation phases of T = 100 and T = 200 iterations. In both
cases, entropy-based scheduling results in higher and more
stable accuracy levels. For the unknown data distribution, the
PS estimates local user representations after T iterations and
groups users into 10 clusters, scheduling one user per cluster
for each iteration, similar to [13]. Similar to the previous case,
our scheme achieves higher gains in scenarios with greater
heterogeneity. One reason for this is that estimation becomes
more difficult when users are more similar, i.e., with less
heterogeneous distribution, clustering based on the estimations
becomes harder as well. However, scheduling still offers a
performance gain compared to no scheduling baseline, even
when data distributions are less heterogeneous.

In Fig. 3, we illustrate the performance of our scheduling
policies with 10 clusters for the MNIST dataset with M = 20
users, where |Bm| = 2500, pme (t) = 0.5 and FMNIST dataset
with M = 40 users, where |Bm| = 1250, pme (t) = 0.25 for
m ∈ [M ]. For known data distributions, the entropy-based
scheduling method outperforms the no-scheduling baseline
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Fig. 2: The mean test accuracy for MNIST with M = 40, |Bm| = 1250 and
pme (t) = 0.25, ∀m, t.
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Fig. 3: The mean test accuracy for MNIST and FMNIST.

approach. For unknown data distributions, the global model’s
performance improves after the estimation phase, approaching
the entropy-based case.

The results above demonstrate that our entropy-based
scheduling approach, leveraging users’ data distributions, gives
a performance boost for OTA FL with EH devices over
a wireless MAC channel with blind transmitters, yielding
higher and more stable accuracy levels. Moreover, the results
demonstrated that in cases of unknown data distributions, user
representations can be estimated on the PS side to schedule
diverse users, preserve privacy, eliminate redundant update
transfers, and improve learning performance. In both entropy-
based and LSE-based methods, we select diverse users to
achieve a uniform data distribution, closely approximating full
participation updates and minimizing error in (17).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we study user scheduling and user represen-
tation estimation for OTA FL with EH devices over wireless
fading MAC with highly heterogeneous data distribution. For
both known and unknown data distribution scenarios, our
framework proposes user scheduling based on the relations
of users. We analyze the convergence rate for the OTA FL
with EH devices and demonstrate the effect of user scheduling.
While our first proposed entropy-based approach uses label
data distribution information to reduce the error in the conver-
gence bound, our second least squares estimation approach
enables the PS to infer user relationships for scheduling
without compromising privacy. The numerical results from
various setups demonstrate that performing user scheduling
and update estimation significantly enhances performance,
especially in highly heterogeneous distributions. A potential
future direction is to implement clustered federated learning
for the user clusters derived from our estimation.



APPENDIX A
We define:

w(t+ 1) ≜ θPS(t) +
1

|S(t)|
∑

m∈S(t)

∆θm(t), (21)

v(t+ 1) ≜ θPS(t) +
1

M

M∑
m=1

∆θm(t). (22)

From (6), we have θPS(t + 1) = θPS(t) + ∆θ̂PS(t). Using
this, we can derive

∥θPS(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
= ∥θPS(t+ 1)−w(t+ 1) +w(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
= ∥θPS(t+ 1)−w(t+ 1)∥22 + ∥w(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
+ 2⟨θPS(t+ 1)−w(t+ 1),w(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩. (23)

To bound these terms, we employ the following lemmas.

Lemma 1. For the first and third terms in (23), we have

E
[
∥θPS(t+ 1)−w(t+ 1)∥22

]
≤ η2(t)τ2G2

K
+

σ2
zN

α2
tK|S(t)|σ2

h

,

and

E
[
⟨θPS(t+ 1)−w(t+ 1),w(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩

]
= 0.

Proof. The proofs are similar to Lemmas 1 and 3 in [5].

For the second term in (23), we proceed as follows:

∥w(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
= ∥w(t+ 1)− v(t+ 1) + v(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
= ∥w(t+ 1)− v(t+ 1)∥22 + ∥v(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22
+ 2⟨w(t+ 1)− v(t+ 1),v(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩. (24)

Lemma 2. For the second term in (24), we have

E
[
∥v(t+ 1)− θ∗∥22

]
≤ (1− µη(t) (τ − η(t)(τ − 1)))E

[
∥θPS(t) − θ∗∥22

]
+ (1 + µ(1− η(t))) η2(t)G2 τ(τ − 1)(2τ − 1)

6
+ η2(t)(τ2 + τ − 1)G2 + 2η(t)(τ − 1)Γ. (25)

Proof. The proof follows the same argument in [5, Lemma
2].

Lemma 3. For the first term in (24), we have

E
[
∥w(t+ 1)− v(t+ 1)∥22

]
=
(
η2(t)τ(τ − 1)LG+ η(t)τϵ

)2
.

Proof. The proof is similar to [15, Lemma 1].

Lemma 4. The third term in (24) is bounded by

E [2⟨w(t+ 1)− v(t+ 1),v(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩]
≤
(
η2(t)τ(τ − 1)LG+ η(t)τϵ

)
c, (26)

for some constant c ≥ 0, which is related to Γ, G and µ.

Proof. The proof follows a similar line as Lemma 1 in [15].
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air federated edge learning with hierarchical clustering,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 23, no. 12, pp. 17 856–17 871, Dec. 2024.

[19] A. Lutz, G. Steidl, K. Müller, and W. Samek, “Optimizing federated
learning by entropy-based client selection,” arXiv preprint 2411.01240,
2024.

[20] Y. LeCun, “The MNIST database of handwritten digits,”
http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/, 1998.

[21] H. Xiao, K. Rasul, and R. Vollgraf, “Fashion-MNIST: a novel image
dataset for benchmarking machine learning algorithms,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1708.07747, 2017.

[22] A. Krizhevsky, “Learning multiple layers of features from tiny images,”
M.S. thesis, University of Toronto, Department of Computer Science,
Toronto, ON, Canada, 2009.

[23] D. A. E. Acar, Y. Zhao, R. Matas, M. Mattina, P. Whatmough, and
V. Saligrama, “Federated learning based on dynamic regularization,”
in International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), May
2021, p. 1–36.


	Introduction
	System Model
	EH Devices

	OTA FL with EH Devices with Unit Battery
	Convergence Analysis
	Preliminaries
	Convergence Rate


	Update Estimation and User Scheduling
	Entropy-based User Scheduling with Known Data Distributions
	User Clustering and Scheduling with Unknown Data Distribution

	Numerical Results
	Conclusions
	References

