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Abstract—In critical situations such as natural disasters, net-
work outages, battlefield communication, or large-scale public
events, Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) offer a promising
approach to maximize wireless coverage for affected users in
the shortest possible time. In this paper, we propose a novel
framework where multiple UAVs are deployed with the objective
to maximize the number of served user equipment (UEs) while
ensuring a predefined data rate threshold. UEs are initially
clustered using a K-means algorithm, and UAVs are optimally po-
sitioned based on the UEs’ spatial distribution. To optimize power
allocation and mitigate inter-cluster interference, we employ the
Multi-Agent Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (MADDPG)
algorithm, considering both LOS and NLOS fading. Simulation
results demonstrate that our method significantly enhances UEs
coverage and outperforms Deep Q-Network (DQN) and equal
power distribution methods, improving their UE coverage by up
to 2.07 times and 8.84 times, respectively.

Index Terms—UAV-assisted communication, deep reinforce-
ment learning, MADDPG, k-means clustering, power allocation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless communication networks are evolving to sup-
port the increasing demand for high data rates and low-
latency services [1]. Traditional terrestrial infrastructure faces
challenges in providing seamless coverage, particularly in
remote, disaster-struck, or high-density urban environments.
As a result, UAV-assisted communication has emerged as a
viable solution to complement existing networks and provide
on-demand connectivity. UAVs, functioning as aerial base
stations, offer flexibility in deployment, mobility for coverage
optimization, and the ability to adapt to dynamic network
conditions [2]–[4]. However, effective UAV placement and
power allocation remain critical challenges due to interfer-
ence and fading conditions [5]. To address these challenges,
we introduce a novel framework for UAV deployment and
resource management to maximize the number of UE served
at a predefined data rate threshold. Much previous work has
applied DRL approaches [6]–[8], such as DQN [9], DDPG
[10], [11], SAC [12], and PPO [13]. We believe that adopting
a multi-agent DRL framework could provide a highly effective
solution for multi-UAV scenarios.

Our approach begins with the uniform distribution of UE on
a grid, followed by K-means clustering to form UE groups.
Each cluster is assigned a UAV, which is optimally positioned

based on spatial distribution of UEs. To manage power al-
location efficiently and mitigate interference, we employ the
MADDPG algorithm, a reinforcement learning (RL)-based
technique that enables cooperative decision-making among
multiple UAVs. Furthermore, our model incorporates both
LOS and NLOS fading effects to ensure realistic channel
modeling. The contributions of this work are as follows:

• Propose a K-means clustering-based approach for UEs
grouping, UAVs’ allocation, and determine the optimal
UAV positions.

• Integrate MADDPG with dynamic power allocation, im-
proving multi-UAVs coverage efficiency and interference
management.

Compared to centralized DQN and equal power allocation,
the proposed decentralized MADDPG strategy improves UE
service efficiency by up to 2.07 times and 8.84 times, respec-
tively.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
discusses related works. Section III presents the system model
and problem formulation. Section IV details the proposed so-
lution methodology, and Section V provides simulation results
and performance analysis. Finally, Section VI concludes the
paper and outlines future research directions.

II. RELATED WORK

The optimization of power allocation and deployment strate-
gies in UAV-assisted systems has garnered significant atten-
tion, particularly in mobile edge computing (MEC) scenarios
and energy-efficient UAV operations. Several studies have
employed RL techniques to address these challenges, focusing
on trajectory design, task offloading, and energy management.
[1] proposed various MEC frameworks utilizing MADDPG
algorithms to optimize task scheduling, trajectory planning,
and resource allocation. These studies demonstrated significant
improvements in energy efficiency, reduced task processing
delays, and fairness in resource distribution across UAVs.
Additionally, [14] extended these approaches to ensure geo-
graphical and load fairness while optimizing energy consump-
tion for UAV-assisted MEC networks. For energy-efficient
UAV path planning, [5], [15] introduced MADDPG-based
algorithms that minimized energy usage through techniques
like pruning and optimization of neuron layers, as well as
by addressing eavesdropping threats in MEC systems with
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ground-based jamming. Similarly, [16] developed a decentral-
ized trajectory and power control algorithm for UAV base sta-
tions (ABSs), achieving high UE satisfaction and operational
scalability using centralized training with decentralized exe-
cution paradigms. In air-ground collaborative networks, [17]
proposed multi-UAV systems leveraging Lyapunov optimiza-
tion and MADDPG for adaptive task offloading, service in-
stance management, and resource allocation. These approaches
minimized energy consumption and economic expenditure,
demonstrating fast convergence and superior cost efficiency
compared to baseline methods. Dynamic and adaptive UAV
operations were further explored in [4], [18], where ad-
vanced algorithms like MADDPG-LC, Multi-Agent Proximal
Policy Optimization (MAPPO), and PPO2-based DRL were
employed for dynamic trajectory control, cooperative UAV
swarm management, and 3-D trajectory design. These studies
highlighted improved energy efficiency, faster convergence,
and robustness in addressing flight dynamics and disaster
recovery scenarios. [6] employs DQN and DDPG to address
bandwidth and power allocation for a single UAV operating in
a static, interference-free environment. However, cooperation
among multiple UAVs is essential for more complex scenarios.

In contrast to previous works that primarily focus on energy
efficiency, task offloading, and trajectory planning using RL
techniques such as MADDPG, MAPPO, and DDPG, our con-
tributions differentiate our work from the related literature by
addressing the challenges of optimal spatial UAV deployment
and dynamic interference management by optimally allocating
power to UEs in multi-UAV-assisted networks. While the ex-
isting literature provides a robust foundation for UAV-assisted
wireless communication, several key areas remain for further
investigation, such as extending current approaches to address
dense urban environments and large-scale UAV deployments
and enhanced coverage efficiency by optimizing power usage
without compromising network performance.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

UAVs enhance wireless coverage by providing flexible
deployment and connectivity in challenging environments. We
consider a multi-UAV-assisted communication system, where
N UEs are uniformly distributed across a two-dimensional
square field Ψ with sides of L meters. The square field consists
of 100 × 100 grids with each grid cell being a square of
side l = L/100 meters. In this setup, illustrated in Fig. 1,
these users are grouped in different clusters and communicate
with a dedicated UAV for each cluster. The number of UAVs
deployed are equal to the number of UEs’ clusters. Note
that the user clustering and UAVs deployment approach is
discussed in the next section. Each UE UEi is identified by
i ∈ I≜1, 2, . . . , N , and their respective positions are defined
by coordinates (xi, yi, 0) relative to the left lower vertex of
Ψ, (0, 0, 0). The location of each UAV UAVj is represented
by coordinates (xj , yj , h) in three-dimensional space, where
h represents the hovering height of all UAVs.

O(0,0)

Fig. 1. System Model

Consider a designated UE UEi depicted in Fig. 1, situated
at a horizontal distance di.j ≜

√
(xj − xi)2 + (yj − yi)2 from

the associated UAV UAVj , and the elevation angle of the
UAV UAVj to that user is θi,j rad. For simplicity, we utilize
Euclidean distance metrics in our analysis. Given that UAVs
maintain an altitude of h meters above the field Ψ, the distance
between UE UEi and the UAV UAVj can be calculated as
ri,j ≜

√
d2i,j + h2 = h

sin(θi)
. All the UAVs and users are

assumed to be equipped with a single antenna.
One common approach for air-to-ground channel modeling

between the UAV and users is to consider the LoS and NLoS
links separately along with their different occurrence proba-
bilities [19]. Note that for NLoS link, the path loss exponent
factor αNLoS is higher than that in the LoS link αLoS due
to the shadowing effect and reflection from obstacles. Also, to
incorporate the effect of small-scale fading, we are considering
Rician fading in LoS links and Rayleigh fading in NLoS links.
Consequently, the random channel power gains, gi, for LoS
link are noncentral-χ2 distributed with mean µ and rice factor
K [20], and the random channel power gains, ki, for NLOS
link are exponentially distributed with mean µ. Here, µ is
the average channel power gain parameter that depends on
antenna characteristics and average channel attenuation. With
this consideration, the received power for Los and NLos links
at UEi associated with UAVj can be written as:

Pr
LoSi,j

= Pi,jgi,jr
−αLoS
i,j , ∀i ∈ I, (1)

Pr
NLoSi,j

= Pi,jki,jr
−αNLoS
i,j , ∀i ∈ I. (2)

where Pi,j is the transmission power allocated to UEi by
UAVj . The probability of LoS link between UEi and UAVj

depends upon the elevation angle θi,j = sin−1( h
ri,j

), density
and height of buildings, and environment. The LoS probability
PLoSi,j

is written as [19]:

PLoSi,j
= 1/(1 + c exp(−b[(180/π)θi,j − c])), (3)

where C and B are constants that depend on the environment
(rural, urban, dense urban). The probability of NLoS link is



PNLoS = 1−PLoS . Thus the effective SINR received by UEi

associated with UAVj is expressed as:

Pr
effi,j = PLoSi,j

· Pr
LoSi,j

+ PNLoSi,j
· Pr

NLoSi,j
(4)

Since we are considering the multi-UAV scenario, inter-cluster
interference arises from adjacent UAVs transmitting on over-
lapping frequency bands. Using Shannon’s capacity formula,
the data rate, ηi,j bits per sec (bps) for UEi through UAVj

communication link can be expressed as:

Ri,j ≜ (B/Nj) log2

(
1 +

Pr
effi,j

Ii,j +No

)
∀i ∈ I. (5)

Here No denotes AWGN (additive white Gaussian noise)
power, and the inter-cluster interference experienced by UEi is
defined as Ii,j =

∑
s̸=j Ps,avgki,sr

−αNLoS
i,s . In this expression,

only NLoS links are considered for interference calculation,
as the probability of a LoS link from interfering UAVs is very
low. Since each UAV distributes its entire bandwidth among
its associated users, the average transmit power is used as the
interfering power. Note that a user UEi,∀i ∈ I , is considered
under coverage or served by the UAV, if its data rate meets or
exceeds the desired rate threshold Rth, i.e., Ri,j ≥ Rth.

B. Problem Formulation

Following the system model, our objective is to maximize
coverage by serving the maximum possible number of users
with a given set of multiple UAVs. This objective can be
achieved by optimally positioning the multiple UAVs and
optimally allocating power resources to their associated users
while considering the limited power budget Pt constraints of
each UAV and reducing the inter-cluster interference. Let I be
the set of UEs and J be the set of UAVs. Define the binary
variable in (6).

ai,j =

{
1, if UE i is served by UAV j,

0, otherwise,
(6)

and let Nj =
∑

i∈I ai,j denote the number of UEs served by
UAV j. The optimization problem is formulated as follows:

(P) : max
(ai,j , Pj ,pj)

∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

ai,j , (7)

s.t.: (C1) : Ri,j1(ai,j = 1) ≥ Rth, ∀ i ∈ I, ∀ j ∈ J ;

(C2) :
∑
j∈J

ai,j ≤ 1, ∀ i ∈ I;

(C3) : ai,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀ i ∈ I, ∀ j ∈ J ;

(C4) :

Ns,j∑
l=1

Plj ≤ Pt; ∀ j ∈ J ;

(C5) : pj = (xj , yj) ∈ Ψ, ∀ j ∈ J .

Constraint (C1) ensures that for UE i to be considered
as a served user, its achieved data rate Ri,j should be at
least the minimum required rate threshold Rth. Constraint
(C2) guarantees that each UE is served by at most one UAV.
Constraint (C3) enforces the binary nature of the variable ai,j ,

meaning a UE is either served by a UAV or not. Constraint
(C4) restricts the total transmit power of each UAV to not
exceed its maximum allowable power Pt. Constraint (C5)
ensures that the horizontal position of each UAV, given by
pj = (xj , yj), lies within the feasible region Ψ. To solve this
combinatorial and non-convex problem, we present a novel
MADDPG-based solution in the next section.

IV. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

The proposed methodology comprises two main parts: 1)
clustering UEs’ locations and determining UAVs’ positions
using K-Means and 2) power allocation using MADDPG.

A. Clustering
We have a set of UE positions, where each UE i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , N} is observed once. The UE position for UE i
is denoted as ui = [xi, yi] ∈ Ψ. Thus, the set of all UEs’
positions is given by U = {u1, u2, . . . , uN}.

For a given number of clusters K ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,Kmax}, the
K-Means clustering problem is formulated as:

min
{cj}K

j=1, {s(i)}N
i=1

N∑
i=1

∥∥ui − cs(i)
∥∥2 , (8)

where cj ∈ Ψ denotes the centroid of cluster j, representing
a candidate UAV horizontal position and s(i) ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,K}
is the cluster assignment for UE i. The solution to the above
problem provides the set of centroids {c1, c2, . . . , cK}, which
serve as the positions for UAVs and the corresponding UE
clusters Cj = {ui | s(i) = j} for j = 1, . . . ,K.

B. MADDPG For Power Allocation
The UAV power allocation problem is modeled as a multi-

agent system, where each UAV is an independent agent
interacting with the environment. The objective of each UAV
is to maximize the number of served UE within its cluster
while minimizing penalties due to data rate oversupply and
excessive power usage. The MADDPG algorithm is employed
for solving this problem by leveraging a centralized training
and decentralized execution framework.

1) Reinforcement Learning Problem Formulation: The
problem is defined as a Markov Decision Process (MDP) for
K UAV agents, with the following components:

a) State Space (s): The state space for each agent j at
timestep t is defined in (9) where Pj = {P1j , P2j , . . . , PNs,jj}
stands for the power allocation to UE within the cluster of
UAV j, Rj = {R1j , R2j , . . . , RNs,jj} denotes the achieved
data rates for UE associated with UAV j, and Ns,j represents
the number of UEs in cluster Cj associated with UAV j.

stj = {Pj ,Rj , Ns,j} (9)

b) Action Space (aj): The action space for each agent j
corresponds to the adjustment of power allocated to the UE
in its cluster as formulated in (10).

atj = {∆Pj1,∆Pj2, . . . ,∆PjNs,j}, (10)

where ∆Pji represents the change in power allocated to UE i
by UAV j.



c) Reward Function (r): The reward in (11) is computed
as the sum of two components: the total number of served
UEs and the effective total data rate (i.e., the aggregate data
rate across all UEs after subtracting the wasted data rate).
Let total served users be defined as the sum of the number
of served UEs (UCj

) in each cluster Cj ;∀j = 1, ..., k (i.e.,
those all UEs whose effective data rate Rij meets or exceeds
the threshold Rth) as formulated in the first component of
the reward function. The total data rate is formulated in the
second summation component in the reward function where
Wd denotes the unutilized data rate (i.e., the excess data rate
above the required threshold that is not effectively utilized).

r =

K∑
j=1

UCj
+

 K∑
j=1

UCj∑
i=1

Rij −Wd

 (11)

d) Transition Dynamics: The environment transitions
from state stj to st+1

j based on the UAV’s action atj . The
updated power allocation affects the SINR, data rate, and the
resulting reward.

2) Centralized Training and Decentralized Execution: In
the MADDPG framework, centralized training is employed
using a global critic network, while execution is decentralized
using individual actor networks.

a) Critic Network (Qj): The centralized critic evaluates
the joint action-value function in (12) where s is the global
state, a = {a1,a2, . . . ,aK} is the joint action of all agents,
and γ is the discount factor.

Qj(s,a) = E

[
T∑

t=0

γtrtj | s,a

]
, (12)

b) Actor Network (µj): Each agent j uses an actor
network to determine its action as shown in (13) where θµj

are the parameters of the actor network for agent j.

atj = µj(s
t
j |θµj ), (13)

3) MADDPG Algorithm: This proposed MADDPG solu-
tion outlined as Algorithm 1, enables UAVs to learn cooper-
ative policies that maximize the number of served UEs while
minimizing penalties for inefficient resource utilization.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Environment and MADDPG Training Parameters

Unless otherwise stated all the environmental parameters
used in the simulation setup are provided in Table I. The
hyperparameters in MADDPG training are selected to ensure
stable and efficient learning. A replay buffer of 100,000
experiences supports off-policy learning, while a batch size
of 64 stabilizes updates. A learning rate of 0.0001 is chosen
to prevent drastic weight updates and enhance convergence
stability, and a discount factor γ = 0.95 balances short and
long-term rewards. A soft update rate τ = 0.01 ensures smooth
policy updates, while an exploration noise of σnoise = 0.2
promotes exploration, preventing premature convergence to
suboptimal policies. The selected values of all hyperparam-
eters are summarized in Table II. The simulations have been

Algorithm 1 Proposed MADDPG Solution
Input: Number of agents k, replay buffer D, batch size W ,

discount factor γ, target network update rate τ .
1: Initialize actor network µθj and critic network Qϕj

for
each agent j, with random parameters θj and ϕj .

2: Initialize target networks µθ′
j

and Qϕ′
j

with weights θ′j ←
θj , ϕ′

j ← ϕj .
3: Initialize replay buffer D (shared by all agents).
4: for episode = 1 to M do
5: Initialize a random process N for action exploration.
6: Receive initial global state s0.
7: for t = 0 to T − 1 do
8: for each agent j ∈ {1, . . . ,K} do
9: Select action atj = µθj (o

t
j)+ ϵ, where ϵ ∼ N , and

ot
j is agent j’s local observation.

10: end for
11: Execute joint action at = (at1, . . . , a

t
K) in the envi-

ronment.
12: Check the power limit and prioritize to nearby UE.
13: Collect the power matrix of all UEs, calculate the

interference and finalize the data rate matrix.
14: Observe next global state st+1 and immediate re-

wards rt1, . . . , r
t
K .

15: Store transition (st,a
t, rt, st+1) in D.

16: st ← st+1

17: If replay buffer D has enough samples then
18: for each agent j:
19: Sample a mini-batch of W transitions from D.
20: Compute target yj = rj +

γ Qϕ′
j
(st+1,a

t+1
1 , . . . ,at+1

K )
∣∣
at+1
j =µθ′

j
(ot+1

j )
.

21: Update critic by minimizing loss:

L(ϕj) =
1

W

∑(
yj −Qϕj

(st,a
t
1, . . . ,a

t
K)

)2
.

22: Update actor using policy gradient:

∇θjJ ≈
1

W

∑
∇aj

Qϕj
(st,at)

∣∣
aj=µθj

(ot
j)
∇θjµθj (o

t
j).

23: Update target networks:

θ′j ← τθj + (1− τ)θ′j , ϕ′
j ← τϕj + (1− τ)ϕ′

j .

24: end for
25: end for

conducted over 10 different seeds, and all figures present the
average results across these 10 runs, with 95% confidence
interval (CI) bars indicating variability.

B. Results and Discussion

1) Training Convergence: Fig. 2 shows the convergence
behavior of MADDPG training over 500 time-steps for 3, 5,
and 7 clusters. The reward starts low and steadily increases,
stabilizing after 100 time-steps. Minor drops likely result from
policy updates or exploration-exploitation trade-offs. Training



TABLE I
DEFAULT ENVIRONMENTAL PARAMETERS USED IN THE SIMULATIONS

Symbol Description Value

L Side of square field Ψ 10000 meters
l × l Default cell size 100× 100 meters
h Height of UAVs 500 meters
N Total Number of UE 30
Pt Total Power of each UAV 1 W
B Total bandwidth of each UAV 10 MHz
Rth Data Rate Requirement per UE 30 Mbps
No Noise Power 4× 10−15 W
αLOS Path Loss Exponent for LoS 3
αNLOS Path Loss Exponent for NLoS 4

c Environmental Constant (Dense Urban) 11.95
b Environmental Constant (Dense Urban) 0.136
K Fading Factor 10
µ Mean Power 0.5

TABLE II
MADDPG HYPERPARAMETERS

Symbol Description Value

Bs Replay Buffer Size 100, 000 samples
W Batch Size for Training 64 samples
αa Actor Network Learning Rate 0.0001
αc Critic Network Learning Rate 0.0001
γ Discount Factor for Future Rewards 0.95
τ Target Network Update Rate 0.01

σnoise Exploration Noise Level 0.2
H Hidden Layer Sizes for Actor and Critic [128, 128]

with 7 clusters yields the most stable policy with minimal
variance and the highest reward, suggesting that more clusters
enhance learning through richer interactions and exploration.
Additionally, a higher number of clusters provides more UAV
resources to serve extra users, leading to improved rewards
compared to fewer clusters.

2) Served UEs Comparison: Fig. 3 compare the perfor-
mance of the proposed MADDPG solution against DQN and
equal power allocation. To ensure a fair comparison, three
different Rth values are considered. The results indicate that
as Rth increases, the performance gap between MADDPG and
DQN widens, particularly for a smaller number of clusters,
leading to a higher number of served users with the pro-
posed approach. Also, with less Rth requirements, fewer clus-
ters/UAVs are sufficient to cover all the users. Furthermore,
Fig. 4 shows the comparison results with higher user density
(with N=60 UEs) indicating better performance of MADDPG
over DQN and equal power allocation.

TABLE III
MEAN TRANSMISSION POWER USAGE

Clusters MADDPG DQN Equal Power
5 98.81% 99.00% 100%

10 40.53% 46.00% 100%
15 7.19% 10.27% 100%
20 1.73% 3.85% 100%
25 0.89% 2.80% 100%

0 100 200 300 400 500
Timesteps

50

100

150

200

250

Re
wa

rd

3 Clusters 95% CI
3 Clusters Mean Value
5 Clusters 95% CI
5 Clusters Mean Value
7 Clusters 95% CI
7 Clusters Mean Value

Fig. 2. MADDPG Training Convergence (N = 30 UEs, Rth = 30 Mbps)

3) Power Usage Comparison: Table III presents the av-
erage transmission power consumption of UAVs for MAD-
DPG, DQN, and equal power allocation across varying cluster
counts. With fewer clusters, UAVs must cover larger distances
to serve users, resulting in higher transmission power require-
ments. As the number of clusters increases, power consump-
tion decreases since users are distributed more evenly, reducing
the distance between UAVs and their associated users. Among
the evaluated approaches, MADDPG demonstrates better per-
formance with lower transmission power usage.

4) Cell Scale Impact: Fig. 5 shows MADDPG performance
across different cell scales/coverage areas with L=10000 m,
L=30000 m, and L=50000 m. Larger coverage areas/cell scales
result in greater distances between UEs and their associated
UAV clusters, leading to a lower number of served users.
However, as the number of clusters/UAVs increases, this
performance gap narrows since UAVs are positioned closer
to UEs, improving coverage efficiency.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper has presented a multi-UAV-assisted wireless
network proposing K-means clustering and MADDPG-based
solution for optimal positioning of UAVs and optimal power
allocation, respectively. Compared to centralized DQN and
equal power distribution, our decentralized MADDPG ap-
proach improves UE coverage efficiency maximum of 2.07
times and 8.84 times, respectively. The framework incor-
porates realistic LoS/NLoS fading and interference model-
ing, accurately capturing wireless dynamics. By leveraging
MADDPG, UAVs autonomously learn optimal strategies and
enhance UE coverage, as well as data rates while maximizing
network performance. Our ongoing research aims to further
enhance the system’s adaptability by incorporating dynamic
UE mobility models and tackling energy-efficient trajectory
optimization .
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Fig. 3. Performance comparison for N = 30 UEs: (a) Rth = 10 Mbps (b) Rth = 20 Mbps (c) Rth = 30 Mbps
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