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Abstract—Having unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) with edge
computing capability hover over smart farmlands supports
Internet of Things (IoT) devices with low processing capacity
and power to accomplish their deadline-sensitive tasks efficiently
and economically. In this work, we propose a graph neural
network-based reinforcement learning solution to optimize the
task offloading from these IoT devices to the UAVs. We conduct
evaluations to show that our approach reduces task deadline
violations while also increasing the mission time of the UAVs by
optimizing their battery usage. Moreover, the proposed solution
has increased robustness to network topology changes and is able
to adapt to extreme cases, such as the failure of a UAV.

Index Terms—Heterogeneous Graph Neural Networks, Rein-
forcement Learning, Unmanned Aerial Vehicles, Smart Agricul-
ture.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cost-efficient Internet of Things (IoT) device deployment

provides an economical and sustainable solution for smart

agriculture. IoT devices can monitor events by handling

alarms, and processing images or videos. Yet, the time-

sensitive image or video processing and classification-based

tasks need more advanced processing units than IoT devices

can have onboard [1]. Offloading these demanding tasks to

a nearby unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) is a promising

approach to address this processing problem in rural settings.

Several deep reinforcement learning (DRL) methods were

proposed to solve this task offloading and resource allocation

problem [2], [3], [4], [5]. However, these approaches lack

adaptability to uncertainties, such as the failure of a UAV.

The generalization property of graph neural-network-based

reinforcement learning (GNN-RL) methods can address these

unpredictable cases [6]. Recently, Guo et al. [7] studied het-

erogonous graph convolutional networks for the transmission

power control problem in radio access networks. Meanwhile,

this heterogeneous model was not generic for all types of

GNNs, and it was not addressing UAV-based networks. Li

et al. have a recent study that proposed a GNN-RL solution

for task offloading problems [8]. However, their solution is

limited to a network model with only one UAV.

Unlike the previous studies, we solve the offloading problem

of a multi-UAV-based environment using a generalized GNN-

RL technique in this paper (Fig. 1a). Our novel heteroge-

neous GNN-RL approach optimizes the offloading decisions

to reduce the number of deadline violations and increase

the mission time of the UAVs by optimizing their battery

usage. Moreover, we train the neural network in an offline

mode by using several cases before deploying it in a real-time

environment. Due to the generalization property of the GNN

[9], this offline-trained model gains robustness for unforeseen

topology changes such as UAV failures. Therefore, with this

model and approach, we achieve better performance than the

traditional fully connected neural networks. To the best of our

knowledge, this is the first work that provides a heterogeneous

GNN-RL-based solution for a multi-UAV network.

The remainder of this letter is organized as follows. Section

II and Section III describe the smart agriculture environment

and the proposed GNN-RL solution, respectively. In Section

IV, we present the results of our method and compare with

three baselines. Finally, we conclude in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM DEFINITION

Smart farming provides the capability to oversee the

agriculture fields by utilizing sensors and cameras that transmit

immediate updates on the status of their farmlands. With

the help of image recognition technology, IoT devices can

promptly detect alterations in the surroundings and potential

hazards [10]. As shown in Fig. 1a, we consider � IoT devices

to observe farmland and create tasks in ) time intervals. These

tasks are usually time-sensitive and must be completed before

their deadlines. As a result, they are defined with a tuple

�8,C = {�%
8,C
, �!

8,C
, ��

8,C
} where �%

8,C
, �!

8,C
and ��

8,C
are the packet

size, processing load, and the deadline of a task (8 ∈ I) in

time interval (C ∈ T ).

To augment the limited computing capacity of the IoT

devices, the network has � computing UAVs (UAV-Cs) that

travel on a given trajectory to collect tasks offloaded from the

IoT devices. In other words, when an IoT device produces a

task, it sends it to the closest UAV-C device. If the UAV-C’s

processing unit is on (G 9 ,C = 1), it will handle the task locally.

However, because of limited battery capacity (B 9), the UAV-

C may pass the task to another nearby UAV-C with an active

processing unit. Therefore, the first UAV-C can deactivate its

task processing unit (G 9 ,C = 0) in an underutilized time interval

to conserve energy and thus maximize its mission time.

In a farmland, UAV-Cs can have Line-of-Sight (LoS) with

IoT devices. Thus, probability of this communication profile

can be calculated as [11]:

%!>( (\8, 9 ) =
1

1 + 0 ∗ 4G?(−1 ∗ (\8, 9 − 0))
(1)
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(a) Smart agriculture environment. (b) Graph network (GN) block.
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(c) End-to-end GN block chain.

Fig. 1: Concept of three-tier heterogeneous GNN-RL based smart agriculture solution. IoT devices delegate their tasks to

UAV-C devices. Then, UAV-Cs compute these tasks or offload them to another UAV-C or a more powerful terrestrial MEC

device.

Here, 0 and 1 are the macro-environment-related constant

values, and \8, 9 is the angle between the locations of IoT 8

and UAV-C 9 . Then the path loss is:

!(38, 9 ) =20;>6

(
4Π 5238, 9

2

)
+ %!>([! + (1 − %!>()[# (2)

where 38, 9 is the distance between the IoT device 8 and UAV-C

9 , 52 is the carrier frequency, 2 is the speed of light, and [!

and [# are LoS and non-LoS related path losses, respectively.

By using the path loss value, we can easily calculate the

transmission data rate between IoT 8 and UAV-C 9 for a

frequency division multiple access (FDMA) based channel

with the Shannon-Hartley theorem:

A8, 9 =�8, 9 ∗ ;>62

(
1 +

%C G
8

∗ !(38, 9 )

f2

)
(3)

where �8, 9 is the allocated bandwidth for this channel, %C G
8

is the transmission power, and f2 is the Gaussian noise

power. Eqs. (1-3) are also used in the calculation of data rates

between UAV-Cs, and from UAV-Cs to the terrestrial MEC.

The only two differences are that the LoS probability is equal

to one (%!>(
= 1) for UAV-to-UAV communication and the

transmission power of UAV-Cs (%C G
9

) is higher than that of the

IoT devices.

We formulate the problem as a directed graph. This graph,

G = (V, E), represents the communication between the

vertices (V = {I,J ,m}), where (6, ℎ) ∈ E is a set of FDMA

channels from the source vertex 6 to the destination vertex

ℎ. These channels have X
(6,ℎ)
C =

∑
8∈I �%

8,C ∗ H
(6,ℎ)

8,C
∗ (1/A8, 9 )

link delays where H
(6,ℎ)

8,C
indicates that the task �8,C flows on

edge (6, ℎ). Besides, the processing delays can be calculated

by X
9
C =

∑
8∈I �!

8,C
∗ I

9

8,C
∗ (1/� 9 ) where I

9

8,C
indicates that the

task �8,C is processed in UAV-C 9 which has � 9 processing

unit power. Thus, end-to-end delay for a task is calculated as:

X8,C =
∑

(6,ℎ) ∈E

X
(6,ℎ)
C H

(6,ℎ)
8,C

+
∑

9∈{J∪<}

X
9
C I

9

8,C
,∀(8, C) ∈ (I, T) (4)

A task is generated by an IoT device in a time interval C.

Therefore, (8, C) is a unique identification for a task, and the

∀(8, C) ∈ (I,T) definition covers all tasks in the network.

However, Eq. (4) does not impose a flow constraint from the

task sources (IoTs) to the destination (MEC). That constraint

is maintained by Eq. (5), where H
(ℎ,6)
8,C

is a binary decision

variable that indicates task �8,C flows from vertex ℎ to vertex

6.

∑

ℎ∈V

H
(6,ℎ)
8,C

−
∑

ℎ∈V

H
(ℎ,6)
8,C

=




1, if 6 ∈ I

−1, if 6 = m

0, otherwise,

∀(8, C) ∈ (I,T),∀6 ∈ V (5)

There are three cases according to the node types. If the

node is a source node (6 ∈ I), the flow is only to the out

direction; in that case, H
(6,ℎ)

8,C
equals one, and H

(ℎ,6)

8,C
equals

zero. If the node is a destination node, the flow is only to the

in direction (H
(6,ℎ)

8,C
= 0, H

(ℎ,6)

8,C
= 1). Otherwise, H

(6,ℎ)

8,C
equals

H
(ℎ,6)
8,C

, which means the flow passes through the intermediate

nodes.

There are three main sources of energy consumption of

a UAV-C. The first one is the propulsion energy (Υ%
9

) that

provides the movement of a UAV-C. Since there is a fixed

flight route in our system, this value remains constant in

our problem. The communication energy (Υ�
9

), which is not

considered in this study since it is significantly low compared

to other energy sources [12]. Task processing is the third

source of energy consumption. This study focuses on the

optimization of data processing energy (Υ�
9

). Eq. (6) shows

the correlation of these energy sources and the remaining

energy (Υ'
9

) in the battery of UAV-C 9 , in which Υ
�
9

is battery

capacity.

Υ
'
9 =Υ

�
9 − (Υ%

9 + Υ
�
9 ) ∗ ) −

∑

C∈T

Υ
�
9 ∗ G 9 ,C (6)

The multi-objective function of the QoS-aware and mission

time maximization problem is defined by Eq. (7), where , ,

Θ
� , Θ� are the weight and normalization factors, and I(.) is

an indicator function which equals to one in case of a deadline

violation. Eq. (8). Eq. (9) guarantee that task �8,C is processed

by one and only one processing unit and that task flows on

this processing unit, respectively. Lastly, Eq. (10) activates the

processing unit of UAV-C 9 in case of task comes from an IoT
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Fig. 2: Impact of UAV-C processing capacity changes (�8).

to this UAV-C.

Max:
(x, y, z)

,

Θ�
∗ min

9∈�
Υ

'
9 −

(1 −,)

Θ�
∗
∑

8∈I

∑

C∈T

I(X8,C > ��
8 ) (7)

St:
∑

9∈{J∪<}

I
9

8,C
= 1, ∀(8, C) ∈ (I, T) (8)

∑

9∈{J∪<}

H
(6, 9 )
8,C

∗ I
9

8,C
= 1, ∀(8, C) ∈ (I,T),∀6 ∈ V (9)

∑

8∈I

I
9

8,C
≤ "��� ∗ G 9 ,C , ∀ 9 ∈ J ,∀C ∈ T (10)

�@. (5)

This maximization problem is a mixed-integer linear prob-

lem [13], and we proposed a GNN-RL-based solution, as

detailed in the next section.

III. HETEROGENEOUS GNN-RL BASED TASK

OFFLOADING OPTIMIZATION

We use the graph network (GN) blocks [9] to structure

the neural network model 1. Fig. 1b represents a GN block

which starts with q (6,ℎ) multilayer perceptron (MLP) that

calculates the latent space 5
′

(6,ℎ)
of each (6, ℎ) edge. The

input of this perceptron is the concatenation of the features

of this edge 5(6,ℎ) , source vertex features 56, and destination

vertex features 5ℎ. The second step ? (6,ℎ)→ℎ is a permuta-

tion invariant operation that calculates the summation of the

edge latent spaces according to the destination vertex ℎ. We

concatenate the output of this step 5
(6,ℎ)

ℎ
with the destination

node features 5ℎ. Then as a final step, we process that value

with another MLP operation (qℎ). This model is suitable for

parallel processing of the edges and vertices as a mini-batch

which provides remarkable scalability for larger networks.

Our smart agriculture network has different types of ver-

tices; thus, a standard homogenous GNN model cannot address

the optimization problem of this network. Therefore, we model

1In this section, time interval indexes have been removed from the equations
to improve readability. It should be noted that the model is trained for each
time interval.

Fig. 3: Impact of task packet size changes (�%
8 ).

a novel heterogeneous GNN for each relation between these

vertices by using GN chains. Fig. 1c shows this chain in

which the first GN block in this chain provides the relational

inductive bias between the IoTs and UAV-Cs. Here, the source

vertex features fi = [FP
i
‖ FL

i
‖ FD

i
] are the task tuples

of the IoT nodes 8 ∈ I; the destination vertex features

fj = [�R
j
‖ Xj ‖Cj] are a concatenation of the remaining energy,

processing delay, and processing capacity vectors of UAV-Cs.

The edge features f(i,j) = [X (i,j) ‖ CX
j
‖ CY

j
] are the link delays

and cartesian coordinates of the UAV-Cs connected to these

links. The second GN block provides an induction between

UAV-Cs. This block receives the UAV-C latent features (f′
j
)

from the previous GN block by using the “graph-to-graph”

property of the GN block [9]. Then, the model integrates

these features as source and destination vertice features and

includes the link features between these UAV-Cs as edge

features f(j1,j2) = [X (j1,j2) ‖ CX
j2
‖ CY

j2
].

The third GN block computes the relation between UAV-

Cs and the MEC vertex. The block receives the output of the

second block to use it as the source vertices (UAV-Cs) features

(f′′
j

) and includes the MEC node delays2 fm = [Xx ‖ 0 ‖ 0]

and the link features between the UAV-Cs and MEC (f(j,m) =

[X (j,m) ‖ CX
j
‖ CY

j
]). Next, we use a UAV-C node classification

approach to provide a robust machine learning (ML) model

due to UAV-C failures. Thus, we include the fourth GN block,

which uses the output of the third GN block as the source

node feature and the UAV-C features as the destination node

features. The output of this GN block is the state action values

of processing unit activation decisions (G 9 ).

The RL framework uses the above values to calculate the

loss function and serves as a traditional DQN framework to

optimize these decisions according to the objective function.

Therefore, the objective function Eq. (7) is converted to the

immediate reward function Eq. (11) for the training process,

where Υ(
C is the severity level of the UAV-C that has the lowest

2In the implementation phase, we extend the size of the MEC node
features to the largest ones, and concatenate with zeros for a GPU-based
implementation related performance improvement. This approach speeds up
the learning process.
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Fig. 4: Impact of task processing load (�!
8 ).

remaining energy. This value is calculated by Eq. (12), where

the severity condition occurs when the UAV-C that has the

lowest remaining energy (min
9∈�

(Υ'
9
)) has an active processing

unit (G 9 = 1). In this case, negative feedback is provided, which

is quadratically increasing with the difference between the

remaining energy and the battery capacity. Otherwise, positive

feedback is returned to promote the decision (G 9 = 0).

RC =
,

Θ�
∗ Υ(

C −
(1 −,)

Θ�
∗ I(X8,C > ��

8 ) (11)

Υ
(
C =




(
Υ

'
9
−B 9

)2

(B 9)
2 , if

∑
9∈J

G 9 ∗ arg min
9∈�

(Υ'
9
) = 9 ,

1, otherwise.

(12)

We follow the learning rate decay technique for the op-

timizer and decayed epsilon-greedy for choosing the actions.

Also, a target network is added to improve the model stability.

IV. COMPUTATIONAL EXPERIMENTS

The simulation environment consists of � = 24 IoT devices,

� = 8 UAV-Cs, one MEC and ) = 18 time intervals. UAV-

Cs follow a grid-based route at a fixed altitude (5 m), and

they have the same size of batteries (B 9 = 100 W/h) and

propulsion energy consumptions (Υ%
9
= 20 W/h). The physical

layer propagation parameters (0 = 4.88, 1 = 0.43, 52 = 2

GHz) are chosen for a suburban environment [14]. The IoT

devices generate three types of tasks (��
8,C

= [6, 10, 15] s) with

a Poisson arrival distribution (0.5 s mean arrival rate), and the

processing times of these tasks are exponentially distributed

with a mean (�!
8,C

= [0.6, 1, 1.5] s). The packet size of these

three different task types are equal (�%
8,C

= 32 KBytes).

The Heterogenous GNN-RL model is implemented with

Pytorch library [15], and Compute Canada GPU clusters

[16] are used to train the model. The neural network model

parameters are chosen as mini-batch with size 128, target

network updates per 50 steps, and the optimizer used is Adam

with a decay learning technique. The number of episodes

equals to 50, 000 with a decayed epsilon-greedy exploration

and 0.95 gamma value.

Fig. 5: Impact of UAV-C Failures.

We use three baselines for evaluating our model. First

is heuristic full-time computing or “H-FC” in which each

UAV-C’s processing unit is continuously active during the

simulation. Therefore, each UAV-C is ready to serve the IoT

devices. Obviously, this heuristic yields a lower-bound for the

number of deadline violations. The second baseline is heuristic

round-robin or “H-RR” in which only one UAV-C’s processing

unit is active in a time interval. We choose the active unit with

a round-robin scheme. Hence, this heuristic is an upper bound

for the mission time. Lastly, we use a fully-connected ML

approach or “ML-DQN” as the third baseline.

We trained ML-GNN and ML-DQN in offline mode with

several task sets, and then we used these ML models in

inference mode to get the following experimental results. This

approach helps to train the models with edge cases. The

implementation takes a centralized approach in which the

MEC device is selected as the deployment location for the

neural network. We also presume that control channels exist

between the MEC device and UAV-Cs to allow for the sharing

of control information between these devices.

Fig. 2 shows the impact of processing capacity changes

(�8) in the baselines and in our proposed ML-GNN model in

terms of deadline violations. While the trends for all methods

are decrementation with increasing capacity, “H-RR” lacks

the capability of reducing these violations significantly even

under decent processing capacity. ML methods provide close

performance results to each other and they are close to the

lower bound of “H-RR.” Fig. 3 represents the impact of packet

size, which increases the delay between the wireless channels

of different entities of the network. ML solutions achieve

similar performances that are near the lower bound provided

by H-RR.

A significant performance change in ML-GNN can be seen

for mission time improvement. Fig. 4 shows the remaining

energy of the UAV-C with lowest energy. It is clearly seen that

ML-GNN outperforms ML-DQN even with larger battery sizes

B 9 = 100 W/h. In inference mode, we also reduce the number

of available UAV-Cs in the environment. In that case, ML-
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Fig. 6: Scalability Analysis.

GNN performs much better than ML-DQN for balancing the

task loads between the other UAV-Cs (Fig. 5). Therefore, the

proposed model has higher robustness for topology changes

and UAV-C failures.

Furthermore, in addition to the UAV-C failure test case,

we have evaluated the scalability of the proposed model as

the number of IoT devices increases. As previously stated, we

trained the proposed neural network using 24 IoT devices with

predetermined processing times (�!
8,C

) and packet sizes (�%
8,C

).

We then utilized this trained neural network in inference mode

with an increasing number of IoT devices. To maintain similar

processing and transmission delays, we adjusted the processing

times and packet sizes proportionally to the number of IoT

devices. The outcomes demonstrate that our proposed neural

network can be expanded to accommodate larger networks

without any degradation in performance, as shown in Fig. 6.

V. CONCLUSION

This study introduces a novel approach with a GNN-

RL based machine-learning model for solving the IoT-UAV-

based smart farmland task offloading problem. The approach

shows superior performance at addressing the tradeoff between

reducing the number of deadline violations and increasing

the mission time objectives. Also, due to the generalization

property of the graph structure, the GNN-RL model has

better adaptability for topology changes that happen during the

inference mode. Moreover, the model can be easily generalized

to other wireless network problems due to its heterogeneous

architecture.

In our future work, we plan to combine the multi-task

learning concept with this generalized GNN-RL architecture.

Furthermore, we plan to transform the current centralized

implementation into a multi-agent reinforcement learning im-

plementation utilizing a partial observation approach.
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