arXiv:2302.00163v3 [cs.NI] 9 Jun 2023

FLSTRA: Federated Learning in Stratosphere

Amin Farajzadeh, Animesh Yadav, Omid Abbasi, Wael Jaafar, and Halim Yanikomeroglu

Abstract

We propose a federated learning (FL) in stratosphere (FLSTRA) system, where a high altitude platform station (HAPS) facilitates a large number of terrestrial clients to collaboratively learn a global model without sharing the training data. FLSTRA overcomes the challenges faced by FL in terrestrial networks, such as slow convergence and high communication delay due to limited client participation and multi-hop communications. HAPS leverages its altitude and size to allow the participation of more clients with line-of-sight (LOS) links and the placement of a powerful server. However, handling many clients at once introduces computing and transmission delays. Thus, we aim to obtain a delay-accuracy trade-off for FLSTRA. Specifically, we first develop a joint client selection and resource allocation algorithm for uplink and downlink to minimize the FL delay subject to the energy and quality-of-service (QoS) constraints. Second, we propose a communication and computation resource-aware (CCRA-FL) algorithm to achieve the target FL accuracy while deriving an upper bound for its convergence rate. The formulated problem is non-convex; thus, we propose an iterative algorithm to solve it. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed FLSTRA system, compared to terrestrial benchmarks, in terms of FL delay and accuracy.

Index Terms

High altitude platform station, federated learning, resource allocation, delay minimization, accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

R^{APID social changes are reshaping individuals’ and communities’ requirements and expec-}

tations regarding network services, use-cases, and key performance indicators (KPIs) [1]. A highly adaptive, real-time, intelligent, privacy-preserving, and self-evolving mechanism seems

A. Farajzadeh, A. Yadav, O. Abbasi, and H. Yanikomeroglu are with the Non-Terrestrial Networks (NTN) Lab, Department of Systems and Computer Engineering, Carleton University, Ottawa, ON K1S 5B6, Canada (e-mails: {aminfarajzadeh, animeshyadav, omidabbasi, halim}@sce.carleton.ca).

Wael Jaafar is with the department of Software and IT Engineering, École de technologie supérieure (ÉTS), Montreal, QC H3C 1K3, Canada (e-mail: wael.jaafar@etsmtl.ca).

necessary for the next generation of wireless networks to respond to these varying demands and requirements [3]. The decentralized machine learning (ML) framework has recently gained attention as an efficient solution to enable end-to-end intelligent and real-time decision-making in wireless networks [4]. In particular, the federated learning (FL) technique, developed by Google in 2016 [5], provides distributed intelligence for decentralized model training. The basic idea of FL is to invite the network’s active users with sufficient computation capability, i.e., equipped with computing modules such as CPU, GPU, and RAM, and data to participate in predicting or estimating network parameters, i.e., model training [6]. FL has an inherent privacy-preserving mechanism that guarantees the data privacy of network users [7]. Indeed, it allows collaborative model training without explicitly sharing local data. In FL, each user shares its model training parameters with a centralized server, which aggregates model training parameters after receiving them from all the users and broadcast the aggregated parameter back to the users. This cycle continues for several rounds (also known as the communication round) until convergence is achieved [8].

A. Related Works

FL over terrestrial wireless networks has gained considerable attention in recent years. Researchers have been exploring various approaches to improve the performance of FL over wireless networks. Several research studies have been conducted to improve the performance of FL over wireless networks. For instance, in [9], the authors proposed an asynchronous FL algorithm that selects a subset of clients based on their arrival order to be aggregated at the FL server, thereby improving communication efficiency. In [10], the authors investigate energy-efficient transmission and computation resource allocation for FL over wireless communication networks. They formulate the joint learning and communication problem as an optimization problem to minimize energy consumption under a latency constraint and propose an iterative algorithm to solve it.

Moreover, the authors in [11] proposed a simultaneous wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT) aided FL, in which an FL server simultaneously broadcasts the global model and provides wireless power transfer to wireless devices, thereby improving the energy efficiency of the system. In [12], the authors considered FL with multiple edge-servers and accelerated the training by utilizing the clients located in the overlapping areas among different edge-servers. The authors in [13] proposed a novel hierarchical FL framework where model aggregation can be partially migrated from the cloud to edge-servers.

B. Motivations and Contributions

The existing methods discussed have demonstrated significant improvements in the performance of FL over terrestrial wireless networks. Nevertheless, certain challenges still persist, including limitations on the number of participants, heterogeneous wireless environments, nonline-of-sight (NLOS) channel failures, and heterogeneous client computing resources. Research continues to address these challenges. In terrestrial networks, due to limited coverage and network resources such as bandwidth, client availability instability, and channel failures, only a portion of clients can participate in each FL round reliably [14]. Considering the iterative nature of FL, limiting the number of participants often results in a high computation delay and low training accuracy [15]. Moreover, for an FL system in terrestrial settings usually, multiple base stations (BSs) are employed as a relay to communicate with the server in the cloud server, and since the raw data is distributed across the edge devices in the access network, there are multi-hop wireless links thereby FL suffers from inevitable high communication delay. FL delay issues are studied in current literature [16], and the efficiency of existing approaches degrades with the communication delay. Hence, stringent delay requirements render the centralized configurations of FL in terrestrial networks impractical for forthcoming applications, such as smart grids, autonomous vehicles, e-health, and augmented reality [17].

In order to address the challenges associated with traditional network architectures, innovative designs that can provide improved coverage and more reliable communication channels are required. One potential solution is the use of non-terrestrial platforms for FL, which can offer a more efficient and dependable means of communication in situations where traditional terrestrial base stations are limited in their coverage or communication reliability. However, it is important to note that the selection of an appropriate platform will depend on a variety of factors, and nonterrestrial platforms may not be suitable or feasible for all scenarios. With the limited coverage and environment-dependent communication reliability offered by terrestrial base stations, the use of a non-terrestrial platform like the high altitude platform station (HAPS) seems promising [18]. In fact, HAPS has recently been proposed as a potential candidate for 6G networks, which aim to provide ubiquitous communication [19]. HAPS can operate at the stratospheric altitude of around 20 km, providing strong line-of-sight (LOS) communications and wide coverage, with a radius ranging between 50 and 500 km [20]. HAPS has a large payload, which allows for hosting robust communication, computing and storage equipment, and long-lasting batteries [21]. Given these advantages, HAPS can reliably communicate with a massive number of users and involve them as participants in the FL process. In addition, it is expected that HAPS-enabled FL can achieve faster convergence and better model accuracy than its terrestrial counterparts due to the improvement in wireless channel quality and the participation of a large number of users in the FL training process. Recently, in [22], the strategic position of HAPS is leveraged for fast and efficient FL for low earth orbit (LEO) satellite constellations. Essentially, HAPS is introduced to facilitate the global aggregation of local models received by high-speed orbiting satellite clients. In contrast, our work focuses on an FL system that uses a single HAPS as a server to facilitate collaborative learning among a large number of terrestrial clients. As a result, our approach is designed to cater to a larger number of terrestrial clients, while FedHAP is designed to cater to satellites that are moving. This fundamental difference in the network architecture leads to distinct design and optimization challenges, which we address in our work.

In fact, the integration of FL into HAPS networks can offer potential use cases. For example, in the smart city context, HAPS can be utilized for traffic management and surveillance, where FL models can be trained on data collected from sensors and cameras across the city. Autonomous vehicles and drones can also benefit from FL over HAPS networks for real-time decision-making based on local data. In the healthcare sector, FL over HAPS networks can be utilized for remote patient monitoring and diagnosis, where privacy-preserving FL models can be trained on patient data collected from wearable devices distributed in wide geographical regions and sent to HAPS for aggregation. In augmented reality and virtual reality applications, FL over HAPS networks can enable real-time processing of large amounts of data collected from sensors and cameras to create large-scale immersive experiences. Moreover, FL over HAPS networks has the potential to provide more efficient and reliable solutions for various use cases. In the case of autonomous vehicles, the use of HAPS networks can facilitate better hand-off between base stations, enabling more efficient and reliable communication during the hand-off process. Furthermore, HAPS networks can provide a platform for large-scale FL systems over wide geographical scales, which is especially relevant for use cases such as disaster response, where a large number of participants may be spread over a wide area.

On the other hand, non-independent and identically distributed (non-IID) data distributions can hinder convergence speed in FL and negatively impact accuracy even with a large number of participants [23]. To address this issue, a novel mechanism is required to control the number of selected clients based on their data distributions. For instance, in healthcare applications, different hospitals may have vastly different patient demographics and medical conditions, leading to non- IID data distributions [24]. Our proposed mechanism optimizes the selection of clients to achieve the best possible balance between FL delay/convergence speed and accuracy, even in highly non- IID scenarios. By carefully controlling the number of selected clients, the accuracy of the FL model can be significantly improved while minimizing the end-to-end FL delay. Our study is the first to propose a joint participant selection and resource allocation design strategy in the context of a HAPS-enabled FL system, considering both delay and accuracy perspectives. The key contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

• We discuss the current challenges of FL in terrestrial settings, such as limited coverage, heterogeneous wireless environments, and unstable client availability, and highlight the unique benefits that HAPS can provide for FL to solve them. HAPS, with its large coverage area and direct line-of-sight links, can mitigate these challenges and enable better FL performance.

• We propose a novel resource-aware FL algorithm that achieves the desired FL accuracy while minimizing communication and computation costs. We also derive an upper bound for the convergence rate of the proposed FL algorithm as a function of the number of selected clients, communication rounds, and location iterations. This algorithm can help to overcome the limited computing resources of wireless clients and reduce communication costs.

• We formulate a joint communication and computation optimization problem to minimize the end-to-end FL delay for both uplink and downlink. To solve this problem, we propose an iterative algorithm and obtain closed-form solutions. This optimization problem considers the resources of both HAPS and clients and aims to achieve a balance between FL accuracy and delay.

• Our simulation results demonstrate that HAPS can significantly improve FL performance compared to terrestrial networks. The large footprint and line-of-sight links of HAPS are advantageous for FL systems, and our proposed scheme that jointly optimizes HAPS and clients’ resources can reduce the FL delay while providing a trade-off between FL accuracy and delay. Additionally, we show that the undesirable displacement of HAPS has a negligible effect on the FL delay performance.

C. Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the system model is described and a communication and computation resource-aware FL algorithm is developed. Section III

TABLE I: List of Notations.

Notation Definition Notation Definition K Number of all accessible clients E^{cp}_k Total energy consumption of client k K Number of selected clients p^{cp}_k Computing power of client k J_k,x,y Local dataset of client k, input vector, output t^{cp}_k Computing time of client k w Global FL model p^{bc}_k Uploading power of client k f Loss function of each client N0 Noise power F_k Total loss function of client k t^{up}_k Uploading time of client k F Total FL loss function E^{up}_k Energy consumption of client k for uploading J_k Data samples of client k b_k Allocated bandwidth to client k z The bias between global model and local update B Total network bandwidth i Number of local iterations r_k Uplink data rate of client k n Number of communication rounds rH Downlink data rate s Constant size of the local update LH Computation density of HAPS server η Target local accuracy p^{bc}_H Broadcasting power of HAPS server ϵ Target global accuracy t^{bc}_H Broadcasting time of HAPS server v,M,u Positive constant values a_k Client selection binary variable δ Step size of SGD EH Broadcasting energy of HAPS server C_k Number of CPU cycles of client k p^{cp}_H Computing power of HAPS server h_k Channel power gain of client k t^{cp}_H Computing time of HAPS server f_k CPU capability of client k E^{max}_k Maximum available energy of client k d_k Distance between client k and HAPS E^{max}_H Maximum available energy of HAPS server g_k Rician channel power gain f^{min},f^{max} Min. and max. computation capability of the clients ĥ_0 Reference free-space channel power gain τ^{F L} End-to-end FL delay (at a given round) Δd Gaussian distributed random displacement of HAPS τ^{DL} Downlink delay

d0 Reference distance τ^{UL} Uplink delay fH Computing capability of HAPS server x0 A real value associated with Taylor expansion ζ_k Coefficient related to the hardware of client k θ,γ,λ,ψ,ω Lagrangian multipliers ζH Coefficient related to the hardware of HAPS server l_k Path loss model of client k

formulates the related optimization problem and exposes the proposed iterative algorithm for endto-end FL delay minimization. Then, simulation results are presented and discussed in Section IV. Finally, the conclusion is drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL A. Network Topology Model

We consider an FLSTRA system implemented on an integrated terrestrial-aerial heterogeneous^1 network as illustrated in Fig. 1. The integrated network consists of an FL server co-located with the HAPS in the stratosphere and K single-antenna terrestrial devices randomly distributed on the ground within a wide coverage area of HAPS. The HAPS is responsible for operations, such as computing, data aggregation and broadcasting, and flying. Whereas, terrestrial devices are responsible for computing and communicating the trained local update to the FL server at the HAPS. In the FLSTRA system, a subset of these devices denoted by K such that |K| ≤ K, is selected as FL clients to connect with the HAPS server, and where | · | is the cardinality operator. Each client k has a local dataset J_k, such that |J_k| = J_k data samples. Dataset J_k = {x_{kl},y_{kl}}^{Jk}_{l=1}, where (x_{kl},y_{kl}) ∈ R^q × R represents the pair of input vector of size q and scalar output corresponding to client k. It is important to note that our proposed framework is applicable to any HAPS, but we focus on the stratospheric platform in this paper to illustrate its unique features and advantages, such as large coverage areas, stable and long-duration flight, and line-of-sight communication channels. Nevertheless, the framework is easily extendable to other types of HAPS with varying altitudes and coverage areas. The analysis and solutions presented in this paper are independent of the specific type of HAPS used, making the framework adaptable to different HAPS based on application requirements. B. Federated Learning Model

Adopting the traditional FL model [25], we define a vector w of size q to collect the global training model or parameters of FLSTRA and introduce the loss function f(w,x_{kl},y_{kl}) to access the performance of the learning taking place at client k. We assume that all clients receive the same global model w and use the same loss function f. For different learning tasks, the loss function may have different definitions. For instance, f(w,x_{kl},y_{kl}) =^1_2 (x^T_{kl}w − y_{kl})^2 for linear regression and f(w,x_{kl},y_{kl})=−log(1+exp(−y_{kl}x^T_{kl}w)) for logistic regression. Since the dataset of client k has J_k data samples, the total loss function of client k can be defined as

F_k(w)= 1 J_k J_k∑

l=1 f(w,x_{kl},y_{kl}). (1)

1By heterogeneous, we mean that the devices in the network can have different computing or communication resources and data distribution.

Fig. 1: The system model.

To deploy FL-based training, it is necessary to train its global model w by inviting a set of clients to participate in the training process. Training is performed via all invited clients without sharing their raw data to generate a new common global model. Accordingly, the FLSTRA learning problem can be formulated as min_{w∈Rq} { F (w)^Δ= ∑ k∈K J_k J F_k(w)= 1 J ∑ k∈K

J_k∑

l=1 f(w,x_{kl},y_{kl}) } , (2)

where J = ∑_K k=1J_k = |∪_{k∈K} J_k| is the total number of data samples of all involved or selected clients.

To solve problem (2), we develop the communication and computation resource-aware (CCRA- FL) algorithm by adapting the federating averaging (FedAvg) [5] algorithm. FedAvg consists of alternating between a number of local gradient updates at clients, followed by a model averaging update at the server. Specifically, CCRA-FL uses stochastic gradient descent (SGD) as the optimizer to generate local updates on each client. One disadvantage of batch gradient descent is that it performs redundant computations for large datasets by recomputing gradients for similar examples before each parameter update. SGD, on the other hand, eliminates this redundancy by performing one update at a time [26]. This makes SGD usually much faster than gradient descent and more suitable for large-scale datasets where computational efficiency is crucial. Further, in the CCRA-FL algorithm, the FedAvg parameters are optimized by solving the network resource optimization problem, which is developed in Section III, subject to communication and computation constraints.

CCRA-FL algorithm solves (2) in an iterative manner until the desired global target accuracy of ϵ > 0 for the global model is achieved. We denote the total number of iterations (i.e., the number of global FL iterations or communication rounds) required for convergence by n. In particular, at communication round n:

1) Each client k ∈K performs SGD locally to obtain its local update.

2) All the selected clients |K| under the coverage of HAPS upload their updated model parameters using the frequency-division medium access (FDMA) scheme to the FL server at HAPS.

3) Upon receiving all the local updates, the FL server at HAPS aggregates them and forms new updated global model parameters w^{(n)} corresponding to communication round n.

4) The HAPS server broadcasts the updated global model parameters back to all the clients. 5) Each client solves a local optimization problem with a given local target accuracy η at each communication round.

In the rest of the paper, we refer to FL global iteration as the communication round and the local FL iteration as the local iteration.

We further assume that the global model has the same size as the local update and is constant during all communication rounds, i.e., |w^{(n)}|=s bits, ∀n. Each client k ∈K solves the following local optimization problem during each communication round: min z^{(n)}_k ∈R^q { G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)}_k )=^Δ F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)}_k )−(∇F_k(w^{(n)})−ξ∇F (w^{(n)}))^T z^{(n)}_k } , (3)

where ξ is a constant, and z^{(n)}_k is the bias term between the global model and local update of client k at communication round n. Precisely, w^{(n)} + z^{(n)}_k is the local update of client k at communication round n. ∇F_k(w^{(n)}) is the gradient of function F_k(w^{(n)}) at point w^{(n)}. Each client employs the SGD method to solve (3). To analyze the convergence rate of the SGD method, we impose the following standard assumptions on the loss function F_k(.): Assumption 1 ([12]). F_k(·) is M-Lipschitz continuous and u-strongly convex if F_k(w)≤F_k(w^′)+⟨∇F_k(w^′),w−w^′⟩+ M 2 ‖w−w^′‖^2, (4) F_k(w)≥F_k(w^′)+⟨∇F_k(w^′),w−w^′⟩+ u 2 ‖w−w^′‖^2, (5) where the Lipschitz constant M and u are positive constants, ⟨·,·⟩ is the inner product operation, ‖·‖ denotes the Euclidean norm, and ∇F_k(w^′) is the gradient of F_k(·) with respect to w^′.

According to Assumption 1, problem (3) can be solved with a given target local accuracy of η (i.e., the lower the value of η, the higher the local accuracy and vice-versa) if the maximum number of SGD iterations i is bounded from below as [10] i≥vlog_2 ( 1 η ) , (6)

where v =^2_{(2−Mδ)δu} , δ <^2_M is the step size in the SGD method, and η satisfies the following convergence condition for the SGD method in the CCRA-FL algorithm: G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n,i)}_k )−G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k )≤η [ G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n,0)}_k )−G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k ) ] , (7)

where z^{(n)∗}_k is the optimal solution of local optimization problem (3). Further details about the proof of aforementioned bounds (6) and (7) can be found in [10]. (6) implies that to achieve a highly accurate local update (i.e., lower value of η), the number of local iterations has to be higher.

Under the assumptions mentioned above, we present an upper bound on the convergence rate of the CCRA-FL algorithm in Theorem 1. Specifically, Theorem 1 provides an upper bound on the difference between the final loss of the CCRA-FL algorithm and the optimal global model. This difference represents an upper bound on the convergence rate of the FL system and is a commonly used metric for measuring the performance of such systems [27]. It is worth noting that the loss function for the optimal global model is always less than or equal to the loss function for any global model since the optimal global model is the one that minimizes the global loss function. Hence, the difference between the final and optimal loss in Theorem 1 is always positive, representing the upper bound on the convergence rate of the CCRA-FL algorithm.

Theorem 1. If we run CCRA-FL Algorithm for n communication rounds, its convergence rate with |K^{(.)}| selected clients (under the coverage of HAPS) at each communication round, and given target local accuracy η, can be upper-bounded as F (w^{(n)})−F (w^∗)≤ϵ, (8)

where ϵ= ( 1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2 )_n[ F (w^{(0)})−F (w^∗) ] + Mξ−u 2ξ × [_{n−1} ∑ n^′=0 1 |K^{(n′)}| ( 1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2 )_{n−n}′_{−1} ∑ k∈K^{(n′)} ‖z^{(n′)}_k ‖^2 ] , (9)

is the target convergence upper bound of the FL process under the condition u≤Mmin { ζ, √_2 ζ } , which guarantees ϵ ≥ 0. z^{(n′)}_k is the bias term between the global model and local update of client k at communication round n^′, n^′ ∈{0,...,n}.

Algorithm 1 CCRA-FL Algorithm.

1: Initialization → Global model w^{(0)} and n=0.

LOOP Process 2: Optimization → HAPS finds η^{(n)}, a^{(n)}_k , and resource allocation policies by using Algorithm 2. 3: Broadcasting → HAPS transmits w^{(n)} to the selected clients. 4: Local computing → Each selected client k ∈ K^{(n)},|K^{(n)}| = ∑_K k=1a^{(n)}_k , calculates ∇F_k(w^{(n)}) and uploads it to HAPS server.

5: Aggregation → HAPS server aggregates all the gradients and calculates ∇F (w^{(n)})=^1_{|K(n)|} ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ∇Fk(w (n)).

Parallel For k ∈K^{(n)} 6: Initialization → i=0 and z^{(n,0)}_k =0.

LOOP Process (SGD Algorithm) 7: Update → z^{(n,i+1)}_k =z^{(n,i)}_k −δ∇G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n,i)}_k ) and i=i+1. 8: Until i=vlog_2(^1_{η(n)} ), i.e., local accuracy η^{(n)} is achieved. 9: Local update → Denote z^{(n)}_k =z^{(n,i)}_k and upload z^{(n)}_k to HAPS server.

End For 10: New global model → w^{(n+1)} =w^{(n)} +^1_{|K(n)|} ∑ k∈K^{(n)} z (n) k . 11: set n=n+1.

12: Until The target convergence upper bound ϵ achieved in (8).

Proof. See Appendix A.

We observe that Theorem 1 includes a new term on the right-hand side of (9) that is not present in the result presented in [10]. This additional term captures the effect of the number of selected clients on the convergence rate of FL in HAPS-based systems. Our analysis indicates that an increase in the number of selected clients |K^{(n)}| during each communication round results in the disappearance of the biased term, leading to a faster convergence rate. However, this improvement comes at the cost of increased utilization of network resources, higher delay, and more energy consumption. It is important to note that this dependency on the number of selected clients is unique to HAPS-based FL, as it is a result of its large footprint, providing the luxury of choosing different numbers of participants for each round of communication.

C. Computation Model

The FLSTRA process includes local gradient computation at clients and local updates aggregation by the FL server at the HAPS. Therefore, both the HAPS server and clients perform computational tasks. We describe their computation models in the following.

1) Computation model at clients: For the local computation of client k, we denote f_k (in CPU cycles per second) as the CPU computing capability, and C_k as the number of CPU cycles needed to process one data sample. At any communication round, the computation time for processing J_k data samples with i local iterations is t^{cp}_k = iC_kJ_k f_k ,∀k. (10) The corresponding energy consumption at client k, in a communication round, can be calculated as follows [28, Lemma 1]: E^{cp}_k =t^{cp}_k p^{cp}_k ,∀k, (11) where p^{cp}_k =ζ_kf^3_k is the computing power^2 of client k, and ζ_k is a coefficient depending on the hardware and chip architecture of client k.

2) Computation model of FL server at HAPS: At each communication round, the local updates which HAPS receives are decoded and aggregated to generate a new global model. The processing time of this task can be calculated as t^{cp}_H = L_H Q_H f_H , (12)

where Q_H = s ∑_K k=1a_k is the total number of bits needed to be processed at HAPS at a given communication round with s as the size (in bits) of the local update of a client received by the HAPS. We use the binary variable a_k to indicate whether or not client k is selected for FL training and to upload its local update to the HAPS server during a given communication round. L_H is the computation density (in CPU cycle/bit) [29], and f_H is the CPU computing capability of the FL server at HAPS [30]. D. Channel and Communication Models

We consider both large-scale and small-scale fading effects to model the communication channels between terrestrial clients and HAPS. Let d_k denote the distance between client k

2According to [28, Lemma 1], the energy consumption of each client at each communication round can be calculated as E^{cp}_k = iζ_kC_kJ_kf^2_k ,∀k. Thus, the computing power consumption can be determined as p^{cp}_k = E^{cp}_k /t^{cp}_k , such that p^{cp}_k = ζ_kf^3_k ,∀k.

and HAPS, where k ∈{1,...,K}. Accordingly, the corresponding channel power gain at a given global round can be calculated as h_k =g_kĥ_0 (d′_k d_0 )_{−2} ,∀k, (13) where d^′_k =d_k +Δd is the effective distance between client k and HAPS with Δd as the random displacement of HAPS from its original position due to the impact of natural phenomenons, such as stratospheric winds [31]. We assume that Δd follows a Gaussian distribution with zeromean and variance σ^2. ĥ_0 denotes the reference free-space channel power gain at d_0 =1 km. g_k captures the small-scale fading effects and follows the Rician block fading model. We adopt a block fading channel model where channel gains are constant within a communication round but vary independently from round to round. The channel variation across rounds is characterized by the Rician model, which captures small-scale fading, and the average path loss, which accounts for large-scale fading [32]. This model effectively accommodates the changes in the channel conditions across rounds and enables us to evaluate the performance of our system under realistic conditions [33].

1) Uplink Transmission: To mitigate the delay caused by clients taking turns to upload their updates in time-division medium access (TDMA), we adopt FDMA for the uplink transmission in our system model. With FDMA, after local computation, multiple clients can simultaneously upload their local updates to the HAPS server on separate frequency bands for aggregation, reducing the overall delay and improving the efficiency of the system [34]. Accordingly, the instantaneous achievable uplink rate of client k is given as r_k =b_klog_2 ( 1+ h_kp^{up}_k b_kN_0 ) ,∀k, (14) where b_k is the allocated bandwidth to client k, p^{up}_k is the transmit power, and N_0 is the noise power spectral density in dBm/Hz. Further, the following constraint must hold to ensure that each selected client uploads its local update within the uploading time t^{up}_k : r_kt^{up}_k ≥s,∀k. (15) Accordingly, the corresponding energy consumed by client k for uploading its local update can be expressed as E^{up}_k =t^{up}_k p^{up}_k ,∀k. (16)

2) Downlink Transmission: After aggregating all the local updates and generating a new global model, the HAPS server broadcasts the new model to all clients. The HAPS server can adapt its data rate by adjusting its broadcasting power according to the channel quality of the selected clients. This is achieved by adapting the data rate to the client with the worst instantaneous signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Hence, the corresponding instantaneous achievable downlink rate at each communication or global FL round can be determined as r_H =min_{k∈K} Blog_2 ( 1+ p^{bc}_H h_k BN_0 ) , (17)

where p^{bc}_H is the power allocated for broadcasting the global update, and B is the total available network bandwidth. The downlink rate equation ensures that the HAPS server always broadcasts at the highest possible data rate that guarantees connectivity with all the selected clients under its coverage. Therefore, to ensure the transmission of new global model w^{(n)} to all selected clients within the broadcasting time t^{bc}_H , the following constraint should hold: r_H t^{bc}_H ≥s, (18) where s is the size of the global update at a given communication round. Accordingly, the energy consumption of the HAPS can be given by E_H =p^{cp}_H t^{cp}_H +p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H , (19)

where p^{cp}_H = ζ_H f^3_H is the HAPS’s computing power consumption to process the received local updates and generate a new global model, with ζ_H a coefficient depending on the hardware and chip architecture of the HAPS server [35]. Since we assume that flying power is fixed over all communication rounds [36], it can be ignored in the HAPS total energy consumption.

III. DELAY MINIMIZATION PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSED SOLUTION According to Theorem 1 and the intrinsic large footprint of HAPS, a massive number of accessible clients can be invited to the FLSTRA process through single-hop communications, thus leading to a higher FL convergence rate. Moreover, Theorem 1 indicates a trade-off between the communication (and computation) efficiency and the FL convergence rate. Hence, in this work, we aim to improve the FL convergence rate by optimizing the number of selected clients and optimizing the resources while minimizing the end-to-end FL delay at every communication round. This delay includes both communication and computation times at both uplink and downlink at each communication round. In this section, we first formulate the end-to-end delay minimization problem for FLSTRA. Secondly, due to the non-convexity of the corresponding problem, we develop an iterative algorithm to solve it.

A. Problem Formulation

We aim here to develop a joint resource allocation and client selection strategy that minimizes the end-to-end FL delay in a communication round while achieving the target global accuracy ϵ. Let τ^{F L} be the end-to-end delay of the FL process at a given communication round, which is defined as τ^{F L} = τ^{UL} +τ^{DL}. τ^{UL} and τ^{DL} are the uplink and downlink delays, respectively, and are determined as follows:

τ^{UL} =max_k a_k(t^{up}_k +t^{cp}_k ), (20)

τ^{DL} =t^{bc}_H +t^{cp}_H , (21) where t^{cp}_H and t^{bc}_H , respectively, are the time limits allocated by the HAPS for computing, i.e., aggregating the received local updates and broadcasting the global model parameters w^{(n)} to participating clients at the given communication round n.

Now, we formulate the end-to-end delay minimization problem at a given communication round, considering both uplink and downlink transmissions, as follows: min p^{bc}_H ,t^{bc}_H ,f_H ,η,p,f ,b,a,t τ^{F L} (22a)

s.t. a_k [ t^{up}_k b_klog_2(1+ p^{up}_k h_k b_kN_0 )−s ] ≥0,∀k, (22b) a_k [ t^{bc}_H Blog_2(1+ p^{bc}_H h_k BN_0 )−s ] ≥0,∀k, (22c) a_k [ t^{up}_k p^{up}_k +p^{cp}_k t^{cp}_k ] ≤E^{max}_k ,∀k, (22d) p^{cp}_H t^{cp}_H +p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H ≤E^{max}_H , (22e) vC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η ) f_k ≤t^{cp}_k ,∀k, (22f) L_H Q_H f_H ≤t^{cp}_H , (22g) K∑ k=1 a_kb_k ≤B, (22h) a_k ∈{0,1},∀k, (22i) 0≤p^{up}_k ≤p^{max}_k ,∀k, (22j) f^{min}_k ≤f_k ≤f^{max}_k ,∀k, (22k) 0<η ≤1,∀k, (22l) t^{up}_k ,t^{bc}_H ≥0,b_k ≥0,∀k, (22m)

Algorithm 2 Proposed Iterative Algorithm.

1: Initialization → HAPS parameters (p^{bc(0)}_H , t^{bc(0)}_H , f^{(0)}_H ), resource allocation parameters (f^{(0)},t^{(0)},p^{(0)},b^{(0)}), user selection a^{(0)}, target local accuracy η^{(0)}, l^{max}, and l =0. LOOP Process 2: Solve (23) → Obtain the optimal (η^{(l+1)},t^{(l+1)}) for given (p^{bc(l)}_H ,t^{bc(l)}_H ,f^{(l)}_H ,t^{(l)},p^{(l)},b^{(l)},a^{(l)}). 3: Solve (27) → With given (η^{(l+1)},t^{(l+1)}), find optimal (f^{(l+1)},a^{(l+1)}). 4: Solve (29) → Find the optimal (p^{(l+1)},b^{(l+1)}) for given (η^{(l+1)},t^{(l+1)},f^{(l+1)},a^{(l+1)}). 5: Solve (32) → Obtain the optimal HAPS parameters (p^{bc(l+1)}_H , t^{bc(l+1)}_H , f^{(l+1)}_H ) with given (η^{(l+1)},t^{(l+1)},f^{(l+1)},a^{(l+1)},p^{(l+1)},b^{(l+1)}).

6: Set l =l+1.

7: Until Convergence=true or l =l^{max}

where b = [b_1,...,b_K ], f = [f_1,...,f_K ], a = [a_1,...,a_K ], t = [t^{up}_1 ,...,t^{up}_K ], and p = [p^{up}_1 ,...,p^{up}_K ]. (22b) and (22c) are the uplink and downlink data transmission constraints, respectively. Constraint (22d) ensures the local energy consumption constraint at each selected client is not exceeding the maximum available energy (i.e., E^{max}_k ) at client k in each communication round. Constraint (22e) ensures the total energy consumption, per communication round, at HAPS is not exceeding E^{max}_H . (22f) and (22g) represent the constraints on the computation times at the clients and HAPS server, respectively. Constraint (22h) ensures that the bandwidth distribution among clients is not more than B Hz. Constraints (22i) restrict the client selection decision variable to take only binary values, while constraints (22j)-(22k) represent the average transmit power limits and the maximum local computation capacity of clients, respectively. p^{max}_k is the maximum power available at client k for uploading. Finally, the target local accuracy constraint is given by (22l).

B. Proposed Iterative Algorithm

We observe that problem (22) is a mixed integer non-linear program (MINLP), which cannot be solved optimally with rapid convergence through standard convex optimization schemes. We propose an efficient iterative algorithm wherein we alternately optimize four sub-problems until the algorithm converges. In the following, we discuss the steps involved in solving the four sub-problems.

1) Optimal client uploading time and local accuracy (t^∗,η^∗): In the first step, we fix the variables associated with HAPS (i.e., {p^{bc}_H ,t^{bc}_H ,f_H }), the resource allocation and user selection variables

(i.e., (p,f,b,a,t)), and then jointly optimize clients uploading time and target local accuracy by solving the following first sub-problem: min_{t,η} [ max_k a_k ( t^{up}_k + vC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η ) f_k )] (23a)

s.t. t^{up}_k ≥t^{min}_k ,∀k, (23b) a_k [ t^{up}_k p^{up}_k +ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2( 1 η )f^2_k ] ≤E^{max}_k ,∀k, (23c)

0<η ≤1, (23d)

where tmin_k = aks b_klog_2(1+^{pupk hk}_{bkN0} ) ,∀k. (24) In problem (23), we aim to minimize τ^{UL}, reflected in minimizing the uplink delay of the worst participating client. It can be observed that it is always efficient to allocate the minimum time for local uploading from a delay minimization perspective. Hence, the closed-form optimal solution of (23a) can be obtained using the following Theorem 2. Theorem 2. The optimal solution (t^∗ =[t^{up∗}_k ]_{1×K} ,η^∗) of problem (23) satisfies t^{up∗}_k =t^{min}_k ,∀k, (25) and η^∗ = β_1 +β_2 θln2

, (26)

where β_1 = max_k^{akvCk Jk}_{fk} and β_2 = ∑ k∈K λ_ka_kζ_kvC_kJ_kf^2_k . Moreover, λ = [λ_k]_{1×K} and θ are Lagrangian multipliers associated with constraints (23c) and (23d), respectively. Proof. See Appendix B.

2) Optimal client selection and computing capability (a^∗,f^∗): In the second step, we aim to jointly determine the optimal client selection policy (i.e., a), and local computing capability (i.e., f), by solving the following sub-problem for the given (t,η,p,b):

min_{a,f} τ^{F L} (27a)

s.t. a_kt^{up}_k b_klog_2(1+ p^{up}_k h_k b_kN_0 )≥a_ks,∀k, (27b) a_k [ t^{up}_k p^{up}_k +ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2( 1 η )f^2_k ] ≤E^{max}_k ,∀k, (27c)

a_kt^{bc}_H Blog_2(1+ p^{bc}_H h_k BN_0 )≥a_ks,∀k, (27d) K∑ k=1 a_k ≤ f_H t^{cp}_H L_H s , (27e) K∑ k=1 a_kb_k ≤B, (27f) a_k ∈{0,1},∀k, (27g) f^{min}_k ≤f_k ≤f^{max}_k ,∀k. (27h)

To minimize the delay at the given communication round, the local computing time needs to be minimized, which is equivalent to maximizing the local computation capability f. Therefore, by using (27c) and (27h), we can derive the optimal f^∗ =[f^∗_k ]_{1×K} as

f^∗_k =min { f^{max}_k , √ a_k(E^{max}_k −t^{up}_k p^{up}_k ) ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η ) } ,∀k =1,...,K. (28) For a given f^∗, (27) is still an MINLP. To deal with it, we approximate the binary variable a_k to a continuous variable such that 0 ≤ a_k ≤ 1,∀k [38]. Subsequently, problem (27) becomes an LP with respect to a=[a_k]_{1×K} . Hence, it can be efficiently solved using standard convex optimization such as interior-point method.

3) Optimal Power and Bandwidth Allocations (p^∗,b^∗): To find the optimal client power and bandwidth allocation which minimizes the end-to-end uplink delay, we solve the following third sub-problem:

min_{p,b} τ^{UL} (29a)

s.t. a_kb_klog_2(1+ p^{up}_k h_k b_kN_0 )≥ a_ks t^{up}_k ,∀k, (29b)

p^{up}_k ≤ a_k [ E^{max}_k −ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η )f^2_k ] t^{up}_k ,∀k, (29c) K∑ k=1 a_kb_k ≤B, (29d) 0≤p^{up}_k ≤p^{max}_k ,∀k, (29e) b_k ≥0,∀k. (29f) The closed-form optimal solution of (29) can be obtained using the following Theorem 3. Theorem 3. The optimal solution (p^∗ =[p^{up∗}_k ]_{1×K} ,b^∗ =[b^∗_k]_{1×K} ) of problem (29) satisfies

p^{up∗}_k =min p^{max}_k , a_k [ E^{max}_k −ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η )f^2_k ] t^{up}_k ,∀k, (30) and b^∗_k = β_1 +β_2(x_0 −π_k) 2β_2 + √ (β_1 +β_2(x_0 −π_k))^2 +4β_2π_k(β_1 +β_2x_0 +1) 2β_2 ,∀k, (31) where π_k =^{akhkpup} ∗ k N_0 , β1 = ln(1+ π_k x_0 ), β2 = π_k x_0(x_0+π_k) , and x0 is a real value related to Taylor

expansion.

Proof. See Appendix C.

4) Optimal HAPS resource allocation (p^{bc∗}_H ,t^{bc∗}_H ,f^∗_H ): At the last step of the proposed iterative algorithm, we need to solve the following fourth sub-problem in order to optimize the HAPS resources allocation in the downlink: min t^{bc}_H ,p^{bc}_H ,f_H τ^{DL} (32a)

s.t. t^{bc}_H ≥t^{min}_H , (32b) ζ_H f^2_H L_H Q_H +p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H ≤E^{max}_H , (32c)

where t^{min}_H = s min_{k∈K}Blog_2(1+^{pbcH hk}_{BN0} )

. (33)

In this sub-problem, we assume that the parameters related to clients are given. We further decouple this problem into two new sub-problems to optimize f_H and (t^{bc}_H ,p^{bc}_H ) separately.

Hence, for given HAPS broadcasting time and power allocation policies, (32) is convex with respect to f_H . Following the Karush-Kuhn Tucker (KKT) conditions, the closed-form optimal computing capability of HAPS can be determined as f^∗_H =^3 √ 1 2ωζ_H , (34)

where ω is a Lagrangian multiplier associated with constraint (32c) and is calculated in Appendix D.

Now, for given f^∗_H , we solve the following problem to find the optimal HAPS transmit power and time allocations: min_{tbcH ,pbcH} τ^{DL} (35a) s.t. t^{bc}_H ≥t^{min}_H , (35b) ζ_H f^∗_H^2L_H Q_H +p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H ≤E^{max}_H . (35c)

The closed-form solution for problem in (35) can be obtained using the following Theorem 4: Theorem 4. With given f^∗_H , the optimal solution (t^{bc∗}_H ,p^{bc∗}_H ) of problem (35) satisfies t^{bc∗}_H =t^{min}_H , (36) and p^{bc∗}_H = √ BN_0 ψmin_{k∈K}h_k , (37)

where ψ is the Lagrangian multiplier associated with constraint (32c). Proof. See Appendix D.

The pseudo-code of the proposed iterative algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

C. Convergence and Complexity Analysis 1) Convergence Analysis: The sub-problems (23), (29), and (32) are convex and sub-problem (27) becomes convex after the binary relaxation, w.r.t., to their respective block of optimization variables. Further, the objective functions in each sub-problem are lower-bounded by zero as client uplink time, communication delay, and HAPS downlink times cannot take a negative value. At each iteration l in Algorithm 2, due to convexity, the sub-problems give a unique minimum and always reduced objective function values from the previous iteration,

(a) Training loss versus the number of communication rounds n.

(b) Global accuracy versus the number of selected clients |K|. Fig. 2: Global FL accuracy (i.e., 1−ϵ) and training loss for different number of selected clients |K|. i.e., τ^{F L,(l)} <τ^{F L,(l−1)} <...<τ^{F L,(0)}, where τ^{F L,(l)} represents the value of the objective function at iteration l in Algorithm 2. The algorithm returns a monotonically decreasing sequence of objective function values lower bounded by zero, and thus, the sequence convergences.

2) Complexity Analysis: We provide the complexity analysis for Algorithm 2. To solve the delay minimization problem (22) by using Algorithm 2, the major complexity in each step lies in solving problem (23) and problem (27). To solve problem (23), the complexity lies in obtaining the optimal η^∗ and t^∗ according to Theorem 3, which involves complexity O(Klog_2(1/ϵ_1)) with accuracy ϵ_1. To solve problem (27), the overall complexity is dominated by the time complexity of solving the convex optimization problem to obtain a using the interior-point method. Therefore, the complexity of solving this problem is O(K^3). As a result, the total complexity of the proposed Algorithm 2 is O(l_{it}K^2(K +log_2(1/ϵ_1)), where l_{it} is the number of iterations for iteratively optimizing the variables in Algorithm 2. Compared to the recent work [10], our proposed approach demonstrates a lower computational complexity.

D. Summary of the Framework and Solution

Our proposed FL framework, problem, and solution method are summarized as follows:

• Our proposed FL framework, CCRA-FL, leverages a joint communication and computation resource optimization problem in a HAPS-enabled network architecture. According to Algorithm 1, to solve the local optimization problem associated with the FL process, we adapt the FedAvg algorithm and use SGD to generate local updates on each client. CCRA-FL optimizes the FedAvg parameters by solving the network resource optimization problem subject to communication and computation constraints.

• In Theorem 1, we present an upper bound on the convergence rate of the CCRA-FL algorithm, which demonstrates that a large number of accessible clients can be invited to the FL process through single-hop communications, leading to a higher FL convergence rate. However, we acknowledge the trade-off between communication efficiency and the FL convergence rate, which is why we focus on optimizing the client selection and network resources while minimizing the end-to-end FL delay at every communication round.

• To solve the end-to-end delay minimization problem, we have developed an iterative algorithm, i.e., Algorithm 2, that alternately optimizes four sub-problems until the algorithm converges to a given threshold. This problem is an MINLP, which cannot be optimally solved with standard convex optimization schemes. The proposed iterative algorithm optimizes HAPS and clients’ resource allocation, local accuracy, and client selection policy.

E. Extension to Multi-HAPS Scenario

The proposed FLSTRA framework for single HAPS can be extended to a multi-HAPS scenario for FL where huge databases are located geographically far apart. Consider a scenario in which a network of HAPSs covers a set of unique geographical areas where each HAPS employs Algorithm 1 for FL. Each HAPS, after learning the area-specific global model, exchanges its model parameters with other HAPS to learn a final global model. To generate a final global model, HAPSs need to cooperate with each other such that all the area-specific global model parameters of HAPS must be aggregated. The aggregation can be performed in a decentralized fashion. As a result, a final global model is available in all geographical areas without sharing or compromising the huge databases. The FLSTRA can be extremely useful in applications such as self-driving vehicles, modern healthcare, and smart cities, where independent databases can be located in several large cities. To implement the FLSTRA for multi-HAPS scenarios, Algorithm 1 can be conveniently used at each HAPS. To arrive at a final global model, however, we need to develop an end-to-end decentralized, resource-aware inter-HAPS learning algorithm that minimizes delay.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION In this section, we numerically evaluate and discuss the performance of the proposed CCRA- FL algorithm. For simulations, we consider K ∈ {10,100,1000} clients uniformly distributed in a circular area with a radius of 50 km, where a HAPS is located at its center at an altitude of 25 km. We assume that the HAPS can drift from its original location with a variance from the range [0.01,3] km. The average air-to-ground free-space path loss model in dB is given by [40]

l_k =128.1+20log_{10}(d_k), (38)

where l_k and d_k ∈[25,55] km are the path loss and distance, respectively, for the communication link between the HAPS and client k. Moreover, the noise power spectral density is N_0 = −174 dBm/Hz. We also assume that each client has J_k =500 data samples, randomly selected from the non-IID MNIST dataset [41], with equal probability. The local computation capability parameter C_k of client k is uniformly distributed from the range [1,3]×10^4 cycles/sample. Similarly, the HAPS’s computation capability parameter L_H is set to 3×10^4. The effective switched capacitance in local and HAPS computations are κ = 10^{−28} and ζ_H = 10^{−27}, respectively. In addition, we set the uplink maximum transmission power p^{max}_k = 10 dBm,∀k, while the maximum HAPS broadcasting power is set to 50 dBm. The maximum computation capacity f^{max} = 2 GHz, the size of a local update is s=28.1 kbits, and the total system bandwidth is set to B =20 MHz.

To evaluate the proposed FL algorithm, we run our experiments on a non-IID MNIST dataset in a PyTorch implementation. In particular, the MNIST dataset is composed of 60,000 training images, spread over 1200 shards, each with 50 images. The local batch size is set to 10 images. Each client trains a convolutional neural network (CNN) that consists of two 5×5 convolutional layers (the first with 32 channels, the second with 64, each followed by 2×2 max pooling). The adopted loss function is the cross-entropy one. For comparison purposes, we use the following three baselines algorithms:

1) TERR-FL with NO-SEL: In this algorithm, a client selection strategy is not employed (i.e., all clients are involved in learning) and the FL server is co-located with the terrestrial cloud server.

2) TERR-FL with RAN-SEL [42]: In this algorithm, the selection of clients is done randomly and each selected client receives an optimal allocation of radio resources. The term ”radio resources” encompasses a range of available wireless communication resources, such as transmit power, bandwidth, and computational capacity, that are utilized by the clients to

Fig. 3: Total FL delay performance versus the number of clients, to achieve the same target training accuracy, compared with the benchmarks.

Fig. 4: Total FL delay and global accuracy performance versus the number of clients for different communication rounds n.

transmit their local model updates to the HAPS. The optimization of radio resources enables the clients to better utilize the available wireless resources and improves the efficiency of the FL process. Furthermore, it is important to note that in this algorithm, the FL server is co-located with the terrestrial cloud server, which further enhances the processing and computational capabilities of the system.

Fig. 5: Total FL delay performance versus the local target accuracy η for different number of clients K.

Fig. 6: Total FL delay performance versus the number of communication rounds n for different considerations of HAPS displacement variance σ^2 with K =1000.

3) HAPS-FL with NO-SEL: This algorithm considers no client selection strategy (i.e., all clients are involved in the training process). Also, the FL server is co-located with the HAPS.

For the terrestrial FL setting, we consider a multi-hop scenario with 5 MBSs each with a radius of up to 10 km (urban area) to provide the same coverage that HAPS supports [42]. These MBSs relay the local updates to a server at the cloud server for aggregation and model generation in the FL process. The path loss exponent is set to 4. Further, under the terrestrial setting, the local updates reach the server at the MBS via two-hop communication.

In Fig. 2, we evaluate the global accuracy and training loss performance of the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm by varying the numbers of selected clients, |K|. The number of local iterations is fixed to i=5. In particular, Fig. 2a compares the FL training loss behaviour versus the number of communication rounds n for three different considerations for the number of selected clients |K|∈{10,100,1000}. It can be observed that as the selected clients participation in the FL process increases, the accuracy of the CCRA-FL algorithm increases substantially up to 15%. Further, Fig. 2b investigates the FL accuracy behaviour with respect to the number of selected clients |K|. It can be observed that the global training accuracy improves significantly up to 300% with the number of clients participating. These results also corroborate with results in Theorem 1.

In Fig. 3, we evaluate and compare the performance of the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm with the aforementioned benchmarks. It can be observed that to achieve the same global FL accuracy, the CCRA-FL algorithm results in less end-to-end FL delay, at a given communication round. This is due to the sub-optimal selection of FL parameters, i.e., (n,|K|,i), through solving the delay minimization problem. The increase in the delay trend of all algorithms is due to two main reasons. Firstly, as the client participation increases the HAPS server needs to process an increased number of data; thus, computing delay increases. Secondly, the allocated bandwidth among the clients decreases with the increasing number of selected clients. Consequently, the uploading rate reduces and the uploading time increases. However, the proposed algorithm for FLSTRA has the lowest increase in the delay trend. Specifically, compared with the TERR-FL with RAN-SEL algorithm, the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm shows a decrease up to 20% in endto-end FL delay behaviour due to the presence of LOS link and the single-hop communication between clients and the HAPS server.

Fig. 4, we investigate the dependency of end-to-end FL delay on the selection of pair (n,|K|) for a fixed number of local iterations i = 5. It can be observed that the increase in the number of communication rounds n can substantially influence the end-to-end FL delay over all the communication rounds and has a dominant impact among the FL parameters, i.e., (n,|K|,i). Moreover, it can be implied that to achieve a desired target accuracy, there exist a sub-optimal pair of the number of communication rounds n and selected clients |K|, and local iterations i where the FL delay is minimized. For instance, to achieve ϵ=0.5 with minimum FL delay at each communication round, the best (n,|K|) pair is (10,500) for a fixed i=5. In Fig. 5, we evaluate

TABLE II: FLSTRA Total Delay, Training Loss, and Accuracy Performance.

No. of selected clients (|K|)

No. of communication rounds (n)

No. of local iterations (i)

Total FL delay (s) Global training loss

Global accuracy (1−ϵ)×100 10 10 5 0.458 7.50% 15.33% 10 10 50 2.347 7.01% 21.13% 10 20 5 3.72 6.14% 32.27% 100 10 5 10.76 2.19% 29.84% 100 10 50 17.61 1.80% 35.75% 100 20 5 20.06 1.77% 50.03% 1000 10 5 23.51 1.61% 45.37% 1000 10 50 55.95 1.41% 51.22% 1000 20 5 61.43 1.38% 60.73%

the end-to-end FL delay performance of the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm by varying the local accuracy η for K ∈ {10,100,500,1000} and n = 20. The results show that for the values of η above 0.15, the total end-to-end delay at a given communication round is less than 50 seconds. Increasing the number of clients from K =500 to K =1000 with fixed η =0.1, i.e., higher local accuracy, it can be observed that the total FL delay increases by up to 38% due to the increase in clients uploading time and HAPS computing time. In Fig. 6, we evaluate the impact of undesirable displacement or drift of HAPS on the FL delay performance. It can be observed that as the displacement variance σ^2 increases, the total end-to-end delay increase up to 4%. In general, some selected clients experience bad channel quality in the current communication round due to displacement, thereby FL process takes a longer time to achieve the desired target accuracy over all communication rounds. However, the issue of bad channel quality is mitigated in the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm by employing the client selection strategy (i.e., step-2 in Algorithm 1).

Finally, Table II suggests an important and practical trade-off in the proposed FL setting: server can select more clients at each communication round while having each of them communicate less, and obtain the same accuracy as using fewer clients, but having each of them communicate more. The former may be preferable when many clients are available, but each has very limited upload bandwidth which is a setting common in practice.

V. CONCLUSION In this work, we introduced a novel idea of FLSTRA, which leverages the unique features of HAPS that allows large-scale FL. FLSTRA improves convergence rate and model accuracy but also increases delay. Hence, we developed a CCRA-FL algorithm with the aim to achieve the delay-accuracy trade-off. Particularly, we formulated a delay minimization problem to jointly optimize the communication and computation resource allocation (including uplink and downlink resources), client selection, and FL parameters. Since the formulated problem is non-convex, we decomposed it into four sub-problems and solved it in an iterative fashion. For some of the sub-problems, we also derived closed-form solutions. Our simulation results showed that to achieve the same level of model accuracy, the FLSTRA system significantly reduces the FL delay compared to the terrestrial benchmarks. Moreover, the proposed CCRA-FL algorithm for the FLSTRA is shown to be tolerant to HAPS undesirable displacement. Further, studying the impact of data distribution (i.e., non-IIDness level) on HAPS-enabled FL systems with more complex and larger datasets, such as CINIC-10 and CIFAR-10, and more sophisticated channel models is an interesting future direction. Additionally, considering multi-antenna devices as well as optimizing the 3D placement and beamforming of the HAPS server as part of the problem formulation will lead to improved performance of the FL system and reduction of the total end-to-end delay.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1 Using the second-order Taylor expansion, we first rewrite F (w^{(n+1)}) as F (w^{(n+1)})=F (w^{(n)})+(w^{(n+1)} −w^{(n)})∇F (w^{(n)})+ 1 2 (w^{(n+1)} −w^{(n)})^T ∇^2F (w^{(n)})(w^{(n+1)} −w^{(n)})

≤F (w^{(n)})+(w^{(n+1)} −w^{(n)})^T ∇F (w^{(n)})+ M 2 ‖w^{(n+1)} −w^{(n)}‖^2, (A.1)

where the inequality stems from Assumption 1. According to the FL algorithm, at each communication round, the new global model is generated as w^{(n+1)} =w^{(n)} +^1_{|K(n)|} ∑ k∈Kz^{(n)}_k . Hence, we have F (w^{(n+1)})≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 |K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K ∇F (w^{(n)})z^{(n)}_k + M 2|K^{(n)}|^2 ‖ ‖ ∑ k∈K z^{(n)}_k ‖ ‖^2, (A.2)

According to the definition of the objective function of the local optimization problem in (3), we have

F (w^{(n+1)})

≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)}_k )F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)}_k )+∇F_k(w^{(n)})z^{(n)}_k ] + M 2|K^{(n)}|^2 ‖ ‖ ∑ k∈K^{(n)} z^{(n)}_k ‖ ‖^2,

(A.3)

Using Assumption 1, we have the following:

F (w^{(n+1)})≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)}_k )−F_k(w^{(n)})− u 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ] + M 2|K^{(n)}|^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ k∈K^{(n)} z^{(n)}_k ‖ ‖ ‖^2.

(A.4)

According to the triangle and mean inequalities, we have ‖ ‖ 1 |K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} z^{(n)}_k ‖ ‖^2 ≤[ 1 |K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖

]_2 ≤ 1 |K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2. (A.5)

Substituting (A.5) into (A.4), we have

F (w^{(n+1)})≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)}_k )−F_k(w^{(n)})− (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ] , (A.6)

According to (3), F (w^{(n)})=G_k(w^{(n)},0). Hence, we have F (w^{(n+1)})

≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)}_k )−G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k )−(G_k(w^{(n)},0)−G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k ))− (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ]

(7) ≤ F (w^{(n)})− 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ (1−η)(G_k(w^{(n)},0)−G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k ))+ (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ]

(3)= F (w^{(n)})− 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ (1−η) ( F_k(w^{(n)})

−F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )+(∇F_k(w^{(n)})−ξ∇F (w^{(n)}))^T z^{(n)∗}_k ) + (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ] . (A.7)

The optimal solution z^{(n)∗}_k of problem (3) always satisfies the first-order derivative condition, i.e., ∇G_k(w^{(n)},z^{(n)∗}_k )=0. Therefore, we have ∇F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )=∇F_k(w^{(n)})−ξ∇F (w^{(n)}). (A.8)

Substituting (A.8) into (A.7), we have F (w^{(n+1)})≤F (w^{(n)})+ 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [ (1−η) ( F_k(w^{(n)})

−F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )+∇F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )^T z^{(n)∗}_k ) + (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ] . (A.9)

Under Assumption 1, the following inequalities can be obtained [10]:

F_k(w^{(n)})≥F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )−∇F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )^T z^{(n)∗}_k + u 2 ‖z^{(n)∗}_k ‖^2, (A.10) and ‖z^{(n)∗}_k ‖^2 ≤ 1 M^2

‖F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )−∇F_k(w^{(n)})‖^2. (A.11)

By applying (A.10) and (A.11) to (A.9), we can obtain

F (w^{(n+1)})

≤F (w^{(n)})− 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [(1−η)u 2 ‖z^{(n)∗}_k ‖^2 + u−ξM 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ]

≤F (w^{(n)})− 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [(1−η)u 2M^2

‖∇F_k(w^{(n)} +z^{(n)∗}_k )−∇F_k(w^{(n)})‖^2 + (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ]

(A.8)= F (w(n))− 1 ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} [(1−η)uξ2 2M^2

‖∇F (w^{(n)})‖^2 + (u−Mξ) 2 ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ] . (A.12)

Based on Assumption 1, we can derive the following inequality [10]:

‖∇F (w^{(n)})‖^2 ≤u [ F (w^{(n)})−F (w^∗) ] . (A.13)

Applying (A.13), we have

F (w^{(n+1)})≤F (w^{(n)})− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2 [ F (w^{(n)})−F (w^∗) ] − (u−Mξ) 2ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2. (A.14)

Accordingly, we can get

F (w^{(n+1)})−F (w^∗)≤(1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2 ) [ F (w^{(n)})−F (w^∗) ] − (u−Mξ) 2ξ|K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2

≤(1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2

)^{n+1} [ F (w^{(0)})−F (w^∗) ] − (u−Mξ) 2ξ [ 1 |K^{(0)}| (1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2

)^n ∑ k∈K^{(0)} ‖z^{(0)}_k ‖^2 +... + 1 |K^{(n)}| ∑ k∈K^{(n)} ‖z^{(n)}_k ‖^2 ]

=(1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2

)^{n+1} [ F (w^{(0)})−F (w^∗) ] + (Mξ−u) 2ξ [^n∑ n^′=0 1 |K^{(n′)}| (1− (1−η)u^2ξ 2M^2 )^{n−n′} ∑ k∈K^{(n′)} ‖z^{(n′)}_k ‖^2 ] . (A.15)

To ensure that the convergence upper bound is always positive, we need to ensure that both terms on the left-hand side of the bound are positive. It is known that the loss function for an optimal global model is always less than that for any other models, which means that F (w^{(0)})−F (w^∗)≥0. Furthermore, from equation (6), we can see that the local target accuracy is bounded as 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, which implies that 0 ≤ 1 − η ≤ 1. By combining these two facts, we obtain the inequality 0 ≤^{(1−η)u2 ζ}_{2M 2} ≤^{u2ζ}_{2M 2} . For the second term, we require that Mζ − u ≥ 0.

Therefore, by considering these two conditions, we can obtain the following condition on u and M, which are both positive values: u≤Mmin { ζ, √ 2 ζ } . (A.16) This completes the proof. APPENDIX B PROOF OF THEOREM 2 To minimize the delay τ^{F L}, the local uploading time t^{up}_k needs to be minimized. Hence, to minimize the t^{up}_k from (23c), we have t^{up∗}_k =t^{min}_k ,∀k. (A.1)

Given this solution, (23a) is a convex problem with respect to local accuracy η. Let L_1(η,λ,θ) denote the Lagrangian function which can be defined as L_1(η,λ,θ)=max_k a_k(t^{up}_k + vC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η ) f_k )+ K∑ k=1 λ_k [ a_k ( t^{up}_k p^{up}_k +ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2( 1 η )f^2_k ) −E^{max}_k ] +θ(η−1), (A.2) where λ=[λ_k]_{1×K} and θ are Lagrangian multipliers associated with constraints (23c) and (23d), respectively. Using the KKT conditions, i.e.,^{∂L1}_{∂η} = 0, the closed-formed solution (26) can be derived.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF THEOREM 3 From a delay minimization perspective, local uploading power p^{up}_k at each communication round needs to be maximized while the local energy constraint is satisfied. From (29c) and (29e), p^{up}_k is optimized as p^{up∗}_k =min{p^{max}_k , a_k [ E^{max}_k −ζ_kvC_kJ_klog_2(^1_η )f^2_k ] t^{up}_k },∀,k. (C.1) With given p=[p^{up∗}_k ]_{1×K} , problem (29a) is convex with respect to b_k and can be solved using the Lagrangian method. Let L_2(b,γ,ψ) denote the Lagrangian function which can be defined as L_2(b,γ,ψ)=τ^{F L} − K∑ k=1 γ_k [ a_kb_klog_2(1+ h_kp^{up∗}_k b_kN_0 )− a_ks t^{up}_k ] +ψ( K∑ k=1 a_kb_k −B), (C.2)

where γ =[γ_k]_{1×K} and ψ are Lagrangian multipliers associated with constraints (29b) and (29d), respectively. Following KKT conditions, we then need to solve the following problem: ∂L_2 ∂b_k =γ_k [ a_klog_2(1+ π_k b_k )− a_kπ_k b_k(1+^{πk}_{bk} )ln2 ] −ψ_na_k =0,∀k, (C.3) where π_k =^{hkpup} ∗ k N_0 . (C.3) is hard to be solved analytically in this form. Hence, by using first-order

Taylor expansion at point x_0 ≥π_k,∀k ∈K, we have β_1 −β_2(b_k −x_0)+ π_k b_k +π_k − ψln2 γ_k =0, (C.4)

where β_1 =ln(1+^{πk}_{x0} ) and β_2 =^{πk}_{x0(x0+πk)} . With ψ =0, the solution to this quadratic equation can be obtained as (31). APPENDIX D PROOF OF THEOREM 4 From (32a), we can notice that problem is convex with respect to f_H since the second-order derivatives are positive. Hence, we can apply the Lagrangian method to find the optimal solution. Let L_3(f_H ,ω) denote the Lagrangian function which is defined as L_3(f_H ,ω)=( L_H ∑_K k=1a_k f_H +t^{bc}_H )+ω [ (ζ_H f^2_H L_H K∑ k=1 a_k +p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H )−E^{max}_H ] . (D.1)

Then, by solving^{∂L3}_{∂fH} =0, the optimal HAPS computing capability f^∗_H can be derived as (34). With given f^∗_H , (32a) can be solved to find optimal HAPS broadcasting time and power at each communication round. From a delay minimize perspective, it is always efficient to allocate the minimum time for broadcasting the FL global update at HAPS. Hence, to minimize the broadcasting time from (32a), we have t^{bc∗}_H = s min_{k∈K}Blog_2(1+^{pbcH hk}_{BN0} )

. (D.2)

It can be verified that (32a) is a convex problem with respect to p^{bc}_H and then can be solved using the Lagrangian multipliers method. Let L_4(p^{bc}_H ,ψ) denote the Lagrangian function defined as

L_4(p^{bc}_H ,ψ)= L_H ∑_K k=1a_k f_H + s Blog_2(1+^{pbcH mink∈Khk}_{BN0} ) +ψ [ (ζ_H f^2_H L_H K∑ k=1 a_k[n]+p^{bc}_H t^{bc}_H )−E^{max}_H ] , (D.3) where ψ is a Lagrangian multiplier. Note that since log function is increasing with respect to p^{bc}_H , then we have min_{k∈K} B log_2(1 +^{pbcH hk}_{BN0} ) = B log_2(1 +^{pbcH mink∈Khk}_{BN0} ). Then by applying KKT conditions, we can obtain the closed-form solution (37).

REFERENCES

[1] M. Alsabah et al., “6G wireless communications networks: A comprehensive survey,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp.

148191-148243, 2021.

[2] H. Yanikomeroglu, “Integrated terrestrial/non-terrestrial 6G networks for ubiquitous 3D super-connectivity,” in Proc. 21st ACM Int. Conf. Model. Anal. Simul. Wireless Mobile Syst. (MSWIM), Montreal, QC, Canada, 2018, pp. 3-4.

[3] A. Farajzadeh, M. G. Khoshkholgh, H. Yanikomeroglu, and O. Ercetin, “Self-evolving integrated vertical heterogeneous networks,” IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc., vol. 4, pp. 552-580, 2023.

[4] M. Ericson et al., “6G architectural trends and enablers,” in Proc. IEEE 4th 5G World Forum (5GWF), Montreal, QC, Canada, 2021, pp. 406-411.

[5] H. B. McMahan, E. Moore, D. Ramage, S. Hampson, and B. A. Y. Arcas, “Communication-efficient learning of deep networks from decentralized data,” in Proc. 20th Int. Conf. Artif. Intell. Statist., Lauderdale, FL, USA, 2017, pp. 1273-1282.

[6] Y. Chen, Y. Ning, M. Slawski, and H. Rangwala, “Asynchronous online federated learning for edge devices with non-IID data,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Big Data (BigData), Atlanta, GA, USA, 2020, pp. 15-24.

[7] Q. Yang, Y. Liu, Y. Cheng, Y. Kang, T. Chen, and H. Yu, “Federated learning,” Synth. Lect. Artif. Intell. Mach. Learn., Springer, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 1-207, 2019.

[8] P. Kairouz et al., “Advances and open problems in federated learning,” Found. Trends Mach. Learn., vol. 14, no. 1–2, pp.

1-210, 2021.

[9] H. Zhu, Y. Zhou, H. Qian, Y. Shi, X. Chen, and Y. Yang, “Online client selection for asynchronous federated learning with fairness consideration,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 2493-2506, Apr. 2023.

[10] Z. Yang, M. Chen, W. Saad, C. S. Hong, and M. Shikh-Bahaei, “Energy efficient federated learning over wireless communication networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 1935-1949, Mar. 2021.

[11] Y. Wu, Y. Song, T. Wang, M. Dai, and T. Q. S. Quek, “Simultaneous wireless information and power transfer assisted federated learning via nonorthogonal multiple access,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun. Netw., vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 1846-1861, Sep. 2022.

[12] S. Wang et al., “Adaptive federated learning in resource constrained edge computing systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 1205-1221, Jun. 2019.

[13] S. Luo, X. Chen, Q. Wu, Z. Zhou, and S. Yu, “HFEL: Joint edge association and resource allocation for cost-efficient hierarchical federated edge learning,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 10, pp. 6535-6548, Oct. 2020.

[14] D. C. Nguyen, M. Ding, P. N. Pathirana, A. Seneviratne, J. Li, and H. V. Poor, “Federated learning for internet of things:

A comprehensive survey,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tut., vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1622-1658, Thirdquarter 2021. [15] L. Qian et al., “Distributed learning for wireless communications: Methods, applications and challenges,” IEEE J. Sel.

Topics Signal Process., vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 326-342, Apr. 2022.

[16] W. Gao, Z. Zhao, G. Min, Q. Ni, and Y. Jiang, “Resource allocation for latency-aware federated learning in industrial internet of things,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Inform., vol. 17, no. 12, pp. 8505-8513, Dec. 2021.

[17] A. Imteaj, U. Thakker, S. Wang, J. Li, and M. H. Amini, “A survey on federated learning for resource-constrained IoT devices,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 1-24, Jan. 2022.

[18] A. Vanelli-Coralli, A. Guidotti, T. Foggi, G. Colavolpe, and G. Montorsi, “5G and beyond 5G non-terrestrial networks:

Trends and research challenges,” in Proc. IEEE 3rd 5G World Forum (5GWF), Bangalore, India, 2020, pp. 163-169. [19] G. Kurt, M. G. Khoshkholgh, S. Alfattani, A. Ibrahim, T. Darwish, M. S. Alam, H. Yanikomeroglu, and A. Yongacoglu, “A vision and framework for the high altitude platform station (HAPS) networks of the future,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tut., vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 729-779, Secondquarter 2021.

[20] B. E. Y. Belmekki and M. S. Alouini, “Unleashing the potential of networked tethered flying platforms: Prospects, challenges, and applications,” IEEE Open J. Veh. Technol., vol. 3, pp. 278-320, 2022.

[21] Y. Xing, F. Hsieh, A. Ghosh, and T. S. Rappaport, “High altitude platform stations (HAPS): Architecture and system performance,” in Proc. IEEE 93rd Veh. Technol. Conf. (VTC2021-Spring), Helsinki, Finland, 2021, pp. 1-6.

[22] M. Elmahallawy and T. Luo, “FedHAP: Fast federated learning for LEO constellations using collaborative HAPs,” in Proc. IEEE 14th Int. Conf. Wireless Commun. Signal Process., Nanjing, China, 2022, pp. 1-6.

[23] T. Zhang, L. Gao, C. He, M. Zhang, B. Krishnamachari, and A. S. Avestimehr, “Federated learning for the internet of things: Applications, challenges, and opportunities,” IEEE Internet Things Mag., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 24-29, Mar. 2022.

[24] N. Rieke et al., “The future of digital health with federated learning,” NPJ Digit. Med., 2020. [25] X. Chen, G. Zhu, Y. Deng, and Y. Fang, “Federated learning over multihop wireless networks with in-network aggregation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 4622-4634, Jun. 2022.

[26] F. Sattler, S. Wiedemann, K. R. Müller, and W. Samek, “Robust and communication-efficient federated learning from non-i.i.d. data,” IEEE Trans. Netw. Learn. Syst., vol. 31, no. 9, pp. 3400-3413, Sep. 2020.

[27] V. D. Nguyen, S. K. Sharma, T. X. Vu, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Efficient federated learning algorithm for resource allocation in wireless IoT networks,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 3394-3409, Mar. 2021.

[28] Y. Mao, J. Zhang, and K. B. Letaief, “Dynamic computation offloading for mobile-edge computing with energy harvesting devices,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 34, no. 12, pp. 3590-3605, Dec. 2016.

[29] Y. Wei, F. R. Yu, M. Song, and Z. Han, “Joint optimization of caching, computing, and radio resources for fog-enabled IoT using natural actor–critic deep reinforcement learning,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 6, pp. 2061-2073, Apr. 2019.

[30] Q. Ren, O. Abbasi, G. K. Kurt, H. Yanikomeroglu, and J. Chen, “Caching and computation offloading in high altitude platform station (HAPS) assisted intelligent transportation systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 11, pp. 9010-9024, Nov. 2022.

[31] A. Mohammed, A. Mehmood, F. Pavlidou, and M. Mohorcic, “The role of high-altitude platforms (HAPs) in the global wireless connectivity,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 99, no. 11, pp. 1939-1953, Nov. 2011.

[32] F. Dovis, R. Fantini, M. Mondin, and P. Savi, “Small-scale fading for high-altitude platform (HAP) propagation channels,” IEEE J. Select. Areas Commun., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 641-647, Apr. 2002.

[33] X. Cao, P. Yang, M. Alzenad, X. Xi, D. Wu, and H. Yanikomeroglu, “Airborne communication networks: A survey,” IEEE J. Select. Areas Commun., vol. 36, no. 9, pp. 1907-1926, Sep. 2018.

[34] Xi. Zhou, C. Liu, J. Zhao, “Resource allocation of federated learning for the metaverse with mobile augmented reality,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.08705, 2022.

[35] Q. Ren, O. Abbasi, G. K. Kurt, H. Yanikomeroglu, and J. Chen, “High altitude platform Station (HAPS) assisted computing for intelligent transportation systems,” in Proc. IEEE Global Commun. Conf. (GLOBECOM), Madrid, Spain, 2021, pp. 1-6.

[36] S. Liu, H. Dahrouj, and M. S. Alouini, “Joint user association and beamforming in integrated satellite-HAPS-ground networks,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.13257, 2022.

[37] M. Hong, M. Razaviyayn, Z. Q. Luo, and J. S. Pang, “A unified algorithmic framework for block-structured optimization involving Big Data: With applications in machine learning and signal processing,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 57–77, Jan. 2016.

[38] A. Khalili, S. Akhlaghi, H. Tabassum, and D. W. K. Ng, “Joint user association and resource allocation in the uplink of heterogeneous networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 9, no. 6, pp. 804-808, Jun. 2020.

[39] S. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, “Convex optimization,” Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004. [40] W. Khawaja, I. Guvenc, D. W. Matolak, U. C. Fiebig, and N. Schneckenburger, “A survey of air-to-ground propagation channel modeling for unmanned aerial vehicles,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tut., vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 2361-2391, Thirdquarter 2019.

[41] Y. LeCun, “The MNIST database of handwritten digits,” Accessed: Jan. 2022 [Online], available:

http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/ [42] X. Chen, G. Zhu, Y. Deng, and Y. Fang, “Federated learning over multihop wireless networks with in-network aggregation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 4622-4634, Jun. 2022.