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Abstract—This paper applies graph neural networks (GNN) in
UAV communications to optimize the placement and transmission
design. We consider a multiple-user multiple-input-single-output
UAV communication system where a UAV intends to find a
placement to hover and serve users with maximum energy
efficiency (EE). To facilitate the GNN-based learning, we adopt
the hybrid maximum ratio transmission and zero forcing scheme
to design the beamforming vectors and a feature augment is
implemented by manually setting edge features. Furthermore,
we propose a two-stage GNN-based model where the first stage
and the second stage yield the placement and the transmission
design, respectively. The two stages are connected via a residual
and their learnable weights are jointly optimized by via unsu-
pervised learning. Numerical results illustrate the effectiveness
and validate the scalability to both UAV antennas and users of
the proposed model.

Index Terms—GNN, UAV communication, EE, two-stage.

I. INTRODUCTION

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) communications serve as
an important complement to the terrestrial communications
[1]. Due to flexible mobility and abundant line-of-sight links,
the UAV can act as aerial base station or relay to greatly
enhance the wireless coverage of an interested area [2].
Meanwhile, as an aerial vehicle, UAV can carry different scales
of antennas, which allows them to meet quality of service and
energy consumption requirements to adopt various application
scenarios [3]. So far, considerable efforts have been devoted to
enhance UAV communications. In [4], a Dinkelbach method
and successive convex approximation (SCA) based algorithm
was employed to maximize the energy efficiency (EE) by
optimizing communication scheduling, power allocation and
UAV trajectories. In [5], an alternative optimization based
algorithm involving weighted minimum mean square error
method was proposed to optimize the placement and the MU-
MIMO beamforming matrix of the UAV. Nevertheless, the
mentioned algorithms may be time-costly due to their iterative
frameworks, which are hard to realize real-time computation.

Applying artificial intelligence in UAV communication sys-
tems is an attractive and promising approach [6]. In [7],
an adaptive beam alignment scheme based on double-layer
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long short-term memory model was proposed for intelligent
reflecting surface assisted high-speed UAV communications
to predict future positions and optimize beamforming vectors.
In [8], a deep deterministic policy gradient based algorithm
was proposed for a UAV communication system with the
aim of information rate maximization while satisfying the
energy consumption requirements. The mentioned works are
all based on traditional deep learning models. To leverage
the graphical topology in wireless networks, graph neural
networks (GNNs) draw increasing attention [9]. Especially, the
GNN-based models was shown to be capability of handling
the unseen problems such that they are scalable to different
scenarios [10]. The effectiveness of GNNs has been validated
in typical wireless systems including MU-MISO [11], interfer-
ence channels [12] and physical-layer security [13]. Recently,
some works have intended to apply GNNs to UAV communi-
cations. In [14], a heterogeneous GNN named graph vision and
communication model was proposed under deep reinforcement
learning (DRL) framework to optimize UAV trajectories while
improving the system throughput and fairness. In [15], a GNN-
assisted DRL algorithm was proposed, which took the input of
UAV communication system states while yielding the actions
to optimize the flight trajectory and scheduling strategy of the
UAV to maximize the task offloading rate.

To the best of our knowledge, the GNN-enabled end-to-
end learning for resource allocation in UAV communication
systems has not been studied thus far. To fill this gap, a joint
placement and beamforming optimization problem is formu-
lated and then, solved by a GNN-based model. Particularly,
we formulate an EE maximization problem under constraints
of the transmit power budget and the flyable area of the UAV.
Based on the hybrid maximum ratio transmission (MRT) and
zero forcing (ZF) scheme [16], we reformulate the considered
problem to reduce the output dimension. Then, the UAV
communication system is represented by a fully connected
graph with defined node and edge features which are input
into a proposed GNN-based model with multi-head attention
and residual to map to the desired horizontal coordinate and
transmission design of the UAV. Numerical results demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm from perspectives
of optimality, scalability and computational efficiency.

II. PROBLEM DEFINITION

A. System Model and Problem Formulation

Consider a multiple-input-single-output UAV communica-
tion system as shown in Figure 1. The UAV is equipped with

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

02
27

7v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  3

 O
ct

 2
02

4



2

u1=(x1,y1)

H

uk=(xk,yk)

uK=(xK,yK)

z

x

y

q=(xU,yU)
Ny

Nx

NT=Nx×Ny

Ny

Nx

NT=Nx×Ny

Uniform planar array

Ny

Nx

NT=Nx×Ny

Uniform planar array

u1 uk

uK

System model

Graph representaion

Fig. 1. UAV communication system and graph representation.

NT = Nx ×Ny uniform planar array (UPA) antennas, and its
flight altitude is fixed to H . The UAV aims to serve K single-
antenna ground users (GUs), and the horizontal coordinate of
the k-th GU is denoted by uk = (xk, yk).

Denote the horizontal coordinate of the UAV by q =
(xU, yU). The channel between the UAV and the k-th GU
is given by

hk (q) =

√
ρak (q)√

∥q− uk∥2 +H2

∈ CNT , (1)

where ρ ≜ (λc/4π)
2 with λc being the wavelength of carrier

frequency, and ak(q) ∈ CNT denotes the steering vector from
the UAV to the k-th GU, which is given by

ak (q) =
(
1, ..., e−j 2πbfc

c sinϖk(q)(nx−1) cosϕk(q), ..., (2)

e−j 2πbfc
c sinϖk(q)(Nx−1) cosϕk(q)

)
⊗(

1, ..., e−j 2πbfc
c sinϖk(q)(ny−1) sinϕk(q), ...,

e−j 2πbfc
c sinϖk(q)(Ny−1) sinϕk(q)

)
,

where b, c and fc respectively denote the inter-antenna dis-
tance, the speed of light and the center frequency of carrier
frequency. nx and ny denote the index of the UPA’s row
and column, respectively. ϖk (q) denotes the vertical angle
of departure (AoD). ϕk (q) denotes the horizontal AoD. They
are respectively expressed as

ϖk (q) = arcsin
H√

H2 + ∥q− uk∥2
, (3a)

ϕk (q) = arccos
yU − yk
∥q− uk∥

. (3b)

The UAV serves all GUs over a common spectrum. The
received signal at the k-th GU is expressed as

yk (q, {wi}) =
∑K

i=1
hH
k (q)wisi + nk, (4)

where si ∈ C represents the symbol for the i-th GU, which
satisfies E{|si|2} = 1; wk ∈ CNT denotes the corresponding
beamforming vector; nk denotes AWGN of the k-th GU with
power of σ2

k. Then, the achievable data rate at the k-th GU is

given by

Rk (q, {wi}) = log2

1 +
|hH

k (q)wk|
2∑K

i=1,i̸=k |h
H
k (q)wj |

2
+ σ2

k

 .

Our goal is to maximize the energy efficiency subject to
the transmit power budget constraint of the UAV. Then, the
considered EE maximization problem is formulated as

max
q,{wi}

∑K
k=1 Rk (q, {wi})∑K
k=1 ∥wk∥22 + Pc

(5a)

s.t.
∑K

k=1
∥wk∥22 ≤ Pmax, (5b)

q ∈ S, ∀i, k ∈ {1, 2, ...,K}, (5c)

where Pc denotes the constant circuit power due to information
transmission, Pmax denotes the transmit power budget, and S

denotes the flyable area.

B. Problem Reformulation

Based on prior knowledge, we can simplify the mapping to
enhance the learning capability. In particular, we simplify the
output of the mapping. For the k-th beamforming vector, it is
composed of the power part denoted by pk and the direction
part denoted by wk, i.e.,

wk =
√
pkwk, ∥wk∥ = 1. (6)

The MRT direction and the ZF direction are respectively
given by

wk
(MRT) (q) =

hk (q)

∥hk (q)∥
(7)

and

wk
(ZF) (q) =

uk (q)

∥uk (q)∥
, (8)

where uk (q) is the k-th column of U(q) ∈ CNT×K given by
(9) where G(q) ≜ [hH

k (q), ...,hH
k (q)] ∈ CK×NT .

U (q) = G(q)
H
(
G (q)G(q)

H
)−1

, NT ≥ K. (9)

The hybrid MRT and ZF scheme is represented by the linear
combination of the MRT direction and the ZF direction [16],
which is given by

wk (q, αk) =
αkwk

(MRT) (q) + (1− αk)wk
(ZF) (q)∥∥∥αkwk

(MRT) (q) + (1− αk)wk
(ZF) (q)

∥∥∥ ,
(10)

where αk ∈ [0, 1] denotes the hybrid coefficient.
With the hybrid MRT and ZF scheme, the problem (5) is

approximated by

max
q,{pi,αi}

∑K
k=1 Rk (q, {pi, αi})∑K

k=1 pk + Pc

(11a)

s.t.
∑K

k=1
pk ≤ Pmax, (11b)

αk ∈ (0, 1] , (11c)
q ∈ S, ∀i, k ∈ {1, 2, ...,K}, (11d)
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Fig. 2. The architecture of the proposed two-stage GNN-based model.

where

Rk (q, {pi, αi}) =

log2

1 +
pk|hH

k (q)wk (q, αk) |
2∑K

i=1,i̸=k pi|h
H
k (q)wi (q, αi) |

2
+ σ2

k

 .

C. Graph Representation and Feature Augment

In order to leverage the graph-structured topology informa-
tion of wireless networks while handling the problem (11), we
convert the considered system into a fully connected directed
graph denoted by G = (V,E). Here, V denotes the set of
nodes, and E denotes the set of edges. Each node represents
a GU with node feature being its coordinate while the edge
from the i-th node to the j-th node represents inter-GU
impact (e.g., resource competition) with edge feature being
ei,j ≜ di,j = ui − uj . Then, the task of the GNN-enabled
resource allocation is to construct and train a model to map
the graph to a (near-)optimal solution to the problem (11).
Mathematically, the model is given by

{q, {pi, αi}} = Πθ (G) , (12)

where θ denotes the trainable parameters.

III. GNN-BASED MODEL ARCHITECTURE

This section gives a realization of the model in (12) as
illustrated in Figure 2. Particularly, the proposed GNN-based
model is two-stage. The first stage generates a (rough) coordi-
nate estimation of the UAV which is input into the second stage
via a residual connection together with the original graph to
obtain the transmission design. The outputs of the two stages
are both included in the loss function such that the placement
and the transmission design of the UAV are jointly optimized
instead of alternately optimized. At last, the proposed model
is trained in an unsupervised manner.

The structure of the two stages are summarized here.
1) The first stage comprises L1 residual graph attention

layers (RGAL), a graph pooling layer (GPL) and M1

fully connected layers (FCL). A customized Sigmod

function guarantees that the output horizontal coordinate
of the UAV satisfies (11d).

2) The second stage comprises L2 RGALs and M2 FCLs.
A scale operation [17] and a customized Sigmod func-
tion guarantee that the output total power consumption
and hybrid coefficients satisfy (11b) and (11c), respec-
tively.

Different from the second stage with node-level readout, the
first stage includes a GPL to facilitate the graph-level readout
as the estimate of the coordinate of the UAV relies on all
location information of GUs. Particularly, the GPL is given
by

q(L1+1) = Pooling
(
{u(L1)

1 , . . . ,u
(L1)
K }

)
, (13)

where q(L1+1) denotes the pooling output which is input
into the FCLs in the first stage and u

(L1)
k denotes the output

associated with the k-th node of the L1-th RGAL.
The residual connection between the two stages is inspired

by the fact that the transmission design depends on the coordi-
nates of both UAV and GUs. With the residual connection, the
node features {ui} are updated by {ûi}, expressed as follows:

ûi ≜ Com(ui,q) (14)

where Com(·) represents the concatenation operation. For
clarity, we denote the graph with {ûi} by Ĝ, which is also
the input of the second stage.

The RGALs in the first stage and the second stage share the
same structure. Instead of vanilla message passing mechanism,
the multi-head attention enabled aggregation is adopted to
facilitate each node to focus on the relationship (i.e., the inter-
GU impact in the first stage and the inter-GU interference in
the second stage) from its neighbours based on their impor-
tance, and the residual-based update is adopted to mitigate the
over-smoothing issue. Similarly, the FCLs in the first stage and
the second stage share the same structure, which are utilized
to re-shape the extracted features into the required dimensions.
In the following, we give the detailed processes of RGAL and
FCL for the two stages.

A. Residual Graph Attention Layer

Each RGAL includes two main ingredients, i.e., the multi-
head attention enabled aggregation and the residual-based
update.

1) Multi-head attention enabled aggregation: Each node
learns the graph-level information by aggregating node fea-
tures of its neighboring node as well as the associated edge
features. To distinguish the importance of each neighboring
node, the multi-head attention mechanism is adopted for each
node to assign attention weights for it neighboring nodes.

For the l-th RGAL (l ∈ L ≜ {1, ..., L1} or {1, , ..., L2}),
denote the input node feature of the i-th node by u

(l)
i ∈ RG(l),

where G(l) denotes the dimension. D(l)-head self-attention
mechanisms are employed, and the attention weight of the
node pair i → j under the d-th (d ∈ {1, ...D(l)}) attention
head is given by (16), where a

(l)
d ∈ RG̃(l) denote the learnable

attention vector, Θ(l)
s,d ∈ RG̃(l)×G(l), Θ(l)

t,d ∈ RG̃(l)×G(l) and



4

α
(l)
i,j,d =

exp

(
LeakyReLU

(
Θ

(l)
s,du

(l)
i +Θ

(l)
t,du

(l)
j +Θ

(l)
e,dd

(l)
i,j

)T

a
(l)
d

)
∑

k∈N(i)∪{i} exp

(
LeakyReLU

(
Θ

(l)
s,du

(l)
i +Θ

(l)
t,du

(l)
k +Θ

(l)
e,dd

(l)
i,k

)T

a
(l)
d

) (16)

Θ
(l)
e,d ∈ RG̃(l)×G(l) denote the learnable linear transformation

matrices for the source node feature, target node feature, and
edge feature, respectively, and G̃(l) denotes the transformed
dimension. Then, the aggregated feature of the i-th node under
the d-th attention head is given by

β
(l)
i,d = α

(l)
i,iΘ

(l)
s,du

(l)
i +

∑
j∈N(i)

α
(l)
i,jΘ

(l)
t,du

(l)
j ∈ RG̃(l). (15)

2) Residual-based update: Each node updates its node
features based on its aggregated information. To mitigate the
over-smoothing issue by making the updated node features of
nodes distinguishable, the input node feature is also included
via a jump residual connection.

Denote the output node feature of the i-th node of the l-th
RGAL by ũ

(l)
i ∈ RG̃(l)×D(l). The i-th node is updated through

the l-th RGAL by

ũ
(l)
i =ReLU

(
Com

({
β
(l)
d,i

}D(l)

d=1

)
+Θ

(l)
u
(l)
i

)
(17)

∈ RG̃(l)×D(l),

where Θ
(l) ∈ R(G̃(l)×D(l))×G(l) denote the trainable parame-

ters of a feed-forward NN due to the jump residual connection,
and the ReLU(·) denotes the ReLU function.

B. Fully Connected Layer and Activation Function

The FCL is to “decode” the extracted features by the
RGALs to the desired solution, i.e., q or {αi, pi}.

In the first stage, M1 FCLs are attached to the GPL to carry
out graph-level computation, among which the m-th (m ∈
{1, ...,M1}) FCL is given by

ũ(m) = ReLU
(

BN
(
Θ̃(m)u(m)

))
∈ RF̃ (m), (18)

where ũ(m), u(m), Θ̃(m) and F̃ (m) denote the graph-level
input and out feature, learnable linear transformation matrices
of and transformed dimension, respectively, and BN(·) denotes
the batch normalization function. Particularly, F̃ (M1) = 2
and the output of the M1-th FCL is input into the following
activation function according to the constraint (11d):

q =
(
Nx × δ

(
ũ(M1)[1]

)
, Ny × δ

(
ũ(M1)[2]

))
, (19)

where δ(·) : R → (0, 1) denotes the Sigmod function.
In the second stage, M2 FCLs accept the input of the

updated node feature, e.g., ũ(L2)
i , and allow parameter sharing

among nodes. The m-th (m ∈ {1, ...,M2}) FCL is given by

ũ
(m)
i = ReLU

(
BN

(
Θ̃(m)u

(m)
i

))
∈ RF̃ (m). (20)

Particularly, F̃ (M2) = 2 and the output of the M2-th FCL is
input into the following activation functions according to the
constraints (11b) and (11c):

pk =


ũ
(M2)
k [1],

K∑
i=1

ũ
(M2)
i [1] ≤ Pmax,

ũ
(M2)

k [1]
K∑

i=1
ũ

(M2)
i [1]

Pmax,
K∑
i=1

ũ
(M2)
i [1] > Pmax,

(21)

and αk = δ
(
ũ
(M2)
k [2]

)
. (22)

C. Loss Function and Unsupervised Learning

We use the objective function of the problem (11) to con-
struct the loss function as the output of FCLs is feasible to the
problem (11). Besides, the unsupervised learning is adopted
to train the proposed model. Therefore, the loss function of a
batch of samples is given by

LN (θ) = − 1

N

N∑
n=1


K∑

k=1

Rk ({q̂, {p̂i, α̂i}})

K∑
k=1

p̂k + Pc


(n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
θ

, (23)

where θ ≜ {a(l),Θ(l)
s , Θ(l)

t , Θ(l)
e , Θ

(l)
, Θ̃(m)} represents all

trainable parameters and N denotes the batch size.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The section provides the numerical results to show the
effectiveness of the proposed GNN-based model.

Simulation scenario. The UAV is equipped with NT ∈
{2 × 3, 2 × 4, 2 × 5, 3 × 4, 2 × 7} antennas at an altitude of
H = 100 m. The number of GUs is set as K ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7},
and the GUs are randomly distributed within an area of 40×40
m2. The channel model follows (2). The noise power is set
as −80 dBm. The center frequency, inter-antenna distance,
transmit power budget and constant circuit power of the UAV
are set as 2.4 GHz, 0.0625 m, 2.5NT W and 0.25NT W,
respectively [18].

Dataset. Five training sets with (NT,K) = {(2×4, 4), (3×
4, 4), (2 × 3, 6), (2 × 5, 6), (3 × 4, 6)} are prepared and each
training set includes 8, 000 unlabeled samples. For each train-
ing set, a 1, 000-sample validation set is prepared with the
same setting. Besides, twelve test sets are prepared and each
test set includes 1, 000 samples.

Implementation Details. The learning rate is initialized as
4 × 10−5. The adaptive moment estimation [19] is adopted
as the optimizer during the training phase. The batch size
is set as 32 for 120 epochs of training. Our implementation
is developed using Python 3.10.14 with Pytorch 2.0.0 on a
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Fig. 3. Illustration of optimization of placement and transmission design.

computer with AMD EPYC 9654 CPU and one RTX 4090
GPU (24 GB of memory).

Figure 3 illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed model
where the maximum EE of each position is calculated by an
SCA-based algorithm. It is observed that the GNN-model is
able to yield high-quality position and transmission design in
this example. Besides, it takes several hours to exhaustively
search to find the optimal position while it takes less than 1
milliseconds by the proposed model.

Table I evaluates the scalability of the proposed model and
a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) is also trained as a baseline1.
It is observed that the proposed GNN-based model is scalable
to both number of UAV antennas and GUs which are unseen
in the training set, while the traditional MLP may not work.
Note that the total power budget and constant circuit power are
also dependent on the number of antennas. The scalability to
these system parameters is also validated. Besides, the GNN-
based model outperforms the MLP in terms of the EE due to
more powerful feature extracting capability.

Table II provides the ablation experiment to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the feature argument (in Section II-C) and
residual connection from the first stage to the second stage (in
Section III). It is observed that both two mechanisms improve
the obtained EE and have negligible impact on the inference
time. Note that the two mechanisms can be extended to other
GNN-based models for wireless resource allocation.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed a two-stage GNN-based model for
UAV communications which yielded the placement in the first
stage and the transmission design in the second stage. The

1We extend the MLP-based transmit desgin in [20] to solve the considered
problem as a baseline.

TABLE I
SCALABILITY OF GNN TO DIFFERENT NUMBERS OF ANTENNAS AND

GUS IN TERMS OF EE [BIT/HZ/J].

K(Tr) N
(Tr)
T K(Te) N

(Te)
T MLP GNN

4 3× 4 4 3× 4 9.05 9.46

4 2× 4
4

2× 3 10.81 11.38
2× 5 9.60 10.20

2× 4
10.34 10.95

3 × 10.13
5 × 10.46

6 3× 4
6

2× 5 9.07 9.68
2× 7 9.13 9.74

3× 4
9.16 9.76

5 × 10.00
7 × 8.98

Inference time 0.40 ms 0.46 ms
K(Tr)/K(Te): Number of GUs in the training/test set.
N

(Tr)
T /N

(Te)
T : Number of antennas in the training/test set.

TABLE II
ABLATION EXPERIMENT IN TERMS OF EE [BIT/HZ/J] WITH

K(Tr) = K(Te) = 6.

FA RC N
(Tr)
T = N

(Te)
T Inference time

2× 3 2× 5 3× 4

× ✓ 6.46 9.44 9.73 0.45 ms
✓ × 6.51 9.50 9.64 0.46 ms
✓ ✓ 6.63 9.53 9.76 0.46 ms

FA/RC: Feature argument/residual connection.

proposed model was utilized to solve an EE maximization
problem subject to power budget and flyable area via an
unsupervised manner and shown to be with good scalability
to both UAV antennas and GUs.
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