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Abstract—In the disaster and remote regions, unmanned aerial
vehicles (UAVs) can assist the data acquisition for Internet of
Things (IoT). How to cover massive IoT devices (IDs), which
require diverse quality-of-service (QoS), is a crucial challenge.
For UAV-assisted IoT, this paper studies the deployment scheme
with QoS guarantee to place multiple UAVs for covering all
ground IDs and maximizing the average data rate of UAVs.
First, for the ground ID, we propose the QoS demand based
power allocation (QDPA) algorithm to solve the diversity of QoS
with respect to data rate demand. Then, the data rate maximiza-
tion placement (DRMP) algorithm is proposed to optimize the
placement of single UAV. Finally, based on QDPA and DRMP
algorithms, we propose the joint power allocation and placement
(JPAP) scheme with QoS guarantee, which can cover massive
IDs, to deploy multiple UAVs for maximizing the average UAV
data rate. Simulation experiments are conducted to verify the
superiority of our proposed JPAP scheme, which can minimize
the UAV number and maximize the average data rate of UAVs.

Index Terms—Unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV), Internet of
Things (IoT), quality-of-service (QoS), power allocation, place-
ment, data rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

A
S important driving force of the fifth generation (5G)

communications, Internet of Things (IoT) can achieve the

intercommunication among IoT devices (IDs) such as sensors,

wearable devices, and intelligent phones [1]. The research in

[2] shows that the number of IDs connecting to Internet will

be 100 billion by 2025, thus resulting in huge data acquisition

of IoT. For traditional networks, terrestrial base stations (BSs)

can assist IoT to directly acquire data from IDs. However,

due to the inflexible network topology, which is caused by

fixed BS deployment and destruction of the communication

infrastructure, IoT can hardly achieve the real-time coverage

and data acquisition of IDs in the disaster and remote regions.

Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) have been applied into

many fields, such as monitoring, surveillance, and cargo de-

livery [3]. With advantages of mobility, flexibility, and line-of-

sight (LoS) channels, UAVs can act as flying BSs to improve

the coverage and data acquisition of IoT in the disaster and
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remote regions, which may be caused by the lack of ground

BS [4]. Therefore, to enhance the flexibility and coverage of

IoT, UAV-assisted IoT has received much research attention

from academia and industry [5]. The authors of [6] studied

the resource allocation to optimize the uplink transmission for

UAV-assisted IoT. In [7], the data dissemination performance

of UAV-assisted IoT was improved by joint resource allocation

and UAV mobility optimization. For UAV-assisted IoT, the

maximum energy consumption of IDs was minimized by

optimizing the UAV trajectory and time allocation of ID [8].

The authors in [9] proposed the multihop D2D communication

and multiantenna transceiver design to satisfy the transmission

reliability of UAV-assisted IoT in disaster and hotspot regions.

The works of [6], [7], [8], [9] do not consider the scenario

where IDs can not be served by single UAV, but the multi-

UAV placement that can cover all IDs is urgently required for

UAV-assisted IoT.

Recently, UAV deployment schemes, which aim to cover

massive IDs, have received much research attention [10], [11],

[12], [13], [14], [15]. For the LoS-dominated ID-UAV channel,

multiple UAVs were placed to cover the IDs by using K-means

algorithm, and the uncovered IDs were served by ground BSs

[10]. To cover all the IDs with minimum UAV number, the

spiral deployment scheme was proposed to place the UAVs

sequentially along the perimeter of area boundary [11]. By

giving high priority to dense boundary ID, the authors in

[12] studied the dense boundary prioritized coverage algorithm

to place multiple UAVs for the maximization of average

UAV capacity. The works in [10], [11], [12] assume that

all the IDs have the same quality-of-service (QoS) demand.

Due to different traffic requirements (e.g., voice call and

multimedia transmission), IDs have diverse QoS with respect

to data rate demand. Therefore, utilizing the exhaustive search

method, the authors in [13] investigated the UAV deployment

scheme, which can satisfy the QoS requirement, to maximize

the number of covered IDs. In [14], an on-demand density-

driven UAV placement scheme was proposed to maximize the

covered ID number under the constraint of minimum QoS

requirement. The authors of [15] proposed the utility-aware

resource management to maximize the served ID number with

different coverage and QoS requirement.

The authors of [13], [14], [15] ignore the multi-UAV

placement scheme with QoS guarantee to cover massive IDs,

which can not be served by single UAV. Note that maximizing

the average data rate of UAVs can reduce the service time

for UAVs. Furthermore, the total transmit power of UAV is

limited, and the power allocation is necessary for UAV to

improve the energy efficiency. Therefore, this paper studies

the efficient multi-UAV coverage scheme with QoS guarantee,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.21470v2
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which can cover the massive IDs and maximize the average

data rate of UAVs. The key contributions of the paper are

fourfold, which can be summarized as follows.

• The efficient heuristic multi-UAV coverage scheme that

can cover all the IDs is proposed from the perspective of

the ID’s QoS guarantee and UAV data rate.

• To solve the diversity of QoS with respect to data

rate demand, we propose the QoS demand based power

allocation (QDPA) algorithm.

• Using QDPA algorithm, the data rate maximization place-

ment (DRMP) algorithm is proposed to obtain the optimal

placement for single UAV.

• To maximize the average UAV data rate, we propose

the joint power allocation and placement (JPAP) scheme,

which is based on QDPA and DRMP algorithms, to

deploy multiple UAVs for serving all the IDs with diverse

QoS requirements.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In the considered system model, there are K IDs that

can be denoted by the set K = {1, 2 · · · ,K}. The k-th

(k ∈ K) ID is at the location (ak, bk, 0). The UAV set is

represented by N = {1, 2 · · · , N}, and n-th (n ∈ N ) UAV

is at (xn, yn, H). Furthermore, we define uk = (ak, bk) and

vn = (xn, yn) as the horizontal coordinates of k-th ID and n-

th UAV, respectively. The IDs are at the ground (i.e., horizontal

plane H = 0) and the UAVs fly at a fixed altitude H > 0
above the ground. The IDs that are served by the n-th UAV

are represented by the set Ωn. The cardinality of set Ωn is

Kn = |Ωn|, i.e., the number of IDs that are served by the n-

th UAV. We assume that N UAVs will be deployed to cover all

the K IDs, i.e., K =
∑

n∈N

Kn =
∑

n∈N

|Ωn|. The deployment

process is managed by the central controller, which can be

the mobile BS for the disaster region and the fixed BS for the

remote region.

This paper assumes that the ID-UAV channel is LoS-

dominated. Thus, the channel gain from the n-th UAV to the

k-th ID can be written as [16], [17]

gn,k = D−2
n,kρ0 =

ρ0
‖ vn − uk ‖2 +H2

, (1)

where Dn,k is the distance from the n-th UAV to the k-th

ID, ρ0 denotes the channel gain of reference distance 1 m and

‖ · ‖ is the Euclidean norm of a vector. It is assumed that ID

location information is available to UAVs. For the n-th UAV,

the transmit power allocated to the k-th (k ∈ Ωn) ID is Pk,

which follows ∑

k∈Ωn

Pk = PT, (2)

where PT is the total transmit power of single UAV.

Note that in the disaster and remote regions, the communi-

cation requirement is relatively few in general, and thus there

are enough bandwidth resources for the UAV-assisted IoT.

Orthogonal bandwidth resources are allocated to the UAVs,

which can avoid the interference among UAVs. There may

exist the scenario where some IDs are covered by multiple

UAVs, but each ID is served by one UAV within its coverage,

i.e., Ωn1
∩ Ωn2

= ∅ for n1 6= n2. To avoid the interference

among IDs, the n-th UAV provides different resource with

equal bandwidth B to each ID in Ωn. For mathematical sim-

plicity, the bandwidth B is normalized to one. The achievable

data rate of the k-th (k ∈ Ωn) ID can be expressed as

Rn,k = log2(1 +
Pkgn,k
σ2

), (3)

where σ2 denotes the noise power. The data rate of the n-th

UAV, which is sum data rate of IDs in Ωn, can be written as

follows:

R̂n =
∑

k∈Ωn

Rn,k. (4)

The QoS generally refers to the quantitative network mea-

surement, which is a combination of several metrics such as

data rate, delay, etc. This paper will study QoS-guaranteed

power allocation and UAV placement scheme by providing

data rate guarantee for IDs. Due to different traffic require-

ments, IDs have vastly diverse QoS with respect to data rate

demand. For the k-th ID, the minimum required data rate is

rk. Therefore, to guarantee the QoS of the k-th ID (i.e., rk),

the maximum UAV coverage radius projected on the ground

can be derived as follows:

dk =

√
Pkη

2rk − 1
−H2, (5)

where η = ρ0/σ
2.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ANALYSIS

This paper denotes the average data rate of UAVs as the

ratio of sum UAV data rate to UAV number. The objective of

this paper is to maximize the average data rate of UAVs by the

power allocation and placement of UAVs. We will determine

the deployment of multiple UAVs to serve all the distributed

IDs with diverse QoS demands. The formulated problem can

be expressed as follows:

P1 : max
(Pk,vn,N)

∑

n∈N

R̂n

N
(6a)

s.t. : 1). ‖ vn − uk ‖2≤ d2k, ∀k ∈ Ωn, ∀n ∈ N ; (6b)

2).
∑

k∈Ωn

Pk = PT, ∀n ∈ N ; (6c)

3).
∑

n∈N

|Ωn| = K; (6d)

4). |Ωn| ≤ Kmax, ∀n ∈ N . (6e)

The constraint (6b) denotes that the distances between the

IDs and the served UAV can satisfy the QoS of each ID. The

constraint (6c) represents the total power constraint of single

UAV, i.e., the total power of each UAV is PT. The constraint

(6d) guarantees that the deployed UAVs can serve all the IDs.

The constraint (6e) means that for each UAV, Kmax is the

maximum number of covered IDs, which is determined by

the service ability of UAV.

Problem P1 is an NP-hard problem due to the integer

optimization variable N (i.e., the UAV number). Moreover,

from (5), we can observe that the larger rk is, the smaller
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TABLE I
SUMMARY OF NOTATIONS

K Set of IDs

N Set of UAVs

uk Horizontal coordinates of k-th ID

vn Horizontal coordinates of n-th UAV

Ωn Set of IDs that are served by the n-th UAV

Kn The number of IDs that are served by the n-th

UAV

gn,k Channel gain from the n-th UAV to the k-th

ID

Dn,k Distance from the n-th UAV to the k-th ID

ρ0 Channel gain of reference distance 1 m

Pk Transmit power allocated to the k-th ID

PT Total transmit power of UAV

Rn,k Achievable data rate of the k-th ID served by

n-th UAV

σ2 Noise power

R̂n Data rate of the n-th UAV

rk Minimum required data rate of the k-th ID

dk Maximum UAV coverage radius projected on

the ground

Kmax Maximum number of covered IDs for the

UAV

dk is. The more diverse QoS is, the larger UAV number N
will be. The diverse QoS with respect to data rate demand,

which results in the difference of dk corresponding to ID, will

significantly complicate the problem P1 and make our study

nontrivial. To increase average data rate of UAVs, we should

increase UAV data rate R̂n and decrease UAV number N by

optimizing the UAV placement and maximizing the covered ID

number of UAV, respectively. On this basis, an efficient multi-

UAV coverage scheme is proposed with QoS guarantee. For

ease of searching, we summarize the notations used throughout

the paper in Table I.

IV. JOINT POWER ALLOCATION AND PLACEMENT

SCHEME

In this section, by optimizing the deployment of multiple

UAVs, the JPAP scheme is proposed to cover all the IDs and

maximize the average data rate of UAVs. Note that the IDs are

randomly scattered at the ground and the distances between

IDs are different. Therefore, to solve the problem P1, we

should determine the coverage order of IDs (i.e., cover the IDs

in sequence), and then obtain the optimal placement of UAVs.

The constraints (6d) and (6e) of problem P1 are satisfied

by the coverage order of IDs. In other words, the determined

coverage sequence of IDs can guarantee the constraints (6d)

and (6e) of problem P1. Then, we can decompose the problem

P1 into N optimization subproblems of UAV placement,

which can maximize the data rate of UAV. To solve the

subproblem, the QDPA algorithm is first given to solve the

diversity of QoS with respect to data rate demand, and then we

derive the DRMP algorithm to obtain the optimal placement

of single UAV.

We will deploy multiple UAVs sequentially based on the

coverage order of IDs, which can be explained as follows.

The boundary IDs are defined as the ID with maximum ak,

ID with maximum bk, ID with minimum ak, and ID with

minimum bk. Obviously, we allocate the total power PT to

the first covered ID, and thus the coverage radius is d0k =√
(PTη)/(2rk − 1)−H2. Furthermore, the first covered ID

chosen from the boundary IDs is the dense boundary ID, which

has the most IDs within its 2d0k area. The high priority is

given to cover the dense boundary ID, which will decrease the

occurrence probability of outlier IDs that need one dedicated

UAV for its coverage. For the n-th UAV, we first search for

the dense boundary ID k0 of the uncovered ID set KU and the

IDs within 2d0k0
area of k0, which is represented by the ID

set K0. Then, the n-th UAV covers the dense boundary ID k0.

Finally, to cover as many uncovered IDs in K0 as possible,

QDPA and DRMP algorithms are proposed to place the n-th

UAV inwards toward the area center of uncovered ID set KU.

After placing the n-th UAV, the area of uncovered ID set KU

will shrink at the local area near k0. The above process is

repeated until all the IDs are covered, i.e., KU = ∅.

Then, for the n-th UAV, the data rate maximization sub-

problem can be written as

P2 : max
(Pk,xn,yn)

R̂n =
∑

k∈Ωn

Rn,k (7a)

s.t. : 1). (xn − ak)
2 + (yn − bk)

2 ≤ d2k, ∀k ∈ Ωn; (7b)

2).
∑

k∈Ωn

Pk = PT. (7c)

To maximize average data rate of UAVs, we propose the JPAP

scheme to determine the coverage of IDs, and then obtain the

optimal placement of single UAV by using the proposed QDPA

and DRMP algorithms, which are given in the following.

A. QoS Demand Based Power Allocation

To cope with QoS diversity, we employ the adaptive power

allocation to make the dk of different IDs have the same value

dsv, which can be expressed as follows:

dsv = d1 = d2 = · · · = dk. (8)

Then, we can derive

2rk − 1

2r1 − 1
P1 =

2rk − 1

2r2 − 1
P2 = · · · = Pk. (9)

Based on (7c), the QDPA algorithm can be written as

Pk =
PT(2

rk − 1)∑
k∈Ωn

(2rk − 1)
. (10)

Utilizing the QDPA algorithm, i.e., Pk in (10), we can obtain

dsv =

√√√√
PTη∑

k∈Ωn

(2rk − 1)
−H2. (11)
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Thus, to meet the high QoS demand of ID, UAV will allocate

large power to the ID with high QoS demand. Problem P2

can be transformed into the following problem:

P3 : max
(xn,yn)

R̂n =
∑

k∈Ωn

Rn,k (12a)

s.t. : (xn − ak)
2 + (yn − bk)

2 ≤ d2sv, ∀k ∈ Ωn. (12b)

Since the problem P3 is not concave, we are interested

in the function log2(1 + z) where z ≥ 0, the tight lower-

bound of which is function τ log2z + β [18]. Furthermore,

the coefficients τ and β are chosen as τ = z0
1+z0

and β =
log2(1 + z0) −

z0
1+z0

log2z0. Since z0 ≥ 0, τ is not less than

0. The lower-bound τ log2z + β is equal to log2(1 + z) for

z = z0. The function Rn,k can be relaxed as

R̃n,k = τklog2Pkη + βk − τkJn,k, (13)

where Jn,k = log2[(xn − ak)
2 +(yn − bk)

2 +H2], τk and βk

are the coefficients corresponding to the k-th ID.

B. DRMP Algorithm for Single UAV

Based on (13), the problem P3 can be converted into

P4 : min
(xn,yn)

∑

k∈Ωn

τkJn,k (14)

subject to the constraint (12b). The DRMP algorithm for single

UAV is proposed to solve problem P4 by maximizing the

UAV data rate.

The Hessian matrix of Jn,k is expressed as follows:

Tj =

[
tj1 tj2
tj3 tj4

]
=




∂2Jn,k

∂x2
n

∂2Jn,k

∂xn∂yn

∂2Jn,k

∂yn∂xn

∂2Jn,k

∂y2
n


 . (15)

We can derive tj1 and tj1tj4 − tj2tj3 as

tj1 =
2
[
−(xn − ak)

2 + (yn − bk)
2 +H2

]

ln2D4
n,k

(16)

and

tj1tj4 − tj2tj3 =
4
{
−
[
(xn − ak)

2 + (yn − bk)
2
]2

+H4
}

(
ln2D4

n,k

)2 .

(17)

From (16) and (17), we can see that problem P4 will be

convex when (xn − ak)
2 + (yn − bk)

2 < H2 holds i.e., dsv is

less than H .

For the case dsv < H , we can formulate the Lagrange

function of P4 as follows:

L(xn,yn;λ) =
∑

k∈Ωn

τkJn,k

+
∑

k∈Ωn

λk

[
(xn − ak)

2 + (yn − bk)
2 − d2sv

]
,

(18)

where λ denotes the Lagrange multiplier vector, which con-

sists of λk (∀k ∈ Ωn). Since problem P4 is a strictly con-

vex optimization problem, P4’s optimal Lagrange multiplier

vector λ
∗ is also the optimal solution to P4’s dual problem

P4D, which can be expressed as follows:

P4D : max
λ

{
L̃(λ) = min

(xn,yn)
L(xn, yn;λ)

}
(19a)

s.t. : λk ≥ 0, ∀k ∈ Ωn, (19b)

where L̃(λ) denotes the Lagrange dual function. Based on

convex optimization theory, function L̃(λ) is concave on the

space spanned by λ. Thus, we use the subgradient method to

track λ
∗, which is given as follows:

λ∗
k =

{
λ∗
k + ǫλ

[
(xn − ak)

2 + (yn − bk)
2 − d2sv

]}+
, (20)

where ǫλ is positive real-valued number arbitrarily close to 0

and {λ}+ denotes the maximum value between λ and 0. The

iteration of (20) converges to λ
∗. Then, by taking λ

∗ into

∂L(xn, yn;λ)

∂xn

∣∣∣∣
λ=λ∗

= 0 (21)

and
∂L(xn, yn;λ)

∂yn

∣∣∣∣
λ=λ∗

= 0, (22)

we obtain the optimal placement v∗
n. Using v

∗
n = (x∗

n, y
∗
n),

we can derive the maximum UAV data rate R̂∗
n.

For the general case dsv ≥ H , the feasible region can be

divided into inner feasible region I = {(xn, yn)|(xn−ak)
2+

(yn − bk)
2 < H2, ∀k ∈ Ωn} and outer feasible region O =

{(xn, yn)|H2 ≤ (xn − ak)
2 + (yn − bk)

2 ≤ d2sv, ∀k ∈ Ωn}.

For I, we first use Lagrange method to derive the optimal

placement v i
n and maximum UAV data rate R̂ i

n. Then, for O,

the exhaustive search method is used to obtain the optimal

placement vo
n and maximum UAV data rate R̂o

n. Finally, the

larger one between R̂ i
n and R̂o

n is the maximum UAV data

rate R̂∗
n, and the optimal placement corresponding to R̂∗

n is

the optimal placement of single UAV v
∗
n.

Based on the above analysis, we propose the DRMP algo-

rithm, which is summarized as follows: 1) for dsv < H , the

Lagrange method is used to calculate the optimal placement

and maximum UAV data rate; 2) for dsv ≥ H , we utilize the

Lagrange method and exhaustive search method to obtain the

optimal placement and maximum UAV data rate. Note that

I = O = ∅ indicates that the feasible region does not exist,

i.e., the n-th UAV can not cover all the Kn IDs.

C. Illustration of JPAP scheme

To maximize average data rate of UAVs, we propose the

JPAP scheme, which covers all the K IDs, to solve problem

P1 based on QDPA and DRMP algorithms. The proposed

JPAP scheme can be summarized as follows:

Joint power allocation and placement Scheme

Initialization:

1) UAV set N = ∅ and n = 1;

2) ID set K and ID location {uk}k∈K;

3) Uncovered ID set KU = K and covered ID set KC = ∅;

Iteration:

1) while KU 6= ∅ do

2) For KU, search for k0 (dense boundary ID) and K0 (ID
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set within k0’s 2d0k0
area);

3) Set v∗
n = uk0

, R̂∗
n = log2(1+

PTη
H2 ), KC = k0 and i = 1;

4) while (K0 6= ∅ & i ≤ Kmax) do

5) Search for ID k1 ∈ K0 with shortest distance to v
∗
n;

6) Set KC = KC ∪ k1, K0 = K0\ k1 and i = |KC|;
7) For KC , based on QDPA , calculate power allocation

Pk and dsv by using (10) and (11) , respectively ;

obtain inner feasible region I and outer feasible

region O for KC;

8) if I = O = ∅
9) Set KC = KC\k1, go to 14);

10) else

11) To cover KC , use DRMP algorithm to update

optimal placement v∗
n and maximum UAV data rate

R̂∗
n =

∑
k∈KC

R̃n,k;

12) end if

13) end while

14) Set KU = KU\KC, N = N ∪ n and n = n+ 1;

15) end while

16) Obtain optimal UAV placement {v∗
n}n∈N and calculate

average data rate
∑

n∈N

R̂∗

n

|N | .

D. Complexity Analysis of JPAP Scheme

For the JPAP scheme, the complexity of the iteration loop

is bounded by O(
K(K+1)

2 ). The subgradient method, which

is used to update Lagrange multiplier vector λ, converges

to the desired condition only after O( 1
ǫ2

) iterations, where ǫ
is the maximum error tolerance [19]. The complexity of the

exhaustive search method can be expressed as O( 1
ǫ
). Thus,

the complexity of each iteration is bounded by O( 1
ǫ2

), which

is determined by the higher complexity between the Lagrange

method and exhaustive search method. In summary, the com-

plexity of the JPAP scheme can be bounded by O(
K(K+1)

2ǫ2 ).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

Simulation results are presented to evaluate the performance

of proposed JPAP scheme. The QoS demand rk is uniformly

distributed in the region [15, 20]. We set the total transmit

power, noise power and channel gain of the reference distance

1 m as PT = 40 dBm, σ2 = −90 dBm and ρ0 = −30 dB,

respectively. The IDs are uniformly scattered in 1500 m ×
1500 m area. The UAV altitude H is 50 m. Note that the

proposed JPAP scheme is based on QDPA algorithm in this

paper. The illustration of JPAP scheme is given in Fig. 2,

which describes the deployment of N UAVs and the placement

of first UAV. For comparison, we also give the equal power

allocation (EPA) algorithm based JPAP scheme, in which the

total transmit power of UAV is equally allocated to covered

IDs.

Figure 1 compares the proposed JPAP scheme with EPA

algorithm based JPAP scheme, QDPA/EPA algorithm based K-

means scheme and QDPA/EPA algorithm based spiral scheme.

From Fig. 1, we can observe that the proposed JPAP scheme

and spiral scheme achieve larger average UAV data rates than

the K-means scheme. This is because UAVs are placed flexibly
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Fig. 1. Average UAV data rate versus ID number

based on ID location information. The proposed JPAP scheme

obtains the largest average UAV data rate, which benefits from

QDPA and DRMP algorithms for each UAV.

Fig. 2. Demonstration of proposed JPAP scheme and EPA algorithm based
JPAP scheme

In Fig. 2, we use the proposed JPAP scheme and EPA

algorithm based JPAP scheme to deploy multiple UAVs for

covering 40 IDs. The proposed JPAP scheme requires 14 UAVs

denoted by ✩, and the blue dashed circle with radius dsv is the

coverage of UAV, which is different for different UAVs. The

EPA algorithm based JPAP scheme requires 15 UAVs marked

by ✷, which is larger than the UAV number of proposed JPAP

scheme. This is because the proposed JPAP scheme utilizes the

adaptive power allocation based on QoS demand.

Figure 3 depicts the UAV number curves of the pro-

posed JPAP scheme with EPA algorithm based JPAP scheme,

QDPA/EPA algorithm based K-means scheme and QDPA/EPA

algorithm based spiral scheme. It can be seen that proposed

JPAP scheme obtains the smallest UAV number. Furthermore,

the UAV numbers of proposed JPAP scheme and spiral scheme

are both less than that of K-means scheme. This is due to the
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Fig. 3. UAV number under various ID number

flexible placement of UAV according to ID location.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The deployment scheme of UAV, which can satisfy the QoS

demand of ID, was investigated for UAV-assisted IoT to cover

all the IDs and maximize the average data rate of UAVs.

To solve the QoS diversity of IDs, the QDPA algorithm was

derived based on the adaptive power allocation. We presented

the DRMP algorithm to obtain the optimal placement of single

UAV. Then, jointly utilizing QDPA and DRMP algorithms, we

proposed the efficient multi-UAV coverage scheme, which can

maximize the average UAV data rate, to cover all the IDs with

diverse QoS demands. Simulation results were provided to

validate that proposed JPAP scheme can obtain the minimum

UAV number and maximum average data rate of UAVs.
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