arXiv:2205.04672v1 [cs.IT] 10 May 2022

Rate-Convergence Tradeoff of Federated Learning over Wireless Channel

Ayoob Salari^∗, Mahyar Shirvanimoghaddam^{∗†}, Branka Vucetic^∗, Sarah Johnson^† ∗School of Electrical and Information Engineering, The University of Sydney, NSW 2006, Australia †School of Electrical Engineering and Computing, The University of Newcastle, NSW 2308, Australia Emails: {ayoob.salari, mahyar.shm, branka.vucetic}@sydney.edu.au, sarah.johnson@newcastle.edu.au

Abstract—In this paper, we consider a federated learning problem over wireless channel that takes into account the coding rate and packet transmission errors. Communication channels are modelled as packet erasure channels (PEC), where the erasure probability is determined by the block length, code rate, and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). To lessen the effect of packet erasure on the FL performance, we propose two schemes in which the central node (CN) reuses either the past local updates or the previous global parameters in case of packet erasure. We investigate the impact of coding rate on the convergence of federated learning (FL) for both short packet and long packet communications considering erroneous transmissions. Our simulation results shows that even one unit of memory has considerable impact on the performance of FL in erroneous communication.

Index Terms—channel coding, convergence, federated learning, massive IoT, packet erasure, uplink.

I. INTRODUCTION Internet of things (IoT)-enabled applications and services have grown in popularity due to their potentials to improve human lives [1]. By the year 2023, there will be 14.7 billion connected devices, with IoT devices making up half of that total [2]. It is envisioned that the number of concurrent connections increase from one million per square kilometre in 5G to ten million per square kilometre in 6G [3], [4]. Together with artificial intelligence (AI), the next generation of wireless technologies intends to enable the communication infrastructure required for the massive IoT (mIoT) use cases [5], [6]. In mIoT, a large number of low-cost low-power endpoints communicate with the central node (CN) [7]. Conventionally, users send their local data to a computationally capable central controller for the purpose of training a deep network model. However, such an approach is impractical in a mIoT scenarios owing to concerns about privacy, limited power, and often inadequate communication bandwidth, all of which impose a significant strain on the communication links [8]. Federated learning (FL) is an alternative approach, in which each user trains a local model based on its own data and the global parameter and transmits the updated model parameter to the CN. The CN adjusts the global model parameter with a weighted average of users’ updates and broadcasts the new global parameters to the network. This procedure is continued until convergence occurs [9].

It is critical to comprehend the difficulties associated with FL. Since each device’s dataset is acquired by the user itself, it depends on the client’s local environment. As a result, not only the users’ datasets are non-i.i.d throughout the network, but also the size of users’ datasets may vary significantly [10].

This statistical heterogeneity has an impact on the convergence mechanism of FL and lowers model accuracy. One can use an adaptive averaging strategy or apply data sharing mechanism to reduce the impact of non-i.i.d datasets [11]. To cope with the heterogeneity of systems, FL must handle a variety of devices that have differing amounts of memory and processing power as well as differing battery sizes and storage capacities [12]. Weight-based federated averaging is considered as a solution to this problem [13]. Another challenge of FL is the tradeoff between devices processing power and the communication overhead. Local processing power is substantially faster than communication in the network. On the one hand, increasing the number of local computing iterations leads in a decrease in the number of network communications. On the other hand, since users are constrained in terms of power, increasing the number of local iterations depletes the battery and the device’s ability to communicate with the CN is severely limited [14].

While substantial effort has been made to tackle the aforementioned FL challenges, it was presumed that one could simply use FL in wireless networks and devices could communicate with CN without error [10]–[15]. However, in a mIoT configuration, where massive power and bandwidth limited devices with low computing capacity transmit short packet data to a CN, the wireless channels are unreliable and communication is often erroneous [16]. Despite recent investigations of FL algorithms over wireless fading channels, they are constrained in a number of ways [17]–[19]. The study in [18] only indicated a drop in model accuracy in the event of a communication failure. To alleviate the impact of fading channels, the authors in [17] advocated one device transmission in each iteration; however, in a mIoT scenario where a large number of users desire to connect with CN, this strategy is unsuitable. The authors in [19] presented resource allocation for minimizing model loss in case of communication error. However, they neglected the network’s statistical heterogeneity, which has a significant effect on the system performance. Furthermore, the accuracy of their suggested model is less than 90%. In [20], the authors investigated the FL algorithm over packet erasure channels and demonstrated that when CN depends solely on fresh local updates, both loss and accuracy of the model fluctuate. However, it is yet unknown how the physical layer parameters such as the code rate and blocklength affect the convergence of FL in erroneous communication.

In this paper, we provide a realistic implementation of FL in a mIoT scenario that takes both the coding rate and the packet transmission error into consideration. We model the communication channel as a packet erasure channel, in which the CN either successfully receives local updates from devices or, with a certain probability, the packet is erased. To mitigate the impact of erasure on FL convergence, we assume that the CN stores model parameters in memory. We investigate two different schemes; 1) CN has adequate memory to record the last local update of each user, and 2) CN has limited capacity and caches the previous m global updates. We analyse two distinct communication scenarios, i.e., short packet and long packet communications. The erasure probability is determined by the blocklength, code rate, and SNR. We show that for a fixed transmission power, lowering the code rate reduces the probability of error while increasing the reliability. However, because of the low code rate, there will be a greater amount of communications between the CN and devices. Therefore, there is a trade-off between code rate, convergence time, and FL model accuracy.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section II describes the system model and the various FL techniques used in erroneous communications. Section III analyzes the performance of FL algorithm with erroneous communications. Section IV contains numerical findings. Finally, Section V concludes the paper. II. SYSTEM MODEL We consider a federated learning system comprising of one central node (CN) and a set U of U IoT devices with local datasets, D_1, D_2, . . . , D_U . Dataset of each device u is defined as Du = {(x^1_u, y^1_u), (x^2_u, y^2_u), · · · , (x^{Du}_u , y^{Du}_u )} where Du is the dataset size of user u. The total amount of training data stored by all users is stated as D = ∑_U u=1 Du. The loss function, which varies depending on the learning model, is used to evaluate the FL algorithm’s performance. For a linear regression learning model, the loss function can be written as f(ω, x, y) =^1_2 ‖ y − ω^T x ‖^2, while in the case of neural network it is f(ω, x, y) =^1_2 ‖ y − fnn(x; ω) ‖^2, where fnn(x; ω) is the learning output of neural network.

Suppose IoT devices wish to send their local updates in messages with a length of k bits to the CN. An encoder is used to map these messages to codewords of length n using a channel code of rate R = k/n. The received signal of user u at the CN is ru = huzu + n, (1) where ru is the received signal, zu is the transmitted signal of user u, and n is zero-mean additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with variance σ^2 and hu is the channel gain that follows a zero-mean circularly symmetric Gaussian distribution, i.e., hu ∼ CN (0, 1). The channel is block fading, which is constant over each packet duration and independently varies across packets. Assuming the user power as P , the received signal-to-noise (SNR) at CN is γu = γ_0||hu||^2, where γ_0 = P/σ^2.

Packet errors will arise as a consequence of block fading and channel noise. Here, we further simplify the communication channel as a packet erasure channel in which devices’ packets are either erased with a probability of ϵ or successfully received at the CN with a probability of 1−ϵ. We examine two distinct scenarios of short and long packet communication. In the case of long packet transmission, the packet erasure rate can be accurately estimated as follows: ϵ = Pr(γ < γ_{th}) (2) where γ_{th} = 2^R − 1. For the short packet communication, authors of [21] showed that the packet error rate at the receiver can be written as ϵ ≈ Q ( nC(γ) − k + 0.5 log_2(n) √ nV (γ) ) (3) where C(γ) = log_2(1 + γ) is the channel capacity, V (γ) = log^2 (e) ( 1 − (1 + γ)^{−2} ) is the channel dispersion, and Q(.) is the standard Q-function [21].

While most uplink transmissions are erroneous, we assume CN utilizes the whole spectrum and transmits with high power on the downlink, resulting in error-free broadcasts. A. Principles of FL in a error-free transmission

In each iteration of FL, each device u computes its local update ωu (usually using a few epochs of gradient descent), and transmit their updated parameter of the trained model to the CN. Next, the CN calculates the average weight, ω, by aggregating all the local updates. Then, CN broadcasts the updated global parameter to be used by devices for the next iteration of FL.

Let us consider the loss function of device u, which calculates the model error on its data set Du as Fu(ω) = 1 Du Du∑ i=1 f(ω, x^i_u, y^i_u) (4) Employing the gradient descent (GD) approach, the local parameter of device u at time t can be computed as ω^{(t)}_u = ω^{(t−1)} − η∇Fu(ω^{(t−1)}) (5) where η is the learning rate. Once the IoT device has computed its own local parameter, it will transmit the updated parameter to the CN through an error-free channel, and the CN will aggregate all of the received local parameters to compute the global update using

ω^{(t)} = 1 D U∑ u=1 Duω^{(t)}_u . (6)

After calculating the global parameter, CN will broadcast it throughout the network. One could combine the last two steps of FL and calculate the global update as

ω^{(t)} = ω^{(t−1)} − η D U∑ u=1 Du∇Fu(ω^{(t−1)}) (7) B. FL in erroneous communication

We will discuss erroneous channels between IoT devices and CN in this section. Given the SNR, γ, blocklength, n, and code rate, R, the probability that CN does not receive the local parameters can be calculated.

1) FL in erroneous communication without CN memory The number of local parameters received by the CN during each communication round may vary depending on the channel quality. In general, the global parameter can be calculated using

ω^{(t+1)} = ∑_U u=1 IuDuω^{(t)}_u ∑_U u=1 IuDu , (8)

where Iu ∈ {0, 1} is the parameter that shows if CN receives the local update of user u correctly, which follows Bernoulli distribution: Iu = { 1; with probability 1 − ϵu(γ, n, R), 0; with probability ϵu(γ, n, R).

In this scenario, the number of local updates at CN may vary across iterations.

2) FL in erroneous communication with CN memory We will assume in this part that CN has a memory to store model parameters.

a) CN caches user’s local parameter In this setup, we suppose the CN has a memory dedicated to storing each device’s most recent local parameter. To compute the global parameter at each communication round, CN employs the fresh local parameter for users with successful transmissions and reuses the stored local parameter for users with an erroneous channel. Therefore, the number of users that participate in the update of global parameter would be fixed. The global update can be computed as

ω^{(t+1)} = 1 D U∑ u=1 Du ( ω^{(t)}_u Iu + ω^{(t−1)}_u (1 − Iu) ) . (9)

b) CN caches global parameters In an mIoT situation, where a large number of users transmit their local updates to the CN, it may be problematic for the CN to maintain a dedicated memory pool for storing all users’ past local updates. In this case, we assume that CN has a finite amount of memory that it utilises to preserve the previous m global updates. The global update can be calculated using:

ω^{(t+1)} = 1 D U∑ u=1 Du ( ω^{(t)}_u Iu + (1 − Iu) m−1∑ i=0 αt−iω^{(t−i)} ) , (10)

where ∑_{m−1} i=0 α_{t−i}ω^{(t−i)} is the weighted average of last m global updates, and α_{t−i} represents the weight of the global parameter at time instant t − i, where ∑_{m−1} i=0 α_{t−i} = 1.

Fig. 1 compares erroneous and error-free communication for different FL schemes in short packet communication scenario. It can be noticed that the best performance is for the case that CN has memory to store the local parameters of IoT devices. When CN has a restricted memory space, instead of saving all local parameters of IoT devices, CN may save previous m global updates (II-B2b), however performance deteriorates in comparison to the scenario when CN memorises local values.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS Without loss of generality, we assume that all devices have the same code rate and training dataset size, i.e., Ru = R, Du = D/U, ∀u ∈ U. Thus, all the devices have a similar number of packets to transmit. Subsequently, in an erroneous communication, where CN does not have memory, the global

(a) MSE vs. Communication round (b) Non-i.i.d. Dataset

Fig. 1: Impact of erasure channel on the convergence of FL, for U = 3, |D_u| = 100, η = 0.05 and 2 iterations at devices is used.

update can be written as

ω^{(t+1)} = ∑_U u=1 Iuω^{(t)}_u ∑_U u=1 Iu . (11)

Since Iu follows a Bernoulli distribution, i.e., Iu ∼ Ber(1 − ϵu), ∀u ∈ U, and the channels are independent, the probability mass function (pmf) of global parameter can be calculated as [20], [22] Pr { ω^{(t+1)} = ∑_U u=1 Iuω^{(t)}_u ∑_U u=1 Iu } = U∏ u=1 ϵ^{1−Iu} u (1 − ϵu)^{Iu} . (12)

One can easily see that the random characteristic of erasure occurrences is critical to (12), and results in fluctuation of the global parameter. Even though the instantaneous loss of the FL model in erroneous communication without memory fluctuates, the expected value of loss converges.

To further examine the distribution of global update in the case of erroneous communication without memory at CN, we analyse each component of (11). Although the denominator of (11) follows a Bionomial distribution, it is not straightforward to develop a general equation for the pmf, unless the number of devices are very small, which is not the case for mIoT.

In [23], Le Cam has proved that the sum of independent Bernoulli random variables, that are not necessarily identically distributed, where Pr(Iu = 1) = 1 − ϵu, ∀u ∈ U, has approximately a Poisson distribution with parameter λm = (1 − ϵ_1) + (1 − ϵ_2) + · · · + (1 − ϵm). It has been shown that the sum of the absolute differences between the pmf of Y = ∑_U u=1 Iu and the pmf of the Poisson distribution with parameter λm is no more than twice the sum of the squares of the (1 − ϵu), ∀u ∈ U, i.e., ∞∑ j=0 | | | | | Pr(Sm = j) − λ^j_me^{−λm} j! | | | | | < 2 (_m ∑ u=1 (1 − ϵu)^2 ) (13)

where Sm = I_1 + · · · + Im follows a Poisson binomial distribution. Larger λm, results in better approximation. This indicates that the more IoT devices who communicate with CN successfully, the more accurate the estimate for the sum of the Bernoulli random variables. It’s worth noting that the summation on the right hand side of equation (13) will not exceed 9 times the largest (1 − ϵu), ∀u ∈ U [24]. While using Le Cam’s equation, one can easily approximate the distribution of denominator of (11) at each communication

(a) γ_0 = −3 dB (b) γ_0 = 3 dB (c) Non-i.i.d. Dataset

Fig. 2: Impact of Rate and SNR on convergence of FL when CN stores local parameters of devices in erroneous communication, for U = 10, |Du| = 100, η = 0.05 and 1 iteration of GD at device is applied.

round based on the number of IoT devices communicating with CN, the numerator has an entirely different tale. In [25], authors have studied the learnability of the weighted sum of independent Bernoulli random variables Y = ∑_U u=1 Iuωu. They developed an algorithm that given U, ω_1, · · · , ω_U and access to independent draws from Y , can find the required number of samples and running time needed to learn the weighted sum of independent Bernoulli random variables. However, the CN does not have the luxury of having access to this information. Therefore, it is not possible to learn the distribution of (11).

For the case of erroneous communication when CN has memory (II-B2), the global update parameter can be seen as the sum of two weighted sums of independent Bernoulli random variables. Let us consider S(t) as the set of devices that CN received their packet at time t and F(t) as the set of devices that their packet have been erased, with size |S(t)| and |F (t)|, respectively. Hence, one can use the Hoeffding’s inequality, which is an extension of Chernoff’s bound for Bernoulli random variables, to establish an upper bound on the probability that global parameter deviates from its expected value by more than a certain amount. Using Chernoff- Hoeffding theorem, for any β ∈ (0, 1] we have Pr [ ω^{(t)} > (1 + β) κ_1 2 ] < exp(−β^2U κ_1 6 ) (14) Pr [ ω^{(t)} < (1 + β) κ_2 2 ] < exp(−β^2U κ_1 4 ) (15)

where κ_1 = min{^{|S(t)|}_U ,^{|F (t)|}_U } and κ_2 = max{^{|S(t)|}_U ,^{|F (t)|}_U } [26]. In [20], it has been proved that for a convex and Lsmooth loss function, the FL algorithm in erroneous communication, where CN caches local parameter of IoT devices (II-B2a), converges to global optima. In a mIoT configuration, it may be impractical to retain the prior local value of all IoT devices. Our simulation results shows that the FL algorithm in erroneous communication will converge provided just a few global parameters are stored (II-B2b).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION We start by investigating the performance of FL in short packet communications, where we choose a message length of k = 100 bits due to the fact that the normal approximation for AWGN channel is relatively good for packet lengths of n ≥ 100 bits and R ≥ 0.5 [21]. We consider there are U = 10 users in the mIoT scenario. As shown in Fig. 2c, the non-i.i.d. datasets are created using non-linear model y = x^2 + λ, where λ ∼ N (0, 5).

We consider the symbol duration as the time unit. We assume for all approaches the devices use the same modulation and that the symbol duration is the same. When the rate R is reduced, the packet length increases and the time required to transmit the packet increases. The duration of each communication round is considered to be equivalent to the packet duration, i.e., n symbols. Furthermore, Monte-Carlo simulations are used in short-packet communications, i.e. we ran 100 simulations and averaged the results.

Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 show the global loss of FL based on the coding-rate R in short packet erroneous communication, when CN stores local update of IoT devices and global updates, respectively. Considering fading channel, given R and SNR, we use normal approximation bound (3) to calculate the probability of erroneous channel. Fig.2b and Fig. 3b illustrate that in the high SNR regime, reducing the code rate results in lower convergence time. Because the users’ power is sufficient to overcome the fading and noise, devices with higher rates will communicate more often than those with lower rates over a given learning period, leading the MSE to converge faster. However, in the low SNR regime, lower code rates are preferable for a shorter convergence time since we must compensate for the noisy channel by adding more parity bits to the message.

Fig. 4 shows the loss performance of erroneous short packet communication as a function of R and SNR. We set the time to 1500 Ts, where Ts is the symbol duration. As can be seen, when the SNR is low, for a descent loss performance, we need lower R to mitigate the impact of high noise level and fading. However, in high SNR scenarios, it is better to increase the code rate R. This is due to the fact that when R is low, the packet length n increases, and subsequently the number of communication rounds between devices and CN decreases and leaving users with little time to achieve ideal performance. Fig. 4 clearly demonstrates that when the R grows, the number of communications for given times will increase and as a result, the MSE will decrease.

When the CN does not have enough storage capacity, instead of storing local parameters of devices, it will store

(a) γ_0 = −3 dB (b) γ_0 = 3 dB

Fig. 3: Impact of Rate and SNR on convergence of FL when CN store global parameters in erroneous communication, for U = 10, |D_u| = 100, η = 0.05, m = 2 and 1 iteration of GD at device is applied.

(a) CN stores global updates, m = 2 (b) CN stores local update of users

Fig. 4: Rate vs. SNR vs. MSE of FL in erroneous communication, for U = 10, |D_u| = 100, η = 0.005, time = 1500 T_s and 1 iteration of GD at device is applied.

the past m global updates (II-B2b). Fig. 5 shows the impact of the available memory when CN uses memory to cache the previous m global updates. Here, we considered all the past stored global updates have similar weight (α = 1/m). As can be seen, although the performance converges with just one unit of memory (m = 1) and no fluctuations are visible, the loss is very high. Furthermore, we can see that when we employ more than two units of memory (m > 2) and equal weight averaging, the system takes longer to converge. The reason for this is because the old global update has a larger gap to the erased local update, and adding additional memory just increases the gap between the value of the erased local update and its projected value using global updates.

To investigate the performance of proposed FL schemes in long packet communication, we consider image classification and apply the FL to train a neural network using a highly non-i.i.d. dataset. In order to compute the PER for long-packet communication across a fading channel, given R and the transmitted SNR γ_0, we use (2) and check to see if instantaneous received SNR is above the SNR threshold required for errorfree communication. We consider the MNIST digits dataset, which consists of handwritten images of each number 0 to 7. We considered eight IoT devices (U = 8), each of them with 1000 images of one of the numbers between 0 and 7. We employed a MATLAB parallel pool with eight workers and allocated 70% of the dataset to training, 15% to test and 15% to validation. We utilised a CNN with two 5 × 5 convolution layers activated using ReLu and a final softmax output layer for each user [27]. Fig. 6 shows the accuracy of FL schemes for error-free and erroneous communication for two distinct coding rate R. As can be seen for γ_0 = 0 dB, applying low coding rate results in better overall performance. One can see that erroneous communication with R = 0.5 have similar performance to error-free communication and the performance will reaches 90% in less than 100 communication rounds. However, when we increase the coding rate to R = 0.9, after 200 communication rounds the accuracy will be around 84%.

V. CONCLUSION We investigated the performance of the federated learning algorithm in the presence of communication errors and studied

Fig. 5: Impact of memory capacity, m, on convergence, when CN store the global parameter in erroneous communication, for U = 10, |Du| = 100, γ0 = 3 dB, η = 0.05, R = 0.9 and similar α for all global parameters (equal weighted).

Fig. 6: Accuracy vs. communication round for the FL algorithm with MNIST digits dataset, when U = 8, γ_0 = 0 dB, and long packet communications.

the impact of coding rate and block length on the accuracy and convergence. We modeled the communication channels as packet erasure channels, with block length, coding rate, and SNR determining the erasure probability. We proposed two schemes to improve the performance of FL under erroneous communications. We demonstrated the effect of coding rate on the convergence of FL for both short packet and long packet communications considering erroneous transmission. It has been demonstrated that a single memory unit has a significant effect on the performance of FL. While the communication errors are deleterious to the reliability of the packets, the effect can be easily compensated by reusing past local or global parameters, in case of communication errors. This is of significant importance for mIoT systems, as one can relax the reliability requirement, and still achieve the desired level of accuracy withing the required time. REFERENCES

[1] F. Guo, F. R. Yu, H. Zhang, X. Li, H. Ji, and V. C. Leung, “Enabling massive IoT toward 6G: A comprehensive survey,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, 2021.

[2] U. Cisco, “Cisco annual internet report (2018–2023) white paper,” Cisco:

San Jose, CA, USA, 2020.

[3] A. E. Mostafa, V. W. Wong, Y. Zhou, R. Schober, Z. Luo, S. Liao, and M. Ding, “Aggregate preamble sequence design and detection for massive IoT with deep learning,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 4, pp. 3800–3816, 2021.

[4] Y. Yuan, S. Wang, Y. Wu, H. V. Poor, Z. Ding, X. You, and L. Hanzo, “NOMA for next-generation massive IoT: Performance potential and technology directions,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 59, no. 7, pp. 115–121, 2021.

[5] K. Lin, Y. Li, Q. Zhang, and G. Fortino, “AI-driven collaborative resource allocation for task execution in 6G-enabled massive IoT,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 8, no. 7, pp. 5264–5273, 2021.

[6] V. K. Prasad, S. Tanwar, and M. D. Bhavsar, “Advance cloud data analytics for 5G enabled IoT,” in Blockchain for 5G-Enabled IoT. Springer, 2021, pp. 159–180.

[7] M. Vaezi, A. Azari, S. R. Khosravirad, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, M. M.

Azari, D. Chasaki, and P. Popovski, “Cellular, wide-area, and nonterrestrial IoT: A survey on 5G advances and the road towards 6G,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, 2022.

[8] A. Imteaj, U. Thakker, S. Wang, J. Li, and M. H. Amini, “A survey on federated learning for resource-constrained IoT devices,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 1–24, 2021.

[9] H. Chen, S. Huang, D. Zhang, M. Xiao, M. Skoglund, and H. V.

Poor, “Federated learning over wireless IoT networks with optimized communication and resources,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, 2022.

[10] F. Sattler, S. Wiedemann, K.-R. Müller, and W. Samek, “Robust and communication-efficient federated learning from non-IID data,” IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems, vol. 31, no. 9, pp. 3400–3413, 2019.

[11] Z. Zhao, C. Feng, W. Hong, J. Jiang, C. Jia, T. Q. Quek, and M. Peng, “Federated learning with non-IID data in wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, 2021.

[12] T. Li, A. K. Sahu, A. Talwalkar, and V. Smith, “Federated learning:

Challenges, methods, and future directions,” IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 50–60, 2020.

[13] 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 of Things Journal, vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 3394– 3409, 2020.

[14] S. Wang, T. Tuor, T. Salonidis, K. K. Leung, C. Makaya, T. He, and K. Chan, “Adaptive federated learning in resource constrained edge computing systems,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 1205–1221, 2019.

[15] M. M. Amiri, D. Gündüz, S. R. Kulkarni, and H. V. Poor, “Convergence of update aware device scheduling for federated learning at the wireless edge,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20, no. 6, pp. 3643–3658, 2021.

[16] C. Yue, A. Kosasih, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, G. Park, O.-S. Park, W. Hardjawana, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “NOMA joint decoding based on soft-output ordered-statistics decoder for short block codes,” 2021. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.15010 [17] M. M. Amiri and D. Gündüz, “Federated learning over wireless fading channels,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 5, pp. 3546–3557, 2020.

[18] H. Zhang and L. Hanzo, “Federated learning assisted multi-UAV networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 11, pp. 14 104–14 109, 2020.

[19] M. Chen, Z. Yang, W. Saad, C. Yin, H. V. Poor, and S. Cui, “A joint learning and communications framework for federated learning over wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 269–283, 2020.

[20] M. Shirvanimoghaddam, A. Salari, Y. Gao, and A. Guha, “Federated learning with erroneous communication links,” IEEE Communications Letters, 2022, doi:10.1109/LCOMM.2022.3167094.

[21] Y. Polyanskiy, H. V. Poor, and S. Verdú, “Channel coding rate in the finite blocklength regime,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 2307–2359, 2010.

[22] D. N. Ayyala, “High-dimensional statistical inference: Theoretical development to data analytics,” in Handbook of Statistics. Elsevier, 2020, vol. 43, pp. 289–335.

[23] L. Le Cam, “An approximation theorem for the Poisson binomial distribution.” Pacific Journal of Mathematics, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. 1181– 1197, 1960.

[24] R. J. Serfling, “Some elementary results on Poisson approximation in a sequence of Bernoulli trials,” Siam review, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 567–579, 1978.

[25] C. Daskalakis, I. Diakonikolas, and R. A. Servedio, “Learning Poisson binomial distributions,” Algorithmica, vol. 72, no. 1, pp. 316–357, 2015.

[26] C. L. Canonne, “A survey on distribution testing: Your data is big. but is it blue?” Theory of Computing, pp. 1–100, 2020.

[27] B. McMahan, E. Moore, D. Ramage, S. Hampson, and B. A. y Arcas, “Communication-efficient learning of deep networks from decentralized data,” in Artificial intelligence and statistics. PMLR, 2017, pp. 1273– 1282.