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Abstract—As a promising technology, vehicular edge
computing (VEC) can provide computing and caching
services by deploying VEC servers near vehicles. However,
VEC networks still face challenges such as high vehicle
mobility. Digital twin (DT), an emerging technology, can
predict, estimate, and analyze real-time states by digitally
modeling objects in the physical world. By integrating
DT with VEC, a virtual vehicle DT can be created
in the VEC server to monitor the real-time operating
status of vehicles. However, maintaining the vehicle DT
model requires ongoing attention from the VEC server,
which also needs to offer computing services for the
vehicles. Therefore, effective allocation and scheduling
of VEC server resources are crucial. This study focuses
on a general VEC network with a single VEC service
and multiple vehicles, examining the two types of delays
caused by twin maintenance and computational processing
within the network. By transforming the problem using
satisfaction functions, we propose an optimization problem
aimed at maximizing each vehicle’s resource utility to
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determine the optimal resource allocation strategy. Given
the non-convex nature of the issue, we employ multi-agent
Markov decision processes to reformulate the problem.
Subsequently, we propose the twin maintenance and com-
puting task processing resource collaborative scheduling
(MADRL-CSTC) algorithm, which leverages multi-agent
deep reinforcement learning. Through experimental com-
parisons with alternative algorithms, it demonstrates that
our proposed approach is effective in terms of resource
allocation.

Index Terms—Digital twin, Twin maintenance,Vehicular
edge computing, Resource allocation

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the rapid advancement of fifth gener-
ation (5G) technology, there is a growing

presence of vehicular applications and multime-
dia services in areas such as autonomous driving,
navigation, high-definition video, and more. These
advancements aim to enhance the overall driving ex-
perience [1]-[12] but also lead to an increase in the
number of vehicular computing tasks that need to be
addressed. However, the storage capacity and com-
puting capabilities of vehicles are often insufficient
to handle such demands, posing a challenge for real-
time processing of computationally intensive tasks
[13]-[20]. In response to this challenge, vehicle edge
computing has emerged as a promising solution.
By deploying a VEC server at roadside locations,
it becomes possible to offload computational tasks
from vehicles to these servers for processing and
then return the results efficiently [21]-[32].

Although VEC can provide computing services
for vehicles, it also faces issues such as vehicle
mobility and environmental dynamics during imple-
mentation[33]. Digital twin (DT), as a promising
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and emerging innovation, facilitates the creation
of virtual models that accurately represent phys-
ical objects [34]-[36]. With advancements in 5G,
edge computing, artificial intelligence, and related
technologies, the capabilities of DT are continually
enhancing. It now goes beyond one-way mirror sim-
ulation to enable two-way information interaction
[37]. This bidirectional mapping offers a wealth of
information for VEC network, enabling feature ex-
traction and prediction of physical vehicles and their
surrounding environment [38],[39]. Specifically, ve-
hicles can transmit their data to the server using
Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X) technology, allowing
them to establish digital replicas on the server based
on historical data, leading to the creation of DT
models [40].

The combination of DT and VEC can not only
collect real-time operational data of vehicles in the
VEC network, but also carry out the real time
control and change of the status of vehicles[41].
Real-time vehicle information can be accessed and
compared with historical data to identify and ad-
dress potential problems or risks in vehicle op-
eration proactively[42]. However, this integration
also presents challenges, particularly in terms of
resource management. Establishing and maintaining
DT models requires computing resources for in-
formation synchronization, while processing vehicle
computing tasks on the server further consumes
resources. Therefore, it is crucial to explore how
to develop reasonable resource allocation strategies
to prevent delays in task execution.

In this paper, we consider a DT scenario for
mobile edge network with multiple vehicles asso-
ciated with a single VEC server and propose a
multi-agent based twin maintenance and computing
task processing resource collaborative scheduling
algorithm (MADRL-CSTC)1, which maximizes the
resource utility of computing resource allocation
while ensuring the time limit requirements of twin
maintenance and vehicle computing tasks. The main
contributions of this article are summarized as fol-
lows:

• We consider a general scenario of a DT mobile
edge network with multiple vehicles and a
single VEC server. We first analyzed the two

1The source code has been released at:
https://github.com/qiongwu86/Resource-allocation-for-twin-
maintenance-and-computing-tasks-in-digital-twin-mobile-edge-
network.

types of delays caused by simultaneous vehicle
digital twin maintenance and computational
task processing in this scenario. Then, describe
these two types of delays as the resource utility
under the current server computing resource
allocation strategy using a satisfaction function.
Afterwards, considering various constraints,
the optimization problem of maximizing the
resource utility of each vehicle is proposed.

• Due to the non convexity of the optimization
problem, taking into account the total server
resources in the scenario, the deadline for twin
maintenance and computing tasks, the maxi-
mum transmission power of vehicles, interfer-
ence between vehicles and servers, and vehicle
mobility, we reconstructed the problem using a
multi-agent Markov decision process (MDP).
Specifically, each vehicle is modeled as an
intelligent agent interacting with the environ-
ment, i.e. other intelligent agents. Considering
the problem itself, we set the reward to the
resource utility of each vehicle.

• In order to explore the optimal allocation strat-
egy for maximizing the utility of vehicle re-
sources, we propose the MADRL-CSTC al-
gorithm. Specifically, we utilized centralized
training, distributed execution, and actor-critic
(AC) framework, while designing estimation
and target AC neural networks for policy it-
eration and value iteration, respectively. We
also use ϵ-greedy algorithm to balance the re-
lationship between exploration and utilization.
By comparing it with other algorithms through
extensive experiments, the superiority and ef-
fectiveness of our algorithm can be verified.

The remaining part of this article is organized as
follows. Section II reviews the related work. Section
III introduces the system model and analyzes two
types of delays caused by twin maintenance and
computational task processing, and then uses sat-
isfaction functions to formulate optimization prob-
lems. In section IV, we reconstruct the problem
using multi-agent MDP and propose the MADRL-
CSTC algorithm. Section V presents simulation
results to demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed algorithm. Section VI draws conclusions.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we first review the relevant work
on DT, and then investigate the existing work on the
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combination of VEC and DT.

A. Digital Twin
In recent years, there has been a significant

amount of research on DTs. In [43], Meysam et
al. first modeled the BS energy-saving problem as
a Markov Decision Process (MDP) to address the
significant delay caused to users by not entering
sleep mode at the correct time during energy-saving.
They also encapsulated the dynamics of the studied
system using a DT model and used DT to estimate
the risk of decision-making of BS entering sleep
mode in advance. In [44], Liao et al. addressed the
lack of effective coordination in the river area of ve-
hicle ramps and established a DT model for drivers
and vehicles, synchronizing data with real-world ve-
hicles. The data was processed using the DT model
and the results were returned to both vehicles and
drivers, thus solving the sustainability problem of
ramp merging. In [45], He et al. integrated DT and
mobile edge computing into the federated learning
framework of heterogeneous cellular networks, and
assisted local training of user equipment to reduce
latency by deploying DT network models at macro
base stations. In [46], Liu et al. combined DT with
edge collaboration and proposed DT assisted mobile
users for task offloading and modeled it as MDP.
Then, they decomposed it into two sub models and
solved them using decision tree algorithm and dual
deep qlearning. In [47], Lu et al. integrated DTs
with edge networks, proposed DT edge networks,
and used deep reinforcement learning to solve the
placement and transfer problems of DTs caused by
network dynamics and topology changes.

B. Digital Twin Vehicular Edge Computing
Recently, there have been some studies combin-

ing DTs with VEC. In [33], Dai et al. proposed an
adaptive DT VEC network that utilizes DT caching
content and designs an offloading scheme based
on the DRL framework to minimize offloading
latency. In [48], Zhang et al. combined DTs with
artificial intelligence into the VEC network, guiding
vehicles to aggregate edge services by deploying
digital twins in road side units (RSUs) to minimize
offloading costs. In [49], Liao et al. considered that
in mixed traffic scenarios, the planned operation of
autonomous vehicles (CAVs) may be affected by
human driven vehicles (HDVs), and developed a
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Fig. 1: Digital twin mobile edge network.

driver DT model that was deployed on the server
to help CAVs predict the possible lane changing
behavior of surrounding HDVs. In [50], Zhang et
al. proposed a socially aware vehicle edge caching
mechanism, which constructs a vehicle social rela-
tionship model by deploying a digital twin model
of edge caching systems on RSUs and designs an
optimal caching scheme based on DRL. In [51],
Zheng et al. proposed that vehicles in heterogeneous
vehicle networks need to improve communication
efficiency by selecting different networks, while also
facing situations of uneven vehicle distribution and
dynamic networks. They established a prediction
model in DT to predict the waiting time for vehicles
to connect to the network and return the results
to the vehicles for decision-making.In [52], Zhao
et al. established a vehicle DT model in RSUs to
learn the global information of the vehicle, thereby
assisting clustering algorithms in reducing the scope
of vehicle task offloading and achieving the goal
of offloading prediction. In [53], Sun et al. pro-
posed the Digital Twin Edge Network (DITEN)
and established DT models for edge servers and
the entire MEC system to provide auxiliary ser-
vices for mobile user business offloading, thereby
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minimizing offloading latency. In [54], Li et al.
integrated unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) into
VEC and established DT models for RSUs, UAVs,
and vehicles in the central controller to manage
UAV and RSU resources and assist in offloading
vehicular tasks.Although establishing a DT model
of vehicles in the servers of the VEC network
can help vehicles perform better task offloading,
edge business aggregation, or execute specific traffic
behaviors, at the same time, the maintenance of
the vehicle DT model will also consume server
resources, which also needs to be considered.

As mentioned above, there has been no research
on resource allocation issues in the coexistence of
vehicle twin maintenance and VEC server services
for vehicles.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Figure 1, we consider a DT scenario
of Mobile Edge Network (DTMEN) with N vehi-
cles and a server equipped base station. For clarity,
let N

∆
= {1, 2, 3, ..., N} represent the number of

vehicles driving on the lane, and its initial position
follows the Poisson clustering process. Specifically,
these vehicles will travel in one direction along
the lane and generate computing tasks during their
journey. Due to their limited computing resources,
the vehicles will connect to the base station (BS)
through the V2I link using a cellular interface (Uu)
to offload the computing tasks to the server for pro-
cessing. The completed results will be returned to
the vehicles. In addition, DT models are established
for these vehicles on the server to obtain real-time
operational status of the vehicles. Meanwhile, in
order to maintain the digital twin models of these
vehicles, the server needs to synchronize informa-
tion with the vehicles to ensure that the models
can accurately reflect the driving conditions of the
vehicles.

A. Vehicle Movement Model and Channel Model
1) Vehicle Movement: Similar to [55], a spatial

orthogonal coordinate system is established with the
base station as the origin in figure 2. The positive
direction of the x-axis is the direction of the vehicle
traveling along the lane, that is, east, the positive
direction of the y-axis is south, and the positive
direction of the z-axis is along the direction of the
base station antenna. Therefore, the coordinate of
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Fig. 2: Vehicle movement model.

vehicle i(i ∈ {1, 2, 3..., N}) located on lane j at
time slot t can be represented as POi(t)

POi(t) = (Xi,j(t), Yi,j(t), 0), i ∈ {1, 2, 3..., N},
(1)

where Xi,j(t) is the horizontal ordinate of vehicle i
driving on lane j in time slot t, Yi,j(t) is the ordinate
of vehicle i.

When the value of each time slot τ is small
enough, the position of the vehicle in each time
slot can be approximately considered constant[56].
At the same time, the position of the vehicle in
the current time slot t is related to the position in
the previous time slot t − 1. Therefore, horizontal
ordinate Xi,j(t) of vehicle i driving on lane j in
time slot t can be further represented as

Xi,j(t) = Xi,j(t− 1) + τvi, (2)

where τ is the duration of each time slot and vi is
the driving speed of vehicle i.

Due to vehicle i drives on lane j, we let w0

represents the width of each lane, and L0 represents
the distance between the first lane and BS.Therefore,
the ordinate Yi,j(t) of vehicle i can be written as

Yi,j(t) = L0 + jw0, j ∈ (0, 1, 2, 3...J − 1), (3)

2) Channel Model: We use Orthogonal Fre-
quency Division Multiple Access (OFDMA) in DT-
MEN for communication between vehicles and base
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stations, so we don’t consider interference between
vehicles[57][58]. At the current time slot t, the
channel gain between vehicle i and BS, gti,B is
modeled as [59]

gti,B = |ht
i,B|2vti,B, t = 0, 1, 2, ..., (4)

where vti,B is the large-scale fading component be-
tween vehicle i and BS, which is composed of path
loss and shadow distribution. ht

i,B is the small-scale
path fading component between vehicle i and BS
at time slot t, which follows a circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian distribution with unit variance.
We use a first-order Gaussian Markov process to
describe small-scale path fading. Therefore, the up-
date of ht

i,B can be represented as

ht
i,B = κht−1

i,B +
1

(
√

(POi(t)− PB(t))2)β
, (5)

where κ is correlation coefficient, PB(t))
2 is the

coordinates of the base station, β is a path loss
index.

B. Communication Model and Computing Model

1) Communication Model: As shown in Figure
1, the communication between the vehicle and the
base station includes information updates for vehicle
twin maintenance, uplink communication for task
transmission with the same server, and downlink
communication for returning calculation results to
the vehicle. It should be noted that since the size of
the results processed by the digital twin edge server
is much smaller than before, and the communication
rate of the downlink is much larger, Therefore,
we ignore the delay caused by downlink commu-
nication. According to Shannon’s theorem, we can
calculate the uplink communication rate between the
vehicle and the base station as follows[60]

rti,B = W log(1 +
pig

t
i,B

σ2
), (6)

where W is the bandwidth for wireless transmission
between vehicle i and BS, pi is the transmit power
of vehicle i, σ2 is the noise between vehicle i and
BS.

2) Computing Model: After establishing the dig-
ital twin of vehicle i, in order for the digital twin
model to accurately reflect the current situation of
the vehicle, the digital twin of vehicle i in the VEC
server needs to be synchronized with the informa-

tion of vehicle i in the physical space[38]. We let
Γi(t) = {Ddt

i (t), C
dt
i (t), T dt

i } represents the infor-
mation of vehicle i that needs to be synchronously
updated at the current time slot t, where Ddt

i (t) is
the size of the information of vehicle i that needs
to be updated at the current time slot t, Cdt

i (t)
represents the CPU frequency required to update
the unit size of vehicle i information, and T dt

i is
the maximum delay limit for updating vehicle i
information. The updated information needs to be
transmitted from vehicle i to the server equipped
with the base station first, and then the server will
allocate computing resources to maintain the digital
twin of vehicle i. Here, according to the hosting
restrictions of [61], the maintenance of digital twins
on vehicle i is also related to the total number of
digital twins it needs to maintain on its server. In
addition, we record the total amount of computing
resources on the server as F , and the computing
resources requested by vehicle i for twin mainte-
nance as fdt

i . Therefore, the time tdti required to
complete the digital twin maintenance of vehicle i
can be calculated as

tdti =
Ddt

i (t)

rti,B
+

Ddt
i (t)C

dt
i (t)

fdt
i

N, (7)

Vehicles may generate computing tasks while
driving, and due to their insufficient computing
power, they may choose to offload the computing
tasks to edge servers for processing. We represent
the computing task generated by vehicle i at time
slot t as ζi(t) = {Dtk

i (t), Ctk
i (t), T tk

i }, where Dtk
i (t)

is the computing task size generated by vehicle i at
time slot t, Ctk

i (t) is the CPU frequency required to
compute unit size tasks, and T tk

i is the maximum
delay limit for processing computing tasks. Similar
to the previous maintenance of digital twins, the
vehicle i will first offload the computing task to the
server, and then the server will allocate computing
resources to handle the computing task. Therefore,
the time ttki required to complete the calculation
task, which can be calculated as

ttki =
Dtk

i (t)

rti,B
+

Dtk
i (t)Ctk

i (t)

f tk
i

, (8)

where f tk
i represents the computing resources re-

quested by vehicle i for processing computing tasks
transmitted to the server.

It should be noted that the maintenance and
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computing tasks of the digital twin of vehicle i
are carried out simultaneously, so the sum of the
computing resources fdt

i allocated for the main-
tenance of the digital twin of vehicle i and the
computing resources f tk

i allocated for processing the
computing tasks generated by vehicle i can’t exceed
the total computing resources F of the server, that
is, ΣN

1 f
dt
i + f tk

i ≤ F .

C. Optimization Problem

Due to the fact that vehicle i simultaneously
performs digital twin maintenance and offloading
of computing tasks at time slot t, VEC server will
allocate computing resources for both, namely fdt

i

and f tk
i , respectively. By using different computing

resource allocation strategies, different information
synchronization delays and task computation delays
can be obtained, which in turn affects the mainte-
nance delay tdti,B of digital twins and the processing
delay ttki,B of computing tasks. According to [62],
we define a satisfaction function Q to demonstrate
the satisfaction level of digital twin maintenance
delay and computational task processing delay for
vehicle i under a certain resource allocation strategy
ωi, respectively. Therefore, the satisfaction function
Qdt

i (ωi) for the maintenance delay of vehicle i
digital twin and the satisfaction function Qtk

i (ωi) for
the processing delay of the computational task for
vehicle i can be respectively represented as

Qdt
i (ωi) = 1− ln(1 +

tdti
T dt
i

), (9)

Qtk
i (ωi) = 1− ln(1 +

ttki
T tk
i

), (10)

Through (9) and (10), we can evaluate the re-
source utility Ui(ωi) obtained by vehicle i under a
resource allocation strategy ωi

Ui(ωi) = ρQdt
i (ωi) + (1− ρ)Qtk

i (ωi), (11)

where ρ is the weighting factor with 0 < ρ < 1
between twin maintenance and computational task
processing, used to measure the importance of the
two tasks.

Our goal is to maximize the resource utility U
obtained by each vehicle while maintaining a fixed
total server resource and meeting the maximum
latency conditions for twin maintenance and com-

puting tasks. Therefore, the optimization problem
under consideration can be formulated as

P1 : max
i∈N

Ui(ωi) (12a)

s.t. tdti ≤ T dt
i , (12b)

ttki ≤ T tk
i , (12c)

N∑
i=1

fdt
i + f tk

i ≤ F, (12d)

pi ≤ pmax
i ,∀i ∈ N, (12e)

where pmax
i is the maximum transmit power of

vehicle i. Constraint (12b) requires that the main-
tenance time of digital twins cannot exceed the
maximum delay tolerance. Constraint (12c) requires
that the processing time of computing tasks cannot
exceed the maximum delay tolerance. Constraint
(12d) requires that the sum of computing resources
consumed by all vehicles cannot exceed the server’s
own computing resource capacity. Constraint (12e)
means that the transmission power of each vehicle
cannot exceed the maximum value.

IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION

Each vehicle in the scene will simultaneously
perform digital twin maintenance and offloading
of computing tasks to the server. The computing
resources requested by a vehicle to the server to
complete these two tasks will also affect the re-
sources obtained by other vehicles, thereby affecting
the final utility. In addition, the computing resources
requested by each vehicle can be either integer or
real variables. Obviously, our optimization problem
is a mixed integer nonlinear programming problem,
which is NP-hard and cannot be completed in poly-
nomial time using traditional methods. Therefore,
we transformed the problem into a multi-agent MDP
and proposed a MARL-CSTC algorithm to solve it,
while analyzing the complexity of the algorithm.

A. Multi-agent MDP transformation of problems

The multi-agent MDP problem can be described
by using a five tuple (N ,S,A,P ,R), where
N ,S,A,P ,R in the tuple represent the set of
agents, state space, action space, state transition
probability, and reward function, respectively.
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1) Agent Set N : In order to achieve the goal
of maximizing vehicle utility, each vehicle will act
as an agent to learn resource allocation for digital
twin maintenance and computing tasks. So, we let
the agent set N = {1, 2, 3, ...N}

2) State Space S: The state sn(t) of agent n at
moment t can be described by updating informa-
tion, computing tasks, vehicle position, speed, and
channel gain, which can be represented as sn(t) =
{Γn(t), ζn(t), POn(t), vn}. The state of the entire
system s(t) can be expressed as s(t) = {sn(t)}N .

3) Action Space A: The behavior an(t) taken
by the agent n includes computing resources for
the maintenance of the digital twin of agent n,
fdt
n , as well as resources for the processing of

computing tasks of agent n, f tk
n . Therefore, the

behavior an(t) taken by agent n can be expressed
as an(t) = {fdt

n , f tk
n }. The action space a(t) for all

agents can be represented as a(t) = {an(t)}N .
4) State Transition Probability P: The state

transition probability pn(t) describes the probability
that at each decision epoch t, the agent n exe-
cutes action an(t) in the current state sn(t) and
then transfers to the next state sn(t + 1), that is,
pn(sn(t+ 1); sn(t), an(t)).

5) Reward Function R: The reward function
will return the corresponding reward value or a
penalty value when the agent n takes action in a
given state. By considering the optimization prob-
lem itself and its constraints, we let the Utility U
serve as the reward function, that is, the reward
function rn(t) of agent n is

rn(t) = ρQdt
n (ωn) + (1− ρ)Qtk

n (ωn), (13)

on this basis, the long-term discount reward we can
receive is

Rn(t) =
t∑
t0

γnrn(t), (14)

where t0 is the previous epoch, γn is the discount
factor, with a range of values γn ∈ [0, 1], which
represents the degree to which past rewards have
an impact on the rewards at the current epoch t.

B. Algorithm Design

As shown in Figure 3, for the structure of
MARL-CSTC algorithm, actor-critic framework is
employed, where the actor is used to generate the
actions that the agent needs to perform, while the

Fig. 3: Structure of MARL-CSTC

critic is responsible for guiding the actor network
to generate better actions. Here, the actor consists
of two parts, where the estimation actor network is
responsible for training, and the target actor network
is responsible for executing the action. Similarly,
critic also includes two parts, namely the estimation
critic network and the target critic network, both of
which are used to evaluate the actions of agents. For
this reason, the actor network adopts a policy based
deep neural network, while the critic uses a value
based deep neural network. In addition, considering
the dynamic changes in the environment, we adopt a
centralized training and distributed execution strat-
egy, where the critic is centrally trained by the
server and the actor is executed by each vehicle in
a distributed manner.

1) actor: We construct the actor network into
three layers: input layer, fully connected layer, and
output layer. The fully connected layer is composed
of three hidden layers and one softmax layer. The
first two hidden layers use the rectified linear unit
(ReLu) function as the activation function, and the
third hidden layer uses the tangent (tanh) function as
the activation function. By constructing an actor net-
work in this way, the input state can be transformed
into all possible actions, namely resource allocation
strategies. Since the actor network is divided into
two parts, we will explain the estimation actor
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network and the target actor network separately.
For the estimation actor network of agent n,

its input is the current state sn(t), including the
synchronization information required for twin main-
tenance Γn(t), computational tasks generated by
vehicles θn(t), vehicle position POn(t), and vehicle
speed vn. The current state is input into the fully
connected layer, processed by three hidden layers,
and output as the probability of all possible actions.
After passing through the softmax layer, the total
probability of all actions is set to 1. Finally, agent
n selects one of them as the final resource allocation
strategy to be executed.

Similar to estimation actor network, the input of
target actor network is the next state sn(t+ 1), and
the corresponding output is the next action an(t+1)
processed by the fully connected layer. It is should
be noted that although the structure of target actor
network and estimation actor network are with the
similar structure, their parameters θ

′
(πn) and θ(πn)

are different respectively, where the former is the
target actor network parameter and the latter is the
estimation actor network parameter.

2) critic: Similar to the actor network, the struc-
ture of the critic network includes an input layer,
a fully connected layer, and an output layer. The
difference is that only the first three layers in
the fully connected layer have activation functions,
namely Relu layer, Relu layer, and Tanh layer.

For the estimation critic network of agent n, its
input is the state and actions of all agents at the
current epoch, namely S and A. After the current
input is processed by the fully connected layer, the
Q value is obtained. For each decision epoch t, the Q
value of agent n can be defined as Qn(S,A; θQn) =
Eπ[Rn(t); s(t), a(t); θQn ].

For the target critic network of agent n, similar to
the estimation critic network, the input is the state
and action of all agents at the next epoch, and after
being processed by the fully connected layer, the
corresponding Q value Q

′
n(S

′
,A′

; θ
′
Qn

) is obtained.
It should be noted that the structure of the target
critic network is the similar to that of the estimation
critic network, but their parameters are different, i.e.
θ
′
Qn

and θQn .

C. Algorithm Training
The centralized training of the MARL-CSTC

algorithm is implemented on the server, as summa-
rized in Algorithm 1. Specifically, since the server

Algorithm 1 Training Stage of MARL-CSTC Al-
gorithm.

Input: N,Ddt
n , C

dt
n , T dt

n , Dtk
n , Ctk

n , T tk
n , vn, g

t
n,B for

n = 1, ..., N ;
Output: θ

′
πn

for n = 1, ..., N
1: Initialize discount factor γ and parameter up-

date rate η;
2: Random initialize the θQn , θ

′
Qn

, θπn , θ
′
πn

for n =
1, ..., N ;

3: for k eposide from 1 to K do
4: for n agent from 1 to N do
5: Initialize sn(t);
6: Input sn(t) to estimation actor network,

and get an(t) = πn(sn(t); θπn);
7: Execute an(t) based on sn(t), obtain rn(t)

and transfer to sn(t+ 1);
8: Store (sn(t), an(t), rn(t), sn(t + 1)) as an

experience in the Replay Buffer;
9: Input S and A to estimation critic network

and compute Qn(S,A; θQn);
10: Input S ′ ,A′ to target critic network and

compute Q
′
n(S

′
,A′

; θ
′
Qn

);
11: Calculate Q value, temporal difference δ

and loss function L(θQn);
12: Update θQn by stochastic gradient descent;
13: Input sn(t) to estimation actor network and

obtain an(t) = πn(sn(t); θπn);
14: Input sn(t+1) to target actor network and

obtain an(t+ 1) = π
′
n(sn(t+ 1); θ

′
πn
);

15: Update θπn by gradient descent;
16: Update θ

′
Qn

and θ
′
πn

, respectively;
17: end for
18: end for

manages the critic network of each agent, the status
and actions of all agents can be obtained, meaning
that the information of all agents is observable. In
the centralized training phase, the server first obtains
the states and actions of all agents. By utilizing
this information, the server can train the estimation
critical network for each agent, thereby achieving
the goal of maximizing the Q value. For a single
agent n, its Q-value Qn(S,A; θQn) can be updated
through the Bellman equation[63], which is given by
Qn(S,A; θQn) = Rn(t) + γnmaxQ

′
n(S

′
,A′

; θ
′
Qn

).
The time difference error can be calculated as
δ = Q

′
n(S

′
,A′

; θ
′
Qn

) − Qn(S,A; θQn). Therefore,
the loss function can be expressed as L(θQn) =



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 ix

Algorithm 2 Executing Stage of MARL-CSTC
Algorithm.

Input: N, θ
′
π1

, θ′
π2

,..., θ′
πN

;
Output: an(t) for n = 1, ..., N

1: for agent n from 1 to N do
2: Input θ′

πn
to the target actor network of agent

n;
3: Agent n observe the environment to get cur-

rent state sn(t);
4: Choose a probability Prn ∈ [0, 1];
5: if Prn ≤ ϵ then
6: Randomly select an action an(t) ∈ A;
7: else
8: Compute the value of action by an(t) =

π
′
n(sn(t); θ

′
πn
);

9: Select the action with the highest Q value;
10: end if
11: end for

E(δ2). To minimize the loss function L(θQn), we
update the parameters θQn by using a stochastic
gradient descent algorithm, which is represented as
∇θQn

L(θQn) = E(2δ∇θQn
Qn(S,A; θQn)).

Unlike critic networks, due to the distributed
execution of actor networks and the need for agents
to take actions based on local observations, actor
networks are deployed on each vehicle. The pa-
rameters of the actor network are updated through
gradient descent

∇θπnL(θπn) ≈ E[∇θπn log πn(sn(t); θπn)Qn(S,A; θQn)],
(15)

where πn(sn(t); θπn) represents the strategy for ex-
ecuting actions in the current state.

To ensure the stability of the entire training
process, we adopt a soft update approach to update
the parameters of the target actor network and target
critic network. The specific update methods are
θ
′
Qn

= ηθQn+(1−η)θ
′
Qn

and θ
′
πn

= ηθπn+(1−η)θ
′
πn

,
respectively, where η is parameter update rate, while
η ∈ [0, 1].

D. Algorithm Execution
After the centralized training is completed, dis-

tributed actions need to be executed on each vehicle
based on local observations. Specifically, agent n
downloads the results of centralized training and
inputs them into the actor network. Then, agent
n observes and obtains the local state sn(t), and

executes action an(t) based on policy πn to obtain a
reward rn(t). In addition, due to a lack of experience
in the early stages of execution, agent n randomly
selects actions to explore. When experience is suf-
ficient, it will execute actions to maximize rewards.
Therefore, in order to achieve a balance between
exploration and exploitation, we adopt the ϵ-greedy
algorithm, as summarized in Algorithm 2.

E. Algorithm Complexity Analysis

Inspired by [37], the computational complexity
of algorithms is mainly related to the structure and
parameters of neural networks. Due to the fact that
both the actor network and the critic network of the
MARL-CSTC algorithm use DNN, the calculation
of complexity needs to be based on the analysis of
DNN. We let Ln represent the number of layers in
DNN, and let Gl represent the number of neurons
in the l-th layer. Therefore, we can obtain that
the computational complexity of the actor network
and the critic network is O(Xa) = O(Xc) =
O(

∑Ln
l=1 GlGl+1).

Due to our algorithm adopting a centralized train-
ing and distributed execution approach, we still
need to analyze these two parts separately. For
centralized training, each agent has E experiences
stored in the experience replayer, and agent n(n ∈
1, 2, ..., N)needs to train K iteration cycles. There-
fore, the computational complexity of actors and
critics is Oa(XaKEN) and Oc(XcKEN), respec-
tively. For distributed execution, agent n only needs
to observe the state and then execute actions through
the actor network, so the complexity of the actor is
Oa(Xa).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, to evaluate the performance of the
MARL-CSTC algorithm on the scenario considered
in this paper, we conducted simulation experiments
and compared it with other algorithms to analyze
its superiority.

A. Experimental Setup

The simulation experiment in this article was
implemented using Python 3.11.0 and Pytorch. In
terms of environmental settings, the experimental
parameters are listed in Table I. The number of lanes
J is set to 3, the bandwidth W is set to 150MHZ, the
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TABLE I: Experimental parameter settings

Parameter Value
J 3
W 150MHZ
σ2 10−11mW

Ddt
i , D

tk
i [1024,1536]Bytes

Cdt
i , Ctk

i 0.25MHZ/Byte
Ti 0.5s
v [10,15]m/s
κ 0.2
β 3
ρ 0.5
η 0.01
lra 2× 10−4

lrc 10−3

γn 0.95

noise powers σ2 are set to 10−11mW and the infor-
mation required for twin maintenance and the cal-
culation task size generated by the vehicle itself are
set to uniformly sample between [1024,1536] bytes.
The CPU frequency required to process these two
units of Btye is set to Cdt

i = Ctk
i = 0.25MHZ/Byte,

with a maximum delay tolerance of 0.5s. We set
the channel correlation coefficient κ to 0.2, the path
loss index β to 3, and set the weight ρ to 0.5,
which indicates that twin maintenance and vehicular
computing task processing are equally important. In
terms of DNN, for actor networks, the number of
neurons in the first two hidden layers of the three
fully connected layers is 300 and 100, respectively,
and the number of neurons in the third hidden layer
is the action dimension. For the critic network, the
number of neurons in the three hidden layers is 300,
100 and 1, respectively. During the training phase,
in terms of learning rate, the actor network has a
learning rate of lra = 2 × 10−4, the critic network
has a learning rate of lrc = 10−3, and a discount
factor γn = 0.95.

B. Algorithm Comparison
We compared three algorithms, namely Soft

Actor-Critic (SAC) algorithm, Proximal Policy Op-
timization (PPO) algorithm, and Random algorithm.

• Both SAC algorithm and PPO algorithm can
be regarded as single agent algorithms.At each
epoch, only one agent updates its actions based
on locally obtained information and trained

Fig. 4: Average rewards under different algorithms

DQN, while the actions of other agents re-
main unchanged. Single DQN shared among
all agents.

• Random algorithm is the process of first di-
viding the total computing resources by the
number of agents at each decision time t, and
then randomly allocating computing resources
for twin maintenance and processing comput-
ing tasks to the corresponding agents within
each average component.

C. Performance Evaluation
In Figure 4, we compared the average rewards of

MARL-CSTC algorithm with SAC algorithm, PPO
algorithm, and random algorithm. As the number of
iterations increases, the average rewards of the other
three algorithms, except for the random algorithm,
will eventually converge to a larger value. Specif-
ically, when the number of iterations is small, due
to lack of experience, the total amount of resources
requested by the agent from the server may exceed
the computational resources of the server itself. In
addition, agents may also be punished for violat-
ing constraints (16b) and (16c) due to improper
resource allocation strategies in the early stage.
As the number of iterations gradually increases,
the agent is able to explore appropriate resource
allocation strategies within the total computational
range of the VEC server, resulting in a gradual
convergence of reward values. The fluctuation after
convergence is due to the dynamic randomness of
the environment, which can affect learning. Among
the three algorithms, the average converged reward
value by the MARL algorithm is greater than that
of the SAC algorithm and PPO algorithm. This
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Fig. 5: Comparison of resource utilization and the
ratio of resource conversion to utility under

different algorithms

is because compared to algorithms such as SAC
and PPO, our proposed MARL-CSTC algorithm
can allocate server computing resources reasonably
for twin maintenance and computing task process-
ing based on current number of vehicles, channel
resources, transmission power, and other informa-
tion. The reason why the random algorithm cannot
converge is because it first distributes the total
resources evenly and then randomly allocates the
number of resources, so its average reward value
always fluctuates around a certain value, but it is
still lower than the average reward value of the final
convergence of MARL-CSTC.

Figure 5 shows the resource utilization rate and
the ratio of resource conversion to utility under dif-
ferent algorithms and vehicle numbers. From Figure
5 (a), it can be seen that MARL-CSTC achieves
the highest resource utilization rate. This is because
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Fig. 6: Comparison of resource utility under
different algorithms

MARL-CSTC can fully schedule the computing
resources, i.e. CPU frequency, of the VEC server
based on the twin maintenance and vehicular task
requirements of all vehicles. On the contrary, PPO
and SAC are based on local information of a single
vehicle for resource scheduling and sharing with
other vehicles, thus unable to fully utilize server
computing resources. Due to the random nature of
twin maintenance and vehicular task requirements
for individual vehicles, as well as changes in the
number of vehicles, the previous resource schedul-
ing plan is often not applicable and needs to be
redesigned. Therefore, the resource utilization rates
of PPO and SAC will fluctuate. From Figure 5 (b), it
can be seen that as the number of vehicles increases,
the ratio of computing resources to utility by each
algorithm will decrease, while MARL-CSTC can
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still achieve higher conversion ratios than PPO and
SAC. As mentioned earlier, due to its ability to
rely on global information, MARL-CSTC is less
affected by changes in the number of vehicles. In
addition, MARL-CSTC will prioritize meeting the
twin maintenance and vehicular task requirements
of each vehicle in its specific allocation plan, thus
achieving a higher conversion rate.

Figure 6 shows the maximum utility that a single
vehicle can achieve under different influencing fac-
tors. From Figure 6 (a), it can be seen that when the
total number of vehicles is small, a single vehicle
can achieve higher resource utility. As the number
of vehicles increases, the resource utility of each
vehicle will decrease accordingly.This is because
an increase in the number of vehicles will require
the server to maintain more digital twin models
and handle more computing tasks. Therefore, the
computing resources allocated to individual vehicles
will be reduced. However, the performance achieved
under the MARL-CSTC algorithm is still higher
than other algorithms. This is because according to
Figure 5(a), MARL-CSTC has higher resource uti-
lization than SAC, PPO, and Random, which means
that MARL-CSTC has more assignable computing
resources. From Figure 6(b), when the total number
of vehicles is 5, as the transmission power of
the vehicles increases, the utility achieved by each
algorithm will also increase. An increase in trans-
mission power means that under the same channel
resource conditions, the transmission rate will also
increase, which in turn will reduce the possibility of
exceeding the time limit for twin maintenance and
computing tasks. Therefore, computing resources
originally used to meet the time limit conditions
can be allocated to achieve higher utility.

Figure 7 examines the latency generated by each
algorithm while performing twin maintenance and
computing task processing simultaneously. We can
observe that as the number of vehicles in the
environment increases, the latency generated by
each algorithm also increases. Specifically, when the
number of vehicles is 5, except for the random algo-
rithm, the other three algorithms can achieve lower
latency while satisfying time constraints, and the
MARL algorithm achieves the minimum latency. As
the number of vehicles gradually increases, except
for the MARL-CSTC algorithm, which can reduce
latency under time constraints in twin maintenance
and computational task processing, the other three
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Fig. 7: Comparison of two types of delays under
different algorithms:pmax

i =200mW, N=5

types of algorithms cannot simultaneously handle
these two tasks. According to Figure 5, this is
because on the one hand, MARL-CSTC is used
for more allocatable computing resources, and on
the other hand, it has a higher resource conversion
ratio, which prioritizes meeting the time constraints
of twin maintenance and onboard tasks, and on this
basis, the remaining computing resources are re al-
located. In addition, SAC and PPO algorithms tend
to favor twin maintenance as the number of vehicles
gradually increases, while random algorithms tend
to favor computing tasks.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper considered the server resource al-
location problem of twin maintenance and com-
puting task processing simultaneously under edge
computing for a digital twin scenario with single
server and multiple vehicles, and constructed it as
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an optimization problem to maximize the resource
utility of each vehicle. To address the non convexity
of the problem, we first adopted multi-agent MDP
to rephrase the problem and proposed the MADRL-
CSTC algorithm to obtain the optimal resource
allocation. Experimental results have shown that
compared with other algorithms, MADRL-CSTC
can maximize the resource utility of each vehicle
under constraint conditions. The conclusion is sum-
marized as follows:

• Our method can make real-time decisions on
moving vehicles and make decisions on multi-
ple vehicles in the environment simultaneously.

• Our method provides an effective resource al-
location for each vehicle within the total server
resource range, under the condition of twin
maintenance and computing task deadlines.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Dai, X. Du, S. Maharjan, G. Qiao, Y. Zhang, ”Artificial Intel-
ligence Empowered Edge Computing and Caching for Internet
of Vehicles,” IEEE Wireless Communications, vol. 26, no. 3, pp.
12-18, June. 2019.

[2] W. Quan, M. Liu, N. Cheng, X. Zhang, D. Gao and H.
Zhang, “Cybertwin-Driven DRL-Based Adaptive Transmission
Scheduling for Software Defined Vehicular Networks,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 71, no. 5, pp. 4607-
4619, May. 2022.

[3] Q. Wu, S. Shi, Z. Wan, Q. Fan, P. Fan and C. Zhang, “Towards
V2I Age-aware Fairness Access: A DQN Based Intelligent
Vehicular Node Training and Test Method”, Chinese Journal of
Electronics, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1230-1244, 2023.

[4] K. Wang, F. R. Yu, L. Wang, J. Li, N. Zhao, Q. Guan, B.
Li and Q. Wu, “Interference Alignment with Adaptive Power
Allocation in Full-Duplex-Enabled Small Cell Networks,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, Vol. 68, No. 3, pp. 3010-
3015, Mar. 2019.

[5] Q. Wu, S. Xia, P. Fan, Q. Fan and Z. Li, “Velocity-Adaptive V2I
Fair Access Scheme Based on IEEE 802.11 DCF for Platooning
Vehicles,” Sensors, Vol. 18, No. 12, no. 4198, Dec. 2018.

[6] S. Wan, J. Lu, P. Fan, Y. Shao, C. Peng and K. B. Letaief, ”Con-
vergence Analysis and System Design for Federated Learning
Over Wireless Networks,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Communications, vol. 39, no. 12, pp. 3622-3639, Dec. 2021.

[7] K. Xiong, P. Fan, Z. Xu, H. -C. Yang and K. B. Letaief,
”Optimal Cooperative Beamforming Design for MIMO Decode-
and-Forward Relay Channels,” IEEE Transactions on Signal
Processing, vol. 62, no. 6, pp. 1476-1489, March. 2014.

[8] J. Liu, K. Xiong, D. W. K. Ng, P. Fan, Z. Zhong and K. B.
Letaief, ”Max-Min Energy Balance in Wireless-Powered Hierar-
chical Fog-Cloud Computing Networks,” IEEE Transactions on
Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 11, pp. 7064-7080, Nov.
2020.

[9] H. Zheng, K. Xiong, P. Fan, Z. Zhong and K. B. Letaief, ”Age of
Information-Based Wireless Powered Communication Networks
With Selfish Charging Nodes,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas
in Communications, vol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1393-1411, May 2021.

[10] Y. Guo, K. Xiong, Y. Lu, D. Wang, P. Fan and K. B. Letaief,
”Achievable Information Rate in Hybrid VLC-RF Networks
With Lighting Energy Harvesting,” IEEE Transactions on Com-
munications, vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 6852-6864, Oct. 2021.

[11] R. Jiang, K. Xiong, P. Fan, Y. Zhang and Z. Zhong,
”Power Minimization in SWIPT Networks With Coexisting
Power-Splitting and Time-Switching Users Under Nonlinear EH
Model,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 6, no. 5, pp. 8853-
8869, Oct. 2019.

[12] X. Chen, J. Lu, P. Fan and K. B. Letaief, ”Massive MIMO
Beamforming With Transmit Diversity for High Mobility Wire-
less Communications,” IEEE Access, vol. 5, pp. 23032-23045,
Oct. 2017.

[13] Q. Wu, Y. Zhao and Q. Fan, ”Time-Dependent Performance
Modeling for Platooning Communications at Intersection,” IEEE
Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 19, pp. 18500-18513, Oct.
2022.

[14] J. Fan, S. Yin, Q. Wu and F. Gao, “Study on Refined Deploy-
ment of Wireless Mesh Sensor Network,” IEEE International
Conference on Wireless Communications, Networking and Mo-
bile Computing, Chengdu, China, 2010, pp. 370-375.

[15] Q. Wu, S. Nie, P. Fan, H. Liu, Q. Fan and Z. Li, “A Swarming
Approach to Optimize the One-Hop Delay in Smart Driving
Inter-Platoon Communications,” Sensors, Vol. 18, No. 10, no.
3307, Oct. 2018.

[16] Q. Wu, S. Wang, H. Ge, P. Fan, Q. Fan and K. B. Letaief,
”Delay-Sensitive Task Offloading in Vehicular Fog Computing-
Assisted Platoons,” IEEE Transactions on Network and Service
Management, pp. 1-1, Oct. 2023.

[17] Q. Wu, X. Wang, Q. Fan, P. Fan, C. Zhang and Z. Li,
“High Stable and Accurate Vehicle Selection Scheme Based
on Federated Edge Learning in Vehicular Networks,” China
Communications, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 1– 17, March. 2023.

[18] Y. Zhang, Y. Zhou, S. Zhang, G. Gui, B. Adebisi, H. Gacanin
and H. Sari, ”An Efficient Caching and Offloading Resource
Allocation Strategy in Vehicular Social Networks,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 73, no. 4, pp. 5690-5703,
April. 2024.

[19] Q. Wu, W. Wang, P. Fan, Q. Fan, J. Wang and K. B. Letaief,
”URLLC-Awared Resource Allocation for Heterogeneous Vehic-
ular Edge Computing,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technol-
ogy, doi: 10.1109/TVT.2024.3370196.

[20] Q. Wu, W. Wang, P. Fan, Q. Fan, H. Zhu and K. B. Letaief,
”Cooperative Edge Caching Based on Elastic Federated and
Multi-Agent Deep Reinforcement Learning in Next-Generation
Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Network and Service Manage-
ment, doi: 10.1109/TNSM.2024.3403842.

[21] T. Taleb, K. Samdanis, B. Mada, H. Flinck, S. Dutta and D.
Sabella, “On Multi-Access Edge Computing: A Survey of the
Emerging 5G Network Edge Cloud Architecture and Orchestra-
tion,” IEEE Communications Surveys Tutorials, vol. 19, no. 3,
pp. 1657–1681, May. 2017.

[22] Q. Wu, H. Liu, C. Zhang, Q. Fan, Z. Li and K. Wang,
“Trajectory Protection Schemes Based on a Gravity Mobility
Model in IoT,” Electronics, Vol. 8, No. 148, Feb. 2019.

[23] Q. Wu and J. Zheng, “Performance Modeling and Analysis of
the ADHOC MAC Protocol for VANETs,” IEEE International
Conference on Communication, London, UK, 2015, pp. 3646-
3652.

[24] J. Fan, Q. Wu and J. Hao, “Optimal Deployment of Wireless
Mesh Sensor Networks based on Delaunay Triangulations,”
IEEE International Conference on Information, Networking and
Automation, Kunming, China, 2010, pp. 1–5.

[25] Q. Wu and J. Zheng, “Performance Modeling and Analysis of



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 xiv

the ADHOC MAC Protocol for Vehicular Networks,” Wireless
Networks, Vol. 22, No. 3, pp. 799-812, Apr. 2016.

[26] Q. Wu and J. Zheng, “Performance Modeling of the IEEE
802.11p EDCA Mechanism for VANET,” IEEE Global Com-
munications Conference, Austin, USA, 2014, pp.57-63.

[27] Q. Wu and J. Zheng, “Performance Modeling and Analysis of
IEEE 802.11 DCF Based Fair Channel Access for Vehicle-to-
Roadside Communication in a Non-Saturated State,” Wireless
Networks, Vol. 21, No.1, pp.1-11, Jan. 2015.

[28] Q. Wu, Y. Zhao, Q. Fan, P. Fan, J. Wang and C. Zhang, “Mo-
bilityAware Cooperative Caching in Vehicular Edge Computing
Based on Asynchronous Federated and Deep Reinforcement
Learning,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing,
pp. 1–16, Jan. 2022.

[29] D. Long, Q. Wu, Q. Fan, P. Fan, Z. Li and J. Fan, “A Power
Allocation Scheme for MIMO-NOMA and D2D Vehicular Edge
Computing Based on Decentralized DRL”, Sensors, Vol. 23, No.
7, no. 3449, 2023.

[30] Q. Wu and J. Zheng, “Performance Modeling of IEEE 802.11
DCF Based Fair Channel Access for Vehicular-to-Roadside
Communication in a Non-Saturated State,” IEEE International
Conference on Communication, Syndey, Austrilia, 2014, pp.
2575-2580.

[31] S. Song, Z. Zhang, Q. Wu, P. Fan and Q. Fan, “Joint Optimiza-
tion of Age of Information and Energy Consumption in NR-V2X
System Based on Deep Reinforcement Learning,” Sensors, Vol.
24, No. 13, no. 3448, 2024.

[32] Q. Wu, S. Xia, Q. Fan and Z. Li, “Performance Analysis
of IEEE 802.11p for Continuous Backoff Freezing in IoV,”
Electronics, Vol. 8, No. 12, no. 1404, Dec. 2019.

[33] Y. Dai and Y. Zhang, ”Adaptive Digital Twin for Vehicular
Edge Computing and Networks,” Journal of Communications
and Information Networks, vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 48-59, March. 2022.

[34] Z. Zhou, Z. Jia, H. Liao, W. Lu, S. Mutaz, M. Guizani and
M. Tariq, ”Secure and Latency-Aware Digital Twin Assisted
Resource Scheduling for 5G Edge Computing-Empowered Dis-
tribution Grids,” IEEE Transactions on Industrial Informatics,
vol. 18, no. 7, pp. 4933-4943, July. 2022.

[35] C. Zhou, J. Gao, M. Li, N. Cheng, X. Shen and W. Zhuang,
”Digital-Twin-Based 3-D Map Management for Edge-Assisted
Device Pose Tracking in Mobile AR,” IEEE Internet of Things
Journal, vol. 11, no. 10, pp. 17812-17826, May. 2024.

[36] Z. Yin, N. Cheng, T. H. Luan, Y. Song and W. Wang, ”DT-
Assisted Multi-Point Symbiotic Security in Space-Air-Ground
Integrated Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Information Foren-
sics and Security, vol. 18, pp. 5721-5734, September. 2023.

[37] C. Xu, Z. Tang, H. Yu, P. Zeng and L. Kong, ”Digital Twin-
Driven Collaborative Scheduling for Heterogeneous Task and
Edge-End Resource via Multi-Agent Deep Reinforcement Learn-
ing,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol.
41, no. 10, pp. 3056-3069, Oct. 2023.

[38] T. Liu, L. Tang, W. Wang, Q. Chen and X. Zeng, ”Digital-Twin-
Assisted Task Offloading Based on Edge Collaboration in the
Digital Twin Edge Network,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal,
vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 1427-1444, 15 Jan. 2022.

[39] E. Zhang, L. Zhao, N. Lin, W. Zhang, A. Hawbani and G.
Min, ”Cooperative Task Offloading in Cybertwin-Assisted Ve-
hicular Edge Computing,” Proc. IEEE 20th Int. Conf. Embedded
Ubiquitous Comput. (EUC), Dec. 2022, pp. 66–73.

[40] Z. Wang, G. Rohit, K. Han, H. Wang, G. Akila, A. Nejib and
T. Prashant, ”Mobility Digital Twin: Concept, Architecture, Case
Study, and Future Challenges,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal,
vol. 9, no. 18, pp. 17452-17467, Sept. 2022.

[41] W. Sun, P. Wang, N. Xu, G. Wang and Y. Zhang, ”Dynamic
Digital Twin and Distributed Incentives for Resource Allocation

in Aerial-Assisted Internet of Vehicles,” IEEE Internet of Things
Journal, vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 5839-5852, April.2022.

[42] I. Yaqoob, K. Salah, M. Uddin, R. Jayaraman, M. Omar and
M. Imran, ”Blockchain for Digital Twins: Recent Advances and
Future Research Challenges,” IEEE Network, vol. 34, no. 5, pp.
290-298, Sept./Oct. 2020.

[43] M. Masoudi, E. Soroush, J. Zander and C. Cavdar, ”Digital
Twin Assisted Risk-Aware Sleep Mode Management Using Deep
Q-Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol.
72, no. 1, pp. 1224-1239, Jan. 2023.

[44] X. Liao, Z. Wang, X. Zhao. K. Han, P. Tiwari, M. J. Barth
and G. Wu, ”Cooperative Ramp Merging Design and Field
Implementation: A Digital Twin Approach Based on Vehicle-
to-Cloud Communication,” IEEE Transactions on Intelligent
Transportation Systems, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 4490-4500, May.
2022.

[45] Y. He, M. Yang, Z. He and M. Guizani, ”Resource Allocation
Based on Digital Twin-Enabled Federated Learning Framework
in Heterogeneous Cellular Network,” IEEE Transactions on
Vehicular Technology, vol. 72, no. 1, pp. 1149-1158, Jan. 2023.

[46] T. Liu, L. Tang, W. Wang, Q. Chen and X. Zeng, ”Digital-Twin-
Assisted Task Offloading Based on Edge Collaboration in the
Digital Twin Edge Network,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal,
vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 1427-1444, 15 Jan. 2022.

[47] Y. Lu, S. Maharjan and Y. Zhang, ”Adaptive Edge Association
for Wireless Digital Twin Networks in 6G,” IEEE Internet of
Things Journal, vol. 8, no. 22, pp. 16219-16230, 15 Nov. 2021.

[48] K. Zhang, J. Cao and Y. Zhang, ”Adaptive Digital Twin and
Multiagent Deep Reinforcement Learning for Vehicular Edge
Computing and Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Industrial
Informatics, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 1405-1413, Feb. 2022.

[49] X. Liao, X. Zhao, Z. Wang, Z. Zhao, K. Han, R. Gupta, M. J.
Barth and G. Wu, ”Driver Digital Twin for Online Prediction of
Personalized Lane-Change Behavior,” IEEE Internet of Things
Journal, vol. 10, no. 15, pp. 13235-13246, 1 Aug. 2023.

[50] K. Zhang, J. Cao, S. Maharjan and Y. Zhang, ”Digital Twin
Empowered Content Caching in Social-Aware Vehicular Edge
Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Computational Social Systems,
vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 239-251, Feb. 2022.

[51] J. Zheng, T. H. Luan, Y. Zhang, R. Li, Y. Hui, L. Gao and M.
Dong, ”Data Synchronization in Vehicular Digital Twin Network:
A Game Theoretic Approach,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless
Communications, vol. 22, no. 11, pp. 7635-7647, Nov. 2023.

[52] L. Zhao, Z. Zhao, E. Zhang, A. Hawbani, A. Y. Al-Dubai,
Z. Tan and A. Hussian, ”A Digital Twin-Assisted Intelligent
Partial Offloading Approach for Vehicular Edge Computing,”
IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 41,
no. 11, pp. 3386-3400, Nov. 2023.

[53] W. Sun, H. Zhang, R. Wang and Y. Zhang, ”Reducing Of-
floading Latency for Digital Twin Edge Networks in 6G,” IEEE
Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69, no. 10, pp.
12240-12251, Oct. 2020.

[54] B. Li, W. Xie, Y. Ye, L. Liu and Z. Fei, ”FlexEdge: Digital
Twin-Enabled Task Offloading for UAV-Aided Vehicular Edge
Computing,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol.
72, no. 8, pp. 11086-11091, Aug. 2023.

[55] H. Zhu, Q. Wu, X. Wu, Q. Fan, P. Fan and J. Wang, ”De-
centralized Power Allocation for MIMO-NOMA Vehicular Edge
Computing Based on Deep Reinforcement Learning,” IEEE
Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 14, pp. 12770-12782, 15
July. 2022.

[56] Y. Jang, J. Na, S. Jeong and J. Kang, ”Energy-Efficient Task
Offloading for Vehicular Edge Computing: Joint Optimization
of Offloading and Bit Allocation,” 2020 IEEE 91st Vehicular



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 xv

Technology Conference (VTC2020-Spring), Antwerp, Belgium,
2020, pp. 1-5.

[57] H. Zhu and J. Wang, ”Chunk-based resource allocation in
OFDMA systems - part I: chunk allocation,” IEEE Transactions
on Communications, vol. 57, no. 9, pp. 2734-2744, Sept. 2009.

[58] H. Zhu and J. Wang, ”Chunk-Based Resource Allocation in
OFDMA Systems—Part II: Joint Chunk, Power and Bit Alloca-
tion,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 60, no. 2, pp.
499-509, Feb. 2012.

[59] X. Yang, J. Zheng, T. H. Luan, R. Li, Z. Su and M. Dong, ”Data
Synchronization for Vehicular Digital Twin Network,” GLOBE-
COM 2022 - 2022 IEEE Global Communications Conference,
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2022, pp. 5795-5800.

[60] J. Chen, H. Wu, P. Yang, F. Lyu and X. Shen, ”Cooperative
Edge Caching With Location-Based and Popular Contents for
Vehicular Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technol-
ogy, vol. 69, no. 9, pp. 10291-10305, Sept. 2020.

[61] L. Wang, L. Jiao, T. He, J. Li and M. Mühlhäuser, ”Service
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