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Abstract—Edge computing plays an essential role in the
vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) networks, where vehicles offload
their intensive computation tasks to the road-side units for
saving energy and reduce the latency. This paper designs the
optimal task offloading policy to address the concerns involving
processing delay, energy consumption and edge computing cost.
Each computation task consisting of some interdependent sub-
tasks is characterized as a directed acyclic graph (DAG). In
such dynamic networks, a novel hierarchical Offloading scheme
is proposed by leveraging deep reinforcement learning (DRL).
The interdependencies among the DAGs of the computation
tasks are extracted using a graph neural network with attention
mechanism. A parameterized DRL algorithm is developed to deal
with the hierarchical action space containing both discrete and
continuous actions. Simulation results with a real-world car speed
dataset demonstrate that the proposed scheme can effectively
reduce the system overhead.

Index Terms—Edge computing, V2I networks, hierarchical
action space, graph neural network.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid development of vehicular networks, a variety
of applications in in-vehicle user equipment (UE) such as
travel assistance, augmented reality (AR), image processing
and speech recognition are employed to improve the user
experience for both drivers and passengers [1]. These applica-
tions are usually delay-sensitive and demand huge computation
resources to process a large volume of workload data [2], [3].
However, the limited computing capability and battery power
of the UE are difficult to support the computation tasks of
these applications [4].

To efficiently address the above issues, the paradigm of
mobile edge computing (MEC) has been proposed, where
computation services are moved to the proximity of users [5]–
[7]. By integrating MEC into vehicular networks, transmission
delay can be significantly reduced during the data offloading
process. Existing research contributions have concentrated on
computation offloading in vehicular environment. For instance,
[8] offers an overview of vehicular edge computing and
highlights that resources allocated to an application need to
be adaptively managed in such dynamic environments; [9]
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investigates a joint edge caching and computation manage-
ment mechanism in vehicular networks, in which Lyapunov
optimization and matching theory are leveraged to propose an
online solution; [10] studies the application of containerization
for improving computing efficiency at the vehicular network
edge.

In vehicular systems with edge computing, there still exist
some critical challenges. First, existing studies usually treat
the offloading application as an ”atomic” task. Although
some dynamic partitioning schemes such as [11] can divide a
computing application into several interdependent sub-tasks in
the form of a directed acyclic graph (DAG), a sub-task cannot
be processed until all the predecessors complete their missions.
Moreover, it is problematic when making offloading decisions
for these fine-grained sub-tasks without breaking the prece-
dence constraints among them. Second, the offloading policy is
usually multi-dimensional involving continuous, discrete and
even hierarchical decision variables. For instance, a vehicular
user may determine whether a task is executed locally or at the
edge, and choose the CPU clock frequency subsequently. The
complex offloading problems are usually associated with the
mixed integer linear programming (MINLP), which is difficult
to obtain the optimal solution [12]. Recent research efforts at-
tempts to employ reinforcement learning (RL) [13] to address
the complex offloading problem, particularly in the scenarios
where standard algorithms are unavailable for handling hybrid
(both continuous and discrete) and hierarchical action profiles.

In this paper, we focus on a joint computation offloading and
resource allocation design under task dependency and network
dynamics concerns in V2I networks with edge computing.
Since local processing not only consumes a lot of energy
but also takes a relatively longer time due to vehicles’ (local)
limited computing capability, offloading computation tasks to
edge servers at road-side units (RSUs) can accelerate the
computing process. However, the random transmission delay,
the cost of edge computing services, and the extra delay
caused by the handover between RSUs need to be delicately
addressed. In addition, a plethora of studies [35]–[40] have
shown that the limited battery power of mobile devices makes
energy consumption a problem that must be concerned during
the use of mobile devices. Therefore, the use of energy is also
one of the costs of performing tasks. The cost of processing
a task is the weighted bundle of the execution delay, edge
service charge, energy consumption and the aggregate cost of
executing all the tasks. In addition, a few important factors
such as the dynamic vehicular environment, random sub-task
DAG and varying driving speed make the optimal decision
more complicated.
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In light of these concerns, we seek a multi-dimensional
policy to answer the following questions: (i) which sub-task
shall be selected for execution?; (ii) is the selected sub-task
executed locally or offloaded to an edge server?; (iii) how
much CPU clock frequency shall be configured for each sub-
task in the local computing?; (iv) how much transmit power
shall be allocated for each sub-task in the offloading?

The action space of our reinforcement learning is composed
of continuous action and discrete action while traditional
DRL algorithms are designed for dealing with either situation.
The idea which approximates the continuous part by a finite
discrete set or relaxes the discrete part to a continuous set
and then applies traditional DRL algorithm dose not work
well. The work of [42] proposed PADDPA algorithm which
lets the traditional DDPG network output both discrete action
and continuous action. However, the actor part of DDPG
outputs the discrete action and continuous action indepen-
dently, ignoring that the continuous action will be affected
by the discrete action. In [43], the interdependency between
discrete actions and continuous actions is considered. PDQN
first outputs the optimal continuous actions according to the
state, then inputs the state and continuous action vector to the
discrete Q network, and selects the discrete action with the
largest Q value and the corresponding continuous action. In
order to solve the influence of irrelevant continuous parameters
in PDQN on the selection of discrete actions, MPDQN [44]
separates the optimization of multiple discrete actions to solve
the coupling problem.

We put forward a novel parameterized DRL algorithm
named PNAF (Parameterized Normalized Advantage Func-
tions) to deal with hybrid action space in the reinforcement
learning model. Compared with other deep reinforcement
learning algorithms for handling hybrid action space, our
PNAF has three main advantages: (1) with a single neural
network, the state value function of discrete actions and the
advantage function of continuous actions can be estimated; (2)
the value of discrete actions depends only on its corresponding
continuous actions and is not affected by irrelevant continuous
actions; (3) the upgrade process of continuous actions is
only related to its corresponding discrete action without the
interference of other discrete actions.

The significance of this work are summarized as follows:
• In V2I networks, we harness deep reinforcement learning

(DRL) to design a novel computation task offloading
solution, namely Deep Hierarchical Vehicular Offloading
(DHVO). The graph neural network (GNN) is leveraged
to distill the interdependency among the task DAGs where
each sub-task is associated with the data size and the
required computing resource. We implement the attention
mechanism to assign different importance for the features
of each node. The computation of the attention coeffi-
cients is conducted in parallel across node-neighbor pairs.
As such, the impact of each node on its neighbors can
be learned automatically without costly matrix operations
and the access to the entire graph structure.

• The hierarchical action space consists of discrete and
continuous actions, which is difficult for applying the
classical DRL algorithms. To deal with this issue, a novel

parameterized DRL algorithm is proposed. To this end,
the action-state value function of the hybrid action is
decomposed into two parts: i) the state value function
depends on the discrete actions; and ii) the advantage
function is associated with the continuous actions. The
values of these two parts are estimated with a single
neural network and are combined correspondingly, to
avoid the over-parameterization of the action-state value
function.

• A real-world car speed dataset based simulation is con-
ducted to validate the efficacy of the proposed algorithm.
Compared with the baseline algorithms, the proposed
DHVO solution can significantly reduce the system over-
head. It strikes a good balance between local execution
and computation task offloading. Furthermore, DHVO
can avoid the occurrence of task migration via speed
prediction and thus reduce the migration cost.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: A
review of related works is presented in Section II. Section III
describes the system model and formulates the optimization
problem. The DRL-based offloading algorithm is proposed
in Section IV. Evaluation results and related analysis are
elaborated in Section V. Section VI concludes this work.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the recent
studies on computation task offloading in vehicular environ-
ment with edge computing.

It is illustrated in [1] that MEC can support various use cases
in the internet of vehicles and effective computation offloading
design plays a key role in such networks. In view of physical
layer security, [2] highlights that MEC-assisted computation
task offloading can improve the secrecy provisioning against
eavesdropping attack. In order to enhance the utilities of both
the vehicles and the edge servers, a stackelberg game theoretic
approach is proposed in [16], where an optimal multi-level
offloading scheme is designed in a distributed manner.

The existing computation resources and radio resources
management are usually formulated as MINLP problem [12],
however, these problems may be non-convex and NP-hard,
and it is hard to meet the stringent delay requirements of
time-sensitive applications in mobile scenarios. To efficiently
address these MINLP problems, deep reinforcement learning
(DRL) based algorithms have been paid much attention. In
[17], a DRL based control scheme is developed to dynamically
orchestrate edge computing and caching such that the mobile
network operator’s profits can be improved.

To address the challenging issue caused by the high-
dimensional sensory inputs, deep Q-network (DQN) algorithm
proposed by [18] can learn efficient representations of the
environment. The work of [19] utilizes DQN to design a
scheduling policy in vehicular networks, which not only pro-
longs the lifetime of the battery-powered vehicular network
but also builds a safe environment under quality-of-service
constraint. A DQN-based computation offloading scheme is
studied in [20], where the selection of target edge server and
determination of data transmission mode are jointly considered
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TABLE I
MAJOR NOTATIONS

Notation Description
N Number of tasks
v Car speed
i Task index i ∈ N

G,V,E Graph, vertex set and edge set of DAG
DIi, DOi Input / Output datasize of task i

Ci Required computation resources of task i
ki Offloading decision of task i
fi Assigned CPU frequency of task i

f l
max Peak CPU frequency of the UE
fe CPU frequency of the edge server

tli, t
o
i Execution time of task i in local / edge computing

eli, e
o
i Energy consumption of task i in local / edge computing

tui , t
c
i , t

c
i Transmission / Execution / Receiving time of task i

tp Constant propagation delay
tpi Task migration delay of task i
eui Energy consumption of task i in transmission phase
κ Computing efficiency parameter

Ru
i , R

d
i Uplink / Downlink rate of task i

W Channel bandwidth
pi transmit power of task i
pd transmit power of the RSU

pmax Peak transmit power of the UE
σ2 Power of white noise

hi, gi Channel gain of task i
GA Antenna gain
FC Carrier frequency
di Distance between the UE and RSU
PL Path loss exponent

coi , c
m
i Charge for edge computing service / migration of task i

ur, um Unit price of computation resource / task migration
T s
i , T

e
i Start / End time of task i

ti, ei, ci Total time / energy / charge of task i
U System cost

β1, β2, β3 Weighting parameters

and simulation results with real traffic data shows the proposed
offloading solution can significantly improve system utilities
and offloading reliability.

In [21], an integrated framework is designed to enable
dynamic orchestration of networking, caching, and computing
resources. In addition, when combining the double DQN [22]
and dueling DQN [23], it is possible that some resource
allocation policies can perform well under different system
parameters.

Nevertheless, existing research contributions mainly focus
on the process of a single application and have not conducted
the scenarios involving task dependency. In this paper, we
propose a joint computation offloading and resource allocation
scheme in the presence of task DAGs and incorporates execu-
tion time, energy consumption and charge of edge computing
services into the optimization design, which has not been
conducted yet.

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

This section presents the overall system model in V2I
networks with edge computing, and formulates a joint compu-
tation offloading and resource allocation optimization problem.
For the sake of convenience, the main notations used are
summarized in Table I.

L L L

Fig. 1. An illustration of the V2I networks with inter-site distance L.

A. System Model

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider the V2I network in which
an arbitrary vehicle drives on the highway and is connected to
the RSU. The RSUs are evenly spaced along the highway and
have the same coverage L, and the vehicle’s velocity denoted
by v is time-varying. Edge servers with abundant computation
resources are deployed in these RSUs.

A computation-intensive application for one in-vehicle user
equipment (UE) can be partitioned into N tasks with the
dynamic partitioning scheme [11]. As shown in Fig. 2, the
inter-dependency between tasks is captured by a directed
acyclic graph (DAG) G = (V,E). Each node i ∈ V represents
a task and a directed edge e(i, j) ∈ E indicates the precedence
constraint between task i and j, which means the execution
of task j cannot begin until its precedent task i is completely
processed.

Each task i can be described by a three-tuple φi =
(DIi, DOi, Ci), where DIi and DOi represent the input and
output data size of task i respectively, Ci is the required
CPU cycles to complete task i. We denote ki ∈ {0, 1} as
the offloading decision of task i, and specifically, ki = 0
means that the UE decides to execute task i locally while
ki = 1 implies that the UE chooses to offload task i to the
edge server. The wireless communication between the UE and
RSUs is based on IEEE 802.11p VANET [24]. It should be
noted that the UE can only access to RSU m when the vehicle
runs within its coverage.

B. Local Computing

With the technique of dynamic voltage and frequency scal-
ing (DVFS) [25], the UE can assign different computational
capability for different tasks. We denote the CPU frequency
for computing task i as fi with fi ≤ f l

max, where f l
max is the

peak CPU frequency of the UE. Then the execution time of
task i for local computation is given by

tli =
Ci

fi
, (3)

and the energy consumption for task i is given by

eli = κCif
2
i , (4)

where κ is the effective switched capacity parameter depend-
ing on the chip architecture [3].
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Fig. 2. Directed acyclic graphs.

C. Edge Computing

For the edge computing, the UE will offload task i to
the edge server, and then the edge server will execute the
computation task and return the results to the UE. Therefore,
the offloading process of task i includes three phases in
sequences: the offloading phase, the edge execution phase and
the downloading computing outputs phase.

1) Offloading phase: According to Shannon’s Theorem, the
uplink rate for offloading task i is expressed as

Ru
i = W log2(1 +

piGAhi

σ2
), (5)

where W is the channel bandwidth, pi is the transmit power
when offloading task i to the RSU, GA is the antenna gain,
hi is the channel gain including the large scale and small
scale effect, and σ2 is the power of white Gaussian noise. Our
algorithm can be applied to any channel model. In the later
experiments of this paper, exponential loss channel model is
adopted.

Accordingly, the transmission delay and the energy con-
sumption during the transmission phase of task i can be
expressed as

tui =
DIi
Ru

i

, (7)

and
eui = pit

u
i . (8)

2) Edge execution phase: We assume the edge server pos-
sesses abundant computation resources, and its CPU frequency
fe is fixed and does not change during the execution process.
In practical cases, it is assumed that the edge server has
superior computation capability over the UE, and therefore
fe > f l

max. Then the execution time of task i in the edge
server can be computed as

tei =
CIi
fe

. (9)

3) Downloading computing outputs phase: As for the down-
link transmission, we denote the transmit power of RSU as pd,
which keeps the same across all RSUs. Likewise, the downlink
rate for returning the computing outputs of task i to the vehicle
is given by

Rd
i = W log2(1 +

pdGAhi

σ2
). (10)

As a result, the downlink transmission time during the
receiving phase can be computed as

tdi =
DOi

Rd
i

. (11)

In order to avoid the task migration between adjacent RSUs,
the execution of a task should be completed before the vehicle
shifts from the current connected RSU to an adjacent one. We
can express this constraint as

di +

∫ T e
i

T s
i

v dv < R, (12)

where di denotes the distance between the UE and the starting
point of the connected RSU when task i is offloaded to the
edge server, T s

i and T e
i are the start time and the end time of

task i.
When the task migration occurs, it can lead to a large

propagation delay between neighbouring RSUs, which can be
calculated as

tpi = tp · I(di +
∫ T e

i

T s
i

v dv > R), (13)

where tp is the constant propagation delay and I(·) is the
indicator function.

In light of the above three phases, we can evaluate the
aggregate execution time of task i as

toi = tui + tei + tdi + tpi . (14)

Assuming that all RSUs have enough energy to execute
offloaded tasks and do not take into account the energy
consumed during edge execution phase and downlink trans-
mission phase, the energy consumption of the vehicle in edge
computing results only from the uplink transmission, which is
given by

eoi = eui . (15)

When offloading a task to the edge server, the UE pays
for using the computation resources, and a higher resource
demand leads to a higher payment. Our method can be
adjusted for different charging methods. In this paper, we
consider a linear pricing scheme and the cost coi1 of executing
task i in the edge server can be computed as

coi = Ci1ur, (16)

where ur is the unit price charged for unit computation
resource by the edge server. On the contrary, the UE does not
need to pay for the service when executing the task locally
with its own computation resource. Besides, a relatively high
cost will be charged for the task migration service, which can
be computed by

cmi = Ci2um · I(di +
∫ T e

i

T s
i

v dv > R), (17)

where um is the per-unit price of task migration and Ci2

is the necessary resource consumed for migration. It is only
depended on the task itself.
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D. Task Dependency Model

As shown in Fig. 2, the precedence constraints among tasks
regulate the execution order of tasks. Based on the offloading
decision of the UE, the relation between the start time T s

i and
the end time T e

i of task i can be derived as

T e
i = T s

i + (1− ki)t
l
i + kit

o
i . (18)

Task i can be executed when all its immediate predecessors
have completed. This constraint can be written as

T s
i ≥ max

j∈pred(i)
T e
j , (19)

where pred(i) denotes the set of immediate predecessors of
task i.

E. Problem Formulation

The main objective of this paper is to minimize the
time-energy-service cost (TESC), which is evaluated as the
weighted sum of the execution time and the energy con-
sumption of the entire application and the charge for edge
computing service. According to the offloading decision of
the UE, the execution time and the energy consumption of
task i are denoted as

ti = (1− ki)t
l
i + kit

o
i , (20)

and
ei = (1− ki)e

l
i + kie

o
i , (21)

respectively. The charge for edge computing service solely
depends on the offloaded tasks, which is given by

ci = ki(c
o
i + cmi ). (22)

Therefore, the TESC of all the tasks can be computed as

U =

N∑
i=1

(β1ti + β2ei + β3ci), (23)

where 0 ≤ β1, β2, β3 ≤ 1 denote the weighting parameters,
and β1 + β2 + β3 = 1 without loss of generality.

We aim to minimize the TESC of all the tasks by optimizing
the task offloading policy K ≜ {ki}, local CPU frequency
control policy F ≜ {fi} and transmit power allocation policy
P ≜ {pi}. The optimization problem can be formulated as a
constrained minimization problem:

min
Y,K,P,F

U

s.t. C1 : yi ∈ {1, ..., N},
C2 : ki ∈ {0, 1},
C3 : 0 ≤ fi ≤ f l

max,

C4 : 0 ≤ pi ≤ pmax,

C5 : max
j∈pred(i)

T e
j ≤ T s

i , (24)

where pmax is the peak transmit power of the UE. Constraint
C1 indicates the serial number of each task. We use yi to
denote the i-th execution task. Constraint C2 guarantees that
each task is executed locally or offloaded to the edge server.
Constraints C3 and C4 specify the computation resource limit

and transmit power limit respectively. Constraint C5 ensures
that task i cannot start execution until all its immediate
predecessors have been executed. It can be seen that problem
(24) is a mixed-integer programming involving the integer
variable Y and K and continuous variable P and F , which
is non-convex and NP-hard.

IV. DESIGN

In this section, we design a novel scheme to solve the
problem (24). A GNN with attention mechanism is introduced
to extract high-level features from the DAG. To deal with
the hierarchical action space, we put forward a novel DRL
algorithm. The selection of both discrete and continuous
actions can be made with a single parametrized network.

A. Graph Attention Network

Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) and recurrent neural
networks (RNNs) have been successfully applied to tackle
machine learning tasks, mainly attributed to their great power
of extracting high-level features from Euclidean data (e.g.
images, text and videos). However, the complex relationships
and interdependency between objects in graph data, such as
the DAG in Fig. 2, have imposed significant challenges on
existing machine learning algorithms [26].

With the introduction of attention mechanism, graph atten-
tion networks (GAT) has shown its computation efficiency
and superior performance in dealing with graph data [27].
Compared with spectral-based GNN such as graph convolution
network (GCN) [28], GAT can operate on directed graph
without depending on upfront access to the entire graph
structure. Accordingly, we utilize GAT to explore the hidden
features of each task and the inter-dependency among them.

Our proposed GAT consists of one layer with ReLU as
the activation function. Considering that the number of sub-
tasks of an in-vehicular application is usually no more than
20, one-layer GAT has enough power to extract the infor-
mation of the DAG. The input of the GAT is the matrix
composed of node feature and the adjacent matrix. h =
{h⃗1, h⃗2, . . . , h⃗N}, h⃗i ∈ RF , where F is the number of features
in each node. Specially, the features of each node in the input
layer are represented by h⃗i = {DIi, DOi, Ci, Ei, CO, n, v⃗},
where the first three features corresponds to the three-tuple φi,
Ei indicates whether task i has been executed, CO indicates
the coordinate of the car, n indicates how many tasks have not
been executed and vector v⃗ indicates the recorded speed of the
last five seconds. The input features are transformed into high-
level features through a shared linear transformation, which is
parameterized by a weight matrix W ∈ RF×F ′

, where F ′

denotes the number of new generated features. Besides, we
perform a shared attention mechanism a : RF ′ ×RF ′ → R to
assign different importance for each node pair. The attention
coefficients eij , which indicates the importance of node j’s
features to node i, can be computed as

eij = a(Wh⃗i,Wh⃗j). (25)

The shared attention mechanism a is represented by a
single-layer fully-connected network. At the output layer, we
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layer 1: task assignment

layer 2: offloading decision

layer 3: continuous parameter selection

Fig. 3. Hierarchical action space.

calculate the normalized attention coefficients e′ij by using the
softmax function across the neighbors of i (including i itself):

e′ij =
exp(eij)∑

k∈Ni∪i exp(eik)
, (26)

where Ni denotes the set of neighbors of node i. For better
feature extraction result, we employ the multi-head attention
mechanism by independently executing attention mechanism
a(·, ·) several times and then concatenating their results. The
output node features h⃗′

i after the multi-head attention can be
computed by

h⃗′
i =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣K
k=1

ReLU(
∑

j∈Ni∪i

(e′ij
k
Wkh⃗j), (27)

where || is the concatenation operation, K is the number of
attention heads, and e′ij

k is the normalized attention coeffi-
cients of the k-th attention head and Wk is the corresponding
weight matrix. With the operations stated above, the dimension
of node features is scaled from F to KF ′.

B. Hierarchical Action Space

As described in Section III-E, the action space of the UE
exhibits a hierarchical structure. As shown in Fig. 3, the
hierarchical action space can be divided into three parts:
(1) layer 1: task assignment. The UE needs to decide which

task to be assigned without breaking the constraints of
task dependency (Section III-D).

(2) layer 2: offloading decision. The UE needs to decide the
assigned task to be executed locally or offloaded to the
edge server.

(3) layer 3: continuous parameter selection. If the UE decides
to execute the task locally, it should consider assigning
how much CPU frequency to process the task. Likewise,
if the UE offloads the task to the edge server, the
appropriate transmit power should be allocated.

Most of existing DRL algorithms require the action space to
be either discrete (e.g. DQN [18] and A3C [29]) or continuous
(e.g. DPG [30] and DDPG [31]). There are two straightforward
ideas to apply these traditional DRL algorithms on discrete-
continuous hybrid action space. The first is to approximate the

continuous part by a finite discrete set. However, this method
narrows the continuous action space and the fine-grained
approximation requires complicated design. The second is to
relax the discrete part to a continuous set and apply DDPG
algorithm subsequently. Compared with the original action
space, this approach significantly increases its complexity.
In our problem, task dependency makes a large number of
invalid actions in every step of decision making. DDPG cannot
mask invalid actions and can only impose a large penalty on
invalid actions. Our experiments indicates that low sampling
efficiency makes it hard for DPPG to converge. Also, study
[41] points out that when invalid action space is too large,
imposing great negative penalty on invalid actions will not
work.

Inspired by normalized advantage functions (NAF) [32],
we design a novel DRL algorithm, named parameterized
NAF (PNAF), which directly works on hierarchical action
space containing both discrete and continuous actions directly
without approximation or relaxation.

For a simple illustration, the hierarchical action space in our
paper is expressed as

A = {ad, ac} = {(yi, ki = 0, fi) ∪ (yi, ki = 1, pi)}, (28)

where ad represents the discrete action set and ac represents
the continuous action set. We denote the action selected at
time t by at = (yt, kt, ft, pt) and the corresponding action-
value function by Q(st, at), where st ∈ S , yt ∈ Y , kt ∈ K,
ft ∈ F and pt ∈ P . The Bellman equation in the hierarchical
action space A is given by

Q(st, at) = E[rt+γmax
yt+1

max
kt+1

sup
ft+1,pt+1

Q(st+1, at+1)], (29)

where rt is the immediate reward and γ is the discount
factor. However, in hierarchical action space, the action-
value function Q(s, a) suffers from the problem of over-
parameterization, which is written as

Q(s, a) =

{
Q(s, y, k, f), if k = 0,

Q(s, y, k, p), if k = 1.
(30)

In other words, the action-value function Q(s, a) is influenced
by irrelevant continuous parameters.

To overcome the over-parameterization problem, we intro-
duce a novel neural network shown in Fig. 4, which separately
outputs a state value function term V (s, ad) and an advantage
term A(s, ad, ac). The former term V (s, ad) represents the
expected cumulative reward when a discrete action ad is de-
cided, and the latter term A(s, ad, ac) represents the difference
between the expected cumulative reward when a deterministic
continuous ac is taken and V (s, ad). Therefore, the final Q-
function Q(s, ad, ac) can be computed as

Q(s, ad, ac) = Q(s, ad) +A(s, ad, ac). (31)

Accordingly, the Bellman equation in Equation (29) becomes

Q(st, adt
, act) = E{rt + γ max

adt+1

sup
act+1

[V (st+1, adt+1
)+

A(st+1, adt+1
, act+1

)]}.
(32)
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𝒙𝒙𝒌𝒌 𝒙𝒙𝒌𝒌′

L P

input layer hidden layer

𝑽𝑽(𝒔𝒔,𝒌𝒌) 𝑸𝑸(𝒔𝒔,𝒌𝒌,𝒙𝒙𝒌𝒌)
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Fig. 4. The architecture of the parameterized network.

Since the state value function V (st+1, adt+1
)) is irrelevant

with the continuous action act+1
, it can be taken out of the

operation of taking supremum over continuous action space,
and therefore Equation (32) can be rewritten as

Q(st, adt
, act) = E{rt + γ max

adt+1

[V (st+1, adt+1
)+

sup
act+1

A(st+1, adt+1 , act+1)]}.
(33)

To guarantee the optimality of the continuous action that
maximizes the advantage function, we restrict the advantage
function A(s, ad, ac) as a quadratic function of the estimated
continuous action ac(s; θ):

A(s, ad, ac; θ) = −
1

2
(a′c − ac(s; θ))

TP (s; θ)(a′c − ac(s; θ)).

(34)
The positive-definite square matrix P (s; θ) can be computed

by Cholesky decomposition:

P (s; θ) = L(s; θ)L(s; θ)T , (35)

where L(s; θ) is a lower-triangular matrix with positive
diagonal terms. The state-dependent entries of L(s; θ) come
from the output layer of the neural network.

In order to encourage the agent to explore the discrete action
space sufficiently and discover a better policy, the selection of
discrete actions is based on ϵ-greedy policy. The agent will
choose a random action from its action space with probability ϵ
or choose the action with the highest V -value with probability
1− ϵ. The assignment of ad is given by

ad =

{
a random action with probability ϵ

argmaxad
V (s, ad; θ) with probability 1− ϵ

(36)

As for the continuous action, the Ornstein-Uhlenbech (OU)
process is introduced to generate a temporally correlated
noise sequence. The appendix specifies how the reinforcement
learning with discrete-continuous hybrid action space operates.

Graph 
Neural 

Network

Parametrized 
Network

Environment

Observation

Agent

Reward

State

Fig. 5. The architecture of the proposed DHVO solution.

C. Deep Reinforcement Learning

By combining the deep learning (DL) [33] and RL [13],
DRL aims at constructing an agent that can acquire knowledge
by exploring the interaction with the environment without the
need of external supervision in an end-to-end manner [14].
DRL can be modeled as Markov Decision Process (MDP)
which is represented by a four-tuple M = {S,A, P,R}, where
S is the state space, A is the action space, P is the transition
probability matrix and R is the reward function. At each time
step t, the agent observes the current environment state st and
chooses an action at following a stochastic policy π : S → A,
which maps state space S to a probability distribution over
action space A. Then the environment state changes to st+1

with probability p(st+1|st, at), and the agent receives an
immediate reward rt(st, at, st+1), which indicates the effect of
action at on state st. The goal of the agent is to maximize the
cumulative discounted reward Rt =

∑T
t=0 γ

trt, where γ is the
discounted factor and T is the end episode. We define the state-
value function under policy π as V π(s) = E[

∑T
t=0 γ

trt|π],
which denotes the expected total discounted reward at state s.
Through episodic interactions with the environment, the agent
tries to find the optimal policy π∗ that achieves the optimal
action value function V ∗.

The vehicular offloading problem can be modelled as an
MDP and the definition of each element in reinforcement
learning are introduced as follows:

State space. The state space is composed of two parts:
the task state and the environment state. We present both
parts of the information in the DAG. So the node fea-
ture of the DAG is ht = {h⃗1, h⃗2, . . . , h⃗N} with h⃗i =
{DIi, DOi, Ci, Ei, CO, n, v⃗}.

Action space. As described in Section IV-B, the action
space has a hierarchical structure and is composed of task
assignment yt, offloading decision kt, local CPU frequency ft
and transmit power pt.

Reward. Our objective is to minimize the TESC of the
whole application, we set the reward of each action as the
negetive immediate TESC achieved by the executed task yt.

rt = −(β1tyt
+ β2eyt

+ β3cyt
). (37)
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Algorithm 1 Deep Hierarchical Vehicular Offloading (DHVO)
Input: DAG of tasks and node feature vector ht =
{h⃗1, h⃗2, . . . , h⃗N} with h⃗i = {DIi, DOi, Ci, Ei, CO, n, v⃗}.

Output: task assignment yt, offloading decision kt, local
CPU frequency ft and transmit power pt

// initialization
Randomly initialize the parameters in graph neural network
and parameterized network Q(s, a; θg, θp)
Initialize target network Q′(s, a; θ′g, θ

′
p) with weight θ′g ←

θg θ′p ← θp
Initialize replay buffer D ← ∅

// training process
for episode = 1, M do

for t = 1, T do
Observe current state st
Select hierarchical action at
Execute (yt, kt = 0, ft) or (yt, kt = 1, pt)
Observe next state st+1 and receive reward rt
Store transition (st, at, rt, st+1) in D
Sample a random batch (si, ai, ri, si+1) from D
Set target value zi = ri + γmaxad

V ′(si+1, ad; θp)
Set loss function Lt = (zi −Q(si, ai; θg, θp))

2

Update network parameters: θg ← θg + αg∇θgLt,
θp ← θp+αp∇θpLt and θ′g ← θg , θ′p ← τθp+(1−τ)θ′p

end for
end for

D. Deep Hierarchical Vehicular Offloading

By introducing the technique of GAT and PNAF into DRL,
we propose an adaptive vehicular offloading algorithm named
Deep Hierarchical Vehicular Offloading (DHVO). The frame-
work of DHVO is illustrated in Fig. 5. The decision-making of
a UE consists of a graph neural network and a parameterized
network, which establishes the mapping between a state and
a hierarchical action.

The pseudo-code of DHVO is shown in Algorithm 1. We
first initialize the graph neural network and parameterized
network Q(s, a; θg, θp) and its target network Q′(s, a; θ′g, θ

′
p)

with θ′g = θg and θ′p = θp. The replay buffer D is set to ∅
initially.

At each decision epoch t when the UE finishes the last task
TASKt−1 and starts the execution of a new task TASKt, the
UE will observe the new state ht = {h⃗1, h⃗2, . . . , h⃗N} with
h⃗i = {DIi, DOi, Ci, Ei, CO, n, v⃗}. The GAT will extract the
high-level features and encode the state to a vector. With
the procession of the GAT, the vector can present the state
information better. And the policy network will outputs the
hierarchical action at ∈ {(yt, kt = 0, ft)∪(yt, kt = 1, pt)} and
corresponding Q-value Q(st, at; θg, θp). After carrying out the
selected action, the state turns into st+1 and the UE receives
the immediate reward rt. The UE will record the environment
transition (st, at, st+1, rt) into the replay buffer D.

At the beginning of parameter update, a training batch

TABLE II

SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Description Parameter Value

Coverage of each RSU L 200 m

Length of time-slot ∆t 1 s

Number of tasks N 8-12

Input datasize of each task DI [2.5, 3.5] MByte

Output datasize of each task DO [2.5, 3.5] MByte

Required computation resources C [800, 1200] Mcycles

Bandwidth W 2 MHz

Peak local computing capability f l
max 108 cycles/s

Edge server computing capability fe 109 cycles/s

Peak transmit power plmax 200 mW

Computing efficiency parameter κ 10−25

Atenna gain GA 4.11

Distance from the RSU d 100 m

Constant propagation delay tp 5 s

Carrier frequency Fc 915 MHz

Path loss exponent PL 3

Noise power δ2 10−12 W

Computation resource price ur 0.1 $/Mcycles

Task migration price um 2 $/Mcycles

System cost weighting parameters β1, β2, β3 0.33, 0.33, 0.33

(si, ai, si+1, ri) is sampled randomly from D. As for the graph
neural network Q(θg, θp), the target value zi is set to the sum
of the immediate reward ri and the highest V -value of target
network Q′(θ′g, θ

′
p):

zi = ri + γmax
ad

V ′(si+1, ad; θ
′
p), (37)

where γ is the discount factor. In order to adjust the estimated
Q-value toward the target value, we update the parameters of
Q by minimizing the mean squared error between the target
value zi and its current output. The loss function Lt is given
by

Lt = (zi −Q(si, ai; θg, θp))
2, (38)

Then we perform gradient descent to update the parameters
of three neural networks as below:

θg ← θg + αg∇θgLt, (40)

θp ← θp + αp∇θpLt, (41)

θ′g ← θg (42)

θ′p ← τθp + (1− τ)θ′p, (43)

where αg and αp are the learning rates of the graph neural
network θg and the parameterized network θp, and τ is the
soft-update coefficient of the target network. In this way, the
network parameters are updated with episodic training until
convergence.
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TABLE III

PARAMETERS OF NEURAL NETWORKS

Parameter Value

Attention heads of GAT 2

Number of features of each attention head 6

Network hidden layers of parameterized network 128

Reward discounted factor 0.99

Learning rate of parameterized network 0.01

Soft-update coefficient of the target network 0.1

Activation function ReLU

Network optimizer Adam

Max training episodes 20

Batch size 256
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Fig. 6. Four samples of speed trajectories.

V. EVALUATION

A. Simulation Setup

Simulation environment. We consider one vehicle running
on the highway along which several APs are evenly deployed
with coverage R = 200 m. The speed of the vehicle is
collected from a real-world dataset provided by CPIPC (China
Postgraduate Innovation & Practice Competition) [34]. The
speed data collection lasts for seven days and is measured
in seconds. We tailor this dataset to four trajectories, each
of which contains 100s speed data. As shown in Fig. 6,
the speed of the vehicle varies with time dynamically and
therefore is hard to predict. In the experiment, we did not set
a specific type of task, although setting a type of task could
better describe the workload. The input data size DIi, output
data size DOi and required computation resources Ci follows
uniform distribution in the range of [2.5, 3.5] MBytes, [2.5,
3.5] MBytes and [800, 1200] Mcycles, respectively. The line-
of-sight channel gain hi follows hi = ( 3×108

4πFcdi
)PL, in which Fc

denotes the carrier frequency, di denotes the distance between
the UE and the RSU, and PL denotes the path loss exponent.

The complete simulation parameters are shown in Table II and
are set as default unless otherwise specified.

Neural network parameters. The neural network consists
of two parts. The first part is a one-layer GAT consisted of
K = 2 attention heads computing F ′ = 6 features (for a
total of 12 features). The GAT part encodes a state vector
with high level feature of application graph. Since the length
of the vector will vary with the node number of the graph.
We use the padding method to obtain the state vector with
a fixed length. The second part is parameterized network
which is fully connected with one hidden layer containing
128 neurons. We set the learning rate 0.01 separately, and set
the soft-update coefficient of the target network to 0.1. The
reward discounted factor γ is set to 0.99. We use Rectified
Linear Unit (ReLU) as the activation function and Adam as
the optimization algorithm. The detailed parameters setting of
the neural network is listed in Table III.

Simulation platform. We implemented DHVO algorithm
based on Pytorch library with Python 3.5. The simulation
platform is a Ubuntu Server 16.04 with 32GB RAM and an
Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-6800K CPU, which has 6 cores and
12 threads.

Compared algorithms. We compare our proposed algo-
rithm DHVO with three representative benchmarks:

• All locally executed (ALE): All of the tasks are executed
locally with peak local computing capability;

• All offloaded (AO): All of the tasks are offloaded to the
edge server with peak transmit power;

• Greedy on edge (GOE): The UE will offload the task to
the edge server with peak transmit power if it predicts
that the task can be returned within the coverage of
the current RSU based on a constant speed (30 km/h).
Otherwise, the UE will execute the task locally with peak
local computing capability.

• Ddiscretization and DQN(DQN10): We approximate the
continuous part by a finite discrete set, specifically the
continuous interval represented by 10 equally spaced
values. We use a GAT to encode the state and send it
to the DQN neural network for training.

B. Convergence Speed

In our experiments, we set each episode to execute twenty
applications, and each application randomly consists of 8 to
12 sub-tasks. Set the neural network to starting training when
there are more than 500 environment transitions in the buffer.
We set the batch size to 256. Experiments show that our neural
network converge within 14 episodes which can be seen in
Fig. 7. And it takes only 1.58s to train a batch and 0.0018s to
perform and inference.

C. Performance Evaluation

In this part, we evaluate the performance of five algorithms
under different environment parameters and explore the rela-
tionship between the system cost and these parameters. The
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Fig. 7. Convergence Curve
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Fig. 8. Total cost with the coverage of each RSU.

environment parameters are set default as listed in Table II
unless otherwise specified. For a fair comparison, the DQN10
and our DHVO network are only trained 40 episodes. In the
experiment, we find that the performance of DQN10 is very
unstable, while the DHVO algorithm performs stably. This
means that under 40 episodes of training, DQN10 even can
not converge well. Based on this our analysis focuses on the
performance of three other baseline algorithms and our DHVO
algorithm. We conduct 50 individual test and take the average
value as the final result.

We varies the coverage of each RSU to find its relationship
with the TESC of each algorithm. As shown in Fig 8, the
system cost of each algorithm except for ALE decreases with
the rising of RSU’s coverage. Since ALE executes all the
tasks locally and does not involve the task offloading process,
its system cost remains constant regardless of the change of
RSU’s coverage. As for the other three algorithms, when the
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Fig. 9. Total cost with bandwidth.

coverage of each RSU increases, the frequency of the task
migration will decrease, which causes the cost reduction of
task migration service. Compared with AO and GOE, the slope
of DHVO is much smaller and therefore is less sensitive to
the change of RSU’s coverage.

Fig. 9 indicates the system cost versus the bandwidth.
Comparing ALE and AO, we can see that when the bandwidth
is less than 2.25 MHz, the performance of ALE is much better
than AO. Since the uplink/downlink rate and the bandwidth are
in direct proportion relationship (Equation (5)(10)), the trans-
mission time during the transmitting and receiving phase with
low bandwidth is much longer than the local execution time. In
addition, too long time spent in edge computing will increase
the risk of the task migration. However, when the bandwidth
keeps rising, edge computing shows its advantage of lower
task completion time and therefore is more recommended than
local execution. It can be clearly seen that DHVO is more
robust to the change of the bandwidth than AO and GOE,
which is attributed to its ability to forecast the occurrence of
task migration.

Fig. 10(a) and Fig. 10(b) illustrate the relationship of the re-
quired computation resource and the input/output datasize with
the system cost. We can find that the required computation
resource of each task has more impact on local computing than
edge computing, while the input/output datasize only affects
edge computing. This is because the execution time and energy
consumption during local execution are in direct proportion
to the required computation resource (Equation (3)(4)), while
the delay and energy during edge computing depends more on
the data size of each task. Although edge servers can provide
powerful computing capability, the risk of task migration will
cause extra service cost and propagation delay. When the
datasize is less than 2.5 MB, short transmission time during the
transmitting and receiving phase can be achieved. Moreover,
compared with GOE which prefers edge computing, DHVO
can adjust its offloading policy based on tasks’ features and
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Fig. 10. Total costs for different required computation resources and input

/ output data sizes.

select proper offloading decision for each task.
Fig. 11(a) and Fig. 11(b) illustrate the relationship between

the system cost and the computation resource price and the
task migration price respectively. Since all the tasks of ALE
are executed locally and thus ALE needs not to pay for
the edge computing service, the total cost of ALE remains
constant in both cases. Comparing these two pictures, we
can see that the task migration price has more impact on the
performance of AO and GOE than the computation resource
prices. The main reason is that the value of the former price is
much higher than the latter price, and the occurrence of task
migration will lead to extra payment. Although edge comput-
ing can achieve lower execution time and energy consumption,
the high cost brought by frequent task migration in AO and
GOE makes edge computing a poor choice. On account of
much lower risk of task migration, DHVO is not affected
by the change of the task migration price and performs quite

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
computation price ($/Mcycles)

3250

3500

3750

4000

4250

4500

4750

TE
SC

ALE
AO
GOE
DQN10
DHVO

(a) Total cost with computation resource price.

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
task migration price ($/Mcycles)

3500

4000

4500

5000

5500

TE
SC

ALE
AO
GOE
DQN10
DHVO

(b) Total cost with task migration price.

Fig. 11. Total costs for different computation resource prices and task

migration prices.

better than AO and GOE.

D. Performance Analysis

In this part, we make a detailed analysis on the reasons why
the performance of DHVO is much better than the compared
algorithms from the perspective of the offloading policy and
the TESC distribution of each algorithm.

Fig. 12 shows the number of each action taken by each
algorithm when dealing with 200 application, each of which
contains 8-12 tasks. We can find that DHVO makes a balance
between local execution and edge computing, while GOE
is greedy on offloading tasks to the edge server. However,
since the speed of the vehicle varies dynamically, the constant
speed used by GOE is wildly inaccurate compared with the
real speed value, and accordingly GOE suffers a high penalty
caused by task migration between consecutive RSUs. On the
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contrary, DHVO utilizes the speed data of last five seconds
to make an accurate estimation on future speed, and thus
avoids the occurrence of task migration. More precisely, if
DHVO finds that the current task cannot be returned within
the coverage of the current RSU when the vehicle runs at the
predicted speed, it will decide to execute the task locally, and
otherwise it will offload the task to the edge server to meet
the low execution delay brought by edge computing.

Fig. 13 depicts the cost distribution of each algorithm. We
can see that the energy consumption of ALE is the highest
among five algorithms, which explains the reasons why task
offloading is necessary for energy conservation. As for AO,
though edge computing brings lower task completion delay
and energy consumption, it suffers from high cost of edge
computation resource and task migration. In spite of lower
probability of the task migration, GOE also suffers from high
cost of task migration as a result of wrong speed estimation.
As for DHVO, it learns to select proper offloading decision

Fig. 14. Convergence curve with small fading.

for each task by considering both the individual features of
each task and the dynamic environment, and learns to select
proper local computing capability and transmit power to make
a balance among delay, energy and service cost.

Also we consider the effect of small fading, which obeys
complex gaussian distribution. Specifically, the channel gain
follows hi = λ( 3×108

4πFcdi
)PL, where λ indicates small scale

fading. We show the experiment results in Fig.14 where the
x-axis indicates the training episodes and y-axis indicates the
TESC. Even though it this convergence curve is not as smooth
as without small fading, our approach still enables learning.

E. Ablation Study
We conduct ablation study to figure out whether the graph

attention network and PNAF training algorithm both contribute
to the performance improvement. We use PNAF algorithm to
train the neural network and do not use GAT to extract the
graph information. We simply call this algorithm PNAF. We
use GAT to extract the graph information and DQN to train.
We call this algorithm GDQNX, where the ‘X’ indicates the
size of the finite which approximates the interval [0, 1]. We
compare the performance of several algorithms and normalize
their performance. In fig. 15, DHVO outperforms both PNAF
and any GDQNX algorithms which reflects that both GAT
and PNAF are necessary for performance improvement. It
is worth noticing that setting the finite set larger leading to
worse performance, which is against common sense. The main
reason is that each algorithm in the experiments trains the
same number of episodes. Larger size means the network is
more complex which requires more episodes of training to
achieve optimal performance. So GDQN5 and GDQN10 do
not converge well and perform worse.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we designed the joint computation offloading
and resource allocation in V2I networks. The considered
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problem is formulated as a MINLP optimization by jointly
optimizing the task assignment, task offloading decision, lo-
cal computation resource allocation and power control. The
system overhead was quantified by the time-energy-service
cost (TESC), which is the weighted sum of execution time,
energy consumption and charge of service. Based on DRL,
we proposed a deep hierarchical vehicular offloading (DHVO)
scheme to solve this problem in an end-to-end manner. With
the help of graph neural networks, the hidden features of
each sub-task and the interdependency between them were
extracted. Moreover, we developed a novel neural network
architecture to deal with the hierarchical action space which
contains both discrete and continuous actions. The simulations
have been conducted based on a real-world car speed dataset,
and numerical results have shown that our proposed algorithm
can significantly reduce the system cost under various envi-
ronment parameters.
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