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Abstract—In the rapidly evolving landscape of Internet of Ve-
hicles (IoV) technology, Cellular Vehicle-to-Everything (C-V2X)
communication has attracted much attention due to its superior
performance in coverage, latency, and throughput. Resource
allocation within C-V2X is crucial for ensuring the transmission
of safety information and meeting the stringent requirements for
ultra-low latency and high reliability in Vehicle-to-Vehicle (V2V)
communication. This paper proposes a method that integrates
Graph Neural Networks (GNN) with Deep Reinforcement Learn-
ing (DRL) to address this challenge. By constructing a dynamic
graph with communication links as nodes and employing the
Graph Sample and Aggregation (GraphSAGE) model to adapt
to changes in graph structure, the model aims to ensure a
high success rate for V2V communication while minimizing
interference on Vehicle-to-Infrastructure (V2I) links, thereby
ensuring the successful transmission of V2V link information and
maintaining high transmission rates for V2I links. The proposed
method retains the global feature learning capabilities of GNN
and supports distributed network deployment, allowing vehicles
to extract low-dimensional features that include structural infor-
mation from the graph network based on local observations and
to make independent resource allocation decisions. Simulation
results indicate that the introduction of GNN, with a modest
increase in computational load, effectively enhances the decision-
making quality of agents, demonstrating superiority to other
methods. This study not only provides a theoretically efficient
resource allocation strategy for V2V and V2I communications
but also paves a new technical path for resource management in
practical IoV environments.

Index Terms—V2X, Resource Allocation, Graph Neural Net-
work, Reinforcement Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

IN the development of smart cities, Vehicle-to-Everything
(V2X) technology plays an essential role within intelligent
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transportation systems [1], [2]. V2X is designed to enable
comprehensive communication between vehicles and their sur-
rounding environments, including other vehicles, transporta-
tion infrastructure, pedestrians, and network resources [3]–
[5]. As the automotive industry transitions toward cutting-
edge technologies such as autonomous driving, intelligent
navigation, and automated parking [6]–[10], the importance
of V2X is increasingly underscored [11], [12]. Vehicle net-
working technologies are continuously emerging [13]–[21],
yet V2X communication still encounters challenges regarding
performance and safety [22], [23].

Among the various V2X technologies, Cellular Vehicle-
to-Everything (C-V2X) is considered to offer higher data
rates, lower latency, and higher reliability than IEEE 802.11p
technology [24]–[28]. Recently, the 3rd Generation Partnership
Project (3GPP) has standardized the New Radio Vehicle-to-
Everything (NR-V2X) technology in its Release 16 standards
[29], [30].

In practical deployments, the resource allocation problem
becomes a crucial aspect of vehicular network technology
to support the substantial wireless communication demands
brought by V2X communication [31]. This problem is typi-
cally NP-hard [32], making it challenging to simultaneously
meet the reliability requirements of vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V)
links and the rate requirements of vehicle-to-infrastructure
(V2I) links in vehicular network environments [33]. Addi-
tionally, traditional resource allocation methods often rely
on accurate channel state information (CSI), which is quite
difficult in environments where vehicles move at high speeds
[34].

With the advancement of deep learning (DL) and reinforce-
ment learning (RL), researchers have begun to leverage the
powerful function approximation characteristics of deep rein-
forcement learning (DRL) to address the resource allocation
problem [35], [36]. In the presence of inaccurate CSI, DRL
can accumulate experience through continuous trial and error,
learning a general strategy that can achieve better performance
in distributed resource allocation scenarios.

Nonetheless, it has been observed that, under normal cir-
cumstances, centralized resource allocation schemes typically
outperform their distributed counterparts in terms of effec-
tiveness [37]. This superiority is attributed to the centralized
approach’s access to global information on resource occupancy
and the specific demands of each link, which facilitates the
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formulation of superior allocation strategies.
In a distributed setting, however, the agents within reinforce-

ment learning are limited to making decisions based on their
local observations, which often lack sufficient total system
information. This limitation hinders effective collaboration
among vehicles, significantly compromising the quality of
global resource scheduling. The scenario is further compli-
cated by the high likelihood of resource collisions and conges-
tion, as well as the difficulty in managing mutual interference
between communication links. Additionally, in environments
where vehicles are in high-speed motion, the CSI derived
from local vehicle observations is laden with considerable
noise [38], making it challenging to accurately characterize
the channel conditions. This, in turn, can adversely affect the
performance of DRL.

Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) possess unique advantages
in extracting global information and mitigating noise, which is
reflected in their superior performance across a variety of tasks
such as link prediction [39], node classification [40], graph
classification [41], and graph generation. The mechanism of
GNNs involves iteratively aggregating features from neighbor-
ing nodes, allowing information to propagate layer by layer
along the edges. Consequently, multi-layer GNNs are capable
of capturing node features that encapsulate global information
while also effectively suppressing noise during the aggregation
process. This hierarchical and iterative approach to informa-
tion processing enables GNNs to discern complex patterns and
dependencies within graph-structured data, thereby enhancing
their utility in a wide range of applications.

In fact, in the literature, many works have already attempted
to integrate GNNs with DRL to address complex issues.
However, due to the unique structure of GNNs, most methods
that combine GNNs operate as a centralized framework. More-
over, traditional GNNs struggle to handle dynamic changes in
graph structures; once the number of nodes or the connections
between nodes change, various adjustments to the graph are
required, and in some cases, the network needs to be retrained.
This is particularly problematic in vehicular networks where
vehicles are in high-speed motion and the number of vehicles
frequently fluctuates, as it can be detrimental to the network’s
adaptability and efficiency.

The Graph Sample and Aggregate (GraphSAGE) model,
introduced by William Hamilton, Rex Ying, and Jure Leskovec
in 2017 [42], is a variant of GNNs tailored for dynamic
graph structures. However, GraphSAGE primarily focuses on
aggregating node features and overlooks the significance of
edge weights. In the context of vehicular networks, where
V2V links are represented as nodes and the mutual interference
between these links is depicted as edges, the weight of edges
emerges as a critical parameter.

Moreover, the vehicular network environment is commonly
represented as a complete graph, where nodes(V2V Links) are
interconnected through the relationships of interference. As
the number of vehicles in the environment grows, the graph’s
complexity escalates, leading to a substantial increase in the
demand for computational resources. This high resource con-
sumption is not feasible in a vehicular network environment
where low latency is a critical requirement.

In this paper, to achieve a more efficient distributed resource
allocation scheme, we propose a GNN-assisted distributed
DRL algorithm1. The main contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows:

1) To enrich the state information available for vehicles to
autonomously select resources, we introduce the Graph-
SAGE framework, which is capable of adapting to dy-
namic graph structures, and we take into account the
characteristics of edges.

2) To construct the Graph-SAGE framework, and find a
way to do the resource allocation, we integrate GNN
with Double Deep Q-Network (DDQN) in a distributed
scenario, where each V2V link is represented as a node
in the graph and as an agent in the DDQN. In addition,
the computational complexity and the robustness to the
increasing of vehicles. We then test this approach by
simulation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sec-
tion II reviews the related work. Section III introduces the
system model. Section IV presents the proposed GNN model,
providing a novel graph construction method. In Section V,
we utilize the previously constructed GNN model to extract
low-dimensional features containing global information based
on local observations of vehicles and collaborate with the
DDQN model to solve the joint resource allocation problem.
Section VI presents the simulation results. Finally, Section VII
concludes the paper.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we first review some related work based
on traditional methods, and then we review the latest work
that utilizes DRL and GNN to address the resource allocation
problem.

Traditional resource allocation methods often employ game
theory, auction theory, and evolutionary algorithms for their
studies [43]. In [44], a wireless channel resource management
method based on Device-to-Device (D2D) communication was
investigated, where the requirements for delay and reliability
in V2V communication are transformed into optimization
constraints that can be directly computed using slowly varying
channel information. The channel resource allocation problem
was formulated as an optimization problem, and a heuristic
algorithm was employed to solve it. In [45], vehicle service
access categories were divided into safety and non-safety
Vehicle User Equipment, and its target was to maximize the
system’s total throughput. In [46], coexistence issues between
C-V2X users and vehicle ad hoc network users in unlicensed
spectrum were studied, and a spectrum sharing scheme based
on energy sensing was proposed to reduce conflicts between
the two types of users. Where a matching theory was used to
study the wireless resource allocation problem, and a dynamic
resource allocation algorithm for vehicles was proposed. In
[47], considering imperfect CSI, the exact expression for the
ergodic capacity of a single VUE was derived, and a Simulated
Annealing (SA) algorithm was used to obtain a good power

1The source code has been released at: https://github.com/qiongwu86/GNN-
and-DRL-Based-Resource-Allocation-for-V2X-Communications

https://github.com/qiongwu86/GNN-and-DRL-Based-Resource-Allocation-for-V2X-Communications
https://github.com/qiongwu86/GNN-and-DRL-Based-Resource-Allocation-for-V2X-Communications
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allocation result. In [48], a low-latency V2V communication
resource allocation scheme based on 802.11p and C-V2X
technologies was proposed, using a hybrid architecture where
cellular base stations determine the channel selection for V2V
links. The problem of minimizing the total delay was described
as an equivalent problem of the maximum weighted indepen-
dent set with associated weights, and a greedy cellular V2V
link selection algorithm was proposed, deriving a theoretical
performance lower bound for the algorithm.

In [49], a multi-state cooperation methodology was pro-
posed where energy was allocated among nodes state-by-state
using geometric and network decomposition methods. The
duration of each state was optimized to maximize the utility of
the nodes. In [50], a cross-layer adaptive resource allocation
algorithm for packet-based OFDM (Orthogonal Frequency
Division Multiplexing) systems was presented. This algorithm
considered random traffic arrivals and user fairness issues, en-
hancing system spectral efficiency and improving queuing per-
formance. In [51], a wireless powered communication network
with cooperative groups was investigated. It employed a semi-
definite relaxation method to jointly optimize time allocation,
beamforming vectors, and power distribution under the con-
straints of available power and quality of service requirements
for two communication groups. The global optimal solution
for each problem was guaranteed. In [52], a scenario in sensor
networks was studied where a mobile control center powered
the sensors via RF signals and collected their information. Two
solutions were provided, which enhanced energy efficiency. In
[53], the multicast routing problem based on network coding
was explored, aiming to achieve the maximum flow multicast
routes in ad hoc networks. It also analyzed the statistical
characteristics of encoding nodes and maximum flow in ad hoc
networks based on random graph theory. In [54], node mobility
was considered, and a method capable of tracking dynamic
topology changes was proposed. This method allowed for
intersecting paths and significantly improved end-to-end delay
and packet delivery ratio performance.

Recently, DRL and GNN have increasingly been applied
to solve resource allocation problems. In [55], reinforcement
learning was first introduced to the resource allocation domain,
proposing a distributed decision-making scheme. In [56], DRL
was used to study resource allocation in an uplink Non-
Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA) system, designing a
discretized multi-Deep Q-learning (DQN) structure to reduce
the output dimension, while introducing Deep Deterministic
Policy Gradient (DDPG) for decision-making in continuous
power allocation. In [57], considering user privacy protection,
Federated Learning (FL) was introduced into resource allo-
cation. On a large time scale, vehicles with similar channel
conditions are grouped using spectral clustering, and vehicles
within each group train models through FL. On a smaller
time scale, vehicles upload their models to a central entity,
which aggregates the models and distributes them back to
each vehicle. In [58], DQN and DDPG methods were applied
within an Actor-Critic framework, using DQN for discrete
channel selection and DDPG for continuous power selection.
Finally, Meta Reinforcement Learning was used to learn a
good initialization method for the network, enhancing its rapid

Fig. 1: System model.

adaptability in dynamically changing environments. In [59],
graph embedding methods were used for D2D network link
scheduling, using graph representation learning to extract node
features for power selection, and analyzing the impact of
supervised and unsupervised training on network performance.
In [60], D2D communication links were treated as nodes in a
graph, with interference between links represented as edges,
modeling the wireless network as a directed graph for joint
channel and power allocation, achieving near-optimal results
with only a few samples, and requiring execution times of
just a few milliseconds. In [61], a heterogeneous graph was
constructed, and a heterogeneous GNN was used to learn
policies, providing prior knowledge for Deep Neural Net-
work(DNN) to make channel and power selections, reducing
training complexity when the environment changes and DNN
needs to be retrained. A parameter sharing strategy was also
proposed to ensure that the prior knowledge learned by GNN
is beneficial for DNN decision-making.

In summary, while much of the existing work has focused
on refining network architectures to achieve more efficient
resource allocation strategies, there has been a notable absence
of consideration for enriching the information derived from
local observations of vehicles. This gap in the literature has
prompted us to embark on this research endeavor.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

This work mainly focus on the V2I and V2V communi-
cations within the V2X paradigm. As depicted in Fig. 1, we
consider a vehicular traffic model of an intersection, where the
Base Station (BS) is strategically located at the intersection’s
core, and vehicles are introduced onto the roads in a random
distribution, maintaining a constant velocity as per their prede-
fined initial speeds. The environment is assumed to contain m
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Cellular Users (CUEs), denoted by M = [1, 2, 3, ...,m], which
employ V2I links to communicate with the BS, transmitting
high-rate entertainment and lifestyle information crucial for
daily requirements. Additionally, there are k pairs of V2V
Users (VUEs), represented by K = [1, 2, 3, ..., k], which
utilize V2V links for communication, exchanging safety-
critical information during vehicle operation. Considering the
relatively sparse utilization of uplink resources, we posit that
V2V and V2I links share an orthogonal allocation of uplink
spectrum to optimize spectral efficiency. Consequently, the
Signal-to-Interference-plus-Noise Ratio (SINR) for the i-th
CUE can be formulated as:

γc[i] =
P c
i hi

σ2 +
∑

j∈K ρj [i]P v
j h̃j

(1)

In this formulation, the term
∑

j∈K ρj [i]P
v
j h̃j represents the

interference caused to the i-th CUE by VUEs using the same
channel. Here, ρj [i] = 1 indicates that the j-th VUE and the
i-th CUE are utilizing the same channel, whereas ρj [i] = 0
otherwise. P v

j denotes the transmit power of the j-th VUE,
and h̃j signifies the power gain of the j-th VUE. The term σ2

represents the noise power, while Pic indicates the transmit
power of the i-th CUE, and hi denotes the channel gain.
According to Shannon’s formula, the communication capacity
of the i-th CUE can be expressed as:

Cc [i] = B · log(1 + γc [i]) (2)

where B represents the channel bandwidth.
Similarly, the SINR for the j-th VUE can be expressed as:

γv [j] =
P v
j · gj

σ2 +GV 2I +GV 2V
(3)

where:
GV 2I =

∑
i∈M

ρj [i]P
c
i gi,j (4)

represents the interference from V2I links within the same
resource block and

GV 2V =
∑
i∈M

∑
j′∈K,j ̸=j′

ρj [i]ρj′ [i]P
v
j′g

v
j′,j (5)

represents the interference from other V2V links within the
same resource block. The term gj represents the power gain
of the j-th VUE, while gi,j and gvj′,j denote the interference
power gains from the i-th CUE and the j′-th VUE, respec-
tively. The channel capacity of the j-th VUE can be expressed
as follows:

Cv [j] = B · log(1 + γv [j]) (6)

In this paper, we refine the resource selection for vehicles
into channel selection and power level selection. Each vehicle
selects a channel and a corresponding power level within that
channel. We assume that the number of subchannels equals
the number of V2I links, denoted as m, and the number of
power levels in the power list is n. Since each vehicle can
simultaneously select only one channel and one transmit power
level, there are a total of m · n resource selection options
for each link. Furthermore, the BS does not participate in the
resource selection for V2V links. Consequently, we manage

Fig. 2: Vehicle network graph construction.

V2I and V2V links separately, considering that each V2V
link autonomously selects resources given a predetermined
resource allocation for V2I links. The learning objective is
to minimize the interference to V2I links while satisfying
the latency requirements and reliability of V2V links, thereby
maximizing the transmission rate of V2I links. For ease of
description, we transform the reliability requirements of V2V
links into outage probabilities [24-25]. The interaction process
between the model and the environment can be described as
follows:

At a large time scale, vehicles determine neighbor informa-
tion based on distance relationships, implicitly constructing a
graph. At a smaller time scale, vehicles acquire local observa-
tions of the environment and collect information transmitted
by neighbors. They aggregate these inputs through a model
to obtain low-dimensional features that encapsulate global
information. Subsequently, a policy learned through DRL
is employed to select channels and transmit powers. It is
important to note that vehicles are not nodes in the graph
nor agents in the DRL framework, however, the final actions
are executed by the vehicles themselves. This decentralized
approach leverages local interactions and learned strategies to
optimize resource allocation in vehicular networks.

IV. DESIGN OF GRAPH NEURAL NETWORK MODELS

A. Graph Construction

To construct a graph representation of the vehicular net-
work, we treat each V2V pair as a node, denoted as Ng =
[v1, v2, v3, ..., vk], and the interference relationships between
links as edges. For node v, it contains an initial feature vector
xv and a list N(v) storing the indices of its neighboring
nodes. The initial feature of a node encapsulates the local
observations of channels and interference information by the
vehicle. Based on the assumption that the number of subchan-
nels equals the number of CUEs, denoted as m, we record for
the i-th subchannel the instantaneous channel power gain for
V2V links, represented as Gt[i], i ∈ M , the subchannel power
gain from the transmitter to the receiver in V2I links, denoted
as Ht[i], i ∈ M , and the interference signal strength from the
previous time slot, denoted as It−1[i], i ∈ M . Consequently,
the feature of node v can be expressed as

xv = {Gt||Ht||It−1} (7)

where || denotes the concatenation of vectors.
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Existing methods predominantly construct the vehicular net-
work as a complete graph, emulating the mutual interference
relationships among all links. However, when the number of
vehicles in the environment is substantial, the graph becomes
exceedingly complex, and the computational load for aggre-
gating node features escalates, leading to prolonged decision-
making times and potentially introducing additional delays. To
address this issue, we propose constructing the graph based on
the communication relationships between vehicles. Since each
V2V pair consists of a transmitting vehicle and a receiving
vehicle, and assuming there are s vehicles in the environment,
represented as v = [V1, V2, V3, ..., Vs]. We assign a unique
label to each V2V link, denoted as VttoVr, where Vt, Vr ∈ V .
Here, Vt signifies the transmitting vehicle, and Vr denotes the
receiving vehicle, Referring to Fig. 2, let’s assume that vehicle
Vx has three destination vehicles, namely Vm, Vp, and Vo, and
that Vx is also the target vehicle for Vy and Vz . The labels for
the V2V link nodes formed by these vehicles are as follows:
VxtoVm, VxtoVp, VxtoVo,VytoVx, and VztoVx. For each node,
taking the node VxtoVm as an example, we consider all nodes
with labels containing either Vx or Vm as neighbors of node
VxtoVm. This includes all nodes labeled as VxtoZ, ZtoVx,
VmtoZ, and ZtoVm, where Z represents any vehicle that
meets the conditions.

We stipulate that each vehicle selects three transmission
destinations from a list of nearby neighboring vehicles, mean-
ing that each vehicle initiates three V2V links. As a result,
the total number of V2V links in the environment is 3s,
where s is the number of vehicles. For each vehicle, the
number of its neighboring vehicles can be approximated to be
around 12. This approximation is based on the fact that each
vehicle (Vx, Vm) has three outgoing links (VxtoZ, VmtoZ)
and an uncertain number of incoming links (ZtoVx, ZtoVm).
However, since the total number of links is three times the
number of vehicles, the average number of times a vehicle
serves as a receiver is also 3. Therefore, the number of
neighbors for each vehicle is approximately 12 and remains
constant regardless of the increase in the number of vehicles in
the environment. In contrast, in a complete graph, the number
of neighbors for each node is 3s − 1, which continuously
increases with the number of vehicles, leading to a higher
complexity as the number of vehicles grows.

In practice, although the graph construction method we
propose overlooks some interference relationships between
links, it essentially preserves the strongest interference from
neighbors. Moreover, GNN operates through a multi-layer
aggregation process, where information is continuously propa-
gated along edges. Consequently, even distant nodes can exert
an influence on the current node. Furthermore, the rationale
behind our choice to construct a graph based on communica-
tion relationships rather than physical distances is that such a
method facilitates the implicit construction of the graph among
vehicles. For the six neighbor nodes represented by VxtoZ and
VmtoZ, vehicles Vx and Vm possess all relevant information.
As for the neighbor nodes represented by ZtoVx and ZtoVm,
they can carry node features and other pertinent information
when transmitting to Vx and Vm. Thus, by establishing a
bidirectional connection between Vx and Vm, information can

be transmitted within the graph without incurring additional
communication overhead.

We have performed a comparative analysis of the computa-
tional load in graph networks under both complete and non-
complete graph scenarios. With s vehicles in the environment,
the graph contains 3s nodes. Assuming each node has a
feature dimension of Dinput = 60 and an output dimension of
Doutput = 20, considering a single-layer aggregation model.
The number of neighbors for each node is Nnei, thus, the
required multiplication operations can be calculated as follows:

N = Dinput ·Doutput · 3s ·Nnei (8)

When constructing a complete graph, Nnei = 3s−1, whereas
for the graph construction method we propose, Nnei = 12.
Essentially, the difference in the number of multiplication
operations between these two graph construction methods is
determined by the number of neighbors, and the ratio of
their computational loads is also the ratio of the number of
neighbors. Therefore, the property of our proposed method,
where the number of neighbors does not increase with the
number of vehicles, becomes particularly significant.

To better characterize the vehicular network environment,
we assign a weight to each edge in the graph. Generally,
the interference caused by links that are farther away is
smaller to the current link. Therefore, we record the dis-
tances between transmitters, represented as a square matrix
D = [d11, d12, ..., d1s; d21, d22, ..., d2s; ...; ds1, ds2, ..., dss].
Suppose the interference between the links Vm to Vn and Vx

to Vy corresponds to the edge between nodes vp and vq , the
weight of which can be represented as:

δpq = 1− dmx

max(D)
(9)

B. GNN Network

After constructing the graph, we will introduce the GNN
model. Due to the frequent changes in the number of vehicles
and the communication relationships between vehicles in
vehicular networks, traditional GNN models struggle to adapt
to the rapid changes in node count and adjacency matrix,
necessitating frequent adjustments to the graph structure such
as pruning or adding edges, and even requiring retraining of
the model. Therefore, we introduce the GraphSAGE model,
which is adept at handling dynamic and large-scale graph
structures, and enhance it by incorporating edge weights into
the node feature aggregation process.

The operation of the GraphSAGE model can be divided
into three main steps: neighbor sampling, feature aggregation,
and feature update. Neighbor sampling is applicable to large-
scale graph processing, where the number of neighbors to
be sampled for each node at various layers is predefined,
allowing for the random selection of these neighbors. This
random sampling mechanism constrains the computational
demand for feature aggregation at each node, ensuring that the
model remains computationally feasible even when confronted
with exceedingly intricate graph structures. Although both the
neighbor sampling function and our proposed graph construc-
tion method serve to manage computational resource expendi-



6

ture, our approach differs from random sampling across all
nodes in a complete graph. In our constructed graph, the
neighbors sampled at each layer are confined to a defined
scope, and the interference they exert on the current node
decreases with the increasing layer depth. This hierarchical
reduction in interference facilitates the extraction of superior
features, as the influence of second-layer neighbors on the
current node is less than that of first-layer neighbors.

Assuming the number of neighbors sampled is S, for a
node v, the set of sampled neighbors is denoted as Ns(v), and
the aggregated node feature is represented as zv . The feature
aggregation process can be expressed as follows:

zv = faggregate({xu|u ∈ Ns(v)}) (10)

where, faggregate denotes the aggregation function of the
model. We employ the mean aggregation function, but with
a key distinction: we incorporate edge weights to reflect the
importance of each neighboring node’s features. This can be
represented as:

zv = σ(Wa ·
∑

u∈Ns(v)

Xu · δuv
|Ns(v)|

+ ba) (11)

where, Wa signifies the weights of the aggregation function,
ba denotes the bias term of the aggregation function, and σ
signifies the activation function.

For the feature update process, we combine the aggregated
results of the neighbor features with the initial features of the
node itself to obtain the final node feature embedding:

hv = fupdate(zv, xv) (12)

In this approach, we select summation as the method to
integrate the aggregated results of the neighbor features with
the initial node features. This integration is then processed
through feature extraction using weight parameters obtained
from training. The resulting node embedding is denoted as
hv . Thus, the update function fupdate can be expressed as
follows:

fupdate(zv, xv) = σ(Wu · (zv + xv) + bu) (13)

where, Wu and bu denote the trained weights and bias vector
in the feature update function. Consequently, the complete
aggregation process for a single round can be represented as:

hv = fupdate(xv, faggregate({xu|u ∈ Ns(v)})) (14)

Similarly,the two-layer aggregation process can be expressed
as:

hv = fupdate(xv, faggregate({fupdate(xu,

faggregate({xn|n ∈ Ns(u)}))|u ∈ Ns(v)}))
(15)

Algorithm 1 summarizes the feature extraction process of
the GraphSAGE model.

To ensure that the features extracted by the GraphSAGE
model are beneficial for the agent’s decision-making, we
have designed a unique updating mechanism for it. Since the
GraphSAGE model is deployed globally, while the DDQN
model only affects a single agent, it is challenging to integrate
the two networks for joint training. Therefore, we opt to train

Algorithm 1: GraphSAGE

1 Large Time Scale: Construct global graph;
2 Small Time Scale: Update and Aggregate Node

Features;
3 Input: Graph network model, node features;
4 Output: Aggregation result;
5 Initialization: Initialize model;
6 while True do
7 for each node v from Ng do
8 Node Neighbor Sampling:
9 Randomly select five neighbors of node v and

store them in Ns(v)
10 for each neighbor u ∈ Ns(v) do
11 Randomly select five neighbors of node u

and store them in Ns(u)
12 end
13 Feature Aggregation and Update:
14 for each neighbor u ∈ Ns(v) do
15 hu = fupdate(xu, faggregate(xn, n ∈

Ns(u)))
16 end
17 hv = fupdate(xv, faggregate(hu, u ∈ Ns(v)))
18 end
19 end

the GraphSAGE model separately.
The training of GNNs typically falls into supervised learn-

ing, semi-supervised learning, or unsupervised learning. Un-
supervised learning can incur significant computational over-
head during the training phase, while supervised and semi-
supervised learning are limited by the cost of obtaining node
labels. Consequently, we aim to find a cost-effective method
that provides a learning direction for the network and enhances
the decision-making capabilities of the DDQN model.

In fact, we employ the key role of GraphSAGE model
to aggregate node features, aiding the agent in discerning
the quality of each channel. The rewards obtained after the
DDQN network taking actions provide a sound assessment
of the channels. Consequently, it can store the reward in-
formation acquired by the agent for each sub-channel in a
matrix corresponding to the number of sub-channels, Rg =
[r1, r2, r3, ..., rm]. This matrix serves as the labels for the
corresponding nodes.

However, the stored reward values are with a certain latency,
making them unsuitable as absolute labels currently. Instead,
they still provide a fuzzy directional guide for the network’s
learning in complex environments. To address such a problem
and trying to efficiently use the restored reward values, we
propose a more moderate update strategy. This strategy in-
volves using a lagged network to aggregate node features and
weighting them with the labels according to a specific ratio.
This approach has two main benefits:

1) It weakens the absolute influence of the labels, maintain-
ing the stability of learning.

2) It gradually guides the network’s predictions towards the
ideal label values.
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By incorporating this moderated update strategy, one can
ensure a balance between learning stability and directional
guidance, ultimately enhancing the performance of the DDQN
model in making decisions based on the aggregated features
from the GraphSAGE model.

Specifically, the Mean Squared Error (MSE) function is used
here as the loss function for the network, defined as follows:

Loss(θ) =
∑
v∈Ng

(yv − hv)
2 (16)

where:
yv = κhold

v + (1− κ)Rv
g (17)

In this context, θ represents the weighting parameters in the
GraphSAGE model, yv denotes the smoothed labels used for
network updates, κ indicates the weighting factor for the
aggregation results, Rv

g represents the label for node v, and
hold
v signifies the aggregation result from the lagged network.

V. THE GNN-DDQN MODEL FOR RESOURCE
ALLOCATION PROBLEMS

In this section, we primarily introduce the method for solv-
ing the resource allocation problem in V2X communication
based on the GNN-DDQN model. First, we present the key
equations of reinforcement learning and the core principles
of the DDQN model. Then, we discuss how to combine the
DDQN model with the previously mentioned GraphSAGE
model to address the resource allocation problem.

A. Key Formulas in RL and DDQN

Reinforcement learning are typically formulated as Markov
Decision Processes (MDPs), which manifest as interactions
between an agent and an environment. The agent acquires state
information from the environment, makes decisions according
to a policy π, and then executes an action. The environment, in
turn, provides the agent with a reward and updates the current
state.

Specifically, at each time step t, the agent obtains the current
state st from the state space of the environment and selects
an appropriate action at from the action space A according
to the existing policy π to choose the transmission channel
and transmission power for the V2V link. The policy π is
determined by a state-action function, also known as the Q-
function, denoted as Q(st, at). In deep reinforcement learning,
the Q-function is typically approximated using deep learning
to adapt to complex environmental changes. After the agent
takes an action, the environment will transit to a new state
st+1 and provides a reward rt that evaluates the quality of the
action based on the results of the agent’s choice. In this paper,
the reward is derived from the outage probability of the V2V
link and the rate of the V2I link.

Next, we will sequentially introduce the details of state,
action, and reward in the DDQN network:

1) State space: For the V2X environment we consider,
the true state information primarily consists of the vehicle’s
observations of the environment xv and the low-dimensional
features hv extracted from these observations by the Graph-
SAGE model. To assist the agent in making better decisions,

each vehicle sends its channel selection information to its
target vehicles. Based on this, we collect each agent’s neigh-
boring agents’ previous channel selection information Nt−1

and calculate the ratio Lt between the remaining bits to be
sent by the vehicle and the total bits that need to be sent, as
well as the remaining transmission time Ut under the delay
constraint. Combining these pieces of information, the state
acquired by the agent is represented as follows:

St
v =

{
ht
v||xt

v||Nv
t−1||Lv

t ||Uv
t

}
(18)

2) Action space: Based on the collected and observed state
information, the DDQN network selects an action at ∈ A
according to the policy π. Since the agent needs to select
both the subchannel and the power level simultaneously, we
combine these two types of actions into a composite action.
The composite action selected by the agent is mapped onto
two dimensions, representing the choices of subchannel and
power level, respectively. In this paper, we consider a relatively
simple case with three power levels and m resource blocks.
Therefore, there are a total of 3×m possible actions. Assuming
the agent selects action at, we decompose it as follows:

atr = at%m (19)

and
atp = at/m (20)

where % denotes the modulo operation, and / represents
division with rounding down to the nearest integer. atr denotes
the decomposed subchannel selection action, and atp represents
the choice of power level.

3) Reward function: The objective of reinforcement learn-
ing is to enable V2V links in the environment to meet
the low latency and high reliability requirements of V2V
communication to the maximum extent, while minimizing
interference to V2I links to maximize the transmission rate
of V2I links. Previously, we transformed the latency and
reliability requirements of V2V links into a requirement for
outage probability. Therefore, for the design of the reward, we
only need to consider the outage probability of V2V links and
the transmission rate of V2I links. Additionally, we have set
a penalty term based on the time already spent on the link
transmission. The reward function is expressed as follows:

rt = λc

∑
i∈M

Cc[i] + (1− λc)
∑
j∈K

Cv[j]

− λp(T0 − Ut)

(21)

where, λc represents the weight of the V2I link, and λp

represents the weight of the utilized transmission time. Ut

denotes the remaining time, and T0 signifies the transmission
delay limit. Therefore, (T0 − Ut) indicates the time used for
transmission. The agent’s long-term discounted return can be
expressed as:

Rt = E

[ ∞∑
n=0

βnrt+n

]
(22)

where, β ∈ [0, 1] represents the discount factor for the
reward. A larger β indicates that the agent has a longer-term
perspective, while a smaller β means the agent is more focused
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on immediate rewards.
In deep reinforcement learning, the primary objective is

to learn an optimal policy π∗ that maximizes the long-term
discounted reward, as well as to develop a deep network
model that can predict the Q-values corresponding to state-
action pairs. For a given state-action pair (st, at), the Q-
value Q(st, at) represents the expected cumulative discounted
reward obtained after taking action at ∈ A according to policy
π. Thus, the Q-value can be used to assess the quality of an
action in a given state. Once we have an accurate estimation
of the Q-values, actions can be selected according to the
following equation:

at = argmax
a∈A

Q(st, a) (23)

This implies that we select the action with the maximum
Q-value. In the DDQN, the Q-values corresponding to the
optimal policy, denoted as Q∗, can be obtained through the
following update equation:

Qnew(st, at) = Qold(st, at) + α[rt+1+

βQtarget
old (st+1, argmax

a∈A
Qold(st+1, a))

−Qold(st, at)
] (24)

where, α is the learning rate, and the second term on the
right-hand side of the equation is the Temporal Difference
(TD) error used to update the Q-value. The discount factor
is denoted by γ. Qold represents the Q-value predicted by the
Q-network, while Qtarget

old represents the Q-value predicted by
the target Q-network.

Assuming the weights of the Q-network are denoted by φ,
the output will be the Q-values corresponding to each action
when the input is the observed state of the agent. We optimize
the parameters φ of the Q-network using the TD error, which
can be expressed as follows:

Loss(φ) =
∑

(st,at)∈D

(yQ −Q(st, at, φ))
2 (25)

where, D denotes the set of state-action pairs, and yQ repre-
sents the expected target Q-value, which can be given by the
following equation:

yQ = rt + βQtarget
old (st+1, argmax

a∈A
Qold(st+1, a), φ

′) (26)

where, φ′ denotes the parameters of the target Q-network.

B. GNN-DDQN Framework and Training-Testing Process

As illustrated in Fig. 3, the operation of the GNN-DDQN
model can be divided into three steps: constructing the graph,
extracting low-dimensional features about global information,
and making decisions based on the Q-values predicted by the
Q-network. Note that the training process of the GraphSAGE
model can be followed that introduced previously, we will now
focus on the training of the DDQN model and the testing of
the GNN-DDQN model here.

In reinforcement learning, all data required by the agents
are generated through interactions between the agents and the
environment. We use the tuple (st, at, rt, st+1) as a single

Fig. 3: GNN-DDQN framework.

training sample and store it in a replay buffer, from which
samples are periodically drawn to update the DDQN network.
The environment simulator comprises VUEs, CUEs, and their
channel models. Vehicles in the environment are randomly
placed at the intersection model according to a uniform distri-
bution. Based on the distance relationships between vehicles,
V2V and V2I communication links are established. The agent
selects the channel and transmission power based on the
CSI in the environment. The environment then updates the
fading information and interference information accordingly,
resulting in a new state st+1. Concurrently, the agent receives
a reward rt based on the quality of the action taken. During
the training phase, we adopt an ϵ-greedy policy to balance
exploration and exploitation. In the testing phase, actions are
selected based on the predicted Q-values, specifically choosing
the action with the highest Q-value.

Upon initialization, the agent, operating on a large tempo-
ral scale, identifies its neighbors based on vehicle-to-vehicle
communication links, implicitly constructing a graph where
edge weights are determined by proximity. On a smaller
temporal scale, the agent collects local observations denoted
as St

v and aggregates these with features from neighboring
agents to perform feature updates, yielding a low-dimensional
representation hv . This representation, combined with the
local observations St

v , forms the agent’s state. The agent then
predicts the action with the highest Q-value using the Q-
network. Rewards are obtained from the environment. During
training, the Q-values predicted for each action are stored
as baseline evaluations, which are then softened to yield yv ,
guiding the updates of the GNN model. The agent’s strategy
is refined using Q-values predicted by the target Q-network,
which also updates the Q-network itself. In the testing phase,
the action with the maximum predicted Q-value from the Q-
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Algorithm 2: Training Process for GNN-DDQN
Input: GraphSAGE model, Q-network model,

simulation environment
Output: Q-network, GraphSAGE-network

1 Initialize: Randomly initialize policy π, initialize
model, start environment simulation and add vehicles,
CUEs, and VUEs;

2 Large Time Scale: Construct global graph;
3 Small Time Scale: Joint GNN-DDQN model selects

actions;
4 while not converged do
5 Execute Algorithm 1
6 Run DDQN Network:
7 For node v, the agent selects subchannels and

transmission power based on policy π using hv

and locally observed states
8 The environment simulator generates a new state

st+1 and reward rt based on the agent’s actions
9 Store the selected subchannels and corresponding

rewards in Rg

10 Collect and store the tuple (st, at, rt, st+1) in the
experience replay buffer

11 Sample a mini-batch from the experience replay
buffer

12 Train the DDQN network using the mini-batch
13 Update the GNN network using labels derived

from Rg

14 Update policy π: select the action with the highest
Q-value

network is directly executed as the decision.
Algorithm 2 explicitly expresses the training process of the

GNN-DDQN model, while Algorithm 3 illustrates the testing
process of the GNN-DDQN model.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Simulation settings

The simulations in this study were conducted using Python
3.8 and TensorFlow 2.6, adopting settings similar to those
assumed in the literature [55]. We consider a single-cell system
operating at a 2 GHz carrier frequency. The simulations follow
the Manhattan scenario setup as described in 3GPP TR 36.885
[62], covering both Line of Sight (LOS) and Non-Line of
Sight (NLOS) channel conditions. The distribution of vehicles
is modeled as a spatial Poisson process, randomly distributed
across each lane. It assumes that each vehicle established V2V
communication links with its three nearest neighbors, resulting
in the number of V2V links being three times the number of
vehicles.

We utilize a GraphSAGE model with a depth of 2, sampling
5 neighbors at each layer, and incorporating the node’s own
features for updates. The feature dimension extracted by the
graph network set as 20. Each node’s feature dimension
input to the graph network is 60, and an average aggregation
function is adopted. For the DDQN model, the state dimension

Algorithm 3: Testing Process for GNN-DDQN
Input: Trained Q-network model, Trained GraphSAGE

model, simulation environment
Output: Evaluation results

1 Initialize: Load the Q-network model and
GraphSAGE model, start the environment simulation,
and add vehicles, CUEs, and VUEs;

2 Large Time Scale: Construct global graph;
3 Small Time Scale: Joint GNN-DDQN model selects

actions;
4 while not finished do
5 Execute Algorithm 1
6 Run DDQN Network:
7 For node v, the agent selects the action with the

highest Q-value based on hv and locally observed
states

8 The environment simulator updates the
environment based on the agent’s actions

9 Update the evaluation results, which include the
average V2I capacity and the success rate of V2V
communication

Fig. 4: Training loss of GraphSAGE.

input is 102, employing a three-layer neural network model
with 500, 250, and 120 neurons in each layer, respectively.
The final output the Q-values for 60-dimensional actions. A
Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) function is used as the nonlinear
activation function between layers. The activation function can
be expressed as follows:

fRelu(x) = max(0, x) (27)

The learning rate is set to decrease over the training period.
The initial learning rate for the graph network is selected as
0.01, and for the DDQN network, it is selected as 0.005,
with both having a minimum value of 0.0001. More detailed
parameter settings are provided in Table I.

B. Model Training Status

To analyze the training process of the network, we moni-
tored the training progress. Since our GraphSAGE model and
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TABLE I: System Parameters

Parameters of System Model
Description Specification

Carrier Frequency 2 GHz
Height of Vehicle Antenna 1.5 meters

Bandwidth of Single Subchannel 1.5 MHz
Gain of Vehicle Antenna 3 dBi

Height of Base Station Antenna 25 meters
Noise Figure of Vehicle Receiver 9 dB

Gain of Base Station Antenna 8 dBi
Vehicle Speed 36 km/h to 54 km/h

Noise Figure of Base Station Receiver 5 dB
Distance Threshold for Neighbor Vehicles 150 meters

Number of Lanes in Environment 4 per direction, total 16 lanes
Maximum Delay for V2V Link 100 ms

Transmission Power Levels [23, 10, 5] dBm
Noise Power -114 dBm

Weight Coefficients [λc, λp] [0.3, 1]
First Layer Neighbor Sampling Count 5

Second Layer Neighbor Sampling Count 5
Depth of GraphSAGE 2

Dimension of Node Feature Output 20

Note: Parameters such as "Carrier Frequency", "Height of Vehicle An-
tenna", "Bandwidth of Single Subchannel", "Gain of Vehicle Antenna",
"Height of Base Station Antenna", and others are adapted from [55].

DDQN network are trained separately, we will analyze the
training performance of the two networks individually.

1) Training Loss of the GraphSAGE Model: Fig. 4 illustrates
the loss performance of the GraphSAGE model over
5000 training iterations, where the GraphSAGE model is
updated 120 times every 50 iterations. It can be observed
that the loss converges rapidly. Since the environment is
reset every 2000 iterations, there is a significant fluctua-
tion in loss whenever the environment is reset. However,
as the number of iterations increases, the fluctuation due
to environmental resets diminishes, and the model begins
to adapt to different environments.

2) Performance Comparison of the GNN-DDQN Network
at Different Training Iterations: Fig. 5 depict the test-
ing performance of the policy obtained from training
within 10,000 iterations in the simulated environment.
In practice, to achieve a convergent policy, we conduct
nearly 40,000 training iterations. Here, we present the
results of the first 10,000 training iterations. It can be
observed that the performance of the learned policy
generally exhibits an upward trend, although the rate of
improvement gradually slows down.

C. Static Environment Testing

Three baseline methods are used for comparison. The first
is the random resource allocation method, where the agent
randomly selects channels and power levels, serving as a
lower bound. The second is the one mentioned in [63], which
groups vehicles with similar channel conditions together and
iteratively allocates sub-channels. The third is the one used
in [55], which employs a general DQN model for resource
allocation, helping us analyze the performance gains brought
by introducing GNN.

We divide the decision-making process of all agents into ten
batches to address the issue of resource collisions caused by

Fig. 5: Training effect of GNN-DDQN.

Fig. 6: Relationship between average V2I rate and number of
vehicles.

information delay when agents simultaneously select channels.
Once the agents have made their decisions, they keep their ac-
tions fixed until the next round of reallocation. To obtain more
generalizable policies, we periodically reset the environment
during the training phase.

When obtaining test results and plotting graphs, we reset
the environment 100 times, taking the average of 200 samples
for each environment, and then averaging the data across
the 100 environments. We observed that the policies learned
by the agents exhibit fluctuations in changing environments,
but the fluctuation range is controllable. Given that factors
such as vehicle density can vary significantly across different
environments, there is no constant optimal solution, which
makes the presence of fluctuations reasonable.

1) V2I Communication Rate: Fig. 6 illustrates the relation-
ship between the total V2I rate across all sub-channels
and the number of vehicles. From the figure, it is
evident that as the number of vehicles increases, the
number of V2V links in the environment also increases.
Consequently, the interference from V2V communication
links to V2I links increases, resulting in a decrease
in the V2I link rate. Both the DQN method and our
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Fig. 7: Relationship between average V2V success rate and
number of vehicles.

proposed GNN-DDQN method are fundamentally based
on reinforcement learning. However, the incorporation
of GNN allows the agent to acquire richer and more
comprehensive global state information, thereby leading
to superior performance.

2) V2V Communication Success Rate: Fig. 7 illustrates the
relationship between the transmission success rate of
all V2V links in the environment and the number of
vehicles. As previously mentioned, the number of V2V
links in the environment is three times the number of
vehicles. It can be observed that as the number of vehicles
increases, the success rate of V2V communication using
a random strategy declines at the fastest rate. Other
methods exhibit a slower rate of decline, indicating an
improved utilization of resources. It is evident that our
proposed GNN-DDQN method outperforms the simple
DQN network.

D. Strategy Analysis

As shown in Fig. 8, to analyze the impact of the GNN
on the strategies learned by the agents, we followed the
method of [55] by collecting the decisions made by the agents
under different remaining transmission times and analyzing
the statistical probability of each power level being selected.
Unlike [55], we imposed a significant penalty on the agents
when V2V link transmission failed. Consequently, when the
remaining transmission time is only 0.01 seconds, the agents
tend to choose higher power levels. As illustrated in the figure,
when the transmission time is ample, the agents tend to select
lower power levels to reduce interference with V2I links. How-
ever, when the transmission time is tight, they tend to choose
higher power to ensure the success of V2V link transmission.
Additionally, at the beginning of the transmission, agents also
tend to select higher power, possibly because the agents do
not reselect channels in every time slot, and initially setting a
higher power level is a prudent choice.

Fig. 9 illustrates the performance differences when con-
structing the GNN using either a complete graph or an
incomplete graph. When using a complete graph, the number

Fig. 8: Relationship between remaining time and power selec-
tion.

Fig. 9: Comparison of single decision time between complete
and incomplete graphs.

of nodes in the environment increases linearly with the number
of vehicles, causing a slight increase in the training time
required. To ensure the reliability of the comparison, we omit
here the data preprocessing steps conducted on the CPU for
the incomplete graph scenario. This is because the incom-
plete graph requires an additional step of obtaining neighbors
from the graph. We do not employ efficient, advanced APIs
optimized for GNN to accelerate this process; instead, we
implement it with the original code. As a result, processing on
the CPU may consume some time, including delays caused by
transferring data from the CPU to the GPU. Our comparison
focuses on the computation speed on the GPU. For the curve of
the incomplete graph, since the number of neighbors is small
and does not increase with the number of vehicles, the time
required for a single decision remains relatively small and is
less affected by the number of vehicles in the environment.
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Fig. 10: Temporal dynamics of vehicle count, V2I rates, and
V2V success rates in dynamic environments.

Fig. 11: Algorithm performance box plot: vehicle count, V2I
rates, and V2V success across five time segments.

E. Dynamic Environment Testing

Finally, to validate the performance of our proposed method
in environments with dynamically changing vehicle numbers,
we provide the test results under dynamic conditions. To
obtain a rich set of test data, we designed the dynamic
environment using a dictionary to store the vehicles, deleting
the corresponding vehicle entry when a vehicle leaves the
environment. Each time vehicle positions are updated, there is
a certain probability of adding new vehicles; if no vehicles are
added, the probability increases. Once a vehicle is added, the
probability is reset to zero. To ensure a thorough exploration
of a greater number of vehicles, we adopt the probability mode
of vehicle addition, ensuring a steady increase in the number
of vehicles within the environment.

In the decision-making process within the dynamic envi-
ronment, one-tenth of the vehicles in the environment make
decisions in each time slot. That is, vehicles are divided into
ten batches to make decisions sequentially, completing one
batch every 0.005 seconds, consistent with the method we
previously proposed.

1) The number of vehicles, instantaneous V2I rate, and in-
stantaneous V2V success rate in a dynamic environment:
Fig. 10 shows the variation over time of the number of
vehicles, the instantaneous average success rate of V2V
communication, and the sum of the instantaneous V2I
communication rates across all channels. The number of
vehicles increases continuously over time. At the begin-
ning of the environment, there is a significant oscillation
in the V2V communication success rate. This oscillation,
which does not occur consistently in every test, is due to
the randomness of the environment and quickly stabilizes.
As can be seen from the figure, the V2V communication
success rate remains very stable and does not fluctuate
with changes in vehicle positions, but it gradually de-
creases as the number of vehicles in the environment
increases. For the V2I rate, since the strategy is trained
in a static environment, it cannot fully adapt to the
changing environment. While ensuring the success rate
of V2V communication, it does not effectively minimize
interference with the V2I links, resulting in considerable
fluctuations in the V2I rate. Overall, the V2I rate shows
a downward trend with the increase in the number of
vehicles.

2) Results Analysis: In Fig. 11, the sampled 5000 data
points are divided into five segments, each representing
data over a specific time period. The performance of the
number of vehicles, V2I communication rate, and V2V
communication success rate are analyzed for each time
period. During the first time period, the V2V communi-
cation success rate exhibits a higher frequency of outliers,
which can be attributed to oscillations in the environment
observed from instantaneous values. Although the V2I
communication rate occasionally shows outliers, these
remain within a controllable range.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we started with the reason that centralized
resource allocation methods outperform distributed ones, and
attempted to integrate GNN with DRL to enable each agent to
acquire more information from local observations. To address
the issue that GNNs are typically deployed on a global scale
and struggle to adapt to dynamic graph structures, we proposed
a novel graph construction method that is perfectly suited
for vehicular networks. This method implicitly constructs the
graph network without adding extra communication overhead.
Additionally, an inductive GraphSAGE model was employed
to handle the variability in the number of vehicles. Finally,
we combined the proposed GNN model with a DDQN to
solve the resource allocation problem, and constructed both
a static environment with a fixed number of vehicles and
a dynamic environment with a varying number of vehicles
to test it. Simulation results demonstrated that our proposed
GNN model can effectively improve the policies learned by
the agents, achieving better performance that the standalone
DQN method.

Based on theoretical analysis and simulation results, the
conclusions can be summarized as follows:



13

• The graph construction method proposed in this paper
ensures distributed network deployment and reduces the
decision-making time required.

• The GraphSAGE model can capture features that include
global structural information from the graph.

• The integration of GNN enables intelligent agents to
capture more information from local observations, facil-
itating better decision-making.
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