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Abstract—Cellular vehicle-to-everything (C-V2X) networks are
regarded as one of the main pillars to enable efficient and sustain-
able Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) safety applications
and services. Such services rely on the concept of exchanging
periodic status updates (i.e., basic safety messages (BSMs))
between nearby vehicular users (VUEs). Hence, it is essential to
ensure small inter-packet gaps (IPGs) between successive BSMs
from nearby VUEs. Large IPGs, due to successive packet losses,
can result in stale information at a VUE. In this paper, we
study the tail behavior of the IPG and the information age (IA)
distributions using C-V2X transmission mode 4 (a decentralized
resource allocation method based on semi-persistent scheduling
(SPS)). Specifically, we investigate improvements and trade-offs
introduced by the SAE-specified concept of one-shot transmis-
sions. We use a high-fidelity system-level simulator that closely
follows the SPS process of C-V2X transmission mode 4 to evaluate
the performance of the interleaved one-shot SPS transmissions.
Our numerical results show that the tails of the IA and IPG
complementary cumulative distribution functions (CCDFs) are
significantly improved when one-shot transmissions are enabled
in various simulation scenarios.

Index Terms—3GPP, C-V2X, information age, inter-packet
gap, one-shot transmissions, SAE, semi-persistent scheduling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communications have attracted
a lot of academic and industrial attention over the last decade
addressing improvements in vehicular systems’ reliability and
efficiency. In its quest to address the needs of the automotive
segment, the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) has
introduced support of C-V2X services (also referred to as LTE-
V2X) in Releases 14 and 15 [1]. Further enhancements to
support advanced new radio V2X (NR-V2X) were introduced
in Release 16 [2]. It is expected that the support of advanced
use cases for V2X applications will continue in Release 17 and
beyond [3]. Recently, cellular V2X (C-V2X) has emerged as
a leading short-range radio technology for delivering V2X ser-
vices in the 5.9 GHz Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
band. As part of Releases 14 and 15, 3GPP has introduced
transmission modes 3 and 4 for C-V2X systems. In mode 3,
base stations (eNBs) are responsible for the radio resource
management (RRM) process. In mode 4, data packets and
control information are exchanged directly between vehicular
users (VUEs) without assistance from eNBs. In particular,
VUEs use a distributed radio re source allocation scheme,
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namely, semi-persistent scheduling (SPS), to autonomously
select their radio resources [4].

Given the real-time nature of ITS applications, it is vital
to ensure the reliability and latency of such services. V2X
direct communication is typically evaluated using two perfor-
mance metrics, namely, information age (IA) and inter-packet
gap (IPG), to evaluate the freshness of the last successfully
received status update at destination VUEs. It has been ob-
served through system simulation studies that the IPG (and
IA) distribution in C-V2X systems can exhibit a long tail
because the persistent nature of SPS can result in successive
packet losses at the receiver VUEs [5], [6]. SAE C-V2X
technical Committee has specified a solution to remedy this
by using one-shot transmissions to decrease the probability
of persistent packet collisions which was not considered by
previous studies. It is fair to assume that introducing another
degree of randomness in the SPS scheduler such as one-
shot transmissions may involve a trade-off with the average
number of successfully received packets at destination VUEs.
In this paper, we seek to study the impacts of using one-shot
transmissions in C-V2X systems to improve the IPG and IA
tail behavior and the trade-offs with average packet reception
rate (PRR) through accurate discrete-event system simulations.

SAE has defined basic safety messages (BSMs) for ve-
hicular safety communications in V2X networks [7]. BSMs
enable VUEs to share position, relative speed, and other
mobility information with nearby VUEs. SAE is in the process
of standardizing BSM transmissions using C-V2X for V2V
scenarios [8]. C-V2X transmission mode 4 which does not re-
quire eNB support is a natural selection for vehicle-to-vehicle
(V2V) communication and is being specified in [8]. C-V2X
mode 4 defines V2V communication which is referred to in
3GPP terminology as sidelink (PC5 being the interface name).
The sidelink performance of BSM transmission using mode
4 has been studied extensively in the literature to evaluate
the reliability, in terms of PRR, and latency, in terms of IPG
and/or IA, via: new collaboration methods between VUEs [9],
enhanced SPS schemes [10], and by comparing DSRC (an-
other vehicular communication protocol) with C-V2X via
simulation campaigns [5]. Further, power optimization-based
frameworks [11], and AI-aware RRM schemes [12] have also
been investigated to improve the IA tail (i.e., the worst-case
scenarios) of V2X transmission mode 3. In [6], the authors
proposed an alternative method to decrease the probability of
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losing consecutive BSMs without impacting the transmission
reliability by limiting the maximum duration, at which, a
VUE keeps the same wireless resources for BSM transmission.
However, none of the prior studies have discussed the tail
improvement of the IPG distribution at destination VUEs using
one-shot transmissions based on SAE draft specification [8].
Moreover, the results in [6] show a related tail improvement
of the wireless blind spot duration which measures the time
a vehicle stays in a given choice of colliding resources. This
is related to the IPG length but does not account for other
causes of packet losses or the fact that vehicles can reselect
into another collision, further extending the IPG.

This paper considers combining the concept of one-shot
transmissions as specified in [8] with the sensing-based SPS to
improve the IPG and IA tails of BSM transmissions using C-
V2X mode 4. By randomly skipping SPS implicitly reserved
virtual radio resource blocks (VRBs), one-shot transmissions
mechanism seeks to decrease the probability of persistent
BSM collisions at destination VUEs. We perform extensive
simulation campaigns using a C++-based system simulator that
closely follows the SPS process of C-V2X mode 4 specified
in [4] and the one-shot transmissions from [8] (formally known
as event based transmissions). We evaluate the performance
with and without one-shot transmissions at different bandwidth
configurations, vehicle densities, and V2V distances in terms
of IA, IPG, PRR, and channel busy ratio (CBR).

The numerical results show that one-shot transmissions can
significantly improve the IA and IPG CCDF tails compared
to the SPS implementation solely based on [4]. We also
demonstrate that the improvement in the 99.9th-percentile of
the IA and IPG is robust against different simulation scenarios.
Our results reveal that the IPG and IA tail improvements
are influenced by the settings of the simulation scenarios
such as the vehicle density, Tx-Rx separation, and bandwidth
configuration. In particular, the best tail improvement can
be achieved at the lowest vehicle density (125 VUE/km)
compared with the higher vehicle densities of 400 and 800
VUE/km. Moreover, our results show that the closer the Tx-
Rx pairs are, the better the tail improvement is. The numerical
results also show that the expected degradation in the PRR
performance (due to the interrupted persistency of SPS) is
small compared to the significant improvements in the IA and
IPG tails.

II. TRANSMISSION MODE 4 IN C-V2X NETWORKS

We consider a V2V broadcast scenario for BSM trans-
missions in a C-V2X system. Specifically, a set of VUEs
utilizes C-V2X transmission mode 4 to periodically broadcast
heartbeat BSMs to their neighbor vehicles in a half-duplex
(HD) way. In doing so, VUEs transmit their data packets
using the physical sidelink shared channel (PSSCH). The
control packets are transmitted via the physical sidelink control
channel (PSCCH) using the sidelink control information (SCI)
format 1 [4]. In C-V2X, the physical channel is divided
into sub-frames in the time domain and sub-channels in the

frequency domain. The sub-frame width is 1 ms (i.e., a trans-
mission time interval (TTI)), representing the time granularity
for message scheduling in C-V2X transmission mode 4. The
minimum allocation unit in the frequency domain for an LTE
user is a physical resource block (PRB). A PRB spans 180
kHz in the frequency domain, 0.5 ms in the time domain,
and contains 12 subcarriers separated by 15 kHz each. C-
V2X defines a sub-channel as the minimum allocation unit
to a VUE in the frequency domain. A sub-channel occupies a
configurable number of PRBs, and the number of sub-channels
per sub-frame is determined based on the operating bandwidth.

In this paper, we refer to a sub-channel as a VRB and use the
configuration of 10 PRBs per VRB. In C-V2X, data packets
(e.g., BSMs) and SCI are transmitted in either adjacent or
non-adjacent PRBs which are only required to be in the same
sub-frame [4]. For simplicity, we assume that the BSM PRBs
and the corresponding SCI PRBs are always adjacent. Further,
we use a fixed packet payload size for BSM and SCI, which
occupies two contiguous VRBs per sub-frame [8]. The first
two PRBs are reserved for SCI, and the remaining PRBs are
reserved for data packets.

A. Semi-persistent Scheduling

In C-V2X transmission mode 4, VUEs utilize a sensing-
based SPS scheduling scheme to autonomously allocate the
radio resources without assistance from the cellular infras-
tructure. VUEs randomly select the required VRBs for BSM
transmission from a candidate list of VRBs. The candidate
list is defined using a pre-configured resource pool, namely,
the selection window. The selection window size in the time
domain is given by [n + T1, n + T2]. Here, n denotes the
BSM generation time, T1 ≤ 4, and T2 is determined based
on the packet delay budget (PDB) where T2 = max(PDB −
10, 20 ms) [8]. The PDB is defined as the maximum allowed
latency between the BSM generation time slot and the actual
transmission time slot. It is worth mentioning that the BSM
generation time here refers to the BSM arrival time from the
application layer to the physical layer, at which time, the BSM
becomes ready to be transmitted to neighboring VUEs.

To facilitate SPS scheduling, SCIs are considered only if
something is received and if so the average received reference
signal resource power (RSRP) is used as a metric to exclude
VRBs (from the selection window) whose RSRP is above a
given threshold. Each VUE also excludes the VRBs which
are used by other VUEs in the selection window. These
VRBs are determined based on the received SCI in the last
1000 sub-frames. The total number of available VRBs for
reselection should represent at least 20% of all resources in
the selection window resource pool. If not, a VUE keeps
increasing the RSRP threshold by 3 dB iteratively until the
20% target is met. The received signal strength indicator
(RSSI) of the PSSCH VRBs is then used as a sorting metric
to determine the best 20% of the remaining VRBs in the
selection window that experience the lowest received average
RSSI. A VUE selects two contiguous VRBs of these resources
randomly for the BSM transmission. For retransmissions, C-



V2X mode 4 supports up to one redundant retransmission
using hybrid automatic repeat request (HARQ) to improve
the received signal-to-interference-plus-noise-ratio (SINR) and
decrease consecutive packet losses [13]. Each VUE selects
VRBs for HARQ retransmissions from the same candidate
list such that the sub-frame of the HARQ VRBs lies within
15 sub-frames from the sub-frame of the initially selected set
of VRBs.

Once a VUE selects a new set of VRBs, it keeps reusing
them persistently for the next consecutive Cs BSM transmis-
sions. Note that reusing the same VRBs means using the
same sub-frame in each selection window which is determined
based on the BSM generation time n and the PDB length.
Once another BSM is generated at a given VUE, the VUE
establishes the selection window and chooses the same sub-
frame within that window for the next consecutive Cs BSM
transmissions. Here, Cs is defined as the resource reselection
counter (also referred to as the SPS interval) and is chosen
uniformly at random between [α, β], where α and β are fixed
integers with 0 < α < β. The resource reselection counter
is decremented by one after each BSM transmission. When
Cs reaches zero, a VUE reselects a new set of VRBs with a
reselection probability pr = 1−pk. Here, pk is the probability
to keep the current VRBs for the next BSM transmission after
Cs reaches zero, where pk ∈ [0, 0.8] with a step of 0.2 [8].
Once new VRBs are chosen or the current VRBs are kept,
then a new SPS interval begins.

B. One-shot transmissions

This section discusses how one-shot transmissions can be
intertwined with SPS transmissions to improve the BSM tail
behavior of C-V2X mode 4. Generally, one-shot transmissions
rely on the idea of adding more randomness to the resource
reselection process to avoid long IPGs (i.e., persistent packet
collisions). Now, let Co denote the one-shot resource rese-
lection counter which is chosen uniformly at random between
[ρ, σ], where ρ and σ are fixed integers with 0 < ρ < σ. When
one-shot transmissions are used, a VUE decrements both Cs

and Co by one every packet transmission. Next, we discuss
how one-shot transmissions are implemented by considering
the three possible scenarios of how Cs and Co are related.

First, when Cs reaches zero, while Co > 0, the VUE
again uses pr to determine whether a new set of VRBs will
be reselected or not. If a new set of VRBs is reselected,
the VUE resets both counters and starts the process again.
Otherwise, the VUE resets only the SPS counter Cs and
decrements Co by one. Second, when Co reaches zero, a new
set of resources is reselected and used only for the current
transmission opportunity. The one-shot VRBs are selected
using the same sensing-based reselection process discussed in
Section II-A. The VUE then resets Co and uses the regular
SPS-granted VRBs for the next BSM transmission opportunity.
Finally, when both Cs and Co reach zero simultaneously, the
VUE rests both counters and uses pr to determine whether a
new set of VRBs will be reselected. If VUE decides to keep
the old VRBs, it reselects a new set of one-shot VRBs and uses

them for the current transmission opportunity. The old SPS-
granted VRBs are then used for BSM transmission in the next
transmission opportunity. If a new set of VRBs is reselected,
VUE keeps using it for BSM transmission until either of Cs,
Co, or both of them expire and then repeats the above steps.

C. SAE Congestion Control

In C-V2X scenarios, the packet loss rate increases when
the number of competing vehicles over the same wireless
resources increases. Hence, congestion control is vital to
provide VUEs with adequate levels of successful packet re-
ception. A decentralized congestion control mechanism for the
application layer (which we use in this paper) is introduced in
SAE J3161/1 to decrease the number of packet collisions in
highly congested C-V2X scenarios [8]. In this approach, each
VUE adjusts its BSM generation rate based on the estimated
number of nearby transmitting vehicles. Let wt and wk denote
two time intervals of sizes 1000 and 100 ms, respectively.
Also, let Nv

c (t) denote the current number of unique neighbor
vehicles in a given range of r meters that vth VUE has detected
at least once in the previous 1000 ms. Here, t is the last
sub-frame of the time interval wt. Also note that, a neighbor
vehicle is determined to be unique if it has a unique ID in its
BSM transmission. The average smoothed vehicle density at
the vth VUE can be calculated as:

Nv
s (k) = λ×Nv

c (t) + (1− λ)×Nv
s (k − 1) (1)

where k and k−1 are the last sub-frames of the time intervals
wk and wk−1, respectively. Here, λ is a weight factor between
the current vehicle density and the previous estimated density.

Now, let I(k) represent the time interval between BSM
packet generations in milliseconds for the vth VUE at sub-
frame k. SAE J3161/1 specifies that I(k) be adapted based
on the average estimated vehicle density as follows:

I(k) =


100 Nv

s (k) < B,

100× Nv
s (k)
B B ≤ Nv

s (k) < Imax

100 ×B,

Imax
Imax

100 ×B ≤ N
v
s (k),

(2)

where B and Imax denote a pre-configured vehicle density co-
efficient and the maximum allowed BSM packet generation
interval, respectively. In other words, the generation of BSMs
decreases linearly when the estimated vehicle density exceeds
B until it reaches a minimum value of 1/Imax. Note that I(k)
is updated every 100 ms regardless of the BSM generation
rate. Further, we point out that wt and wk are not sliding
time windows. Also, note that the above congestion control
mechanism controls when BSMs are generated, once generated
a BSM is then sent in the next sub-frame selected via SPS or
one-shot reselection. When congestion control is activated a
VUE will not transmit in the selected sub-frame unless a new
BSM has been generated.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we illustrate the performance gains of using
different one-shot configurations for BSM transmissions in



C-V2X systems. We use a high-fidelity system-level C++
simulator that closely follows the SPS scheme for BSM
transmission using C-V2X mode 4. Specifically, Monte Carlo
simulations have been conducted to study the performance
characteristics of different merit figures (e.g., IPG, IA, PRR,
and CBR) for 10 MHz and 20 MHz bandwidths. In doing so,
we use the ITU-R urban canyon path loss model in [5] with
a Nakagami-m distribution, which is given by:

m(d) =


3 d < 50,

1.5 50 ≤ d < 150,

1 d ≥ 150,

(3)

where m and d denote the Nakagami fading parameter and the
V2V distance in meters, respectively. Here, Nakagami(m, Ω)
random variates are generated using the Gamma(k, θ) dis-
tribution as discussed in [14, Ch. 8], where Ω denotes the
received non-faded power, k = m, and θ = Ω/m.

VUEs are regularly spaced over a single lane in a highway
scenario following the simulation settings in Table I. Each
vehicle is equipped with nt = 1 transmit and nr receive
antennas and performs maximal ratio combining (MRC) on
the received BSM [15, Ch. 3]. We use the in-band emission
(IBE) models defined in [1] for 10 and 20 MHz bandwidths
to account for the interference between different sub-channels
in the same sub-frame. The link-level performance of the
PSSCH and PSCCH is implemented using the block error rate
(BLER) versus SINR curves in [5], [16], respectively. A 3dB
power boost is used to achieve an adequate performance of the
PSCCH [4]. We run the simulation scenarios for 500 seconds
and collect the statistics only after the first 10 seconds, used
as a simulation warm-up time to prevent any start-up bias.
Numerical statistics are collected from vehicles located only
in the middle third of the highway to minimize the boundary
effects. Unless mentioned otherwise, we use the medium
vehicle density (i.e., 400 VUE/km) to study the performance of
the interleaved one-shot SPS without HARQ retransmissions.

A. Inter-packet Gap (IPG)

In this section, we evaluate the potential gains of using the
one-shot transmission to improve the tail of IPG CCDF in C-
V2X systems. For each pair of vehicles separated by distance
d meters, we measure the IPG as the time elapsed between
each successive pair of successfully received BSMs. The IPG
CCDF F (i) is then given by the fraction of those values that
exceed i milliseconds. Fig. 1 shows the IPG CCDF with and
without one-shot transmissions. The statistics are collected for
10 MHz and 20 MHz bandwidths at distance bins 200, 300,
and 400 m. A V2V distance bin of d represents all Tx-Rx pairs
that are separated by ζ meters, where ζ ∈ [d− 25, d+ 25].
We use two configuration modes for one-shot transmissions, in
which, Co can be chosen uniformly at random between [2, 6]
or [5, 15]. The simulation scenarios’ legends are denoted by
x-y, where x represents the Co configuration and y represents
the operating bandwidth in MHz. As shown in Fig. 1, with
high probability, IPG is ≈ 310 ms (i.e., vehicles successfully

TABLE I: Simulation parameters.

Parameter Value
Scenario Layout: 5 km single-lane Highway

Density: 125, 400 and 800 VUE/km

Channel model Path loss: ITU-R UHF urban canyon [5]
In-band emission: 3GPP TR 36.885 [1]
Fast fading: Nakagami-m distribution

Antenna settings nt = 1, nr = 2, MRC receiver

SPS settings T1 = 4, T2 = 90, PDB = 100 ms
Cs ∈ [5, 15], pk = 0.8

Resource pool settings Carrier bandwidth: 10, 20 MHz at 5.9 GHz
Sub-channels per sub-frame: 5, 10
PRBs per sub-channel: 10

Power settings Tx power: 20 dBm, Noise figure: 6 dB
Thermal noise: -174 dBm / Hz
PSCCH power boost: 3dB

10% PER SINR
threshold PSSCH: 3.7 dB, PSCCH: -1.3 dB

BSM packet size Payload size: 300 bytes
Sub-channels per BSM: 2
PSSCH PRBs: 18, PSCCH PRBs: 2

CBR threshold -94 dBm

Congestion control d = 100 m, Imax = 600 ms,
B = 25, λ = 0.05

receive BSMs every 310 ms). This is consistent with the mes-
sage generation interval calculated using the SAE congestion
control in Section II-C for a vehicle density of 400 VUE/km.

From these figures, it can be seen that the one-shot trans-
missions do indeed improve the tail behavior of the IPG
CCDF in all cases (i.e., they lead to a steeper drop in the
tail). We measure this gain by calculating the average relative
improvement in the IPG CCDF for all IPG values in the
interval [3, 10] seconds. For example, let Fs(i) be the CCDF of
the IPG evaluated at i milliseconds of the simulation scenario
s. The relative improvement in the IPG tail of simulation
scenario 26-20 is calculated as follows:

δi =
FOFF−20(i)− F26−20(i)

FOFF−20(i)
. (4)

The average relative improvement is then calculated as the
average over vector ∆ where ∆ = [δi : i ∈ I], where I is a
quantization of the interval [3, 10] seconds with steps of size
1 ms. As shown in Fig. 1(a), at 20 MHz bandwidth, the one-
shot transmissions with Co configurations of [5, 15], and [2, 6]
improve the IPG tail at distance bin 200 m by ≈ 94.7% and
99.6%, respectively. The tail behavior improvement is slightly
lower for 10 MHz bandwidth. Essentially, increasing the
number of one-shot reselections ([2, 6] vs. [5, 15]) decreases
the number of instances with long IPGs (i.e., persistent BSM
collisions) and improves the IPG tail behavior.

Fig. 1 also demonstrates that the 20 MHz bandwidth con-
figurations have better tail behavior than their counterparts
with 10 MHz. This is because the higher number of available
resources leads to a lower collision probability. It is worth
noting that, at V2V distance bin of 200 m, the IPG tail
performance of the 10 MHz bandwidth with Co ∈ [2, 6]



(a) Distance bin 200 m (b) Distance bin 300 m (c) Distance bin 400 m

Fig. 1: CCDF of inter-packet gap.

Fig. 2: 99.9th-percentile of inter-packet gap.

is better than that of the 20 MHz case without one-shot
transmissions and with Co ∈ [5, 15]. In other words, the
negative impacts of using smaller bandwidths can be avoided
by using rapid one-shot reselections (i.e., [2, 6] configuration).
Fig. 1(c) also reveals a smaller improvement in the IPG tail
when the Tx-Rx pairs are further separated from each other
(i.e., distance bin 400 m vs. 200 m). As the V2V separation
between Tx-Rx pairs increases, the number of interferers
increases, and IPG increases due to the higher number of
persistent collisions. Hence, one-shot transmissions are less
likely to stop long IPGs with a high number of interferers.

Fig. 2 provides another way to see the advantage of using
the one-shot transmissions to improve the IPG tail in C-
V2X networks. Specifically, we compare the length of IPGs
that are larger than 99.9% of the recorded IPGs at a given
V2V distance. Again, each distance bin represents 50 m. We
measure the improvement in the IPG 99.9th-percentile by
comparing the IPG values of different simulation scenarios
at a specific V2V distance bin. As shown in Fig. 2, using
[5, 15] and [2, 6] configurations of Co with 20 MHz bandwidth
improves the 99.9th-percentile of IPG by ≈ 19.6%, and 39% at
distance bin 200 m, and by ≈ 34.5% and 51.1% at distance bin
300 m, respectively. A similar improvement is achieved when
the same configurations are used with 10 MHz bandwidth.

B. Information Age (IA)

Another important metric in V2X networks which is related
to IPG is IA. This metric periodically measures the time

elapsed since the generation of the latest successfully received
BSM at destination VUEs. The IA of a BSM received at VUE
B from VUE A at tc is defined as follows:

IB,A = tc − ts,B + ηA, (5)

where tc and ts,B denote the current time and the time of the
last successfully received BSM at VUE B, respectively. ηA
denotes the application-physical layer latency of VUE A, and
is defined as ηA = tg,A − tr,A, where tg,A and tr,A denote
the BSM generation time and the actual transmission time at
VUE A, respectively. Here, we use a uniform time sampling
of the IA sawtooth sample path to collect the IA data based
on time samples not the received BSMs (i.e., peak ages). In
particular, the IA CCDF F (i) can be interpreted as the fraction
of time that the IA exceeds i milliseconds. Fig. 3(a) shows that
the [5, 15] and [2, 6] one-shot configurations with 20 MHz
improve the IA tail by ≈ 98.1% and 99.9% at V2V distance
bin 200 m, respectively, where the improvement is calculated
using the same approach as we used for the IPG tail.

Fig. 3 also reveals that these results are consistent with
the results in Figs. 1 and 2. Specifically, IA performance of
the [2, 6] configuration at 10 MHz outperforms that of the
20 MHz without one-shot transmissions and with the [5, 15]
configuration. Further, it demonstrates that using one-shot
transmissions yields the best improvement in IA performance
at distance bin 200 m (vs. all other distance bins). Fig. 4
confirms the IA tail improvement when one-shot reselection is
used. Specifically, [2, 6] configuration with 20 MHz improves
the 99.9th-percentile of IA at distance bins 200 and 300 m
by ≈ 64% and 68.6%, respectively. In summary, Figs. 1-4
demonstrate the advantages of using one-shot reselections to
decrease the consecutive BSM losses at destination VUEs. The
self-inherited random resource reselection nature of one-shot
transmissions decreases the likelihood of multiple consecutive
BSM losses caused by using SPS in C-V2X systems.

C. Packet Reception Ratio (PRR)

This section analyzes the PRR performance when one-shot
reselection is used for BSM transmission. PRR is another
instrumental performance metric used to evaluate the transmis-
sion reliability in C-V2X networks [1]. In particular, PRR at a



(a) Distance bin 200 m (b) Distance bin 300 m (c) Distance bin 400 m

Fig. 3: CCDF of information age.

Fig. 4: 99.9th-percentile of information age.

Fig. 5: Packet reception ratio.

distance bin d is calculated by R/T , where T denotes the total
number of transmitted BSMs between all Tx-Rx pairs that are
separated by d m, and R is the number of successfully received
BSMs among T . Fig. 5 shows the PRR with respect to the V2V
distance where each distance bin represents 1 m (i.e., a one-
to-one mapping). As expected, the one-shot configurations at
20 MHz outperform those at 10 MHz because of the higher
number of available resources. Fig. 5 also reveals that the
improvement in IPG and IA tails (when the one-shot transmis-
sions are used) comes at the expense of slight degradation in
PRR performance. Specifically, PRR performance degrades by
≈ 2.2% and 5.3% at distance bin 200 m when one-shot [5, 15]
and [2, 6] configurations are used, respectively, with 20 MHz

bandwidth. Similarly, PRR performance at the same distance
bin drops by ≈ 1.4% and 4.2% when the same configurations
are used with 10 MHz bandwidth. It is somewhat expected
that since one-shot transmissions introduce more randomness
into the SPS transmissions that they will lead to a lower
PRR, which this result confirms. However, it appears that this
degradation is relatively small and may be acceptable in order
to get the improvement in the IPG and IA tails.

D. PSSCH Channel Busy Ratio (CBR)

We use CBR to evaluate the utilization of the PSSCH
wireless resources with different configurations of one-shot
transmissions. Specifically, CBR is defined as X/Y , where Y
denotes the total number of VRBs in the SPS selection window
(i.e., the most recent 100 ms), and X denotes the VRBs among
Y whose average S-RSSI exceeds a threshold of -94 dBm
at a given VUE [13]. The average S-RSSI per VRB and the
instantaneous CBR per VUE are updated periodically once per
sub-frame (i.e., 1 ms) and measured over a sliding window
of the last 1000 ms and 100 ms, respectively. Monte Carlo
simulation is then used to calculate the average CBR over
the simulation time. Fig. 6 shows the average CBR of VUEs
located within 25 m from the center of the highway. As shown
in Fig. 6, CBR dropped from ≈ 94.2% to 78.8% when 20 MHz
is used instead of 10 MHz without one-shot transmissions
because of the higher number of available wireless resources
for the same number of vehicles.

Fig. 6 also reveals that the [5, 15] one-shot configuration
increases CBR from 94.2% to 96.5%, and from 78.8% to
82.7% at 10 and 20 MHz bandwidths, respectively. Similarly,
the [2, 6] configuration increases CBR to 98.4% and 87.5%
at 10 and 20 MHz, respectively. This is because the average
S-RSSI per VRB is measured over a sliding window of
the past 1000 sub-frames not only the current sub-frame.
Essentially, using the one-shot transmissions decreases the
resource reservation interval, during which a VUE keeps using
the same VRBs for BSM transmission. Consequently, the total
number of occupied VRBs (i.e., VRBs whose average S-RSSI
exceeds -94 dBm) in the most recent 1000 ms increases as
the number of one-shot reselections increases (see [2, 6] vs.
[5, 15] configurations in Fig. 6). It is worth mentioning that the



Fig. 6: Channel busy ratio.

Fig. 7: CCDF of inter-packet gaps for 200 m distance bin.

CBR statistics (with and without one-shot) could have been
essentially the same if the S-RSSI per VRB was measured
using only the most recent sub-frame (i.e., 1 ms). This is
because the SPS-granted VRBs, of the current sub-frame, are
considered free resources if a given VUE decides not to use
them and does one-shot transmission using other VRBs.

E. Performance Evaluation of other densities

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the IPG
tail and PRR with other vehicle densities. Specifically, we
use a low density of 125 VUE/km and a high density of 800
VUE/km which correspond to a BSM generation interval of
100 and 600 ms, respectively (see Section II-C). Here, we
calculate the performance gain/degradation using the same
approaches as in Sections III-A and III-C. Fig 7(a) shows that
the IPG tails of all scenarios with one-shot transmissions at
the 200 m distance bin are improved by almost 100% at the

Fig. 8: Packet reception ration versus distance.

125 VUE/km vehicle density. On the other hand, Fig. 7(b)
shows smaller gains when one-shot transmissions are used
with the highest vehicle density (i.e., 800 VUE/km). Essen-
tially, increasing the number of VUEs decreases the number
of available VRBs and increases the collision probability.
Hence, using the one-shot transmissions (to stop the persistent
collisions of the SPS) at high densities may not lead to a
significant IPG tail improvement because it is more likely that
a given VUE will do a one-shot transmission (i.e., reselect)
into another collision.

Fig. 7 also suggests that using the [2, 6] configuration of
one-shot transmissions (at both bandwidths) with 800 VUE/km
may slightly decrease the IPG tail performance for all IPGs
< ξ, where ξ = 3 seconds, because of the higher number
of collisions. This threshold decreases as the vehicle density
decreases because of the lower number of collisions. In
particular, ξ = 1 second and 500 ms at 400 and 125 VUE/km,
respectively. The same trend is observed for the [5, 15] one-
shot configuration with slightly different thresholds. We point
out that all above observations also apply for the other V2V
distance bins and IA statistics. Fig. 8 shows that using the [2, 6]
configuration of one-shot transmissions at 20 MHz bandwidth
and 200 m V2V distance bin results in the highest PRR drop
of ≈ 9% at 800 VUE/km. The PRR drop is smaller at lower
densities. In particular, using the same one-shot settings results
in a PRR drop of ≈ 5% and 7% at 400 and 125 VUE/km,
respectively. As expected, the highest PRR drop happens at
the highest vehicle density when one-shot transmissions are
used because of the smaller number of available VRBs.

F. Performance Evaluation of HARQ retransmission

In this section, we show the IPG tail improvement at the
V2V distance bin of 200 m when HARQ retransmissions are
used. As show in Fig. 9(b), the one-shot configuration of
[2, 6] improves the IPG tail by ≈ 99.9% at 20 MHz with
400 VUE/km. A slightly smaller improvement (≈ 95.9%) is
achieved at the 800 VUE/km vehicle density using the same
simulation settings. Essentially, using HARQ retransmissions
doubles the number of utilized VRBs for BSM transmissions
and increases the congestion level. Again, using the one-shot
transmission with highly congested scenarios (high vehicle
density and HARQ retransmission) may decrease the IPG tail
improvement because of the higher collision probability. This
is more obvious at the 10 MHz bandwidth where the IPG tail
is improved by only 30% and 69% using the [5, 15] and [2, 6]
one-shot configurations, respectively, at 800 VUE/km.

A similar trend is observed for the IA statistics. Further,
the same observations of Sections III-A and III-B apply
for the other V2V distance bins. Fig. 10(a) shows that the
PRR performance drops by ≈ 2.7% when the [2, 6] one-shot
configuration is used at 20 MHz with HARQ retransmissions
(compared with ≈ 9% drop without HARQ, see Section III-E).
Essentially, using HARQ retransmissions improves the re-
ceived SINR and decreases the consecutive packet losses. In
summary, Figs. 9 and 10 reveal that the higher resource con-
sumption due to HARQ retransmissions does not jeopardize



(a) 800 VUE/km (b) 400 VUE/km (c) 125 VUE/km

Fig. 9: CCDF of inter-packet gap for different vehicle densities using HARQ retransmission at 200 m distance bin.

(a) 800 VUE/km (b) 400 VUE/km (c) 125 VUE/km

Fig. 10: Packet reception ratio for different vehicle densities using HARQ retransmission at 200 m distance bin.

the IPG tail improvement. Further, it slightly decreases the
PRR drop (caused by one-shot transmissions) by improving
the received SINR at destination vehicles.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper investigates the impact of the SAE-standardized
one-shot transmission feature to decrease the number of suc-
cessive BSM losses at destination VUEs in C-V2X networks.
In particular, we leverage the concept of one-shot transmis-
sions which adds another degree of randomness in the SPS
process to increase the probability of decoupling the trans-
missions of interfering VUEs from each other. This approach
is evaluated via extensive discrete-event system simulation
using a high-fidelity C++ simulator that closely follows the
SPS process of C-V2X transmission mode 4. Our numerical
analysis shows that using the interleaved one-shot SPS for
BSM transmission significantly improves the IPG and IA
CCDF tails in different C-V2X deployment scenarios, while
only slightly decreasing the PRR. This trade-off becomes
even more favorable for one-shot transmissions when HARQ
retransmission is used.
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