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Abstract—In this paper, we focus on improving autonomous
driving safety via task offloading from cellular vehicles (CVs),
using vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) links, to an multi-access
edge computing (MEC) server. Considering that the frequencies
used for V2I links can be reused for vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V)
communications to improve spectrum utilization, the receiver
of each V2I link may suffer from severe interference, causing
outages in the task offloading process. To tackle this issue, we
propose the deployment of a reconfigurable intelligent compu-
tational surface (RICS) to enable, not only V2I reflective links,
but also interference cancellation at the V2V links exploiting the
computational capability of its metamaterials. We devise a joint
optimization formulation for the task offloading ratio between
the CVs and the MEC server, the spectrum sharing strategy
between V2V and V2I communications, as well as the RICS
reflection and refraction matrices, with the objective to maximize
a safety-based autonomous driving task. Due to the non-convexity
of the problem and the coupling among its free variables, we
transform it into a more tractable equivalent form, which is then
decomposed into three sub-problems and solved via an alternate
approximation method. Our simulation results demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed RICS optimization in improving the
safety in autonomous driving networks.

Index Terms—RICS, autonomous driving, multi-access edge
computing, spectrum sharing, task offloading.

I. INTRODUCTION

Along with the rapid advancement of wireless technologies,
next generation mobile networks will provide low-latency
and high-reliability connectivity for intelligent vehicular trans-
portation systems [1]. The booming inclusion of artificial
intelligence (AI) in industrial automation applications drives
the extensive consideration of deep learning techniques for
providing intelligence in autonomous driving scenarios by
enabling safe navigation. Consider that the on-board sensors
may generate huge amounts of multi-modal data, their effi-
cient exploitation for decision making within a limited time
becomes a challenge [2]. In this context, edge intelligence
(EI) has become critical, enabling the processing of data
uploaded from autonomous vehicles [3], [4]. To further facili-
tate autonomous driving safety, vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I)
and vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) wireless links for respectively
realizing computation offloading and exchanging critical safety

information between vehicles are becoming critical. However,
as illustrated in Fig. 1(a), V2V receivers ‘Rx’ may suffer from
severe co-channel interference caused by neighboring cellular
vehicles (CVs), which contributes against driving safety.

Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) play a promising
role in improving the quality of wireless links [5], thus, they
can also assist vehicular communications [6], [7]. However,
to combat interference at the Rx side of the V2V control
link, conventional RISs fall short in providing significant inter-
ference suppression needed for autonomous driving [8]. This
happens due to their zero or minimal computing capabilities.
To solve this issue, we consider, in this paper, reconfigurable
computational intelligent surfaces (RICSs) [9] that are capable
of both phase-shifting and amplifying their impinging signals
directly in the analog domain, and present a novel framework
for their efficient optimization for computation offloading of
CVs, while suppressing interference in V2V communication
pairs. In contrast to the RIS-aided multi-access edge com-
puting (MEC) approaches in [10]–[12], the proposed scheme
optimizes an RICS structure to carry out certain computation
tasks, rather than solely using the RIS paradigm to improve the
offloading link budget via optimized reflective beamforming.

II. RICS-AIDED AUTONOMOUS VEHICULAR NETWORKS

A. RICS Modeling

As conceptually sketched in Fig. 1(b), RICS is composed of
an inner control layer and two functional layers: the reconfig-
urable reflection layer and the intelligence computation layer.
In particular, the former layer is configured in a reflection-
refraction (RR) mode and the latter layer is configured in
an analog computing (AC) mode [9]. For improving signal
coverage, the energy of the signal incident on each element can
be split into two parts: a portion of the energy is used for signal
reflection, while the remaining of the energy can support signal
refraction [13], [14]. Focusing on this paper’s application
scenario, i.e., autonomous driving safety, the RICS intelligence
computation layer will perform signal amplification on the
phase-shifted refracted signals via configuring the tunable
metamaterial parameters, targeting interference suppression.
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Fig. 1: The proposed RICS-aided autonomous driving paradigm is shown in
(a), where a V2V Rx suffers severe co-channel interference from neighboring
CVs. An optimized RICS can mitigate the interference of the V2V link,
while improving the V2I link performance. In (b), the RICS structure is
configured as RR+AC mode, being capable to create an “interference-free
zone” via properly configuring the relative permittivity and permeability of
the metamaterial included in the intelligence computation layer.

For the RR mode, let L denote the total number of RICS
elements, the energy splitting ratio of the l-th element is
defined as χl ≜ βr

l : βt
l , ∀l ∈ {1, 2, ..., L}, where βr

l and
βt
l ∈ [0, 1] indicate the reflection and refraction amplitude

coefficients of each element, respectively, and generally, it
holds βr

l + βt
l = 1. For the AC mode, inspired by the ampli-

fication function achieved in active RISs [15], the amplified
signal of each l-element can be modeled as yl = Ψlx + ns,
where x is the impinging signal, Ψl is the amplifying factor of
the l-element, and ns indicates static noise. We observe that
the signal amplification operation is similar to performing a
mathematical operation, with some of them being realized via
the metamaterials’ metasurface (MS) method in [16].

In this paper, we deploy the MS approach to realize the
Fourier transform and its inverse, and the overall system’s
transfer function. To this end, starting with the original signal
x, the RICS amplifies its amplitude-frequency characteristics
by multiplying its Fourier transform with 1/Ψ, where Ψ =
{Ψ1,Ψ2, . . . ,Ψl} indicates the vector of signal amplification
factors. Then, the inverse Fourier transform is carried out
as f(Ψx) = F−1{( 1

Ψ )F [f(x)]}. In this case, the RICS
transfer function is given by G̃ (x) ∝ 1

Ψ . Considering the
width limit of each RICS metamaterial, we need to normalize
it to be within the transverse limit of the material, W , yielding
G(x) ∝ 1

Ψx0
with x0 = W/2. To achieve the desired

normalized transfer function proportional to 1
Ψ , the relative

permittivity and permeability of the MS method needs to be
appropriately configured.

B. System and Channel Modeling

In the considered RICS-aided autonomous driving scenario
of Fig. 1, there exist a BS, M CVs that communicate with
the BS through V2I links, N V2V communication pairs, and
one RICS-like uniform linear array. The CVs can offload
their captured images to the MEC server hosted at the BS
via V2I links and also share safety information with other
CVs via V2V links. The sets of CVs and V2V pairs are
denoted by M = {1, 2, ...,M} and N = {1, 2, ..., N},
respectively. To model the RICS functionality, let sl denote
the signal incident on its l-th element. Then, the signals
reflected and refracted by this element can be presented as

srl =
√
βr
l e

jθr
l sl and stl = Ψl

√
βt
l e

jθt
l sl with θrl ∈ (0, 2π]

and θtl ∈ (0, 2π] indicating the phase shifts for reflection
and refraction, respectively. We also define the reflection
and refraction matrices as Φr = diag (sr1, s

r
2, ..., s

r
L) and

Φt = diag (st1, s
t
2, ..., s

t
L), respectively. To make full use

of the available computation resources of the MEC server,
current recommendations foresee that V2I communications
are assigned the radio spectrum in an time division manner,
while V2V communications reuse this spectrum. Let a binary
variable αm,n denote the channel sharing between the m-
th CV and the n-th V2V pair. Obviously, CVs will cause
interference to V2V pairs if αm,n = 1, and vice versa.

The wireless channels from each desired CVm to the RICS,
from the RICS to the BS, and from the RICS to the RX of each
n-th V2V pair, Rxn, are denoted as hm,R ∈ CL×1, hR,B ∈
C1×L, and hR,n ∈ CL×1, respectively. In addition, we model
each of the L CVm-RICS-Rxn links is model as a Rician
channel in order to take into account the LoS contribution and
the non-LOS (NLoS) multipath components. Therefore, the
channel gain is expressed as follows

hm,R=

√
κm,R

1+κm,R
hLoS
m,R +

√
1

1+κm,R
hNLoS
m,R . (1)

The channel gains of the direct links from each CVm to BS
and from the sender to each Rxn are denoted by hm,B and
hn, respectively. Moreover, the interference channel gain from
each CVm to each Rxn and from the sender of the n-th V2V
pair to the BS are given as hm,n and hn,B , respectively. These
channels are assumed to be perfectly estimated and quasi-
static, hence, remain nearly constant during each transmission
time interval.

The received SINR at the BS from each CVm and that of
each each Rxn can be obtained as follows

γm
B =

Pm |hm,B + hR,BΦrhm,R|2∑N
n=1 αm,nPt |hn,B |2 +Wξ0

, (2)

γn =
Pt |hn|2∑M

m=1 αm,nPm

∣∣hm,n + hH
R,nΦthm,R

∣∣2 +Wξ0
, (3)

where Pm and Pt denote the transmission power of each CVm

and the Tx of each n-th V2V pair, respectively. Note that the
refracted channel hH

R,nΦthm,R is in opposite phase with the
direct channel hm,n to cancel the interfering signal at the Rx of
the V2V pair. Based on (2), the achievable uplink rate for each
CVm is obtained as Rm

B = W log2(1 + γm
B ), ∀m ∈ M. The

achievable rate for n-th V2V pair can be derived accordingly.

C. Task and Partial Offloading Modeling

In this paper, we assume that the CVs capture videos,
through their embedded camera sensors, and infer the driving
environment in near real-time. We define as an autonomous
driving task the task of detecting objects in the environment
from the captured images. This task is handled by a pre-
trained deep neural network (DNN) deployed at the CVs.
For each CVm, each task is characterized by the three-tuple



of parameters Tm(sm, cm, σm), where sm [bits], cm [cycles],
and σm [secs] denote the size image of data to be processed,
the total number of CPU cycles required, and the maximum
tolerable delay. Without loss of generality, we assume that the
DNN models deployed at the CV and BS are have different
computational capabilities. For each CVm’s data processing
with a given quality Q, we assume the inference accuracy be
smaller than that achieved by the BS, i.e., Am(Q) = λAB(Q)
with 0 ≤ Am(Q), AB(Q) and λ ≤ 1.

Without loss of generality, a partial offloading model is
considered. Specifically, for each CVm, the offloading ratio
ρm is defined as the portion of the tasks offloaded to the
BS. Accordingly, 1 − ρm indicates the ratio of data to be
processed locally at CVm. Hence, each task Jm of CVm can
be divided into two parts: ρmsm (bits) portion offloaded to
the BS and (1− ρm)sm (bits) processed locally. Specifically,
the local computation delay of each CVm is calculated as
τml = (1− ρm) cm/fm with fm denoting CVm’s computing
resources. The total delay introduced by computation offload-
ing is given by τmo = ρm

(
sm
Rm

B
+ cm

F

)
, where F represents

CPU resources at the MEC server at the BS. Therefore, the
total delay for task Jm at CVm via the considered partial
offloading scheme is τm = max{τml , τmo }, hence, the average
inference accuracy can be obtained as

Ãm(Q) = (1− ρm)Am(Q) + ρmAB(Q). (4)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ANALYSIS

A. Problem Formulation

According to Am(Q) = λAB(Q) and (4), we define the
driving safety coefficient as

Sm
def
=

AB(Q) (λ+ρm (1−λ))

max{τml , τmo }
. (5)

We next focus on designing the spectrum sharing strategy,
the RICS free parameters, and the task offloading ratios to
maximize the driving safety coefficients at all CVs under
outage probability constraints for the V2V communication
pairs. In mathematical terms, we formulate the following
optimization problem:

P : max
α,Φx,ρ

∑
m∈M

Sm

s.t. Pr{γn ≤ γth} ≤ Pout, (6a)
αm,n ∈ {0, 1}, ∀m ∈ M,∀n ∈ N , (6b)∑
n∈N

αm,n ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M,∀n ∈ N , (6c)

θrl , θ
t
l ∈ [0, 2π), 1 ≤ l ≤ L, (6d)

βr
l + βt

l = 1, 1 ≤ l ≤ L, (6e)
ρm ∈ [0, 1], ∀m ∈ M, (6f)

where α = {αm,n,∀m,n} and ρ = {ρ1, ρ2, ..., ρm}. This
problem is a mixed integer non-convex optimization problem
(MINLP), which is in general difficult to solve.

B. Outage Probability Analysis

The outage probability constraint in (6a) can be rewritten
as Pr{γn ≤ γth} = E [u (γth − γn)], where E[x] denotes
x’s expected value and u(x) is the step function. Although
there exist many smooth approximations for the step function,
we consider the smooth approximation ûω(x) = 1

1+e−ωx

including with a smooth parameter ω for controlling the
approximation error. By substituting with ûω(x), we can
obtain an approximation of the constraint (6a) as follows:

E [ûω (γth − γn)] ≤ Pout. (7)

Due to the concavity of the step function and using Jensens
inequality, (7)’s left hand side can be upper bounded as:

E [ûω (γth − γn)] ≤ ûω (γth − E [γn]) . (8)

As for E [γn], by substituting (3) into (8), yields:

E [γn]=
PtE

[
|hn|2

]
∑M

m=1 αm,nPmE
[∣∣hm,n+hH

R,nΦthm,R

∣∣2]+Wξ0
.

(9)
We now focus our attention on the computation of

E
[∣∣hm,n+hH

R,nΦthm,R

∣∣2] in (9). By assuming that hm,n,
hR,n, and hm,R are independent of each other, (10) can be
derived using the following notations:

H1 ≜
√
κR,nκm,RhLoS

R,nΦthLoS
m,R, (11a)

H2 ≜
√
κR,nhLoS

R,nΦthNLoS
m,R , (11b)

H3 ≜
√
κm,RhNLoS

R,n ΦthLoS
m,R, (11c)

H4 ≜ hNLoS
R,n ΦthNLoS

m,R . (11d)

As for the direct V2V link with hm,n ∼ CN (0, 1) and
the desired cascaded channels, it holds that E

[
|hm,n|2

]
=1,

E
[
|H1|2

]
= |H1|2, E

[
|H2|2

]
=NκR,n, E

[
|H3|2

]
=Nκm,R,

and E
[
|H4|2

]
=N . By substituting (10) into (8), we have

E [ûω (γth − γn)] ≈ ûω (γth − E [γn])

= ûω (γth − γ̃n(α,Φx)) ,
(12)

where γ̃n(α,Φx) = E [γn] with E
[
|hn|2

]
= 1.

By using (7) and (12), the constraint (6a) can be rewritten
as ûω (γth − γ̃n(α,Φx)) ≤ Pout. By using ûω(x)’s form and
deploying an inequality transformation, we have

γ̃n(α,Φx) ≥ γth +
1

ω
ln

(
1

Pout
− 1

)
≜ γ̃c. (13)

Next, to make this problem more tractable, we first relax
the binary variables in (6b) into continuous variables, yielding
the following problem:

P̃ : max
α,Φx,ρ

∑
m∈M

Sm

s.t. 0 ≤ αm,n ≤ 1, ∀m ∈ M,∀n ∈ N , (14a)
(6c)− (6f), (13).



E
[∣∣hm,n+hH

R,nΦthm,R

∣∣2] = 1+
1

(1+κR,n) (1+κm,R)

(∣∣√κR,nκm,R · hLoS
R,nΦthLoS

m,R

∣∣2 +NκR,n +Nκm,R +N
)
. (10)

Using linear relaxation, P̃’s objective usually provides an
upper bound for P’s objective. Note that, in P̃, there are three
optimization variables: the spectrum sharing strategy α for
V2V links, the RICS reflection matrix Φx, and the offloading
strategy ρ. However, problem P̃ is a non-convex optimization
problem. Due to the coupling of these variables, it is, in
general, difficult and almost prohibitive to find the globally
optimal solution. Motivated by this, we next develop efficient
algorithms to find a high-quality suboptimal solution.

IV. PROPOSED RISC-AIDED INFERENCE SOLUTION

After the analysis in the previous section, the original
problem can be rewritten as the equivalent problem P̃ in (14).
Due to the non-convexity of the optimization problem as well
as the coupling between the three variables, it is difficult
to obtain the global optimal solution directly. Therefore, we
consider splitting the problem P̃ into three subproblems and
using the alternating optimization method.
A. Optimization of the Task Offloading Ratio

We observe that the original problem is a fractional pro-
gramming (FP) problem. Suppose the channel-sharing policy
α and the reflection and refraction coefficient matrix Φx are
given, due to the non-negativity of the molecules in (5), we
introduce the quadratic transform algorithm [17] to convert the
original optimization to a linear form.

Here, we introduce a coefficient µ and then rewrite the
programming problem as

max
ρ,µ

∑
m∈M

(
2µ
√
(1− λ)AB(Q)ρ+ λAB(Q)− µ2τ(ρ)

)
s.t. (6f).

Let µ∗ = argmax f(ρ,µ), then we have f(ρ,µ∗) = S.
Since the function f(ρ,µ) is convex for the fixed ρ and
µ, we perform the convex optimization of µ through the
quadratic transformation algorithm, leading to iterative updates
of f(ρ,µ) and ultimately achieving convergence for the global
optimal solution of the FP problem.

B. Optimization of the Spectrum Sharing Strategy

When Φx and ρ are fixed, we perform alternating optimiza-
tion to obtain the optimal spectrum sharing strategy α∗. The
original problem (6) can be reformulated as

P : max
α

∑
m∈M

Sm

s.t. γ̃ n(α) ≥ γ̃c, (16a)
(14a), (6c).

By observing (5), we find that the numerator is fixed once
ρ is given. For the denominator part, the calculation of the
local delay τml does not involve α while only the Rm

B is a

function of α. Therefore, according to the harmonic average,
the problem (16) can be rewritten into min

α

∑m
i=1 τi, which,

however, is still non-convex due to the coupling between
the variables involved. To deal with this, we use the log-
sum-exponential function to get an approximation of the max
function, i.e., max{x1, x2, ..., xn} ≤ log(

∑
i∈N

exi). So the

problem (16) can be further rewritten as the form of log-sum-
exponential, i.e.,

min
α

∑
m∈M

τubm = min
α

∑
m∈M

log
(
eτ

m
l + eτ

m
o

)
. (17)

At this point, we only need to ensure that τmo is convex.
Considering that the inverse of the concave function is convex,
so we need to figure out the concave property of Rm

B .
Specifically, we first expand Rm

B by using the difference of
concave functions (DC), i.e.,

Rm
B (α) = W log2

(
Ξ1αm,n +

∑
n∈N

Ξ2αm,n +Wξ0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

pm(α)

−

W log2

(∑
n∈N

Ξ2αm,n +Wξ0

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

qm(α)

,

where Ξ1 = Pm|hm,B+hR,BΦrhm,R|2, and Ξ2 = Pt|hn,B |2.
Obviously, the former part is concave while the latter is

convex. Here we consider using the successive convex approx-
imation (SCA) technique at each iteration to approximate the
original non-convex problem at a given local point. In the k-th
iteration, we define α(k)={α(k)

m,n,∀m} as the expansion of the
specific point. Since the first half is concave, the DC variant
of the problem is still not directly solvable, we approximate
it as a convex function with first-order Taylor expansion at
a given point. Therefore, an upper bound on the objective
function is achieved to obtain the optimal solution. We denote
the first-order Taylor expansion of qm(α) at the given point
α̃ in the k-th iteration as q(k)

m
(α), by substituting into the

original equation of Rm
B , we can obtain (18). In this case, the

problem (17) can be further rewritten as

min
α

∑
m∈M

τubm (19)

s.t. (14a), (16a), (6c).

At this point, the objective function and the constraint are
convex, so we can solve them by using the standard convex
optimization solver such as CVX.
C. Reflection and Refraction Matrices Optimization

After given ρ and α, the original problem is replanned.
Currently, our goal is to minimize the sum of the τ and thus



R̃m
B

(k)
= pm(α(k))−

(
qm(α(k)) +

∑
n∈N

∂qm(α)

∂αm

∣∣∣∣
α=α(k)

(
α̃m − α̃ (k)

m

))
. (18)

our goal is to find an optimal value of Φx that maximizes
the sum of Rm

B . Since both the objective function and the
constraint (16c) have the variables Φx, they can be regarded as
a quadratically constrained quadratic programs (QCQP), which
can be solved with SDR algorithm.

Considering the optimization variables only appear in the
SINR, γm

B , and the constraints (6d)-(6e). Since the numerator
of the safety coefficient Sm is also fixed due to the fixation
of ρ, so we rewrite the problem as

max
Φt,Φr

∑
m∈M

log2

(
1 +

Pm|hm,B+hR,BΦthm,R

∣∣2∑N
n=1 αm,nPt|hn,B |2+Wξ0

)
(20)

s.t. (6d)− (6e), (16c).

To better handle the terms in the SINR expression, |hm,B+
hR,BΦrhm,R|2, we introduce the vector Θx ∈ CL×1 as the
main diagonal element of Φx, i.e., Θx = [sx1 , ..., s

x
L]

T
,∀x ∈

{t, r}. Then, the auxiliary variables hB ∈ CL×1 are introduced
and thus we have hB = hR,B ◦ hm,R.

Next, we introduce the auxiliary variables R and v,

RB = Pm

[
hBhH

B hBh
H
m,B

hH
Bhm,B hH

m,Bhm,B

]
,v x =

[
Θx

1

]
,∀x ∈ {t, r}.

Thus, we have Pm|hm,B +ΘH
x hB |2 = vH

x RBvx.
Due to vH

x RBvx = Tr(RBvxv
H
x ), we define Vx = vxv

H
x ,

which satisfies Vx ≥ 0 and rank(Vx) = 1, then the original
problem can be expressed as

max
Vr,Vt

∑
m∈M

log2

(
1 +

Tr (VxRB)∑N
n=1 αm,nPt|hn,B |2 +Wξ0

)

s.t.
∑M

m=1
(αm,nTr(VtRt) +Wξ0) ≤

Pt|hn|2

γ̃c
, (21a)

[Vr]l,l + [Vt]l,l = 1, [Vx]l,l ≥ 0,∀l ∈ {1, L}, (21b)

[Vr]L+1,L+1 = 1,Vr ≥ 0,Vt ≥ 0, (21c)

rank(Vr) = rank(Vt) = 1. (21d)

Since the constraint (21c) is still not convex, we first relax
the rank-first constraint and then it becomes convex. Since this
is a convex semi-definite programming (SDP), here we use
the standard convex optimization solver CVX, and then apply
Gaussian randomization process for recover Θ and obtain the
corresponding Θopt

x . Then, we obtain Φopt
x = diag (Θopt

x ).
By alternately optimizing the above three variables, we pro-
pose an Alternative Iterative Optimization Algorithm (AIOA)
framework, shown in Algorithm 1.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We perform the simulations with an average of 100 runs,
in a three-dimensional spatial coordinate system, where the

Algorithm 1: The proposed AIOA framework
Data: pmax, hk,n, hn,d, hk,r , hr,n and Γmin;
Result: ρ(∗), α(∗), Φ(∗) ;

1 Initialize α(0), Φ(0), k = 0;
2 while

∑
m∈M

(
S

(k+1)
m − S

(k)
m

)
/S

(k+1)
m ≥ δ do

3 Update ρ(k+1);
4 Solve the problem (19) by using CVX for given

{ρ(k+1), α(k)} and obtain the solution
{ρ(k+1),α(k+1), Φ(k)};

5 For the given {ρ(k+1), α(k+1), Φ(k)}, solve the
problem (21) to obtain the {Φ(k+1) };

6 k = k + 1;
7 end

x− y plane is a circular field with a radius of 400 m and
the height is 50 m. Specifically, the CV pairs and the V2V
pairs are randomly and uniformly placed. The BS is located
at (0, 0, 25) and the RICS is located at (100, 0, 30). Some
specific simulation parameters are shown in Table I.

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Parameter Value Parameter Value
L 30 M 10
N 10 sm [10, 20] Mbits
fm [1, 5] GHz F 10 GHz
Wξ0 -110 dBm Pm 28 dBm
Pt 23 dBm Pout 0.01
δ 10−3 β 4

Fig. 2(a) shows the convergence of the proposed AIOA
algorithm with 30 and 64 RICS elements, respectively. It
is shown that the proposed AIOA algorithm in both two
cases become converged when the number of iterations is 6.
Moreover, we observe that the proposed AIOA algorithm with
L = 64 outperforms the case with L = 30, which indicates
that the average safety coefficient of each CV can reach almost
90% with 64 RICS elements.

In Fig. 2(b) we evaluate three additional benchmark
schemes in terms of V2V pairs data rate to validate the
advantages of the proposed RICS structure. We selected the
two most representative amplification factor through extensive
simulations: Ψ = 1.2 and Ψ = 1.5, respectively, to perform
the effect of signal amplification factor on the data rate
achieved at the V2V pairs. We observe that as the transmission
power of V2V pairs increases, the achieved sum rate increases
accordingly. More interestingly, it is shown that RICS-based
scheme with Ψ = 1.2 outperforms that with Ψ = 1.5.
The reason behind this is that an optimal signal amplification
factor exists, thereby helping to achieve perfect interference
elimination at the Rx side of the V2V pair.
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Fig. 2: Convergence of the proposed AIOA algorithm is shown in (a). Available transmission power with varying value of Pt is shown in (b), where N = 5.
Sum safety coefficient with varying number of CVs is shown in (c).

Fig. 2(c) explores the influence of the number of CVs on the
sum driving safety coefficient under the different offloading
strategies. The three benchmark schemes are evaluated. 1)
Total offloading scheme: all the M CVs choose to offload
their tasks to the BS. 2) Total local computing scheme: all
the M CVs choose to process their tasks locally. 3) Random
offloading scheme: all the M CVs randomly choose to offload
or not. It can be seen that our proposed RICS-aided offloading
scheme outperforms the others, and after a steep rise, the sum
driving safety coefficient starts to flatten out gradually when
M = 10. This is due to the fact that when M ∈ [5, 10], the
system has enough capability to bear more CVs to perform
offloading while mitigating interferences suffered at the V2V
pairs. Meanwhile, due to the computational limitation of the
CVs, we observe that the total offloading scheme outperforms
the other two benchmark schemes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented a novel RICS-aided computa-
tion offloading framework for improving autonomous driv-
ing safety. An alternating optimization algorithm framework
was illustrated to efficiently solve the formulated non-convex
design problem within a few iterations. Simulation results
demonstrated that the proposed RICS-aided offloading frame-
work can not only achieve high inference accuracy of CVs’
but also mitigate interference at V2V pairs.
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