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Abstract—As the paradigm of wireless communication net-
works transition from 5G to 6G, integrated sensing and com-
munication (ISAC) has emerged as a pivotal technology for
enabling vehicle-to-everything (V2X) connectivity, mobility, and
security. However, designing efficient beamforming schemes to
achieve accurate sensing and enhance communication perfor-
mance in the dynamic and uncertain environments of V2X
networks presents significant challenges. While artificial intel-
ligence (AI) technologies offer promising solutions, the energy-
intensive nature of neural networks imposes substantial burdens
on communication infrastructures. To address these challenges,
this work proposes an energy-efficient and intelligent ISAC
system for V2X networks. Specifically, we first leverage a Markov
Decision Process framework to model the dynamic and uncertain
nature of V2X networks. This framework allows the roadside
unit (RSU) to develop beamforming schemes relying solely on
its current sensing state information, eliminating the need for
numerous pilot signals and extensive channel state information
acquisition. To endow the system with intelligence and enhance its
performance, we then introduce an advanced deep reinforcement
learning (DRL) algorithm based on the Actor-Critic framework
with a policy-clipping technique, enabling the joint optimization
of beamforming and power allocation strategies to guarantee
both communication rate and sensing accuracy. Furthermore, to
alleviate the energy demands of neural networks, we integrate
Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) into the DRL algorithm. By
leveraging discrete spikes and their temporal characteristics for
information transmission during training and inference, SNNs
not only significantly reduce the energy consumption of deploying
AI model in ISAC-assisted V2X networks but also further
enhance algorithm performance. Extensive simulation results
validate the effectiveness of the proposed scheme with lower
energy consumption, superior communication performance, and
improved sensing accuracy.

Index Terms—Integrated Sensing and Communication, V2X,
Energy-Efficient, Spiking Neural Network, Deep Reinforcement
Learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid advancement of wireless communication tech-
nologies has become the backbone of modern autonomous ve-
hicles and intelligent transportation systems, driving unprece-
dented demands for performance and reliability [1]. These
systems rely on ultra-high data rates to enable bandwidth-
intensive applications like high-definition mapping, cooper-
ative driving, and real-time video streaming. At the same
time, they require ultra-low latency for instantaneous re-
sponses in safety-critical scenarios, such as collision avoidance
and emergency braking, alongside massive connectivity to
ensure seamless interaction among vehicles, roadside units
(RSUs), and cloud infrastructure, i.e., vehicle-to-everything
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(V2X) networks. To meet these escalating demands, mas-
sive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) and millimeter-
wave (mmWave) technologies have emerged as transformative
solutions [2]. Massive MIMO enhances spectral efficiency
by leveraging large antenna arrays to serve multiple users
simultaneously via spatial multiplexing, making it ideal for
dense, dynamic V2X networks. Meanwhile, mmWave exploits
abundant spectrum in millimeter-wave bands to deliver unpar-
alleled data rates and capacity. Together, these technologies en-
able ultra-fast communication rates and reliable performance,
establishing their indispensability in V2X networks [1], [2].

Despite their advantages, deploying these technologies to
enhance V2X networks faces significant challenges. First, the
high data rates provided by MIMO heavily depend on beam
training, which involves a multi-step process to achieve precise
beam alignment. For example, the RSU initially transmits
pilot signals to the vehicle, which uses these signals to
estimate the channel state information (CSI) and feeds this
information back to the RSU. During this process, both the
RSU and the vehicle periodically transmit and receive pilot
signals across all potential beam directions to identify the
beam pair that maximizes path gain. Based on this feed-
back, the RSU dynamically adjusts its beam direction to
align with the vehicle’s position and movement. While this
iterative process ensures optimal signal strength and coverage,
it also requires substantial pilot signals for channel estimation
and beam alignment. As a result, it significantly increases
resource consumption, reduces spectral efficiency, and intro-
duces overhead delays that are especially critical in the fast-
changing environments of V2X networks [3]. On the other
hand, vehicle networks must support sensing capabilities, such
as obstacle detection and high-precision localization, to enable
safe and efficient navigation in complex scenarios. However,
conventional approaches that separately utilize radar signals
for sensing and communication signals for data transmission
further exacerbate spectral resource inefficiency [1]. Therefore,
these combined requirements for robust communication and
accurate sensing expose significant limitations of conventional
wireless technologies in meeting the demands of modern V2X
networks.

The paradigm shift from 5G to 6G networks intro-
duces transformative advancements in wireless communication
through integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) and
artificial intelligence (AI) [4]. By utilizing sensing signal to
estimate vehicle’s state information, ISAC reduces reliance
on resource-intensive beam training, enhances beamforming
efficiency, and optimizes spectrum utilization [5]. Mean-
while, AI-driven wireless communication introduces intelli-
gent beam management, dynamic resource allocation, and
adaptive learning capabilities, enabling real-time adaptation
to rapidly changing V2X environments. Together, ISAC and
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AI synergize to enhance beam alignment precision, strengthen
communication robustness, and reduce resource overhead,
paving the way for reliable V2X connectivity, mobility, and
security.

A. Related Work
Within ISAC-assisted V2X networks, the primary objective

is to develop efficient beamforming strategies that enhance
sensing accuracy and subsequently optimize communication
performance, i.e., designing beamforming for sensing-assisted
communication. Currently, beamforming schemes can be re-
alized through optimization-based approaches [6]–[9] and AI-
driven techniques [10]–[13].

In [6], an Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) was employed to
track the motion of vehicles using sensing signals, facilitating
the update of beamforming parameters to ensure consistent
communication performance. A similar method was adopted
in [7], where the EKF was extended to track both vehicle and
unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) kinematics. This enabled the
UAV to dynamically adjust beam widths and trajectories to
maintain robust sensing and communication in high-mobility
environments. Additionally, [8] introduced a predictive beam
tracking approach that integrated vehicle-sensed data with
sensing information to enhance trajectory prediction accuracy,
mitigate multi-user interference, and improve communication
consistency in nonlinear V2X scenarios. To address inter-
beam and inter-vehicle interference, [9] proposed a dynamic
power allocation strategy that optimized the trade-offs between
sensing and communication.

AI-driven beamforming schemes, on the other hand, lever-
age advanced learning algorithms to optimize beamforming
strategies. In [10], a hybrid neural network framework com-
bining convolutional neural networks (CNNs) and a long
short-term memory (LSTM) network was proposed to predict
the current beamforming matrix based on historical channel
data. This approach eliminated the need for explicit channel
tracking, significantly reducing signaling overhead. Besides,
[11] developed three neural networks to independently handle
communication, sensing, and power allocation tasks, achieving
greater system efficiency. In addition, [12] utilized deep rein-
forcement learning (DRL) to jointly optimize beamforming
and power allocation in static V2X networks, offering a
model-free approach to complex optimization tasks. Further-
more, [13] introduced a two-stage predictive beamforming
framework employing deep neural networks. The first stage
acquired channel state information (CSI), while the second
stage optimized the beamforming matrices to enhance com-
munication performance.

Although the aforementioned methods have significantly
enhanced the performance of ISAC systems, unresolved
challenges remain. First, conventional optimization-based ap-
proaches [6]–[8] that rely on the EKF to predict vehicle
states and perform beamforming. However, they struggle with
nonlinear vehicle dynamics, as linearization and first-order
Taylor approximations introduce cumulative errors that de-
grade system performance over time, particularly in dynamic
V2X scenarios. On the other hand, AI-based schemes [10]–
[13] utilized data-driven methods to estimate and predict CSI,

bypassing the need for explicit motion tracking and directly
enabling beamforming design. Although effective in some
cases, these methods face difficulties in highly dynamic V2X
environments, where rapid channel variations and interference
undermine CSI reliability.

A critical limitation of AI-driven algorithms are inherently
energy-intensive, posing substantial energy consumption chal-
lenges during training, inference, and model updates. This high
energy demand arises from the computational complexity of
forward and backward propagations in deep neural networks,
particularly in architectures with a large number of parameters
and layers [10]–[13]. During training, these algorithms require
iterative optimization over massive datasets, significantly in-
creasing energy usage. The computational burden is further
amplified during the practical deployment of these algorithms,
which requires the RSU to continuously perform real-time,
sustainable processing in order to adapt to fluctuating channel
conditions and dynamic vehicle states. Moreover, maintaining
model performance in non-stationary environments necessi-
tates frequent updates, imposing continuous computational and
energy demands. These challenges collectively place substan-
tial pressure on energy-limited communication infrastructures,
e.g., RSUs. The high energy consumption associated with
training, inference, and model updates not only limits the scal-
ability of AI-driven methods but also threatens the feasibility
of their deployment in practical V2X scenarios.

B. Motivation and Contributions
Given the above challenges, this work aims to develop

an intelligent and energy-efficient ISAC system for V2X
networks. Specifically, we first model the dynamics of V2X
networks using a Markov Decision Process (MDP) frame-
work. This framework allows the RSU to develop a one-
step beamforming scheme based solely on its current sensing
data, significantly reducing beamforming overhead compared
to existing methods [6], [8], [10], [11], [13]. To improve
communication performance and sensing accuracy in dynamic
V2X network, we jointly optimize the beamforming and
power allocation problems through an novel AI-driven DRL
algorithm. This approach ensures that the optimized policy
can adaptively respond to time-varying channel conditions
and changing vehicle states, providing considerable commu-
nication rates and sensing accuracy in uncertain and dynamic
V2X environments. In addition, we introduce a novel neural
network framework, Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs), and
integrate it with the proposed DRL algorithm. Leveraging their
event-driven nature and asynchronous processing capabilities,
SNNs excel in managing spatiotemporal patterns, enhancing
real-time decision-making while significantly reducing en-
ergy consumption. These features enable SNN-driven DRL
algorithm well-suited for ISAC tasks in energy-constrained
automotive systems, meeting the safety-critical and latency-
sensitive demands of V2X applications. Our contributions are
summarized as follows:

• We develop a novel stochastic optimization framework
that jointly optimizes beamforming and power allocation
schemes to maximize sum communication rates while en-
suring sensing accuracy in ISAC-assisted V2X networks.
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By reformulating this optimization problem as an MDP,
we then design a one-step beamforming scheme from the
RSU. This scheme executes beamforming based solely on
the RSU’s current sensing data for surrounding vehicles,
significantly reducing beamforming overhead.

• We introduce a highly effective learning-based algorithm
that enables the RSU to quickly find the optimal policy by
utilizing the capabilities of model-free DRL and the actor-
critic framework with a policy-clipping technique. This
learning-based approach eliminates the need for explicit
model linearization as in [6]–[8] by learning optimal
decision-making strategies directly from environmental
interaction data and observed states (i.e., sensing data),
enabling the RSU to make real-time and adaptive deci-
sions in the dynamic and uncertain V2X environments.

• To alleviate the energy consumption of learning-based
algorithms, we propose an advanced DRL algorithm
enhanced with energy-efficient SNNs. By replacing tra-
ditional neural networks with SNNs, the proposed SNN-
driven DRL algorithm significantly reduces the energy
consumption of neural network operations. Furthermore,
leveraging the unique spatiotemporal dynamics of SNNs,
the algorithm achieves enhanced performance in both
convergence speed and decision-making.

• We conduct comprehensive simulations to evaluate the
efficiency of the proposed method. The results show that
the SNN-driven DRL algorithm achieves energy savings
of 5.15 times during model training and 7.125 times
during inference compared to conventional approaches.
In addition, the proposed scheme exhibits superior per-
formance in terms of enhanced communication rates and
improved sensing accuracy.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
introduces the system model and provides a detailed problem
formulation. Section III explains the MDP framework and the
one-step beamforming scheme. In Section IV, we propose the
intelligent and energy-efficient learning algorithm. Sections V
and VI present comprehensive evaluations and the conclusion
of this work, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider an ISAC-assisted V2X
network consisting of an RSU controlled by AI algorithm
and multiple vehicles, where the vehicles are driving along
a straight, single-lane road parallel to the antenna array of
RSU and each vehicle represented by K = {1, 2, . . . ,K}. The
RSU is equipped with massive MIMO uniform linear arrays
(ULA) antennas, comprising NTA transmission antennas and
NRA receive antennas, to transmit and receive ISAC signals
containing both radar (i.e., sensing) and communication com-
ponents for the vehicles with single antenna. The operation
processes of this system are as follows: (1) The RSU sends
the ISAC signal through the narrow beam to these vehicles; (2)
The echo signals from sensing signals are reflected back to the
RSU by the vehicles; (3) The RSU estimates the vehicles’ po-
sitions and optimizes the beamforming based on the reflected
sensing signals; (4) The ISAC signals are transmitted using
the optimized beamforming schemes. Through this iterative

Narrow beam Sensing echo Data transmission

steering vectors of the antenna array based on the angle 

discrete spikes

Controller

Fig. 1: The AI-based ISAC-assisted V2X networks. By leveraging the
discrete spikes of SNNs for decision-making, the RSU significantly
reduces energy consumption.

process, the RSU provides an efficient beamforming scheme,
ensuring that the communication components of the ISAC
signals are effectively received by the vehicles, thereby achiev-
ing sensing-assisted communication. The specific sensing and
communication models are detailed below.

A. Sensing Model
Let xk,n (t) denote the downlink ISAC signal transmit-

ted to the vehicle-k at time instant t within the n-th
time slot, where n ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}, and the ISAC signal
vector for all K vehicles can be expressed as xn (t) =
[x1,n (t) , x2,n (t) , ..., xK,n (t)]

T ∈ CK×1. Therefore, the
transmitted signal through the NTA transmission antennas at
the RSU can be expressed as:

x̃n (t) = Fnxn (t) ∈ CNTA×1, (1)

where Fn = [f1,n, f2,n, ..., fK,n] is the transmit beamforming
matrix with fk,n ∈ CNTA×1 at n-th time slot. After a round-
trip, the reflected echo signal received at the RSU is given
by:

yn (t) = E
K∑

k=1

√
pk,nβk,ne

j2πµk,ntb (θk,n)a
H (θk,n)

x̃n (t− τk,n) + z (t) ,

(2)

where E =
√
NTANRA and pk,n represent the array gain factor

for sensing signal and the transmit power of the RSU for
beam-k at time slot n, respectively. βk,n = κ/ (2dk,n) is
the reflection coefficient of vehicle-k at time slot n, where
κ represents the fading coefficient and dk,n is the distance
between vehicle-k and the RSU at time slot n. Besides, θk,n,
µk,n, and τk,n denote the angle between the vehicle-k and
the RSU, the doppler frequency, and the round-trip time-delay
of echo signal at time slot n, respectively. z (t) ∈ CNRA×1

denotes the complex additive white Gaussian noise with zero
mean and variance of σ2, i.e., z ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

)
. Furthermore,

a (θk,n) and b (θk,n) are transmit and receive steering vectors
of the antenna array of the RSU, respectively, which can be
expressed as follows:

a (θk,n) =

√
1

NTA

[
1, e−jπ cos θk,n , ..., e−jπ(NTA−1) cos θk,n

]T
,

(3)
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b (θk,n) =

√
1

NRA

[
1, e−jπ cos θk,n , ..., e−jπ(NRA−1) cos θk,n

]T
.

(4)
Based on the theory of massivie MIMO [14], the steering

vectors with different angles are asymptotically orthogonal
e.g.,

∣∣bH (θk,n)b (θk′,n)
∣∣ ≈ 0,∀k ̸= k′. Therefore, the RSU

is able to distinguish vehicles based on their angles-of-arrival
(AoA) of the reflected signals [15]. To this end, a spatial
filtering operation [16] can be applied, and the received echo
signal at the RSU reflected by the vehicle-k, denoted as
yk,n (t), can be extracted from (2) and expressed as:

yk,n (t) =bH(θ̂k,n)yk,n (t)

=E√pk,nβk,ne
j2πµk,ntaH (θk,n) x̃n (t− τk,n)

+ zk,n (t)

, (5)

where bH(θ̂k,n)yk,n (t) represents the spatial filtering op-
eration based on the estimated angle θ̂k,n of the receive
beamforming vector, zk,n (t) ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

z

)
denotes the noise

vector with E
[
|zk,n(t)|2

]
= σ2

z .

After extracting the received echo signal for vehicles, the
RSU is able to estimate their states, and subsequently update
the beamforming scheme based on these estimated states
information. Specifically, matched filtering can be applied to
maximize the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), thereby enhancing
the detectability of the echo signal [17]. This process can be
expressed as:

{τ̃k,n, µ̃k,n}

= argmax
τk,n,µk,n

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∆Tm

0

yk,n (t)x
∗
k,n (t− τ) e−j2πµtdt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

,
(6)

where µ̃k,n and τ̃k,n denote the measured doppler frequency
and time-delay after matched-filtering operation, ∆Tm is the
duration time of the sensing signal, and x∗ is the complex
conjugate of x. As a result, the RSU is able to estimate the
states of vehicles based on these measurement parameters.
The mathematical representations of the measured doppler
frequency µ̃k,n, estimated distance d̂k,n, time-delay τ̃k,n, and
the velocity v̂k,n of vehicles-k are given by:

τ̃k,n =
2d̂k,n
c

+ zτk,n, µ̃k,n =
2v̂k,n cos θk,nfc

c
+ zµk,n, (7)

where zτk,n and zµk,n represent the measurement noise with
zero mean and variance of σ2

τk,n
and σ2

µk,n
at time slot

n, respectively, c and fc are the speed of light and the
carrier frequency. Specifically, σ2

τk,n
and σ2

µk,n
are inversely

proportional to the received signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio (SINR) of the received echo signal (5) [6], [16], which
can be expressed as:

SINRk,n =
E2pk,n|βk,n|2|aH(θk,n)fk,n|2∑K

i ̸=k E2pi,n|βi,n|2 |aH(θk,n)fi,n|2 + σ2
z

. (8)

As a result, the variance of noise terms zτk,n and zµk,n in (7)
can be calculated by [6], [16]:

σ2
τk,n

=
α2
τ

(∑K
i ̸=k E2pi,n|βi,n|2

∣∣aH(θk,n)fi,n
∣∣2 + σ2

z

)
E2pk,n|βk,n|2|aH(θk,n)fk,n|2

,

(9)

σ2
µk,n

=
α2
µ

(∑K
i ̸=k E2pi,n|βi,n|2

∣∣aH(θk,n)fi,n
∣∣2 + σ2

z

)
E2pk,n|βk,n|2|aH(θk,n)fk,n|2

,

(10)
where α2

τ and α2
µ are the constant related to system configu-

ration and the signal design.
It is worth noting that the RSU acts as a pure mono-static

radar when there are no vehicles in its coverage area. Once
a vehicle enters its coverage area, the RSU can estimate the
vehicle’s states and quickly perform beam alignment for data
transmission. The communication model is then presented in
the following.
B. Communication Model

The received communication signal for vehicle-k at time
slot n, denoted by Ck,n, can be expressed as:

Ck,n (t) =Ē
√
pk,nαk,ne

j2πµ′
k,ntaH (θk,n)

K∑
k=1

fk,nxk,n (t)

+ zc (t)

,

(11)
where Ē =

√
NTA denotes the array gain factor for com-

munication signal, αk,n =
√
α0 (dk,n/do)

−ϱ represents the
path loss coefficient, where α0 and ϱ denote the path loss at
reference distance d0 and the path loss exponent, respectively.
Additionally, zc (t) ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

c

)
denotes the noise term. Note

that the doppler frequency µ′
k,n = vk,n cos θk,nfc/c in (11)

differs from (7) because the communication signal does not
involve a round-trip.

Therefore, given the beamforming scheme fk,n and the
allocated transmit power pk,n, the communication signal’s
SINR for vehicle-k, denoted by γk,n, is given by:

γk,n (fk,n, pk,n) =
Ē2pk,n

∣∣αk,na
H (θk,n) fk,n

∣∣2∑K
i ̸=k Ē2pi,n |αk,naH (θk,n) fi,n|2 + σ2

c

,

(12)
and then the achievable transmit sum-rate of all the vehicles
in the ISAC-assisted vehicle network system can be expressed
as:

R =

K∑
k=1

Rk =

K∑
k=1

log2 (1 + γk,n (fk,n, pk,n)). (13)

It can be observed that the achievable sum-rate is highly
dependent on the beamforming and power allocation schemes.
Moreover, the efficacy of beamforming can be enhanced by
accurate sensing, thereby enabling sensing-assisted commu-
nication. However, the RSU is unable to directly evaluate
its sensing performance, i.e., the mean square error (RMSE),
because the true state information of the vehicles is unknown.
To address this challenge, we introduce the Cramér-Rao Lower
Bound (CRLB) [18] in the following subsection.

C. Cramér-Rao Lower Bound and Problem Formulation

Let xk,n = [θk,n, dk,n, vk,n]
T represent the states of the

vehicle-k at time slot n, its state evolution model can be
expressed as [6]:

θk,n = θk,n−1 + d−1
k,n−1vn−1∆T sin θk,n−1 + ωθ,

dk,n = dk,n−1 − vk,n−1∆T cos θk,n−1 + ωd,

vk,n = vk,n−1 + ωv,

(14)
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where ∆T is the time duration of each time slot, ωθ, ωd, and
ωv represent the noise with zero mean and variances σ2

θ , σ2
d,

and σ2
v , respectively. Note that the RSU is unable to directly

collect the vehicles’ states, i.e., the state evolution model of
vihicles is unknown to the RSU, therefore, it must measure
and estimate these parameters using the sensing signal, as
illustrated in Section II-A.

Let yk,n = [ỹk,n, τ̃k,n, µ̃k,n]
T denote the measurement

model of the RSU, which maps the vehicle states xk,n to the
corresponding measurements. Specifically, τ̃k,n and µ̃k,n are
the measurement parameters derived from the signal ỹk,n that
experienced a matched filtering operation in (6). To this end,
we first rewrite the right-hand term of (6) as:

ỹk,n =

∫ ∆Tm

0

yk,n (t)x
∗
k,n (t− τ̃k,n) e

−j2πµ̃k,ntdt

=E√pk,nβk,na
H (θk,n) fk,n×∫ ∆Tm

0

xk,n (t− τ̃k,n)x
∗
k,n (t− τ̃k,n) e

j2π(µk,nt−µ̃k,nt)dt

+

∫ ∆Tm

0

zk,n (t)x
∗
k,n (t− τ̃k,n) e

−j2πµ̃k,ntdt

=E√pk,nβk,nξa
H (θk,n) fk,n + z̃k,n

,

(15)
where ξ represents the matched-filtering gain, and z̃k,n ∼
CN

(
0, σ2

yk

)
is the noise with zero mean and σ2

yk
being the

variance. Then, the mapping function between yk,n and xk,n

is given by:
yk,n = g (xk,n) + uk,n, (16)

where g (·) is defined by (7) and (15), uk,n =

[z̃k,n, zτk,n, zµk,n]
T , and yk,n ∼ CN (g (xk,n) ,Q), where

Q = diag
([
σ2
yk
, σ2

τk,n
, σ2

µk,n

])
is the covariance matrix. As

a result, the RSU is able to estimate the states of vehicles

x̂k,n =
[
θ̂k,n, d̂k,n, v̂k,n

]T
from the sensing signal.

As aforementioned, we introduce the CRLB to evaluate
the measurement accuracy due to the unknown real states of
vehicles. The CRLB provides the lower bound for the variance
of unbiased estimators in target estimation performance [19],
i.e., xk,n in this work. Specifically, the CRLB is defined as the
inverse of the Fisher Information Matrix FIM (xk,n), which
can be expressed as [19]:

FIM (xk,n) = E
[
∂2 ln p (yk,n |xk,n )

∂2xk,n

]
= E

[(
∂g (xk,n)

∂xk,n

)H

Q−1

(
∂g (xk,n)

∂xk,n

)]
,

(17)
where p (yk,n |xk,n ) is the conditional probability density
function (PDF) of yk,n given xk,n [18], [19]. Therefore, the
lower bound on the variance of an unbiased estimator, i.e., the
CRLB, can be expressed as:

E
[
(x̂k,n − xk,n) (x̂k,n − xk,n)

H
]
⪰ FIM−1 (xk,n) . (18)

Note that the variance is equal to the RMSE due to we only

consider the unbiased estimator. Besides, we have:

∂g (xk,n)

∂xk,n
=


∂ỹk,n

∂θk,n
0 0

0 2
c 0

0 0 2fc cos θ
c

 ∈ C(NRA+2)×(NRA+2).

(19)
According to the CRLB theorem [18], [19], given the esti-
mated angle θ̂k,n and distance d̂k,n, their RMSEs are respec-
tively bounded by:

E
[(

θ̂k,n − θk,n

)2]
⩾ CRLBθ (θk,n, fk,n, pk,n) ≜ FIM−1

11 ,

(20)

E
[(

d̂k,n − dk,n

)2]
⩾ CRLBd (dk,n, fk,n, pk,n) ≜ FIM−1

22 ,

(21)
where FIM−1

ij denotes the i-th row and the j-th column
element of FIM−1. Furthermore, given the beamforming
matrix fk,n and the allocated transmit power pk,n, the CRLB
of θk,n and dk,n can be respectively expressed as follows:

CRLBθ (θk,n, fk,n, pk,n) =

[
1

σ2
yk

(
∂ỹk,n
∂θk,n

)H
∂ỹk,n
∂θk,n

]−1

,

(22)
and

CRLBd (dk,n, fk,n, pk,n) =

[
1

σ2
τk

(
2

c

)2
]−1

. (23)

Through introducing the CRLB, we are able to quantify the
lower bound of the variance that any unbiased estimator might
reach when estimating θk,n and dk,n. In other words, it allows
us to directly optimize the beamforming and power allocation
schemes without relying on the estimation accuracy (i.e., the
RMSE).

As illustrated above, this work aims to leverage the sensing
signal to reduce the complexity of beamforming training,
thereby assisting in optimizing the beamforming design, and
ultimately enhancing communication performance. The RSU’s
objective is to maximize the achievable sum-rate across all
vehicles while ensuring sensing performance through optimal
beamforming design and power allocation. Therefore, the
optimization problem can be formulated as follows:

P1: max
Fn,pn

E

[
1

N

N∑
n=1

K∑
k=1

log2 (1 + γk,n (fk,n, pk,n))

]
, (24)

s.t. E

[
1

N

1

K

K∑
k=1

CRLBθ (θk,n, fk,n, pk,n)

]
⩽ ϵθ,

(24a)

E

[
1

N

1

K

K∑
k=1

CRLBd (dk,n, fk,n, pk,n)

]
⩽ ϵd,

(24b)
K∑

k=1

pk,n ⩽ Pmax and pk,n > 0 ∀k, (24c)

where pn = [p1,n, p2,n, . . . , pK,n]
T ∈ CK×1 is the allocated

power vector, ϵθ and ϵd are the maximum tolerable CRLB
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thresholds for reliable sensing, and Pmax represents the RSU’s
maximum transmit power.

Optimizing P1 presents significant challenges due to the
highly dynamic and complex nature of the V2X environment,
characterized by time-varying and unknown channels between
vehicles and RSUs, as well as real-time variations in ve-
hicle positions. These factors make the sum-rate dependent
on multiple variables, such as estimation accuracy, channel
conditions, power allocation, and interference management.
Moreover, the problem is inherently non-convex, further com-
plicating the derivation of optimal solutions. To effectively
tackle these challenges, we reformulate the dynamic environ-
ment as an MDP and introduce an advanced model-free DRL
algorithm. This innovative approach empowers the system to
make efficient, data-driven decisions and adapt dynamically in
real-time, ensuring optimal performance even in complex and
rapidly changing environments.

III. PROPOSED BEAMFORMING SCHEME AND PROBLEM
TRANSFORMATION BASED ON MDP FRAMEWORK

As discussed in Section II-C, the operating environment
for ISAC-assisted V2X networks is inherently unpredictable
and dynamic, posing significant challenges for conventional
optimization algorithms. DRL algorithms have emerged as a
powerful solution [20]–[22]. By continuously interacting with
and adapting to these complex environments, DRL algorithms
effectively manage uncertainty and enhance decision-making
through their integration of randomness and exploration strate-
gies. Moreover, the proficiency of DRL in capturing and repre-
senting complex nonlinear relationships makes it indispensable
for these settings. Specifically, model-free DRL algorithms
excel by learning optimal strategies directly via interacting
with the surrounding environment, avoiding the need for a pre-
defined model. This capacity allows them to adaptively refine
their policies in real-time, providing a significant advantage in
managing the intricacies of V2X networks where dynamics are
significant complex to model explicitly. Therefore, we develop
a DRL algorithm to address the challenges of beamforming
design and power allocation presented in the ISAC-assisted
vehicle network environment. To this end, we first model the
dynamics of the vehicle network using an MDP framework in
Section III-A. We then illustrate the proposed beamforming
scheme based on the MDP framework in Section III-B. Fur-
thermore, we reformulate the P1 into a stochastic optimization
problem that can be solved by the DRL in Section III-C.

A. MDP Framework for the ISAC-assisted V2X Network

As discussed above, directly optimizing the considered
ISAC-assisted V2X network is challenging due to its high
dynamics and uncertainty. Therefore, we first transform it
into an MDP framework, which provides a mathematical
foundation for sequential decision-making under uncertainty.
This framework allows the RSU to adaptively optimize its
beamforming and power allocation schemes as the network
environment evolves.

Let a tuple (S,A,P, r,G) represent the MDP, where S and
A are the state and action spaces, respectively, P denotes

the state transition probability distribution, r and G ∈ (0, 1)
are the reward function and the discount factor of long-term
reward, respectively. The corresponding elements in MDP are
detailed as follows:

1) State Space: At each time slot n, the state space of the
ISAC-assisted vehicle network is defined by:

S =
{{

θ̂k,n, d̂k,n, v̂k,n, γ̂k,n

}
; 1 ⩽ k ⩽ K

}
. (25)

Note that all variables in the state space are subject to
estimation errors due to the gap between sensing performance
and the actual parameters. In other words, sensing perfor-
mance plays a crucial role in accurately modeling the real
state space and significantly affects the MDP framework and
subsequent optimization processes. For instance, the agent
(i.e., the RSU) may not be able to take appropriate actions
if there is a significant discrepancy between its estimated
state space and the actual state information. This mismatch
significantly hinders the RSU’s ability to retrieve accurate state
information and make optimal decisions, leading to potential
degradation in overall system performance. Additionally, the
continuous nature of the state space further exacerbates this
issue. Fortunately, our proposed advanced DRL algorithm does
not rely on perfect estimation performance and is capable
of tolerating estimation errors. It enables the RSU to obtain
optimal solutions and maintain considerable communication
rates even under imperfect estimations, which is detailed in
Section IV-A.

2) Action Space and Reward Function: At each time slot
n, the RSU designs the beamforming scheme and allocates
transmission power to each vehicle based on its current
observed state space. The action space of the RSU can be
defined as follows:

A = {Fn,pn} . (26)

After taking action an from the action space A at time slot
n, the RSU receives an immediate reward rn(an, sn). Based
on this reward, the RSU can determine and optimize its subse-
quent actions in the following steps. Therefore, the objective
of the RSU is to maximize its long-term reward. As illustrated
in (24), this work aims to maximize the communication rates
while ensuring sensing performance. Consequently, the reward
function, which guides the RSU to improve communication
and sensing performance over all time steps (i.e., long-term
reward), is defined as:

rn (an, sn) = 1(RJ − CRLBθ − CRLBd), (27)

where 1 (·) is an indicator function that equals 1 when (24a)-
(24c) are satisfied, and 0 otherwise. R represents the achiev-
able sum-rate defined in (13), and J is the Jain’s fairness
index [23], which evaluates whether the achievable rates for
all vehicles are distributed equitably and is expressed as

J (R1, R2, . . . , RK) =
2
(∑K

k=1 Rk

)2
K ×

∑K
k=1 R

2
k

. (28)

This reward function encourages the RSU to optimize beam-
forming and power allocation schemes efficiently, maximizing
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Fig. 2: The comparison of different beamforming methods: (a)
Traditional beam training, (b) two-stage beam prediction protocol,
(c) historical channels-based beamforming protocol, and (d) proposed
beamforming scheme. ISAC block includes both data transmission
and sensing operations.

achievable rates while ensuring fairness in each vehicle’s
communication rate. Besides, it enables the exploration of
optimal sensing performance, achieving a balance between
communication and sensing objectives.

B. Proposed Beamforming Scheme

Based on the MDP framework, we can design an efficient
beamforming scheme. To this end, we first introduce the state-
of-the-art beamforming schemes. We then highlight the key
differences and innovations of our proposed approach.

1) Traditional beam training: This scheme involves trans-
mitting downlink pilot signals in multiple directions, measur-
ing signal quality at the receiver, and using uplink feedback
to select the beamforming direction. Obviously, frequent up-
dates of downlink pilot signals and uplink feedback introduce
significant overhead and degrade communication quality [2].

2) Two-stage beam prediction protocol: This protocol inte-
grates radar sensing with communication (i.e., sensing-assisted
beamforming), enabling direct adaptation to environmental
data without the need for traditional beam training. However,
while it eliminates traditional beam training, this approach still
requires a disjoint two-stage process, i.e., sensing and CSI
prediction, followed by beamforming, leading to significant
computational overhead [6], [13], [24].

3) Historical channels-based beamforming protocol: This
protocol leverages a learning-based method to design beams,
relying heavily on historical channel data [10]. Similarly, the
continuous update of historical channel data poses significant
challenges for the RSU.

We compare these schemes with our proposed beamforming
scheme in Fig. 2. Specifically, the ISAC block integrates
both communication (i.e., data transmission) and sensing
operations (i.e., state information estimation). Unlike these
state-of-the-art beamforming schemes above, our proposed
beamforming policy is efficient for the following reasons.
First, we leverage the sensing signal to assist beamforming,
which drastically decreases overhead compared to Traditional
beam training. Additionally, our scheme operates in a single
stage, eliminating the need for multiple stages to first acquire
state information, deduce explicit channel state information,
and then perform beamforming, as required in the Two-
stage beam prediction protocol. Furthermore, compared to the

Historical channels-based beamforming protocol, our MDP-
based framework eliminates the need for continuous updates
of channel state information, reducing complexity and resource
consumption. As a result, as shown in Fig. 2, our proposed
beamforming scheme is faster, more resource-efficient, and
better suited for dynamic V2X environments than existing
methods.

C. Problem Reformulation

Leveraging the MDP framework, we reformulate the origi-
nal optimization problem in P1 into a stochastic optimization
problem as follow.

Let π denote a stochastic policy of the RSU (i.e., π : S ×
A → [0, 1]), which is the probability that taking action an
given the state sn, i.e., π = P {an |sn }. Given the discount
of long-term reward G, the expected discounted reward of the
RSU follows policy π is given by:

J (π) = Ean∼π,sn∼P

[ ∞∑
n=0

Gnrn (sn, an)

]
, (29)

where P (sn+1 |sn, an ) is the state transition probability dis-
tribution that models the dynamics of the environment and is
unknown to the RSU. Therefore, the optimization problem in
P1 can be transformed into finding the optimal policy π∗ that
maximizes J(π), expressed as:

P2: argmax
π

J(π) (30)

s.t. an ∼ π(an|sn), sn+1 ∼ P(sn+1|sn, an). (30a)

By transforming P1 into P2, we can apply DRL algorithms
to solve the original optimization problem. However, deploy-
ing conventional DRL algorithms, such as DQN [25] and
DDQN [26], presents significant challenges in our scenario.
First, traditional DRL algorithms are designed for discrete
action spaces and struggle with continuous, dynamic environ-
ments like V2X networks. On the other hand, these algorithms
require substantial computational resources and energy due to
the complexity and frequency of neural network operations.
This high computational demand increases energy consump-
tion, raises operational costs, and slows system response
times, thereby limiting scalability and practicality in real-world
deployment scenarios [27].

Consequently, there is an urgent need to design an advanced
and energy-efficient DRL algorithm to address these chal-
lenges. To this end, we propose an enhanced actor-critic DRL
algorithm driven by energy-efficient SNNs in the following
section. This innovative approach not only excels at solving
complex tasks efficiently but also significantly reduces energy
consumption, achieving the dual objectives of optimizing
algorithm performance and enhancing energy efficiency.

IV. PROPOSED LEARNING ALGORITHM

In this section, we first introduce a model-free and actor-
critic DRL algorithm tailored for the dynamic and uncertain
environments of V2X networks. We then integrate energy-
efficient SNNs with DRL to develop a novel and advanced
DRL algorithm to optimize system performance.



8

A. Model-free DRL Based on Actor-Critic framework

As aforementioned, conventional DRL algorithms struggle
to derive the efficient policy π∗ in the dynamic V2X environ-
ment. To address these challenges, we develop an advanced
model-free, actor-critic DRL algorithm. Specifically, model-
free DRL is a dynamic programming technique designed to
solve decision-making problems by learning an optimized
policy in dynamic environments [28]. This approach is par-
ticularly well-suited for ISAC-assisted V2I networks as it en-
hances adaptability to dynamic environments, enables the RSU
to make efficient real-time decisions, and effectively handles
high-dimensional data. Additionally, by employing two neural
networks (i.e., the actor network and critic network), the actor-
critic framework allows DRL algorithm to balance bias and
variance of training parameters, improve sample efficiency,
and ensure stable convergence [28].

As shown in the top of Fig. 3, our proposed learning algo-
rithm employs two specialized neural networks to optimize the
RSU’s operations, i.e., an actor network and a critic network.
The actor network utilizes a parameter vector, denoted as ψ
(comprising weights and biases), to generate the policy that
guides the RSU’s beamforming and power allocation strate-
gies. Concurrently, the critic network, denoted as Ω, evaluates
the performance of the implemented policy by estimating the
state-value function. This feedback guides the optimization
of ψ, enhancing decision-making accuracy and efficiency.
Therefore, the optimal policy in (30) can be approximated as
π∗ ← πψ with πψ (an |sn ) = P {an |sn; ψ}. Since we focus
on the behavior-decision for each action, the time slot index
n can be omitted in the following. Note that different from
other actor-critc based DRL algorithms [20], [29]–[31], the
two networks are driven by SNNs rather than conventional
neural networks, which are detailed in the Section IV-B.
After obtaining the outputs of the two networks, an advantage
function Â (·) is introduced to evaluate the current policy and
guide the policy update of the neural network. Specifically, the
advantage function measures whether the action taken is better
than the policy’s default behavior, which is defined as [32]:

Â (s, a;ψ) = Q (s, a;ψ)− V (s;Ω) , (31)

where Q (s, a;ψ) = Ea∼πψ,s∼P
[∑∞

l=0 G
lr (sl, al)

]
is the

action-value function, V (s;Ω) = Es∼P
[∑∞

l=0 G
lr (sl, al)

]
denotes the state-value function, and l is the constant related
to time step. Once the value of the advantage function is
obtained, the training objective function of actor network can
be expressed as [31]:

J (ψ) = min

(
πψ (a |s )

πψold
(a |s )

Â, ϕ
(
ϵ, Â

))
, (32)

where πψold
denotes the vector of policy parameters before

the update. In particular, ϕ(ϵ, Â) represents the policy-clipping
technique, which constrains the policy update ratio within a
predefined range, ensuring stable gradient updates. By prevent-
ing excessively large policy changes, this method stabilizes the
training process and enhances the algorithm’s performance,
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Fig. 3: The illustration of the training process for the proposed SNNs-
driven Actor-Critic PPO algorithm. The discrete spikes enable this
framework to be energy-efficient by dramatically reducing computa-
tional complexity.

which is defined as:

ϕ
(
ϵ, Â

)
=

{
(1 + ϵ) Â, ifÂ ⩾ 0,

(1− ϵ) Â, ifÂ < 0.
(33)

B. Enhanced-DRL Through Spiking Neural Network

As aforementioned, the complexity and frequent compu-
tations of conventional neural networks impose significant
energy demands on the RSU. To address these challenges, we
propose an enhanced DRL algorithm driven by SNNs. Unlike
traditional neural networks, which propagate information using
continuous activation values and typically rely on multiply-
and-accumulate (MAC) operations [33], SNNs transmit in-
formation using discrete spikes of electrical activity. In other
words, computation in SNNs is event-driven, meaning neurons
perform computations only when spikes occur (represented as
binary events, i.e., 0 or 1). This event-driven nature allows
SNNs to perform training and inference operations (e.g.,
forward and back-propagation) utilizing simple accumulation
(AC) instead of MAC operations, thus significantly reducing
computational complexity and energy consumption [20], [34].
As a result, the SNN-driven DRL framework enables RSUs
to make decisions with reduced energy consumption due to
the discrete, spike-based processing. On the other hand, the
temporal nature of spikes allows the RSU to efficiently capture
temporal dependencies, thereby improving the training and
inference efficiency of the algorithm. The details of the SNN
architecture are as follows.

1) The framework of SNNs: We utilize the Leaky-Integrate-
and-Fire (LIF) mechanism [35] to model spiking neurons. In
the LIF-based SNNs framework, spiking neuron-j maintains
a time-dependent membrane potential, represented as Uj(t̃).
Note that the t̃ is the time step of SNN with t̃ ≪ n.
The membrane potential evolves over time through two key
processes: the integration of incoming inputs, referred to as
charge, and the gradual decay of the accumulated charge,
referred to as Leaky, which mimics the behavior of biological
neurons [35]. The update of membrane potential Uj(t̃) is given
by:

Uj(t̃+ 1) = (1− λ)Uj(t̃) + λ

M∑
i=1

Wi,jIi
(
t̃
)
, (34)
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where λ is the membrane leakage coefficient that denotes
the rate of charge decay over time, M is the set of neu-
rons connected to neuron j, Wi,j and Ii

(
t̃
)

represent the
synaptic weight and input potential from presynaptic neurons,
respectively. Once the membrane potential Uj

(
t̃
)

exceeds a
firing threshold Uth, the neuron releases a spike, represented
as Ψj . Simultaneously, the membrae potential is reset to
Ur
(
t̃
) (
Ur
(
t̃
)
< Uth

)
. This dynamic firing mechanism can be

expressed as:{
Ψj = 1 and Uj(t̃+ 1) = Ur

(
t̃
)

if Uj(t̃) ≥ Uth

Ψj = 0 and Uj(t̃+ 1) = Uj(t̃) otherwise
. (35)

The details of the LIF neurons in the SNN are illustrated at
the bottom of Fig. 3. When the membrane potential exceeds
the firing threshold Uth, the neuron generates discrete spike
outputs (0 or 1), which are transmitted to connected neurons
in subsequent layers through synaptic weights W . Specifically,
we remove the membrane potential threshold in the last layer
of the SNN. This adjustment allows the last layer to maintain
and propagate continuous membrane potentials, enabling the
network to generate actions and V tailored to our continuous
action space environment, while retaining the spiking behavior
in the earlier layers.

2) Training of enhanced-DRL algorithm: Neural networks
improve their accuracy by iteratively refining their internal
parameters, e.g., weights and biases. This refinement process
relies on the differentiability of the network’s loss func-
tion, which is essential for effective training through back-
propagation. In particular, the back-propagation process of
SNN-driven DRL can be expressed as:

∂J

∂Wi,j
=

T̃∑
t̃=1

∂J

∂Uj
(
t̃
) ∂Uj (t̃)

∂Wi,j

=

T̃−1∑
t̃=1

∂J

∂Uj
(
t̃
) ∂Uj (t̃)

∂Wi,j
+

∂J

∂Uj(T̃ )
∂Uj(T̃ )
∂Wi,j

=

T̃−1∑
t̃=1

(
∂J

∂Ψj

(
t̃
) ∂Ψj

(
t̃
)

∂Uj(t̃)
+

∂J

∂Uj(t̃+ 1)

∂Uj(t̃+ 1)

∂Uj(t̃)

)

× ∂Uj(t̃)
∂Wi,j

+
∂J

∂Ψj(T̃ )

∂Ψj(T̃ )

∂Uj(t̃)
∂Uj(t̃)
∂Wi,j

, (36)

where T̃ denotes the time step of SNNs. Specifically, due
to the temporal dependencies inherent in SNNs, it is crucial
to compute gradients across time steps (i.e., T̃ ) to capture
the dynamics of spiking activity over time, thereby enabling
effective learning in time-dependent environments.

It can be found that (36) contains ∂J

∂Ψj(t̃)
and

∂Ψj(t̃)
∂Uj(t̃)

. In
particular, the derivative of Ψj is impulse function (i.e., Dirac
Delta function [36]), which is given by:

Ψ ′ (x) =

{
+∞, x = 0
0, x ̸= 0

. (37)

As observed, this function is non-differentiable, which pre-
vents the neural network from being trained normally. To
address this issue, we introduce an approximate derivative

function as follows [34], [37]:

φ (Ψ) =
1

π
arc tan

(πη
2
Ψ
)
+

1

2
, (38)

where φ (Ψ) denotes the approximate derivative function that
used to approximate the spike output function Ψ (U − Uth)
defined in (35). This approximation ensures that φ (U − Uth)
is well-defined and has a very close value as Ψ (U − Uth) even
when Ψ = 0. Besides, η > 0 is the custom parameter. Then,
the derivative of φ (Ψ) is given by:

φ′ (Ψ) =
η

2
× 1

1 +
(
πη
2 Ψ
)2 . (39)

It can be observed that (38) and (39) enable SNNs to obtain
meaningful gradients while executing the gradient descent
algorithm during back-propagation processes. Therefore, Ψ
can be approximated as lim

x→0
Ψ(x) ≈ lim

x→0
φ(x). Consequently,

the non-differentiable terms ∂J
∂Ψj(t̃)

and ∂Ψj(t̃)

∂Uj(t̃)
in (36) can

be replaced with the approximate derivative function φ (·),
enabling SNNs to be trained effectively. Note that the approx-
imate derivative function is only used for back-propagation
progress, the forward propagation still follows (34) and (35).

Building on above foundation, we are able to develop
an enhanced DRL algorithm that integrates the advanced
actor-critic framework with energy-efficient and temporal-
dependency SNNs. The details of the training process for the
proposed algorithm are illustrated in Fig. 3 and Algorithm 1.
Specifically, the parameters of the SNNs are first initialized
randomly (lines 2–4 in Algorithm 1). At each training iteration
i, the algorithm collects a set of trajectories Bi by running
the current policy ψ in the considered environment (line
6). After obtaining the cumulative reward R̂n and advantage
function (lines 7-8), the training objective function and the
critic network’s loss, C(Ω), are calculated using (31) and:

C(Ω) =
(
Vn(sn;Ω)− R̂n

)2
, (40)

respectively (lines 9–10). With all the obtained objectives and
loss functions, the gradients of the actor network, denoted as
∇J(ψ), and then the gradients of critic network, denoted as
∇C(Ω), are computed (lines 10–13). Finally, the networks’
parameters are iteratively updated with learning rate αa and
αc (lines 14–15), respectively, until the cumulative reward
converges to a stationary value.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

A. Simulation Settings

1) V2X Network: We consider a scenario with three vehicles
(i.e., K = 3), each equipped with a single antenna, driving
along a straight road. The vehicles enter the coverage area of
an RSU with NTA = NRA = 32 antennas, operating at a carrier
frequency fc = 30 GHz [6]. Without loss of generality, the
coordinate of the RSU is set as (0, 0) and the initial positions of
the vehicles are (-5, 10), (-15, 10), and (-25, 10), respectively.
For the state evolution model of the vehicles, we consider that
their average velocities follow v ∼ Unif(10 m/s, 14 m/s), i.e.
approximately 36-50.4 km/h. The evolution noise parameters
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Algorithm 1: Proposed learning algorithm

1 Input:
2 Initialize parameter vector ψ0 for actor network,
3 Initialize parameter vector Ω0 for critic network,
4 Initialize membrane potential U for all neurons.
5 for i = 0, 1, 2, . . . do
6 Collect set of trajectories Bi = {sn, an, rn} by

running policy ψi in the environment
7 Compute cumulative reward R̂n =

∑N
n=0 G

nrn
8 Compute advantage function Ân as in (31)
9 Compute J (ψ) as in (32)

10 Compute the loss of critic network C (Ω) as in (40)
11 Calculate ∇J (ψ) and ∇C (Ω) as in (36) and (39)
12 Update the actor network as follows:

ψi+1 = ψi + αa∇J (ψ) (41)

13 Update the critic network as follows:

Ωi+1 = Ωi − αc∇C (Ω) (42)

14 end
15 Outputs: π∗ = P(an|sn;ψ)

are set as σθ = 0.02◦, σd = 0.2 m, and σv = 0.5 m/s [24].
The time duration is ∆T = 0.02 s, and the total driving time
instant for the vehicles is N = 100. Additionally, the κ =
10 + 10j and ξ = 10 [6]. The noise power for both sensing
and communication signals is σ2

z = σ2
c = −80 dBm. For the

measurement noise parameters, we set ατ = 1 × 10−9 and
αµ = 2× 103 [24].

2) Algorithm Parameter Setups: We utilize three fully-
connected layers to build the neural network of the DRL. The
batch size, discount factor, and network width, are set to {512,
0.99, 128}. Besides, the policy-clipping factor is configured
with ϵ = 0.2 [20], [21]. Moreover, the learning rates for the
actor and critic networks are set to 5 × 10−5 and 5 × 10−4,
respectively. For the SNNs, we set the parameters of the LIF-
based neurons as T̃ = 12, η = 3, Uth = 1, Ur = 0, and
λ = 1

2 [37].
3) Baselines: We conduct performance comparisons be-

tween our proposed method, denoted as Spiking Actor-Critic
(Spiking-AC), and several state-of-the-art algorithms, includ-
ing the following: Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [31],
Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (DDPG) [38], DQN [25],
and Random scheme.

B. Simulation Results

1) Convergence Performance and Energy Consumption:
We first illustrate the convergence performance of the proposed
algorithm and the baselines in Fig. 4(a). In Fig. 4(a) we can
observe that Spiking-AC and PPO demonstrate the fastest
convergence and achieve the highest rewards, highlighting
their ability to effectively balance the dual objectives of
maximizing the sum-rate and enhancing sensing accuracy in
complex and dynamic V2X scenarios. Conversely, the DDPG
algorithm shows moderate performance, with slower reward
accumulation and reduced optimization efficiency, indicating

it is less efficient than Spiking-AC and PPO in optimizing
beamforming and power allocation schemes in the high-
dimensional and uncertain action and state spaces considered.
Specifically, DDPG relies on an off-policy learning approach
with a replay memory buffer to store and sample past expe-
riences [38]. This off-policy learning mechanism occasionally
introduces suboptimal samples that hinder training efficiency
while consuming significant computational resources [29].
In contrast, the proposed Spiking-AC and PPO algorithms
utilize an on-policy learning approach and employ a policy-
clipping technique as in (33) that enables network parame-
ter updates directly from interactions with the environment,
reducing the need for large replay memory buffers typically
required by off-policy methods. This design allows Spiking-
AC to achieve more efficient and streamlined learning while
significantly reducing computational resource consumption.
Additionally, compared to PPO, Spiking-AC further benefits
from its spiking-based neural network architecture, which not
only improves convergence and achievable rewards but also
significantly reduces energy consumption during the training
and inference processes, which is detailed in the following.

Furthermore, the DQN algorithm and the Random scheme
are unable to to find improved solutions during the learning
process, with the the Random approach shows the poorest
performance. Interestingly, despite being a learning-based al-
gorithm, DQN demonstrates the poor performance in the un-
certain and dynamic scenario characterized by continuous state
and action spaces. This is primarily because DQN is inherently
designed for discrete action spaces. Although discretizing the
continuous action space into a finite set of representative
actions partially addresses this limitation, it significantly com-
promises precision and flexibility. Additionally, storing these
discretized actions in the replay memory buffer further hinders
exploration, severely restricting the algorithm’s adaptability to
dynamic environments. As expected, the Random approach
shows the poorest performance

We then evaluate the energy consumption during model
training and inference. In particular, the total energy con-
sumption is quantified as the total number of floating-point
operations (FLOPS), which approximates the number of MAC
or dot product operations performed per calculation [37],
[39]. As discussed in Section IV-B, the Spiking-AC algorithm
leverages binary events (i.e., spikes) for computation, requiring
only AC operations to execute the dot product without the
need for multipliers. In contrast, baseline algorithms rely on
traditional MAC operations. For a three-layers network, the
FLOPs for Spiking-AC and the baseline algorithms can be
calculated as: FLOPSspiking =

∑2
i=1 (Ni ×Mi × ςi) and

FLOPSbaselines =
∑3

i=1 (Ni ×Mi), respectively, where Ni

and Mi represent the input and output dimensions of the i-
th fully connected layer, ςi denotes the spike firing rate [37],
[39]. Note that the final layer of this fully connected network
does not use the LIF model, as the actor and critic networks
require continuous-valued outputs. Therefore, the energy con-
sumption of Spiking-AC and the baseline algorithms can be
expressed as: Espiking =

(
EAC × FLOPSspiking × T̃

)
+

EMAC×N3×M3 and Ebaseline = EMAC×FLOPSbaselines,
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Fig. 4: (a) Comparison of the rewards in training process, (b) Comparison of energy consumption in training process, and (c) Comparison
of energy consumption in inference process.
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Fig. 5: (a) The achievable average sum-rate at Pmax = 40 dBm and
(b) The achievable sum-rate vs. maximum transmit power.

respectively, where EAC = 0.1pJ and EMAC = 3.2pJ are
the energy consumption per operation for AC and MAC [40],
respectively.

We show the comparison of average energy consumption per
training and inference episode (i.e., the energy consumed by
the RSU for executing a single action using the trained model)
in Fig. 4(b) and Fig. 4(c). Notably, the energy consumption of
the PPO and DDPG algorithms is identical because they share
the same actor-critic framework1. Additionally, the energy
consumption of PPO and DDPG is approximately twice that
of DQN, as DQN uses only a single network. As shown in
Fig. 4(b) and (c), Spiking-AC demonstrates superior efficiency,
consuming 5.15 times less energy than PPO and DDPG
during training and 2.58 times less than DQN. Notably, during
inference, Spiking-AC further reduces energy consumption
due to its spiking-based architecture.

Based on above analysis, we can conclude that Spiking-
AC achieves robust and efficient training and inference per-
formance while significantly conserving energy. Compared to
conventional methods, it reduces energy consumption by over
50% while delivering superior performance, underscoring its
practicality for energy-constrained V2X networks.

2) Communication Performance: We then present the
achievable communication rates during the vehicles’ driving
progress. As shown in Fig. 5(a), the proposed Spiking-AC
algorithm achieves the highest transmit rate during the first
40 time steps, outperforming other algorithms. This highlights

1The off-policy algorithms such as DDPG consume more energy than on-
policy algorithms due to the overhead of updating the replay memory buffer.
However, in this work, we focus exclusively on the energy consumption of
the neural network.

Spiking-AC algorithm’s ability to maintain robust communi-
cation rates even for vehicles at long distances, enabled by its
efficient beamforming and power allocation schemes driven by
the SNNs and policy-clipping technique. By jointly optimizing
beamforming and transmission power, Spiking-AC effectively
mitigates path loss, outperforming other algorithms that unable
to optimize these parameters simultaneously.

The PPO baseline, which employs the same policy-clipping
technique as Spiking-AC, achieves the second-best perfor-
mance during this period. However, Spiking-AC surpasses
PPO by integrating SNNs, which enhance training efficiency
and inference robustness. DDPG, however, despite sharing the
actor-critic framework with Spiking-AC and PPO, is unable
to achieve comparable communication rates, primarily due to
the absence of the policy-clipping technique that is crucial
for training stability and inference efficiency. Over time,
the communication rates increase as vehicles approach the
RSU, peaking when they are closest (i.e., 40-60 time steps)
and subsequently declining as they move away. Interestingly,
the DQN demonstrates contrasting results. This is because,
as vehicles approach the RSU, the challenges of managing
interference, optimizing resource allocation, and adapting to
the dynamic environment become more pronounced. Due to
its lack of coordination and adaptability, the DQN scheme
becomes increasingly ineffective in these conditions, resulting
in worse performance compared to when vehicles are farther
from the RSU. This underscores the critical importance of
intelligent resource management in multi-vehicle scenarios.

Next, we vary the maximum transmit power at the RSU,
i.e., Pmax, to evaluate the impact of power allocation on com-
munication performance. As shown in Fig. 5(b), the proposed
Spiking-AC algorithm consistently achieves the highest sum-
rate across all transmit power levels, outperforming baseline
algorithms such as PPO, DDPG, DQN, and Random allo-
cation. Notably, at a maximum transmit power of 40 dBm
(Pmax = 40 dBm), Spiking-AC achieves an sum-rate of 10.864
bps/Hz, surpassing PPO (9.058 bps/Hz) and DDPG (6.716
bps/Hz) by 19.96% and 61.7%, respectively. Furthermore,
as the maximum transmit power of the RSU decreases, the
performance gap among the algorithms diminishes. However,
Spiking-AC retains its superiority by efficiently optimizing
beamforming and power allocation strategies, delivering con-
sistently robust performance even under stringent power con-
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Fig. 6: Comparison of sensing performance for angle θ.

straints.
3) Sensing Performance: We evaluate the sensing perfor-

mance by analyzing the RMSE values achieved by different
algorithms. It is worth noting that the sensing accuracy exhibits
a trend similar to the communication sum-rate shown in
Fig. 5(a), peaking when the vehicles are closest to the RSU.
To ensure a comprehensive comparison, the RMSE values are
averaged over the entire process.

As shown in Fig. 6, the sensing performance for θ im-
proves across all algorithms as the transmit power increases.
This is because higher transmit power improves the RSU’s
ability to process the echoes of sensing signals, as defined
in (22), thereby reducing noise impact and enabling more
accurate angle estimation. Among the algorithms, Spiking-
AC consistently achieves the lowest RMSE across all power
levels, improving from 0.1654 rad at 0 dBm to 0.1588 rad
at 40 dBm. Compared to PPO, Spiking-AC achieves an
RMSE reduction of 1.31% at 10 dBm and 1.46% at 40
dBm, and significantly outperforms DDPG (7.53% reduction),
DQN (83.35% reduction), and Random (89.95% reduction) in
optimizing beamforming and power allocation strategies for
sensing tasks.

In Fig. 7, the sensing performance for distance generally im-
proves (i.e., RMSE decreases) with increasing transmit power
across most algorithms. Specifically, Spiking-AC achieves the
best performance, with RMSE decreasing from 0.62175 at 0
dBm to 0.2 at 40 dBm, highlighting its superior capability
to leverage SNN-based policies for optimizing sensing per-
formance under varying power levels. In comparison, PPO
reduces its RMSE from 0.89357 to 0.3, while DDPG de-
creases from 1.088 to 0.40358, demonstrating their ability to
adapt to higher transmit power. However, their performance
remains inferior to Spiking-AC. In contrast, DQN and Random
schemes display inconsistent trends, exhibiting non-monotonic
behavior with RMSE worsening to 4.79 and 7.435 at 40 dBm,
respectively. For DQN, this can be attributed to its reliance on
a discrete action space, which lacks the granularity required to
finely optimize transmit power, resulting in interference and
degraded sensing accuracy at higher power levels. Similarly,
the Random scheme suffers from high inference errors caused
by increased power levels.

At 40 dBm, Spiking-AC outperforms PPO and DDPG
by 33.33% and 50.37%, respectively. Moreover, Spiking-
AC achieves significant RMSE reductions of 95.83% and
97.31% compared to DQN and Random, respectively. These
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Fig. 7: Comparison of sensing performance for distance d.

results emphasize Spiking-AC’s ability to effectively minimize
estimation error and maintain superior sensing performance
as transmit power increases. This consistent improvement
is attributed to Spiking-AC’s advanced framework, which
integrates SNNs for processing complex information and em-
ploys policy-clipping techniques to ensure stable training and
efficient inference. By effectively balancing beamforming and
power allocation, Spiking-AC minimizes interference and path
loss, thereby maintaining robust sensing performance.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have proposed an intelligent and energy-
efficient ISAC system for V2X networks. In particular, we
have first utilized an MDP framework to model the complex
environmental dynamics, enabling the RSU to develop efficient
beamforming schemes based solely on current sensing state
information. To enhance system intelligence, we have then
introduced a DRL algorithm based on the Actor-Critic frame-
work with a policy-clipping technique, facilitating the joint
optimization of beamforming and power allocation strategies
to ensure high communication rates and accurate sensing.
Furthermore, to address the energy demands of neural net-
works, we have integrated SNNs into the DRL algorithm,
leveraging their discrete spikes and temporal characteristics
to significantly reduce energy consumption during training
and inference while simultaneously improving system per-
formance. Simulation results have shown that our proposed
scheme outperforms baseline methods in terms of energy con-
sumption, communication rates, and sensing accuracy. These
findings validate the potential of the proposed system to
enable intelligent, robust, and sustainable V2X connectivity
in dynamic and resource-constrained environments.
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