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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a Satellite-Terrestrial Inte-
grated Network (STIN) assisted vehicular multi-tier distributed
computing (VMDC) system leveraging hybrid terahertz (THz)
and radio frequency (RF) communication technologies. Task
offloading for satellite edge computing is enabled by THz commu-
nication using the orthogonal frequency division multiple access
(OFDMA) technique. For terrestrial edge computing, we employ
non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) and vehicle clustering to
realize task offloading. We formulate a non-convex optimization
problem aimed at maximizing computation efficiency by jointly
optimizing bandwidth allocation, task allocation, subchannel-
vehicle matching and power allocation. To address this non-
convex optimization problem, we decompose the original problem
into four sub-problems and solve them using an alternating
iterative optimization approach. For the subproblem of task
allocation, we solve it by linear programming. To solve the
subproblem of sub-channel allocation, we exploit many-to-one
matching theory to obtain the result. The subproblem of band-
width allocation of OFDMA and the subproblem of power alloca-
tion of NOMA are solved by quadratic transformation method.
Finally, the simulation results show that our proposed scheme
significantly enhances the computation efficiency of the STIN-
based VMDC system compared with the benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—Satellite-Terrestrial Integrated Networks
(STIN), task offloading, orthogonal frequency division multiple
access (OFDMA), non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA),
alternating optimization algorithm (AO), many-to-one matching.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the widespread adoption of fifth generation (5G)

networks and the development of sixth generation (6G) tech-

nology, access to more devices, low latency and low energy

consumption with high reliability have become key research

priorities [1]. Internet of Vehicles (IoV) has significant de-

mands in these areas. IoV is driving the automotive industry

toward intelligence by integrating information interaction be-
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tween vehicles. However, this progress also introduces new

challenges.

Existing mobile communication networks may not be able

to meet the requirements of emerging technologies and appli-

cations that require low latency and high efficiency. As a result,

the focus has shifted to developing advanced communication

network architectures to build integrated network systems

across regions, airspace, and sea domains to achieve a truly

global network with seamless coverage. Satellite-Terrestrial

Integrated Networks (STIN) has attracted significant attention

by integrating satellite systems, airborne networks, and terres-

trial communications. STIN addresses the limitations of single-

network systems, particularly in challenging environments like

oceans and mountains, where terrestrial communication sys-

tems cannot deliver reliable high-speed wireless access. STIN

provides wide coverage, high throughput, flexible deployment.

Computation offloading in STIN enhances computation effi-

ciency and reduces energy consumption. Meanwhile, it ensures

service quality by optimizing the allocation of computing tasks

[2] [3]. This provides solid technical support for 6G networks

to achieve seamless global coverage, high-speed intelligence,

and secure communication services [4]. Low Earth Orbit

(LEO) satellites, with their low orbital altitudes and high

speeds, play a critical role in STIN, in expanding commu-

nication links and connecting remote regions not covered

by terrestrial networks to the global communication system.

Meanwhile, they can also provide communication connections

for IoT devices distributed all over the world.

Orthogonal frequency division multiple access (OFDMA)

technology has become the key transmission technology in

terrestrial wireless communication networks [5] [6]. Its inte-

gration into satellite mobile communication systems facilitates

the convergence of satellite and terrestrial networks. Terahertz

(THz) communication technology with its immense band-

width, supports ultra-high wireless communication speeds,

making it crucial for meeting future communication demands.

OFDMA technology enhances spectral efficiency by dispers-

ing data across multiple closely spaced sub-carriers [7]. The

combination of them enables ultra-high wireless communica-

tion speeds especially in the area of satellite communications

[8] [9] .

In addition, non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) tech-

nology allows multiple users to share the same wireless

resources by performing successive interference cancellation

(SIC) at the receiver to eliminate interference [10]. This

improves spectrum utilization supports more user connections,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.15577v1
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alleviates data traffic congestion, and reduces latency [11] [12].

Thus, NOMA can be utilized in terrestrial task offloading. The

joint optimization of task offloading, user clustering, computa-

tional resource allocation and transmit power control enhances

system task processing efficiency, reduces task processing time

and improve reliability and computation performance.

A. Related Work

The task offloading in the STIN system transfers com-

putational tasks from users to edge servers (e.g. satellites,

unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), high-altitude platforms),

which reduces user computation loads and significantly re-

duces the processing delay of computational tasks [13]. Liu

et al. [14] proposed a wireless power transmission (WPT)-

enabled space-air-Ground power Internet of Things (SAG-

PIoT) architecture that assigns tasks to local devices, UAV

and LEO for computation. Dynamic task offloading and re-

source scheduling have been investigated and demonstrated

the superior performance of task computation offloading. Chai

et al. [15] developed a model for a joint multi-task mobile

edge computing (MEC) system based on UAV-assisted aerial

base station(BS). Using a training method that combines the

attention mechanism and the proximal policy optimization col-

laborative (A-PPO) algorithm to train the data, they minimized

consumption costs during task offloading. Chen et al. [16]

considered a satellite-air-ground integrated network (SAGIN)

network model that contains multiple LEOs connected to a

cloud server, a UAV and a BS. Their distributed robust latency

optimization algorithm reduced latency by offloading tasks

from UAVs to BSs and cloud servers. Di et al. [17] proposed

an architecture for terrestrial satellite networks where each

small cell assists the macro cell in offloading traffic, thus

enabling data offloading efficiently. By optimizing terrestrial

data offloading, satellite association, and resource allocation,

they maximized total rates and user access.

The THz band offers abundant frequency resources and

an exceptionally wide operational bandwidth, enabling THz

communication systems to support ultra-high data rates [18]

[19] [20]. The THz band provides numerous advantages,

including high transmission rates, large capacity, enhanced

security, and strong anti-interference capabilities. Wu et al.

[21] proposed a MEC system consisting of a user, an IRS

and a UAV, where the user can make a decision to choose

to offload the task to the UAV or to execute it locally.

Using THz technology, the system increased transmission

rates, improved robustness, and reduced energy consumption.

Wang et al. [22] proposed an intelligent reflecting surface

(IRS)-assisted MEC system that solves the UAV energy mini-

mization problem by alternating optimization technique. Yuan

et al. [23] optimized a SAGIN model considering a multi-

band THz/RF channel. The overall performance of SAGIN

is improved by optimizing the allocation of THz and RF

channels and maximizing the node fairness index (NFI) for

multi-band THz and radio frequency (RF) communications in

SAGIN. By using THz technique, the spectrum resources can

be utilized more efficiently and the overall spectral efficiency

of the network can be improved. Yu et al. [24] constructed

a framework of EC-SAGINs consisting of remote vehicles,

LEOs, medium earth orbits (MEOs) and high earth orbits

(HEOs). They have addressed the challenges faced by vehicles

in remote areas without terrestrial edge computing (TEC)

facilities, such as 5G BSs and multiple road side units (RSUs),

to access cloud server services. Their model optimized joint

offloading decisions and caching strategies while integrating

THz technology to enhance network coverage, especially in

areas that are geographically isolated or lack the reach of

existing terrestrial infrastructure.

The use of NOMA for terrestrial communications in STIN

allows multiple users to share the same time and frequency re-

sources. It differentiates the signals of users by using SIC [25].

This significantly improves the efficiency of spectrum utiliza-

tion. Wang et al. [26] proposed a NOMA-based task schedul-

ing framework that offloads multiple task nodes to multiple

nearby auxiliary nodes for execution of their tasks via NOMA.

The total cost is minimized by optimizing task scheduling and

sub-channel allocation. NOMA technique helps to reduce the

delay of task execution by increasing the data transmission rate

and reducing the interference between users, making it highly

suitable for the large-scale device requirements of in Industrial

Internet of Things (IIoT) systems. Sheng et al. [27] analyzed

the relationship between the offloading latencies of a pair

of NOMA users and the mutual co-channel interference they

experience. Simulations demonstrated that NOMA effectively

reduces average user offloading delays while accommodating

more users for task offloading. Ding et al. [28] studied a

general hybrid Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access-Mobile Edge

Computing (NOMA-MEC) offloading strategy. The proposed

strategy provides users with more flexible task offloading op-

portunities. Tasks can be computed locally by users, and at the

same time, they can also be offloaded to BS for computation.

It improves the task computing efficiency. Xu et al. [29]

investigated the joint task offloading and resource allocation

problem of MECs in NOMA-based heterogeneous networks

(HetNets) to achieve minimizing the energy consumption of

all users. The application of NOMA technique in HetNets aims

to achieve a trend of improving system throughput and spectral

efficiency.

B. Contributions

However, the aforementioned works did not consider the in-

tegration of THz and OFDMA in an STIN-based vehicular task

offloading system. Therefore, based on previous research, we

propose a vehicular multi-tier distributed computing (VMDC)

framework in STIN system that utilizes OFDMA in the

THz to achieve terrestrial-to-satellite communication. By using

OFDMA technology, this wide frequency band can be fully

exploited and divided into multiple orthogonal sub-carriers,

and each sub-carrier can independently carry data, which

greatly increases the total data transmission rate and thus opti-

mizes the performance of the system. Satellite communication

in conventional frequency bands often encounters numerous

interference sources. The high-frequency properties of THz

reduce the likelihood of interference signal generation and

propagation, which improves the anti-interference ability of

satellite communication.
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The main contributions of this work are as follows:

• In this paper, we propose a VMDC framework in STIN

system and optimize bandwidth allocation, task allo-

cation, sub-channel matching and power allocation to

maximize the computation efficiency, defined as the ratio

of the sum of task data sizes to the sum of energy

consumption.

• We propose a hybrid THz-RF transmission scheme for

multi-tier distributed task offloading. Using this frame-

work, the closed-form expressions of task transmission

delay and energy consumption are obtained through the-

oretical analysis of the channel model.

• Based on this model we need to solve the problem

of maximizing the computation efficiency of a non-

convex problem. We employ an alternating optimization

algorithm to decouple it into four subproblems: task

allocation, bandwidth allocation in OFDMA-based com-

munication, power allocation in NOMA-based communi-

cation, and sub-channel matching. Specifically, the sub-

channel matching problem is solved using the many-to-

one approach. And we propose a novel algorithm based

on the theory of many-to-one two-sided matching.

• In the simulations, extensive data results are provided to

validate the effectiveness of our proposed optimization

scheme. Compared with various allocation optimization

methods, the proposed scheme demonstrates significantly

higher computation efficiency. Moreover, compared to

traditional allocation methods, it better meets the needs of

individual vehicles, effectively reduces energy consump-

tion, and enhances computation efficiency.

Notations: In this paper, matrices are denoted by uppercase

boldface characters. Rm×n and E (·) denote the complex space

of dimension and the expectation. The conjugate-transpose of

matrix A is denoted by AH .

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. System Description

A STIN-assisted VMDC system is shown in Fig. 1, which

consists of multiple vehicles, multiple RSUs and a LEO.

We denote the set of vehicles by H = {H1, H2, · · · , Hm}.

The sub-channels from vehicles to RSU are represented by

{SC1, SC2, · · · , SCf}. The set of RSUs can be denoted as

{U1, U2, · · · , Ul}. There is a single J-antenna BS with edge

computing server in the proposed VMDC system. The U -

antenna RSU serves as a relay without computational capa-

bility, which increases the transmission distance of the task,

and reduces the computational energy consumption and delay.

For terrestrial task offloading, the task is transmitted from

vehicle to the RSU via NOMA technique. Then the task

is also transmitted from RSU to the BS by the multiple-

input multiple-output (MIMO) technique. For satellite task

offloading, the vehicle transmits a portion of the task directly

to the satellite for computation by the OFDMA technique in

the THz band. According to [24], the vehicle can support both

THz and RF communications. The vehicle ensures that they

do not interfere with each other by having separate antennas.

Fig. 1. System model.

We divide the vehicles into N clusters with K vehicles in

each cluster, K is random and the largest K is qmax. Hn,k is

denoted as the kth vehicle in the nth cluster. In the NOMA

transmission process, ηf,n ∈ {0, 1} denotes the sub-channel

matching coefficients to match the F sub-channels with the

N cluster vehicles, ηf,n = 1 means that the f th sub-channel

is occupied by the nth cluster of vehicles, and ηf,n = 0 means

that the f th sub-channel is not occupied by the nth cluster. A

cluster can occupy multiple sub-channels, but a sub-channel

can be occupied by only one cluster of vehicles. The sub-

channels are mutually orthogonal.

Set rm as the coverage radius of the RSU and em as the

vertical distance between the RSU and the vehicle. Im is the

distance exercised by the vehicle through the coverage radius

of the RSU. It can be denoted as:

Im = 2
√

r2m − e2m. (1)

Thus the time spent by the vehicle traveling within the

coverage radius of an RSU is denoted as:

tstaym =
Im
Vm

, (2)

where Vm denotes the vehicle speed.

B. Communication Model

1) Vehicles-to-Satellite: In this STIN network, the vehicle

communicates with a LEO satellite with THz band for the

process of vehicle offloads tasks to the satellite. This satellite

can cover all positions within the area.

Following previous work [23], the THz communication

channel is modeled as follows. Due to the presence of molecu-

lar absorption and dense molecular arrangement, line-of-sight

(LOS) transmission is much more significant than nonlinear-

line-of-sight (NLOS) transmission [30]. The received signal
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power P sm at the LEO satellite from the vehicle m is given

by [23]

P s
m = ρPH

m

(

c

4πf s
m

)2

χsG
s
mG

v
me

−Ra(fm)d0d−2
0 , (3)

where PHm , ρ, f sm, χs, Ra (fm) and d0 respectively represent

the transmission power of the vehicle, the channel power

gain at the reference distance d0 = 1 m, the frequency

used by the vehicle, small-scale fading, molecular absorption

coefficient and distance from vehicle to satellite. Gsm and Gvm
represent beam-forming gains of the main and side lobes [31],

respectively.

The received SINR at the satellite is denoted as:

SINRs
m =

P s
m

Hs
, (4)

where Hs represents the noise power at the LEO satellite.

Vehicles offload tasks to the LEO satellite by OFDMA

technology, which allows multiple vehicles to communicate

with the satellite at the same time. OFDMA divides the entire

frequency band so that multiple vehicles use different orthog-

onal sub-carriers, and there is no signal interference between

different vehicles. We denote αm as the subcarrier pairing

result between the vehicle and subcarrier, αm is generally a

binary variable that can only take values of 0 and 1. As the

number of subcarriers increases, the system is able to allocate

the bandwidth to each vehicles more accurately, which allows

αm to take a range of values closer to continuous values

between 0 and 1 [32]. Therefore, the task transmission rate

from the vehicle to the satellite is given by

Rs
m = αmBs log2 (1 + SINRs

m), (5)

where Bs is the total bandwidth for the transmission from

vehicles to satellite.

2) Vehicles-to-RSUs: For terrestrial VEC, the transmission

of the task from the vehicle to the RSU and from the RSU to

the BS follows a Rayleigh distribution by (3), and hn,k is set

to be the channel gain, which is denoted as:

hn,k = Un,k

√

Ln,k, (6)

where Un,k denotes the small-scale fading parameter and Ln,k
denotes the large-scale fading parameter [33]. Set the transmit

signal Sn,k by the vehicle, y is denoted as the signal received

by the RSU

y =

K
∑

k=1

hn,k
√

Pn,kSn,k + w, (7)

where Pn,k is the transmission power of Hn,k.

When a vehicle offloads a task to the RSU via the NOMA

technique, there is intra-cluster interference between the vehi-

cles. The sub-channels are orthogonal to each other, so there

is no cross-cell interference interference. We assume that the

channel gains satisfy: hn,1 > hn,2 > · · · > hn,k. And SIC

technique is applied to the RSU to decode the signals sent

by vehicles occupying the same cluster in the same sub-

channel. Therefore, the SINR of this transmission process can

be expressed as:

SINRn,k =
Pn,k |hn,k|

2
d−ρ

′

nR,m
∑K

k+1 |hn,k|
2
Pn,kd

−ρ′

nR,m + σ2
n,k

, (8)

where σ2
n,k, hn,k and dnR,m respectively represent the noise

power, small-scale fading with hn,k ∼ CN (0, 1) and the

distance from vehicle to RSU. And dnR,m can be expressed

as:

dnR,m =

√

a2 +

(

Im
2

− Vmt

)2

. (9)

The transmission rate of the k-th vehicle in the n-th cluster

is Rn,k given by

Rn,k =
∑

f∈F

wf,kηf,n log2 (1 + SINRn,k) . (10)

The vehicle is moving during the NOMA transmission, so

the transmission channel is also changing dynamically. To

make the calculation more accurate, the average rate is used,

which can be expressed as:

Rn,k =

∫ tstay
m

0
Rn,kdt

tstaym

. (11)

3) RSUs-to-BS: RSU acts as a relay during terrestrial

transmission from RSU to BS. The transmit signal is set as

S = [S1, . . . , Sm, . . . , SM ]
T

. Therefore, the signal received at

the RSU is given by

y = HBS + n0, (12)

where B = [b1, . . . , bu, . . . , bU]
H

, H =
[h1, . . . ,hj, . . . ,hJ]

H
and n0 = [n1, . . . ,nj, . . . ,nJ]

H

are the beamforming matrix of U ×M , the channel matrix

of J × U and channel noise of J × 1 respectively. bu and hj

are the rows of B and H respectively.

The received SINR can be expressed as:

SINRm =
PR

∣

∣

∣
hHmbm

∣

∣

∣

2

∑M
i6=m PR

∣

∣

∣
hHi bi

∣

∣

∣

2

+ n2

, (13)

where PR and n2 respectively represent the RSU’s transmit

power and the noise power. bm and hm respectively represent

m-th row of the beamforming matrix B and the u-th row

of the channel matrix H . In order to simplify the analysis,

we consider obtaining the precoding matrix B by the tradi-

tional optimization method [34]. For example, we can design

the beamforming matrix to minimize the mean square error

(MMSE) between the received signal and the desired signal,

which is applicable to multi-user MIMO systems [35] [36].

Therefore, the transmission rate at which tasks are offloaded

from the RSU to the BS is given by

RRSU,BS
m = E {BR log2 (1 + SINRm)} , (14)

where BR is the bandwidth for the transmission from RSU to

BS.
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C. Computation Model

We set the task transmitted by each vehicle as Rm =
(Lm, Cm, T

max
m ), where Lm represents the total number of

CPU cycles required to perform task computation, where Cm
represents the size of task data and Tmax

m represents the

maximum time allowed for processing tasks.

1) Local Computing: Vehicles have computation capabili-

ties. We set θm and ζm as the task allocation coefficient, which

are continuous variable. They determine how much task is

allocated to the BS and the LEO satellite. θmL is the amount

of tasks handled by the BS, and ζmL is the amount of the task

to be handled by the satellite, so the amount of the task to

be handled locally is (1− ζm − θm)Lm. Therefore, the local

computation delay is expressed as:

T loc
m =

(1− θm − ζm)Lm

Zm
, (15)

and the local computation energy consumption is expressed

as:

Eloc
m = (1− θm − ζm)Lmϕ

loc
m (Zm)

2
, (16)

where ϕloc
m denotes the processing energy coefficient for the

vehicle CPU. And Zm represents the vehicle’s CPU frequency.

2) Edge Computing: The vehicle has computation ca-

pability. The vehicle is allocated the computation task of

(1− θm − ζm)Cm, the satellite is allocated task of ζmCm and

the BS is allocated task of θmCm. Therefore the transmission

delay TH,RSU
m for vehicle offloading task to RSU is denoted

as:

TH,RSU
m =

θmCm

Rn,k

. (17)

And the transmission delay of the task from the RSU to the

BS is denoted as:

TRSU,BS
m =

θmCm

RRSU,BS
m

. (18)

Since the RSU as a relay, it does not have computational

capability. The delay consumed by the task to offload from

the vehicle to BS for computation is denoted as:

TBS
m =

θmLm

ZB
. (19)

The task offloading delay from the vehicle to the LEO satellite

is given by:

TH,sat
m =

ζmCm

RS
m

. (20)

The computation delay by the LEO satellite’s computation is

denoted as:

T sat
m =

ζmLm

ZS
. (21)

Thus, total delay by ground task offloading is given by

T off
m = TH,RSU

m + TRSU,BS
m + TBS

m . (22)

On the other hand, the energy consumed by the vehicle to

offload the task to the RSU is expressed as:

Eup1
m = PH

mT
H,RSU
m , (23)

where PH
m represents the vehicle’s transmit power. The energy

consumed by the transmission of the task from the RSU to the

BS is expressed by

Eup2
m = PRT

RSU,BS
m . (24)

The energy consumed by the total number of CPU cycles of

θmLm to perform the computation at BS is denoted by

EBS
m = θmLmϕ

B
m (ZB)

2 , (25)

where ZB represents the BS’s CPU frequency. The STIN-

assisted VMDC system network also contains the transmission

energy consumption of the vehicles to the LEO satellite and

the LEO satellite’s computation energy consumption. For ve-

hicle to satellite transmission, the vehicle energy consumption

is denoted by

EH,sat
m = PH

mT
H,sat
m . (26)

The computation energy consumption at the LEO satellite is

expressed as:

Esat
m = ζmLmϕ

S
m (ZS)

2
, (27)

where ZS represents the satellite’s CPU frequency.

In all, the total energy consumption of the vehicle perform-

ing task offloading is given by

Em = Eloc
m + Eup1

m + Eup2
m + EBS

m + EH,sat
m + Esat

m . (28)

We introduce computation efficiency, denoted by J. It is

defined as the ratio of the number of bits of the task to the

total energy consumption. According to (28), the optimization

objective is then formulated as:

J =

∑M
m=1 Cm

∑M
m=1Em

. (29)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we optimize the computation efficiency for

our proposed STIN-assisted VMDC system. The computation

efficiency reflects the delay and energy consumption of task

offloading. The computation efficiency is maximized by opti-

mizing the bandwidth allocation coefficient αm of OFDMA,

power allocation coefficient Pm and sub-channel matching

coefficient ηf,n of NOMA and task allocation coefficient θm
and ζm.

P0 : max
η,P ,α,θ,ζ

J (30a)
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s.t. 0 ≤ θm ≤ 1, ∀m, (30b)

0 ≤ ζm ≤ 1, ∀m, (30c)

0 ≤ αm ≤ 1, ∀m, (30d)

ηf,n ∈ {0, 1} , ∀f, n, (30e)

0 ≤ 1− θm − ζm ≤ 1, ∀m, (30f)
∑

n∈N

ηf,n = 1, ∀f, n, (30g)

M
∑

m=1

αm = 1, ∀m, (30h)

0 ≤ Pm ≤ Pmax, ∀m, (30i)

TH,RSU
m ≤ tstaym , ∀m, (30j)

0 < k < qmax, (30k)

Rs
m ≥

ξmCm

Tmax
m − T sat

m

, ∀m, (30l)

Rn,k ≥
θmCm

Tmax
m − TBS

m

, ∀m,n, k, (30m)

max
{

T loc
m , T off

m , TH,sat
m + T sat

m

}

≤ Tmax
m , ∀m. (30n)

Constraint 30(b), 30(c) and 30(d) restrict continuous vari-

ables θm, ζm and αm to values between 0 and 1. The

sub-channel matching variable is a binary variable that can

only take values of 0 and 1 in 30(e). Constraint 30(f),

the (1− ζm − θm) denotes the proportion of tasks allocation

locally, which is guaranteed the range of 0 and 1. Constraint

30(g) restricts the number of clusters allowed to communicate

on a sub-channel. The SCf is only occupied by one cluster.

Constraint 30(h) restricts the range of values for bandwidth

allocation, the sum of the bandwidth allocation coefficients

is 1. 30(i) limits the transmit power of vehicle Pm. 30(j)

indicates that the vehicle complete the task offloading in tstaym .

Constraint 30(k) means that the number of vehicles in each

cluster does not exceed qmax. Constraint 30(l) and 30(m) limit

the transmission rate of vehicle offloading. Constraint 30(n)

limits the total delay by ground task offloading and satellite

task offloading to a maximum of Tmax.

Since the problem we proposed is a non-convex fractional

optimization problem. It is coupled, and thus we adopt the

alternating optimization method to address it. The formulated

original problem P0 can be decoupled into four sub-problems.

The task allocation sub-problem is a linear programming

problem that can be easily solved. The bandwidth allocation

sub-problem with OFDMA and the power allocation sub-

problem with NOMA are fractional problems. We utilize the

quadratic transformation method to solve them. For the sub-

channel matching with NOMA, we adopt the many-to-one

method for solution. Finally, these solutions are iteratively

optimized to obtain the optimal computation efficiency of the

STIN-assisted VMDC system.

IV. THZ BANDWIDTH ALLOCATION AND TASK

ALLOCATION

A. Optimal Task Allocation θm and ζm with Fixed Given αm,

ηf,n and Pm

The task allocation sub-problem P1 can be expressed as:

P1 : max
θ,ζ

J(θm, ζm)

s.t. 30(b), 30(c), 30(f), 30(j), 30(l), 30(m), 30(n).
(31)

This subproblem focuses on a linear programming problem

where the objective is to maximize computation efficiency

while satisfying a set of linear inequalities. Under the con-

straints, the optimal solution of ζm and θm are

ζm =
Z

Gm
− θm

Fm

Gm
−
φm
Gm

, (32)

θm =
Z

Fm
− ζm

Gm

Fm
−
φm
Fm

, (33)

φm = Lmϕ
loc
m (Zm)

2 , (34)

where Z is introduced by intercept (the point at which a line

crosses the y-axis). And Gm and Fm can be expressed as:

Gm = Lmϕ
s
mZ

2
S − Lmϕ

loc
m Z2

m + PH
m

Cm

RS
m

, (35)

Fm = Lmϕ
loc
m (Zm)

2
+ Lmϕ

B
m (ZB)

2
+ PH

m

Cm

R̄m
+

PRCm

RRSU,BS
m

.

(36)

B. Optimal Bandwidth Allocation αm with Fixed Given θm,

ζm, ηf,n and Pm

The task allocation sub-problem P2 can be expressed as:

P2 : max
α

J(αm)

s.t. 30(d), 30(h), 30(m), 30(n).
(37)

The problem is a non-convex fractional problem, so we

transform this problem into a linear problem that is easy to

solve by quadratic transformation. According to (29), sub-

problem P2 can be transformed into the following problem

by quadratic transformation [37]:

max
α,y



2ym

√

√

√

√

M
∑

m=1

Cm − y2m

M
∑

m=1

(

Hm

αm
+ σm

)



 , (38)

where ym is introduced by the quadratic transform. And Hm

and σm can be expressed as:

Hm =
ζmCmP

H
m

Bs log2 (1 + SINRs
m)
, (39)

σm = Eloc
m + Eup1

m + Eup2
m + EBS

m + Esat
m . (40)

When αm is fixed, take the partial derivative of (38) with

respect to ym and set it equal to 0, we can obtain the optimized

solution. We set y∗m and α∗
m be the expressions for the optimal
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solution of (38). y∗m is a function of α∗
m, which can be

represented as:

y∗m =

√

∑M
m=1Cn

∑M
m=1

(

Hm

α∗

m
+ σm

) . (41)

For fixed ym, the objective function of problem (38) is a

concave function with respect to αm, which can be solved by

the Convex Optimization Toolbox(CVX). Finally, a converged

optimization solution α∗
m can be obtained by alternatively

optimizing αm and ym.

C. Optimal Power Allocation Pm with Fixed Given αm, ηf,n,

θm and ζm

The power allocation sub-problem P3 can be expressed as:

P3 : max
P

J(Pm)

s.t. 30(i), 30(j), 30(m), 30(n).
(42)

According to Shannon Bound, we simplify Rm due to the

complexity and difficulty of the computation.

Theorem 1: Rm is expressed as:

Rm =
1.44Pm

∫ tstaym

0

∑

f∈F wf,kηf,n
|hn,k|

2d
−ρ

′

nR,m

n0
dt

tstaym

. (43)

Proof 1: Refer to Appendix A. �

An approximate solution with respect to Pm is obtained.

According to (29), J =
∑M

m=1
Cm

Φm
Pm

+ψm

can be transformed by

quadratic transformation as [37]:

max
P ,x



2xm

√

√

√

√

M
∑

m=1

Cm − x2m

M
∑

m=1

(

Φm
Pm

+ ψm

)



 , (44)

where xm is introduced by the quadratic transform. And Φm

and ψm can be expressed as:

Φm =
θmCmt

stay
m PH

m

1.44
∫ t

stay
m

0

∑

f∈F wf,kηf,n
|hn,k|

2d
−ρ

′

nR,m

n0
dt

, (45)

ψm = Eloc
m + EH,sat

m + Eup2
m + EBS

m + Esat
m . (46)

Similarly, we set x∗m and P ∗
m to be the expressions for the

optimal solution of (42). x∗m is a function of P ∗
m, which can

be represented as:

x∗m =

√

∑M
m=1 Cm

∑M

m=1

(

Φm

P∗

m
+ ψm

) . (47)

For fixed xm, the objective function of problem (44) is a

concave function with respect to Pm, which can be solved by

CVX. By alternately optimizing xm and Pm, the convergent

optimization solution P ∗
m can be acquired.

V. MANY-TO-ONE MATCHING FOR SUB-CHANNEL

ALLOCATION

To solve the problem of sub-channel matching, we use the

matching theory to obtain the optimal sub-channel matching

ηf,n by given the independent variables of power allocation

Pm, bandwidth allocation αm, and task allocation θm and ζm.

The sub-channel matching sub-problem P4 can be expressed

as:
P4 : max

η
J(η)

s.t. 30(e), 30(g), 30(j), 30(m), 30(n).
(48)

In this matching problem, cluster and sub-channels are

set as agents, denoted by sets I = {I1, I2, · · · , IN} and

F = {F1, F2, · · · , FF}, respectively, which are selfish and

rational. The NOMA is used in the communication process

of vehicle to RSU. In this process M vehicles are matched

with F sub-channels. The problem of sub-channel match-

ing is solved using a many-to-one matching algorithm [27]

[29] [38] . In order to utilize the sub-channel resources

vividly and obtain optimal computation efficiency, the sub-

channels SCf and vehicles Mm are paired with each other

to form stable matching pairs. During the matching process,

the players have different selection order for another set of

players, we denote the sequence of player’s preferences by

P = {P (I1) , · · · , P (IN ) , P (SC1) , · · · , P (SCF )}.

Definition 1: Given two disjoint sets I and F ,

1). µ (In) ⊆ F , µ (SCf ) ⊆ I;

2). |µ (SCf )| = 1;

3). |µ (In)| ≤ qmax

4). In ⊆ µ (SCf ) ⇔ SCf ⊆ µ (In);
5). (transitive) if B �In B

′

and B
′

≻In B
′′

, then B �In
B

′′

.

For each vehicle, the computation efficiency in the offload-

ing process is the optimization objective, so the computation

efficiency of each cluster In on the sub-channel SCf set to

the utility function can be expressed as:

Un (f) = Jm∈Mn
. (49)

Definition 2: The M vehicles are devided into N clusters

and each cluster can occupy one or more sub-channels. The

preference relation can be expressed as:

SCf ≻In SCf ′ ⇔ Un (f) > Un

(

f
′

)

. (50)

Definition 3: Each sub-channel is allowed to be occupied by

only one cluster and there are K vehicles per cluster. The value

of K is taken between h1 and h2. The preference relation can

be expressed as:

Ik ≻SCf
Ik′ ⇔ Uf (n) > Uf

(

n
′

)

. (51)

With different preference settings for the two sets, we can

solve the optimization problem of sub-channels matching by

using them in a many-to-one two-sided matching theory to

make the objective function optimal.

Definition 4: Given two disjoint sets I and F , a matching

µ, a pair (In, SCf) is a blocking pair which is In 6∈ µ (SCf)
and SCrmf 6∈ µ (In). It must satisfy
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1). A ≻SCf
µ (SCf), A ⊆ {In} ∪ {SCf} and In ∈ A.

2). SCf ≻In SCl, SCl ∈ µ (In).

Definition 5: There are no blocking pairs in the matching µ
and this matching µ is stable.

Lemma 1: If the matching process converges to a match µ∗

in VSMA, then µ∗ is a stable match.

Proof 2: Refer to Appendix B. �

Theorem 2: In VSMA, each cluster applys for matching, and

the optimal matching result is reached after finite iterations by

the matching µ∗.

Proof 3: Refer to Appendix C. �

Algorithm 1 Vehicles and Sub-channels Matching Algo-

rithm(VSMA)

Input:

1: M : initial a matching list, which is empty;

2: SCf and In: preference lists for sub-channels and clus-

ters;

3: nonempty: a row in the In preference lists;

Output:

4: while nonempty isn’t empty do

5: randomly selected to be placed in nonempty;

6: for n = 1; n < N ; n++ do

7: randomly assign the first SCf in the preference list

to In ;

8: if SC isn’t matched then

9: add a new entry (In, SCf) to the list M;

10: add one to the number of SC allocation to the

corresponding cluster In;

11: update nonempty;

12: break

13: else if SC has been matched then

14: compare mrank
prime and mrank in SC preference

lists

15: if mrank
prime < mrank then

16: delete the SC from the I’s preference list;

17: break

18: else if mrank
prime > mrank then

19: update M;

20: delete SC from I’s preference list.

21: else

22: continue

23: end if

24: end if

25: end for

26: end while

VI. ALTERNATE ITERATION ALGORITHM FOR JOINT

OPTIMIZATION

Based on the optimization results in the above section, we

propose an alternate optimization algorithm 2 to obtain the

optimized solution of the original problem P0. In algorithm

2, the task allocation are first solved by given initial values.

Then, the power allocation are solved by fixed other variables.

The sub-channel matching and the bandwidth allocation are

solved in the same way. By giving a limit to the optimization

accuracy, iterative optimization is carried out to obtain the

optimized computation efficiency of the system.

We consider setting k as the iteration number, which rep-

resents the number of loops in Algorithm 2. The complexity

of optimizing θm and ζm is O (1). It is a linear programming

problem of a convex function. The optimization of Pm and

bandwidth allocation αm adopts the method of quadratic

transformation and conducts M2 and N2 iterations, respec-

tively, with the computational complexity being O
(

M2
)

and

O
(

N2
)

. Algorithm 1 is used to optimize ηf,n, and its com-

plexity is O (G). Therefore, the total complexity of Algorithm

2 is k ×O
(

M2 +N2
)

.

Algorithm 2 Alternating Optimization Algorithm

Input:

1: α, P and ηf,n to a feasible value;

2: k: initial iteration number;

Output:

3: while
(

E(k) − E(k−1)
)

/E(k) > 10−5 or k ≤ 50 do

4: Compute the optimal ζ
(k)
m and θ

(k)
m under given

α
(k)
m ,P

(k)
m and η

(k)
f,n by (32) and (33);

5: Compute the optimal P
(k)
m under given ζ

(k)
m , θ

(k)
m , α

(k)
m

and η
(k)
f,n by (44);

6: Compute the optimal η
(k)
f,n under given ζ

(k)
m ,P

(k)
m , α

(k)
m

and η
(k)
f,n by Algorithm 1;

7: Compute the optimal α
(k)
m under given θ

(k)
m ,P

(k)
m , ζ

(k)
m

and η
(k)
f,n by (38) ;

8: k = k + 1;

9: end while

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we investigate the performance of the

optimization scheme proposed in this paper by simulation.

To ensure the accuracy and continuity of vehicular task of-

floading in STIN, we assume that each vehicle offloads its

computational task to a single RSU located within a radius of

R = 250 m. This assumption is made to maintain reliable and

efficient task offloading, as vehicles are expected to complete

their computational tasks within the coverage area of one RSU.

The radius of 250 meters is chosen to balance communication

reliability and computation efficiency, ensuring that the vehicle

can effectively offload its tasks without significant latency

or disruption caused by frequent handovers between multiple

RSUs. The total THz bandwidth for the transmission from

vehicles to satellite is Bs=100 GHz [22] [39].

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameters Symbol Values

Size of task Cm [3000 − 4200] kb
Maximum transmission power Pmax 23 dBm

Noise power σ2 -80 dBm
RSU communication radius rm 250 m

Vehicles computational capabilities Zm 0.5 G cycles/s
Path loss index ρ 3.7



9

In Table I, we summarize some of the parameters involved

in the simulation. The computation power of each BS, RSU

and satellite can meet the demand of vehicle task transmission

and computation. During the simulation, we compare the pro-

posed jointly task offloading and resource allocation (JTORA)

with different allocation methods.

• Priority Locality

The priority locality algorithm aims to allocate vehicle

tasks to local vehicle for computation whenever possi-

ble under allowable conditions. For some simple tasks

related to environmental perception data processing in

vehicle autonomous driving, the computing units within

the vehicle itself may be able to complete them quickly,

and there is no need to transmit the data to edge devices

for processing. By allocating tasks to local computing as

much as possible, the time and transmission consumption

for transmitting data to other edge devices are reduced,

the computational delay is effectively decreased, and thus

the overall computation efficiency is improved.

• Priority Edge

The priority edge algorithm mainly assigns priority to

edge devices for computing during the task allocation

process. In the situation where vehicles generate a large

amount of task and the computing capability of local

devices is limited, the necessary task will be transmitted

to edge devices for computing. In this way, the net-

work bandwidth can be utilized more reasonably and

the communication efficiency of the entire system can

be improved.

• Random Allocation

The random allocation algorithm is a relatively simple

and straightforward task allocation method. When dealing

with the allocation of vehicle tasks to different computing

devices, this algorithm does not consider complex factors

such as the characteristics of tasks and the states of

computing resources. Instead, it randomly assigns tasks

to available computing devices. The greatest advantage

of this algorithm lies in its simplicity. It does not require

complex processes such as computing resource evaluation

and task characteristic analysis, and is relatively easy to

implement. Since it assigns tasks randomly and does not

consider the adaptability between tasks and computing

devices, it may lead to some unreasonable allocation

situations.

• One-to-One

The one-to-one algorithm is a sub-channel matching

algorithm in NOMA. It assigns one sub-channel to each

vehicle, ensuring a one-to-one correspondence between

sub-channels and vehicles. It is relatively simple to im-

plement. The system does not require complex schedul-

ing for multi-vehicle shared channels, thus reducing the

complexity and computational overhead of the system.

However, when the demands of users or the states of

channels change, due to the fixed one-to-one matching,

it is rather difficult to quickly and flexibly adjust the

allocation of sub-channels.

• Water Filling

Water filling is an algorithm used for power allocation.

More power is allocated to good channels, while less

power is allocated to poor channels. By reasonably al-

locating power according to the channel state, the water

filling algorithm can effectively improve the spectral

efficiency.

• Average Allocation

The average allocation algorithm evenly distributes the

total power among various vehicles. It is simple to

implement, yet it fails to take into account the differences

among vehicle, resulting in tasks with large resource

requirements being unable to obtain sufficient resources

and thus affecting the computation efficiency of the

system.

A. Convergence of the Proposed Algorithm
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6.8

7.0

7.2

7.4

7.6

7.8

8.0

8.2

Co
m

pu
ta

tio
n 

Ef
fic

ie
nc

y
bi

ts/
J)

Number of Iterations

 N=5 F=5
 N=5 F=7
 N=5 F=9
 N=5 F=11

×104

Fig. 2. Iterations of VSMA under different sub-channels.

Fig. 2 shows the comparison of the convergence perfor-

mance of the proposed optimization algorithm under different

numbers of sub-channels in the case of five vehicles in each

NOMA group. It can be observed that as the number of sub-

channels increases, the number of iterations remains almost

the same, but the curve becomes flatter and the convergence

speed is faster. With the number of vehicles fixed, more sub-

channels can alleviate the competition for resources among

vehicles. Each vehicle can be allocated relatively more ap-

propriate sub-channels, reducing the frequent adjustments and

iterations caused by resource competition, so that the matching

process can be stabilized more quickly and convergence can

be achieved.

B. Performance Analysis

In Fig. 3, we compare the computation efficiency when the

number of vehicles increases under different schemes of task

allocation. It can clearly demonstrate that the computation

efficiency decreases under different schemes as the number

of vehicles increases. However, under the condition of prior-

itizing edge device computing, the computation efficiency is
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Fig. 3. Computation efficiency vs the number of vehicles.

increasing. When the number of sub-channels remains fixed,

with the increase of the number of vehicles, the sub-channel

resources that can be allocated to each vehicle will decrease,

resulting in a decrease in the rate of task data transmission

and an increase in energy consumption. Meanwhile, it can

be observed that the proposed scheme performs better than

prioritizing local computing. This is because local devices

usually have relatively poor computing capabilities and will

encounter numerous limitations when dealing with complex

tasks. They are prone to performance bottlenecks when facing

large-scale computing tasks, thereby resulting in additional

time delays and energy consumption. Moreover, the proposed

scheme also has a better performance compared to random

task allocation. In the proposed scheme, by means of multi-tier

distributed computation, tasks are allocated to local devices,

the BS and the LEO satellite, so that energy consumption can

be reasonably distributed and unnecessary energy consumption

can be reduced within a limited time. In the computing

prioritizing edge devices, as the number of vehicles increases,

the task sizes of the system also increases. By allocating more

tasks to BS with stronger computing capabilities, they can

handle a large amount of data and complex computing tasks,

thus effectively improving the computation efficiency.

In Fig. 4, we compare the computation efficiency when the

task sizes increases under different schemes. It can be clearly

observed that the computation efficiency decreases with the

task sizes of vehicle increase under either of the schemes.

But the computation efficiency is increasing under prioritizing

edge device computing. The proposed optimization algorithm

performs better than the one-to-one algorithm. This is because

the many-to-one of the JTORA can dynamically allocate sub-

channel resources according to the actual task transmission

needs of vehicles. In contrast, in the one-to-one, the limited

bandwidth restricts the transmission rate, increases energy

consumption, and thus leads to a decline in computation

efficiency. It may also cause sub-channels to be idle when

some vehicles have no task to transmit, resulting in a waste

of resources.
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Fig. 4. Computation efficiency versus task size.

Meanwhile, the proposed optimization scheme also outper-

forms the performance of prioritizing local computing. The

computing capacity of local cannot handle the increasingly

large amount of task. The performance of water-filling algo-

rithm for power allocation is also inferior to our proposed

optimization scheme. Vehicles who have good channel quality

may be allocated more power, while those located in the edge

areas with poor channel quality may only be allocated very

little power, or even cannot meet the basic communication

requirements. Such unfair power allocation may lead to a

serious decline in the communication quality of edge vehicles,

such as an excessively low data transmission rate, and further

increase energy consumption, reducing computation efficiency.

For the computation that prioritizes edge devices, additional

energy consumption is generated when tasks are transmitted

to BS and the LEO satellite with greater computing capacity,

thereby reducing the computation efficiency.
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Fig. 5. Computation efficiency versus maximum tolerable delay.
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In Fig. 5, we compare the computation efficiency when

the the maximum tolerable delay increases under different

schemes. With the maximum tolerable delay increases, the

computation efficiency increases. However, in the scheme of

prioritizing edge device computing, the computation efficiency

decreases. This is because as the maximum allowable delay

increases, vehicles can choose to transmit more part of tasks

to edge devices for computing within a defined range. JTORA

improves the computation efficiency of the system by rea-

sonably allocating tasks to local devices and edge devices.

With the maximum tolerable delay increases, the computation

efficiency increases. However, in the scheme of prioritizing

edge device computing, the computation efficiency is de-

creasing. Because as the maximum tolerable delay increases,

vehicles can choose to transmit tasks to edge devices for

computing. JTORA improves the computation efficiency of

the system by reasonably allocating tasks to local devices

and edge devices. The unreasonable power allocations of the

water-filling algorithm and the equal allocation of power have

a great impact on the system energy consumption. If the

equal power allocation is adopted, since the differences in

vehicles’ channel conditions are not taken into account, the

system will be unable to fully utilize the channel advantages

of vehicles with good channel quality to enhance the system

capacity. When the equal power is allocated to vehicles with

high channel gains and those with low channel gains, under

the same bandwidth resources, vehicles with high channel

gains could have transmitted more data by being allocated

more power, thus improving the overall data transmission

amount of the system, while the equal power allocation fails

to achieve this. The equal power allocation does not allocate

power reasonably according to vehicles’ channel conditions

and data transmission requirements, which may cause some

vehicles to consume excessive energy in order to complete

data transmission. As the maximum tolerable delay increases,

more priority can be given to offloading tasks to edge devices

for computing, which may lead to excessive transmission to

BS and the LEO satellite for computing. This process affects

energy consumption and reduces computation efficiency.

In Fig. 6, we compare the computation efficiency when

the the sub-channels increases under different schemes. With

the number of sub-channels increases, the computation effi-

ciency decreases. With the total bandwidth fixed in NOMA,

as the number of sub-channels increases, the intra-cluster

interference increases, and the transmission rate decreases

accordingly. As a result, the system energy consumption

increases and the computation efficiency decreases. Compared

with the water-filling algorithm and the equal power allocation,

JTORA can allocate more power to vehicles with better

channel conditions according to the actual channel situations

of vehicles, enabling them to complete data transmission with

lower transmit power, thus reducing the energy consumption

of the whole system and improving computation efficiency.

However, the equal power allocation cannot achieve such an

optimization effect.

In Fig. 7, we compare the computation efficiency when

the the number of vehicles increases under different schemes.

It can be clearly observed that the increase in the number
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Fig. 6. Computation efficiency versus the number of sub-channels.
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Fig. 7. Computation efficiency with different allocation methods.

of vehicles leads to a reduction in computation efficiency.

Meanwhile, by setting the data volume sizes as Cn = 3500
Kb and Cn = 4000Kb, the computation efficiency shows a

better performance when Cn = 3500Kb. The sub-channel

resources that each vehicle can be allocated will decrease,

resulting in a reduced transmission rate and an increased

energy consumption. Meanwhile, the increase in the amount

of task data also leads to the increase in computation energy

consumption and computation delay. Our proposed JTORA

scheme is significantly superior to the water-filling algorithm

and the equal allocation, which is consistent with the previous

analysis.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel VMDC framework with

hybrid THz-RF transmission in STIN system. This system

utilizes the OFDMA technique in the THz to achieve the

optimal computation efficiency. For terrestrial task offloading,

NOMA scheme is adopted. Then, we formulate a maximum
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computation efficiency optimization problem by jointly opti-

mizing bandwidth allocation, vehicle task allocation, power

allocation, and sub-channel matching in NOMA. Since the

proposed problem are non-convex and coupled, in response

to this challenge, we decouple the original problem into four

sub-problems and propose an alternating optimization method.

All independent variables are optimized and iterated until

convergence to obtain the maximum computation efficiency.

The simulation results show that the proposed strategy can

achieve the best computation efficiency compared with the

benchmark algorithms. In future work, we will consider a

multi-tier distributed computing system with the collaboration

of multiple LEO satellites.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THE THEOREM 1

In the case of a large signal-to-noise ratio with infinite

bandwidth, there are two limits:

lim
B→∞

1

x
Ib (1 + x) = Ibe = 1.44. (52)

lim
B→∞

C = lim
B→∞

BIb

(

1 +
S

n0B

)

. (53)

According to (51) and (52), it is obtained

lim
B→∞

C = lim
B→∞

[

n0B

S
Ib

(

1 +
S

n0B

)]

S

n0

= Ibe
S

n0
= 1.44

S

n0
.

(54)

Therefore, we can obtain that

Rm =
1.44Pm

∫ tstaym

0

∑

f∈F wf,kηf,n
|hn,k|

2d
−ρ

′

nR,m

n0
dt

tstaym

. (55)

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THE LEMMA 1

Suppose there exists a matching pair (Ik, SCf ) in a match-

ing µ∗ which is A ≻SCf
µ (SCf ), A ⊆ {Ik} ∪ {SCf}

and Ik ∈ A and SCf ≻Ik SCl, SCl ∈ µ (Ik). In the

algorithm 1, during the loop, unmatched clusters are randomly

selected and an attempt is made to match them with sub-

channels in the sub-channel’s preference list. If the capacity

of the selected sub-channel is not full, the cluster is directly

matched with the sub-channel; if the sub-channel is full, the

ranking of the new and matched clusters in the sub-channel’s

preference list is compared to decide whether to perform the

replacement operation. Since the matching pair is random,

the non-existence of the matching pair indicates that there is

no blocking pair in that matching µ∗. Therefore, matching

of vehicles and sub-channels have finished successful in that

matching µ∗ and that matching µ∗ is convergent and stable.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THE THEOREM 2

During each iteration, a partially unmatched cluster is

randomly chosen from the cluster set and an attempt is made

to allocate the corresponding sub-channel according to its

preference. If the sub-channel has unfilled capacity, a match

is established and the relevant state is updated. If the sub-

channel is full, the rankings of the new cluster and the

already matched clusters in the sub-channel’s preference list

are compared and adjusted accordingly. According to VSMA,

since a swap operation makes the matching change from µ to

µ∗, Un (f) − Un (f − 1) > 0 is valid. As a result, with the

increase in the number of iterations, the set of available cluster

matches will become smaller. Since the number of clusters

and sub-channels is limited, the number of proposed match

attempts will not exceed the total number of sub-channels.

Therefore, the total number of iterations is finite, and the

algorithm will conclude within a limited number of iterations

and converge to a final stable match.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Di, N. Zhang, J. Wan, S. Li, and K. Wang, “Hybrid intelligent
reflecting surface and cell-free massive MIMO-aided over-the-air com-
putation for digital twin,” in 2024 IEEE 44th International Conference

on Distributed Computing Systems Workshops (ICDCSW), pp. 59–63,
Jul. 2024.

[2] N. Zhang, S. Liang, K. Wang, Q. Wu, and A. Nallanathan, “Computation
efficient task offloading and bandwidth allocation in VEC networks,”
IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 73, May. 2024.

[3] Y. Liu, C. Tan, K. Wang, and W. Chen, “Hybrid task offloading and
resource optimization in vehicular edge computing networks,” IEEE

Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 13, Apr. 2024.

[4] B. Mao, F. Tang, Y. Kawamoto, and N. Kato, “Optimizing computation
offloading in satellite-UAv-served 6G IoT: A deep learning approach,”
IEEE Network, vol. 35, pp. 102–108, Aug. 2021.

[5] U. Saleem, Y. Liu, S. Jangsher, and Y. Li, “Performance guaranteed
partial offloading for mobile edge computing,” in 2018 IEEE Global

Communications Conference (GLOBECOM), pp. 1–6, Feb. 2018.

[6] L. Tan, Z. Kuang, L. Zhao, and A. Liu, “Energy-efficient joint task
offloading and resource allocation in OFDMA-based collaborative edge
computing,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21,
pp. 1960–1972, Sep. 2022.

[7] B. Zhai, A. Tang, C. Peng, and X. Wang, “SS-OFDMA: Spatial-spread
orthogonal frequency division multiple access for terahertz networks,”
IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 39, pp. 1678–
1692, Apr. 2021.

[8] W. Hao, G. Sun, M. Zeng, Z. Chu, Z. Zhu, O. A. Dobre, and
P. Xiao, “Robust design for intelligent reflecting surface-assisted MIMO-
OFDMA terahertz IoT networks,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal,
vol. 8, pp. 13052–13064, Jan. 2021.

[9] S. Lee, H. Kim, Y. Park, H. Lee, and J. Lee, “Downlink OFDMA with
DFT-precoding for tera-hertz communications,” in GLOBECOM 2020 -

2020 IEEE Global Communications Conference, pp. 1–6, Dec. 2020.

[10] K. Wang, H. Li, Z. Ding, and P. Xiao, “Reinforcement learning based
latency minimization in secure NOMA-MEC systems with hybrid SIC,”
IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 22, pp. 408–422,
Aug. 2023.

[11] Z. Lin, Y. Lin, Q. Zhang, and P. Chen, “Computation offloading in
NOMA-enabled vehicular fog computing networks,” in ICC 2023 -

IEEE International Conference on Communications, pp. 6120–6125,
Oct. 2023.

[12] K. Wang, Y. Zhou, Y. Yang, X. Yuan, and X. Luo, “Task offloading in
NOMA-based fog computing networks: A deep Q-learning approach,” in
2019 IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM), pp. 1–
6, Feb. 2019.

[13] Y. Dai, D. Xu, S. Maharjan, and Y. Zhang, “Joint load balancing and
offloading in vehicular edge computing and networks,” IEEE Internet of

Things Journal, vol. 6, pp. 4377–4387, Oct. 2019.



13

[14] J. Liu, X. Zhao, P. Qin, S. Geng, and S. Meng, “Joint dynamic task
offloading and resource scheduling for WPT enabled space-air-ground
power internet of things,” IEEE Transactions on Network Science and

Engineering, vol. 9, pp. 660–677, Nov. 2022.
[15] F. Chai, Q. Zhang, H. Yao, X. Xin, R. Gao, and M. Guizani, “Joint

multi-task offloading and resource allocation for mobile edge computing
systems in satellite IoT,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology,
vol. 72, pp. 7783–7795, Jan. 2023.

[16] Y. Chen, B. Ai, Y. Niu, H. Zhang, and Z. Han, “Energy-constrained
computation offloading in space-air-ground integrated networks using
distributionally robust optimization,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular

Technology, vol. 70, Sep. 2021.
[17] B. Di, H. Zhang, L. Song, Y. Li, and G. Y. Li, “Ultra-dense LEO:

Integrating terrestrial-satellite networks into 5G and beyond for data
offloading,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 18,
pp. 47–62, Dec. 2019.

[18] J. Kokkoniemi, J. M. Jornet, V. Petrov, Y. Koucheryavy, and M. Juntti,
“Channel modeling and performance analysis of airplane-satellite tera-
hertz band communications,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technol-

ogy, vol. 70, pp. 2047–2061, Feb. 2021.
[19] Y. Pan, K. Wang, C. Pan, H. Zhu, and J. Wang, “Sum-rate maximization

for intelligent reflecting surface assisted terahertz communications,”
IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 71, pp. 3320–3325,
Jan. 2022.

[20] S. Krishna Moorthy, M. Mcmanus, and Z. Guan, “ESN reinforcement
learning for spectrum and flight control in THz-enabled drone networks,”
IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, vol. 30, pp. 782–795, Feb.
2022.

[21] J. Wu, Z. Yu, J. Guo, Z. Tang, T. Wang, and W. Jia, “Two-stage
deep energy optimization in IRS-assisted UAV-based edge computing
systems,” IEEE Transactions on Mobile Computing, vol. 24, pp. 449–
465, Sep. 2025.

[22] F. Wang and X. Zhang, “IRS/UAV-based edge-computing and traffic-
offioading over 6G THz mobile wireless networks,” in ICC 2023 -

IEEE International Conference on Communications, pp. 6480–6485,
Oct. 2023.

[23] X. Yuan, F. Tang, M. Zhao, and N. Kato, “Joint rate and coverage
optimization for the THz/RF multi-band communications of space-
air-ground integrated network in 6G,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless

Communications, vol. 23, pp. 6669–6682, Dec. 2024.
[24] S. Yu, X. Gong, Q. Shi, X. Wang, and X. Chen, “EC-SAGINs: Edge-

computing-enhanced space–air–ground-integrated networks for internet
of vehicles,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, pp. 5742–5754,
Sep. 2022.

[25] G. Zheng, C. Xu, H. Long, and X. Zhao, “MEC in NOMA-hetnets: A
joint task offloading and resource allocation approach,” in 2021 IEEE

Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC), pp. 1–
6, May. 2021.

[26] K. Wang, Y. Zhou, Z. Liu, Z. Shao, X. Luo, and Y. Yang, “Online
task scheduling and resource allocation for intelligent NOMA-based
industrial internet of things,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Com-

munications, vol. 38, pp. 803–815, Mar. 2020.
[27] M. Sheng, Y. Dai, J. Liu, N. Cheng, X. Shen, and Q. Yang, “Delay-

aware computation offloading in NOMA MEC under differentiated up-
loading delay,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19,
pp. 2813–2826, Jan. 2020.

[28] Z. Ding, D. Xu, R. Schober, and H. V. Poor, “Hybrid noma offloading
in multi-user mec networks,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communi-

cations, vol. 21, pp. 5377–5391, Jan. 2022.
[29] C. Xu, G. Zheng, and X. Zhao, “Energy-minimization task offloading

and resource allocation for mobile edge computing in NOMA heteroge-
neous networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 69,
pp. 16001–16016, Nov. 2020.

[30] M. T. Hossan and H. Tabassum, “Mobility-aware performance in hybrid
RF and terahertz wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communi-

cations, vol. 70, pp. 1376–1390, Dec. 2022.
[31] J. Sayehvand and H. Tabassum, “Interference and coverage analysis in

coexisting RF and dense terahertz wireless networks,” IEEE Wireless

Communications Letters, vol. 9, pp. 1738–1742, Jun. 2020.
[32] Q. Wu and R. Zhang, “Common throughput maximization in UAV-

enabled OFDMA systems with delay consideration,” IEEE Transactions

on Communications, vol. 66, pp. 6614–6627, Aug. 2018.
[33] A. Rafieifar, H. Ahmadinejad, and A. Falahati, “IRS-aided NOMA in a

cell free massive MIMO system,” in 2022 30th International Conference

on Electrical Engineering (ICEE), pp. 874–879, Jul. 2022.
[34] W. N. Suryani Firuz Wan Ariffin, M. R. Nakhai, H. L. Zakaria, N. B.

Mohd Hashim, and A. S. Md Zain, “Optimization of beamforming

matrix design for multi-cell mimo with swipt systems,” in 2020 IEEE

8th Conference on Systems, Process and Control (ICSPC), pp. 31–36,
Jan. 2020.

[35] P. Ni, Z. Wang, H. Li, M. Li, and Q. Liu, “Joint user scheduling and
hybrid beamforming design for cooperative mmwave networks,” in 2021

IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference (WCNC),
pp. 1–6, May. 2021.

[36] J. Du, W. Xu, C. Zhao, and L. Vandendorpe, “Weighted spectral effi-
ciency optimization for hybrid beamforming in multiuser massive mimo-
ofdm systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 68,
pp. 9698–9712, Jul. 2019.

[37] S. P. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, Convex optimization. Cambridge
university press, 2004.

[38] J. Zhao, Y. Liu, K. K. Chai, Y. Chen, and M. Elkashlan, “Joint subchan-
nel and power allocation for noma enhanced D2D communications,”
IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 65, pp. 5081–5094, Aug.
2017.

[39] L. Xu, M. Chen, M. Chen, Z. Yang, C. Chaccour, W. Saad, and C. S.
Hong, “Joint location, bandwidth and power optimization for thz-enabled
uav communications,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 25, pp. 1984–
1988, Mar. 2021.


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Contributions

	System Model
	System Description
	Communication Model
	Vehicles-to-Satellite
	Vehicles-to-RSUs
	RSUs-to-BS

	Computation Model
	Local Computing
	Edge Computing


	Problem Formulation and Analysis
	THz Bandwidth Allocation and Task Allocation
	Optimal Task Allocation m and m with Fixed Given m, f,n and Pm
	Optimal Bandwidth Allocation m with Fixed Given m, m, f,n and Pm
	Optimal Power Allocation Pm with Fixed Given m, f,n, m and m

	Many-to-one Matching for Sub-channel Allocation
	Alternate Iteration Algorithm for Joint Optimization
	Simulation Results
	Convergence of the Proposed Algorithm
	Performance Analysis

	Conclusion
	Appendix A: Proof of the Theorem 1
	Appendix B: Proof of the Lemma 1
	Appendix C: Proof of the Theorem 2
	References

