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Abstract—Although multi-tier vehicular Metaverse promises
to transform vehicles into essential nodes – within an inter-
connected digital ecosystem – using efficient resource allocation
and seamless vehicular twin (VT) migration, this can hardly
be achieved by the existing techniques operating in a highly
dynamic vehicular environment, since they can hardly balance
multi-objective optimization problems such as latency reduction,
resource utilization, and user experience (UX). To address these
challenges, we introduce a novel multi-tier resource allocation
and VT migration framework that integrates Graph Convo-
lutional Networks (GCNs), a hierarchical Stackelberg game-
based incentive mechanism, and Multi-Agent Deep Reinforce-
ment Learning (MADRL). The GCN-based model captures
both spatial and temporal dependencies within the vehicular
network; the Stackelberg game-based incentive mechanism fos-
ters cooperation between vehicles and infrastructure; and the
MADRL algorithm jointly optimizes resource allocation and
VT migration in real time. By modeling this dynamic and
multi-tier vehicular Metaverse as a Markov Decision Process
(MDP), we develop a MADRL-based algorithm dubbed the Multi-
Objective Multi-Agent Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (MO-
MADDPG), which can effectively balances the various conflicting
objectives. Extensive simulations validate the effectiveness of this
algorithm that is demonstrated to enhance scalability, reliability,
and efficiency while considerably improving latency, resource
utilization, migration cost, and overall UX by 12.8%, 9.7%,
14.2%, and 16.1%, respectively.

Index Terms—Metaverse, vehicular Metaverse, resource allo-
cation, vehicular twin migration, hierarchical Stackelberg game.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Motivation

The Metaverse, in the realm of current and next-generation
networks, is expected to revolutionize how we interact with
digital environments. These networks will offer ultra-fast, low-
latency, and dependable connectivity, crucial for immersive
experiences [1]–[3]. The Metaverse has been integrated into
vehicular networks to provide immersive and interactive vehic-
ular services, such as onboard information and entertainment
systems where people may interact, learn, collaborate, and play
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[4]. As the world becomes increasingly connected, vehicles
are evolving into integral components of a vast digital envi-
ronment, transcending their traditional roles as mere modes of
transportation. This evolution is being driven by advances in
communication technologies, artificial intelligence, and edge
computing, leading to the development of a dynamic and
interconnected network known as the vehicular Metaverse [5].
Vehicular Metaverse has the potential to transform various
aspects of the automotive industry, such as enhanced driving
experiences through Augmented Reality (AR), Virtual Reality
(VR), and Mixed Reality (MR), which can provide drivers
with real-time information about their surroundings, including
traffic updates, navigation assistance, and points of interest [6].
The vehicular Metaverse integrates advanced technologies into
the automotive industry; improves the driving experience; pro-
vides new forms of entertainment; and revolutionizes the way
we interact with our vehicles. In vehicular Metaverses, each
Vehicular Metaverse User (VMU) seamlessly connects with
their Vehicular Twin (VT) to unlock immersive experiences.
The VMUs continuously gather real-time data such as current
location, historical trajectories, and service preferences [7],
[8]. This information is used to generate VT tasks, ensuring
seamless VT synchronization and enabling precise as well as
dynamic interactions between the physical and virtual realms.

Because the vehicles have limited local computation and
storage resources to execute computation-intensive VT tasks
[9], they migrate VTs into nearby Road Side Unit (RSU) to
perform large-scale VT execution and synchronization tasks
[10]. VT migration involves transferring a vehicle’s digi-
tal twin virtual representation across different computational
nodes in the Metaverse architecture. This process ensures
that the digital twin remains synchronized with the physical
vehicle, while maintaining high performance, despite changes
in network conditions [11]. However, due to vehicle mobility
and limited coverage of RSUs, vehicles could be far from
their VTs, increasing communication latency and reducing
the Quality of Experience (QoE) of VMUs. Furthermore, the
exponential growth in the number of vehicles and the massive
data they generate places a significant strain on RSUs, which
have limited computational and communication resources [12].
This means the resources required to execute their VT tasks
may exceed the capacity of the source RSU servers in the
coverage area. Besides, the source servers may malfunction
or become overburdened to deliver the services required by
VMUs.
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Concerning the mentioned scenario, recent studies have
explored collaborative strategies among multiple RSUs to
enhance resource allocation and VT migration in vehicular
Metaverses [13]. For instance, a coalition game-based ap-
proach has been proposed to ensure reliable VT migration,
where RSUs form coalitions to jointly provide bandwidth
resources, improving the QoE for VMUs [14]. Meanwhile, the
study in [10] introduces a Multi-Agent Deep Reinforcement
Learning (MADRL)-based Stackelberg game model, incor-
porating social-awareness and queueing theory to optimize
VT migration. Furthermore, a multi-attribute auction-based
resource allocation mechanism has been proposed to opti-
mize resource allocation during VT migration considering
both price and nonmonetary attributes, such as location and
reputation, to enhance the efficiency of VT migration in ve-
hicular Metaverses [15]. These collaborative strategies among
RSUs, utilizing game-theoretic approaches, are essential for
optimizing performance and enhancing User Experience (UX)
in vehicular Metaverses.

The existing VT migration and resource allocation solu-
tions face significant challenges in effectively coordinating re-
sources across vehicles, edge, and cloud layers due to dynamic
mobility, fluctuating network conditions, and complex multi-
tier architecture [16]. Those approaches overlook hierarchical
integration and fail to fully utilize resources across these tiers,
resulting in performance bottlenecks [17]. More specifically,
cloud resources remain underutilized due to latency challenges
and the lack of effective resource allocation and VT migration
strategies that adequately integrate vehicle-specific factors
such as location, speed, and connectivity into decision-making
processes. This may result in increased delays, migration costs,
and inefficient resource utilization in multi-tier Metaverse
environments [18]. Many of the existing resource allocation
and VT migration solutions fail to address the need for a fair
and efficient incentive scheme that motivates system entities to
engage actively and truthfully [19]. Additionally, the lack of
real-time VT synchronization disrupts seamless connectivity
between vehicles, RSUs, and virtual environments, making
traditional approaches ineffective in addressing the stringent
demands of the vehicular Metaverse.

B. Contributions

We propose a novel multi-tier resource allocation and
VT migration framework that integrates Graph Convolutional
Networks (GCNs), a hierarchical Stackelberg game-based in-
centive mechanism, and MADRL to enhance the Metaverse
service provisioning. We utilize GCNs in the proposed solution
to model spatial and temporal dependencies in multi-tier vehic-
ular Metaverses, capturing interactions among vehicles, edge,
and cloud servers. This GCN-based vehicle-centric solution
considers vehicle-specific attributes like speed, location, and
connectivity to prioritize real-time needs in resource allocation
and VT migration. By analyzing spatial dependencies and
communication patterns in multi-tier vehicular Metaverses, the
proposed solution predicts resource demands and identifies
optimal migration paths for VTs. This approach models the
vehicular network as a graph, where the nodes represent

vehicles, edge servers, and cloud servers, and the edges capture
communication links. Our proposed approach dynamically
learns and optimizes decisions to ensure seamless VT services
and efficient utilization of resources. In this hierarchical struc-
ture, each tier allocates resources based on real-time demands
while optimizing for multiple objectives, such as migration
success rate, UX, latency, and resource utilization. In addition,
a game-theoretic incentive mechanism encourages cooperation
among vehicles and network entities, aligning their objectives
toward improving the overall system performance. To solve the
joint resource allocation and VT migration optimization prob-
lem, we proposed a MADRL-based approach, called Multi-
Objective Multi-Agent Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient
(MO-MADDPG) algorithm, which works in tandem with the
GCN to optimize resource allocation and twin migration de-
cisions. The MO-MADDPG framework leverages multi-agent
reinforcement learning to handle the complexity of multi-tier
vehicular networks, enabling agents to learn and adapt to the
constantly changing environment. With the GCN providing
insights into the network structure and dynamic interactions,
the agents can make informed decisions regarding resource
allocation and migration paths. The main contributions of this
work are:

• We propose a dynamic VT migration and resource allo-
cation framework for the multi-tier vehicular Metaverse,
integrating GCNs, a hierarchical Stackelberg game, and
MADRL to enable real-time decision-making and effi-
cient resource management by analyzing traffic patterns,
road conditions, resources, and vehicle characteristics.

• We introduce a hierarchical Stackelberg game-based in-
centive mechanism for strategic decision-making, where
entities across multiple layers (vehicle, edge, and cloud
layers) set their strategies and respond optimally in the
system.

• We formulate a joint VT migration and resource alloca-
tion optimization problem as a Markov Decision Process
(MDP) and adopt a MO-MADDPG algorithm to solve
the formulated optimization problem.

• We evaluate the performance and scalability of the pro-
posed approach using simulations and real-world experi-
ments.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
reviews related works. Section III describes the system model.
Section IV formulates the optimization problem; presents the
proposed MADRL-based solution. Section V discusses the
performance evaluation. Section VI concludes this work.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Resource Allocation in Metaverse System

The work in [20] investigated resource allocation strategies
within an AR-enabled vehicular edge Metaverse, focusing
on maximizing the Metaverse operator’s reward by jointly
optimizing the CPU frequency and transmit power of AR
vehicles, the sizes of computation models, and the distri-
bution of computational resources on the Metaverse server.
The investigation in [21] proposed an adaptive edge resource
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allocation method based on Soft Actor-Critic with GCN (SAC-
GCN), which defines the multiuser Metaverse environment as
a graph with each agent represented by a node. The study in
[22] introduced a hierarchical game-theoretic-based coded dis-
tributed computing (CDC) framework to provide collaborative
computing and Metaverse services for the vehicular Metaverse,
where idle resources of vehicles can be allocated to handle
intensive computation tasks. In the same study, the authors
develop a coalition game to select reliable and resource-rich
vehicles based on the reputation values calculated through
the subjective logical model; a Stackelberg-based incentive
mechanism to motivate a coalition of vehicles to participate in
rendering tasks. The authors of [23] presented Human Centric
(UC) resource allocation, considering joint communication and
computational resources as well as VR video resolutions. The
authors addressed the non-convex system cost problem, which
includes Energy Consumption (EC) and delay, and solved it
using the fractional programming technique. The work in [24]
proposed a Joint Resource Allocation and Metaverse Service
(JRAMS) selection strategy that dynamically allocates com-
munication and computation resources to Metaverse services
with high QoE. This study proposed meta-distance – i.e.,
a novel metric for measuring virtual distance in the Meta-
verse that considers both service latency and social distance
among users. JRAMS consists of two steps: i) a one-to-
many matching game with externalities to match base stations
and Metaverse users using Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access
(NOMA) subchannel allocations, and ii) a coalition formation
game to solve the Metaverse service selection problem.

B. Vehicular Twin Migration

In addressing Metaverse service interruption due to the
movement of vehicles and the limited-service coverage of
RSUs, some studies present VT migration solutions, where
RSUs contribute resources to host VTs and facilitate effi-
cient VT migration. Since a single RSU is insufficient for
supporting large-scale VTs migration. The authors of [14]
proposed a coalition game approach framework for reliable
VT migration in vehicular Metaverses. The coalition game
among RSUs is formulated based on the reputation value
of RSUs computed through the subjective logic model. The
RSUs in the coalition game collectively provide bandwidth
resources for reliable and large-scale VTs migration, while
serving several VTs migrations at the same time. The authors
of [25] presented a blockchain-assisted game approach for
VT migration in vehicular Metaverse to maintain continuous
service and offer immersive experiences for VMUs as vehicles
move. In this framework, the reputation value of RSUs is
calculated based on their interaction freshness with VMUs, and
the coalition of RSUs is formed based on their reputation value
to share bandwidth resources. To provide immersive Metaverse
services and efficiently migrate the VTs, the coalition with
the maximum utility is chosen, and a Stackelberg model is
adopted to handle the interaction between the RSUs’ coalition
and VMUs, motivating VMU’s active participation. This aims
to provide seamless VT migration and enhance Metaverse
services for VMUs.

To address the problems with the VT migration process
due to insufficient bandwidth resources from RSUs for timely
migration, the study in [10] presented a Stackelberg-based
incentive mechanism for vehicular Metaverse and proposed
a MADRL algorithm, Multi-Agent LSTM-based Proximal
Policy Optimization (MALPPO). The RSU that provides the
Metaverse service and the RSU that requests the Metaverse
interact through this incentive game. The MALPPO algorithm
facilitates learning the Stackelberg Equilibrium (SE) without
requiring private information from others, relying solely on
past experiences. The work in [26] presented an avatar task
migration approach based on MADRL to address the limited
resources available on vehicles and the high mobility of
vehicles, where the avatar task is migrated to the nearest
RSU or UAV for execution, leading to reduced communication
overhead and task processing latency. The authors utilized the
MAPPO algorithm to optimize the avatar migration optimiza-
tion problem.

To improve the convergence of MAPPO due to dimensional-
ity and nonstationary problems in sharing parameters, the work
in [26] applied a Transformer-based MAPPO approach via
sequential decision-making models, and a smart contract with
blockchain is utilized to ensure trustworthiness in the compu-
tation resource-sharing transactions. To address the challenges
of making avatar migration decisions due to vehicle mobility,
dynamic workload of RSUs, and RSU heterogeneity, the
authors in [27] proposed a MADRL-based dynamic avatar task
migration framework based on real-time trajectory prediction.
Specifically, they proposed a model to predict the future tra-
jectories of vehicles based on their historical data, which could
be useful for forecasting the available resources and workload
of RSUs. The avatar task migration problem is formulated
as a long-term mixed-integer programming problem, which is
then transformed into a partially observable MDP, and multiple
DRL agents with hybrid continuous and discrete actions are
used to address the formulated optimization problem.

We present a comparison and summary of the most relevant
existing works with our proposed framework in TABLE I. As
tabulated, the studies in [21]–[24], [28] focused on allocating
computation and communication resources to enhance the
immersive Metaverse experience and resource utilization effi-
ciency in a variety of Metaverse services application scenarios.
Furthermore, the works in [10], [14], [25]–[27] investigated
avatar tasks and VT migration in a variety of application
contexts to provide reliable and efficient Metaverse services.
However, the mentioned works considered neither a multi-
tier resource allocation nor a VT migration in vehicular
Metaverse. Aiming to close this knowledge gap and advance
the field meaningfully, we propose a joint resource allocation
and VT migration framework that can dynamically allocate
resources and relocate the VTs across different layers of the
multi-tier vehicular Metaverse so as to optimize performance,
reliability, and resource utilization. The proposed framework
can dynamically allocate resources and relocate the VTs across
different layers of the multi-tier vehicular network to optimize
performance, reliability, and resource utilization.
We now proceed to detail our system model.
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TABLE I: The comparison of our work with state-of-the-art works

Paper Scenario Method Problem Objective
[28] Blockchain-based mobile edge com-

puting platform for resource sharing.
RL algorithm for multiple task allo-
cation.

Multiple task allocation. Optimize costs and utility.

[21] Adaptive edge resource allocation in
the Metaverse using SAC-GCN.

Multiagent SAC-GCN with self-
attention mechanism.

Edge resource allocation for multi-
ple MVU.

Optimizing resource allocation and
utilization rate. Improves UX.

[22] Collaborative computing paradigm
based on CDC in vehicular Metaverse.

Game-theoretic CDC. Coalition for-
mation game and Stackelberg game.

Real-time rendering inefficiency
and reputation management.

Improving UX and resource utiliza-
tion rate.

[23] Human-centric resource allocation in
the Metaverse over wireless communi-
cations.

Fractional programming technique
for non-convex optimization. UC
utility measure.

Insufficient bandwidth, power,
computing, resolution, and CPU
frequency resources.

Optimizing resource allocation and
maximizing utility-cost ratio.

[24] QoE analysis and resource allocation
for wireless Metaverse services.

Personalized resource and attention-
aware rendering capacity allocation.

Metaverse service selection and re-
source allocation.

Enhancing QoE in Metaverse services.

[14] Coalition formation game for VT mi-
gration in vehicular edge computing.

Double-level coalition formation
game.

Limited resource of single RSU for
VT migration.

Minimizing expenses and maximizing
revenue.

[25] Blockchain-assisted twin migration for
vehicular Metaverses.

MADRL algorithm for migration
decisions.

Avatar task migration in vehicular
Metaverses for immersive services.

Optimize avatar task migration by in-
tegrating learning-based algorithms.

[10] VT migration in vehicular Metaverse. MADRL with Stackelberg game. VT migration. Optimize resource allocation.
[26] UAV-assisted avatar task migration for

vehicular Metaverse.
MAPPO algorithm for the avatar
task migration.

Avatar task migration from vehi-
cles to RSUs/UAVs.

Latency reduction and UX.

[27] Avatar migration in vehicular Meta-
verses.

MADRL for real-time trajectory
prediction and avatar task migration.

Inefficient avatar migration deci-
sions.

Minimize avatar service latency with
an optimized pre-migration decision.

Our
work

Resource allocation and VT migration
in the multi-tier vehicular Metaverse.

MO-MADRL and hierarchical
Stackelberg game-based incentive.

Inefficient resource allocation and
VT migration decisions.

Minimizing migration costs, EC, and
latency while maximizing UX.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

Our system model is shown in Fig. 1 that schematizes a
joint resource allocation and VT migration framework across a
three-tier network – comprising vehicle, edge, and cloud layers
– providing real-time data processing, analysis, and immersive
Metaverse services.

We consider a vehicular Metaverse system with different
Metaverse services, such as healthcare services, augmented
navigation, and immersive infotainment services. We de-
fine the sets of source edge nodes (i.e., RSUs), destina-
tion edge/cloud servers, and vehicles owned by VMUs as
J := {1, . . . , J}, I := {1, . . . , I}, and V := {1, . . . , V },
respectively. In this scenario, Metaverse Service Providers
(MSPs) own and manage the resources of both the source
and destination servers. The set of MSPs is defined as P :=
{1, . . . , P}. Each MSP provides one type of Metaverse service
to VMUs with advanced AR/VR technologies, resulting in
high-quality and immersive experiences, and also provides
Metaverse resources when needed. Each vehicle is equipped
with sensors, communication modules, and computational
capabilities and has a VT representing its state, which includes
sensor data, operational status, and contextual information.

We consider the VTs require computational resources to
process data, run applications, and communicate with other
components in the Metaverse, whenever it is challenging to
execute these services with local resources. The edge layers
consist of RSUs located close to the vehicles to provide low-
latency computation and storage. Still, edge layer resources
are limited, and RSU coverage can be short, making it
difficult to serve moving vehicles. When vehicles leave the
coverage area of the source server or the source server lacks
sufficient resources to complete the VT tasks, these tasks can
be migrated to another server on the nearest RSU or cloud
servers. In this process, the source server, the vehicle, and the
destination servers collaborate via a hierarchical Stackelberg
game-based incentive platform [29], [30], enabling optimal re-
source allocation and an efficient VT migration strategy. In this
regard, cloud data centers are considered to provide reliable
resources and Metaverse services with seamless VT migration

across multiple layers. The cloud servers are equipped with
a large amount of communication, computing, and storage
resources to execute and store computation-sensitive VT tasks
in the vehicular Metaverse system. This can relieve resource
constraints on the edge layer while maintaining reliable Meta-
verse services.

A. GCN-based Multi-Layer Network Modeling
In our scenario, GCN is employed to model the multi-tier

vehicular network as a graph G := (V,E), where V represents
nodes across three layers of the hierarchy: vehicle, edge, and
cloud. Also, E represents the edges that define the commu-
nication links between these layers, including vehicle-to-edge
and edge-to-cloud interactions. The GCN extracts topological
features and vehicle mobility patterns by processing node
features through layers, generating embeddings that inform
resource allocation and VT migration decisions. Each node vx
is characterized by a feature vector Fx, containing parameters
like CPU and bandwidth utilization, latency, migration cost,
EC, and UX. The GCN processes these features using a layer-
wise propagation rule, where the updated feature matrix at the
(l + 1)-th layer is calculated as [31]:

H l+1 := σ

(
D̄−1/2ĀD̄−1/2H(l)W (l)

)
, (1)

where H(l) represents the node feature matrix at layer l,
Ā = A+ I is the adjacency matrix with added self-loops, D̄
corresponds to the degree matrix of Ā, W (l) is the trainable
weight matrix, and σ denotes an activation function, such as
ReLU. In this expression, I is an identity matrix of the same
dimensions as the adjacency matrix A, ensuring self-loops
that stabilize learning and preserve node features in GCN.
The GCN generates node embeddings H(L) at the final layer:

HL := σ

(
D̄−1/2ĀD̄−1/2H(L−1)W (L−1)

)
. These embed-

dings H(L) serve as inputs to a MADRL framework to solve
the multi-objective optimization problem by incorporating
dynamic metrics such as UX E , latency L, EC E, utility
U , and migration cost C into the node feature Fx, where
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Fig. 1: System model for a vehicle-centric resource allocation and a VT migration.

x ∈ {1, 2, . . . , v, . . . , V, 1, 2, . . . , j, . . . , J, 1, 2, . . . , i, . . . , I}.
Here, the node feature Fx is defined as Fx :=[
Ev,Ux, Lv,j,i, Ev,j,i, Cv,j,i

]
, where Ev , Ux, Lv,j,i, Ev,j,i, and

Cv,j,i denote the vehicle UX, total utility (comprising the
utility of the vehicle Uv , the utility of the edge node Uj ,
and the utility of the cloud node Ui), latency associated with
VT migration, EC, and the migration cost, respectively. This
GCN-based multi-tier model effectively captures the dynamics
and interactions in the vehicular Metaverse, enabling better
resource allocation and migration decisions [21].

B. Channel Allocation and Communication Model

In our proposed multi-tier architecture, we consider Orthog-
onal Frequency Division Multiplexing (OFDM) for vehicular
Metaverse communication [32]. The vehicles can enjoy the
immersive Metaverse services through their VTs. To achieve
reliable Metaverse services, it is essential to ensure seamless
migration and synchronization of VT tasks while optimizing
resource allocation. Our proposed resource allocation and VT
migration strategy consider two scenarios: 1) vehicle-to-edge
or cloud server migration, and 2) edge server-to-cloud server
migration. In the first scenario, the vehicles can migrate their
VTs to edge servers on RSUs or cloud servers owned by
MSPs. The edge server j or the cloud server i is selected based
on its resource availability and reliability, ensuring the VT task
remains uninterrupted. In the second situation, if the VT is
migrated to the nearest edge server j and the vehicle moves
outside of its coverage area, the VT task must be relocated to
another edge server or cloud server i owned by MSP p. In this
case, once the edge node j receives the VT input task from
the vehicle v, creates a VT task profile Υv := {Dv,Ω, Lmax}
to migrate to the cloud servers or another edge node, where
Dv is the VT data including the real-time VT states, historical

interaction data, and vehicle configuration, Ω is the required
CPU cycles, and Lmax is the maximum tolerable delay. Let
χv,j,i ∈ {0, 1} be a binary migration decision variable and
χv,j,i ∈ {χv→j

v,j,i , χ
v→i
v,j,i, χ

v→j→i
v,j,i }. This can be expressed as:

χv,j,i(t) :=



χv→j
v,j (t) = 1, vehicle v migrates its Υv

to the nearest edge server j

χv→i
v,j (t) = 1, vehicle v migrates its Υv

to cloud server i.

χv→j→i
v,j,i (t) = 1, source server j migrates

Υv of vehicle v to cloud server i,

(2)

where χv→j
v,j,i + χv→i

v,j,i + χv→j→i
v,j,i = 1. This decision variable

helps vehicles and resource-providing servers to make VT
migration and resource allocation decisions. The edge nodes
(RSUs) or cloud servers can allocate resources, i.e., bandwidth
and computing resources based on agreed-upon monetary
incentives employing MDRL-supported Stackelberg game-
based decision-making strategies. This hierarchical decision-
making ensures optimal resource utilization while maintaining
service quality and meeting stringent requirements of VT
task execution. Let C, B, Υv , and Bv be the number of
communication channels, the bandwidth of each channel, the
VT of vehicle v ∈ V , and the bandwidth requirements of
VT task Υv , respectively. For efficient channel and bandwidth
resource allocation and utilization, the following constraints
must be satisfied, which indicates that each vehicle can only
be associated with a single edge/cloud server at a time slot t.∑

j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,i ≤ 1, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I. (3)
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Similarly, the bandwidth resource allocation must satisfy the
constraint presented in (4), which implies that the resource
requirements (bandwidth Bv) of each VT must be less than
the bandwidth of the channel allocated to it.∑

v∈V

χv,j,i ×Bv ≤ B. (4)

Once the required resources are allocated, the vehicles
offload their VT task inputs to the servers on the nearest RSUs
or cloud data centers. The transmission latency of vehicle
v depends on the transmission rate of the channel between
vehicle v and server j of MSP p, which is expressed as:

Rtr
v,j := b log2

(
1+

δkd−ε
v,j

N0

)
, where the parameters δ, dv,j , k, ε,

and N0 denote transmission power of vehicle v, the distance
between vehicle v and server j, channel power gain, path-
loss coefficient, and the Power Spectral Density (PSD) of the
Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN), respectively. Thus,
the transmission latency of VT task input of vehicle v at time
t is calculated as:

Ltr
v (t) :=

χv→j
v,j

Dv

Rtr
v,j

(t)

χv→i
v,j

Dv

Rtr
v,i

(t),
(5)

where Dv and Rtr
v,j are the VT task input size and the trans-

mission rate between vehicle v and edge server j, respectively,
and Rtr

v,i is the transmission rate between vehicle v and cloud
server i. To eliminate redundancy, the vehicle-to-cloud node
interaction is excluded, as it follows a formulation similar to
the previously mentioned equation. The VT tasks received
from vehicles are either stored and executed by the source
edge node or migrated to other edge nodes / cloud servers.

C. Computation Model

In this multi-tier infrastructure, dynamically relocating VTs
across the multi-tier network can optimize performance and
resource utilization. This work aims to minimize the latency
for processing VT tasks, balance the load across edge and
cloud layers, and ensure real-time responsiveness and reliabil-
ity for vehicular applications. Once the VT task is offloaded
to the server j and the server decides to execute it with its
local resources, the execution latency of the VT task can be
calculated as Lex

j (t) := χv→j
v,j

ΩDv

fj
, where fj is the allocated

computational resource of the server j of MSP p. In another
case, when the source edge node faces resource limitations
or detects that a vehicle has moved out of its coverage area,
it migrates the VT tasks to a destination edge node or cloud
server via the physical link between the source and destination
nodes. In this case, we consider transmission, queue, and re-
instantiation delays. Thus, the transmission latency can be
calculated as:

Lmig
j,i (t) := χv→j→i

j,i (t)
Dv(t)

Rj,i(t)
,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I, (6)

where Rj,i is the data transmission rate of the link between
the source and destination nodes, which can be calculated as:

Rj,i(t) := bj,i log2(1 +
δ̄κd−ε̄

j,i

N0
), (7)

where bj,i is the bandwidth allocated for the channel between
the source and distention nodes. The parameters δ̄, dj,i, κ, ε̄,
and N0 represent transmission power of source edge node j
of MSP p, the distance between source node j and the i-th
destination edge/cloud server, channel power gain, path-loss
coefficient, and the PSD of the AWGN, respectively. After
transmitting the VT task into the destination node, it might
wait in a queue before it can be processed. The waiting delay
can be affected by the network traffic and the processing
capacity of the destination node. We consider an M/M/s with
a non-preemptive priority queueing model to provide priority-
based VT migration, where higher-priority VT tasks are served
before lower-priority tasks, but once a task is being served, it
cannot be interrupted. In this queuing model, the queuing delay
calculation considers the arrival rates λ, service rates µ, num-
ber of servers s, the number of VT tasks in queue Λq , and the
prioritization of different VT tasks ρ. Thus, we calculate the
queuing delay as: Lqu

i (t) := ρ
Λq

µ(sµ−λ) . To restart the VT task
processing on the new resource, the environment needs to be
initialized and the VT task state needs to be loaded. Likewise,
we calculate the re-instantiation delay as: Lrd

i (t) := Ω(t)
fi(t)

,
where fi is the computation capacity of the destination node
or cloud server i. The overall VT migration delay of task Υv is
given as: Lv,j,i := Ltr

v (t)+Lex
j (t)+Lmig

j,i (t)+Lqu
i (t)+Lrd

i (t).
This objective function aims to minimize the total latency,
which is expressed as:

L := min
∑
v∈V

∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,iLv,j,i

(8)

s.t. C1 :
∑
v∈V

χv,j,iΩΥv
≤ Ωj ,Ωi, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C2 :
∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv.j,i = 1, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C3 : Lv,j,i ≤ Lmax, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I,

In (8), the constraint C1 states that the CPU cycles required
to process the VT task must be less than the CPU cycles
of the source server j and the destination node or the cloud
server i; the constraint C2 enforces that the VT task can only
be migrated to one destination edge/cloud server i; and the
constraint C3 ensures that the total latency can not exceed the
maximum latency threshold. We also evaluate the EC costs
associated with the VT migration and update. We consider
the VT task transmission energy Ev required to transfer the
task from the vehicle to the source edge node j or cloud server
i, the VT task execution energy Eex

j at the source edge node
j, the VT task migration energy Ej,i for transferring the task
from the source node j to destination edge/cloud server i, and
the VT task execution energy Ei at the destination edge/cloud
server i. The EC during the migration of the VT task from
vehicle v to edge server j or cloud server i is given as:

Ev :=

{∑
j∈J χv→j

v,j
PvDv

Rv,j(t)∑
i∈I χ

v→i
v,i

PvDv

Rv,i(t)
,

(9)

where Pv is the transmission power of vehicle v. The EC
when executing the VT task at the edge server j is calculated
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as Eex
j (t) :=

∑
v∈V χv,j,iκj

(
fj(t)

)2
, where kj denotes CPU

switch capacitance of the server j. The transmission EC
incurred when migrating the VT task from the source edge
server j to the destination edge/cloud server i can be expressed
as: Ej→i

j,i :=
∑

i∈I χ
v→j→i
j,i

PjDv

Rj,i(t)
. After the VT task is

migrated to the destination edge/cloud server i, we calculate
the EC for executing the VT task as:

Eex
i :=

{
χv→i
v,i

∑
v∈V κi(fi(t))

2

χv→j→i
j,i

∑
j∈J κi(fi(t))

2.
(10)

Then, we calculate the total power consumption for main-
taining Metaverse services and seamless VT migration as:
Ev,j,i := Ev +Eex

j +Ej→i
j,i +Eex

i and the objective function
is to minimize the EC, which is expressed as:

E := min
∑
v∈V

∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,iEv,j,i (11)

s.t. Ev,j,i ≤ Emax,

where Emax is the maximum EC threshold for a VT task
migration.

D. Vehicular Twin Migration Model

The VT migration model is designed to ensure seamless
service delivery and efficient resource utilization in dynamic
vehicular environments within the multi-tier vehicular Meta-
verse. It facilitates the migration of VTs across vehicle, edge,
and cloud layers to maintain service quality as vehicles move
between coverage areas [33]. The VT migration is triggered
when vehicles exit the coverage area of a source node, or when
resource limitations or dynamic user demands necessitate task
redistribution. The migration decision-making process consid-
ers factors like resource availability, latency, migration cost,
and QoS requirements. The agents operating at the vehicle,
edge, and cloud layers hierarchically interact through a Stack-
elberg game-based incentive mechanism to negotiate resource
supply and pricing, enabling efficient resource allocation and
seamless VT migration. We evaluate resource utilization at
each layer and analyze the migration cost of transferring VT
tasks, focusing its impacts on performance metrics like latency
and service quality both during the migration process and after
its completion. Thus, the migration cost of VT task Υv is given
as Cv,j,i := Ωθj,i, where θj,i is the price for the resource
allocated by the destination edge/cloud server i. This objective
function aims to minimize the migration cost, which is given
as:

C := min
∑
v∈V

∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,iCv,j,i

(12)
s.t. χv,j,i ∈ {0, 1}, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I,∑

j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,i ≤ 1, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I.

By optimizing these functions and adhering to the constraints,
the system aims to achieve efficient resource allocation and
seamless VT migration within the multi-tier vehicular Meta-
verse.

E. User Experience Model

In this scenario, we also consider UX, which is a mea-
sure of user satisfaction that is often inversely related to
latency but can also be influenced by various factors such
as service quality and reliability. The vehicle UX during VT
task migration across different tiers of the network can be
expressed as: Ev := χv,j,i × 1

N

∑N
n=1 ℵn, where ℵn is the

UX rating for VT task n, which can be modeled as function
of latency f(L), service quality f(Q) and reliability f(ℜ).
We use a weighted sum to calculate experience rating as:
ℵn := wlf(L) + wqf(Q) + wrf(ℜ), where wl, wq, and wr

are the weight parameters assigned to latency, service quality,
and reliability, respectively, reflecting their relative importance.
In this case, f(L) negatively impacts UX and should be a
decreasing function of latency L, which can be expressed as
f(L) := ale

−blL, where al and bl are parameters that control
the shape of the exponential decrease. The functions f(Q) and
f(ℜ) positively impact UX and should be increasing functions
of service quality Q and reliability ℜ, which can be expressed
as f(Q) := aq(1 − e−bqQ) and f(ℜ) := ar(1 − e−brℜ), re-
spectively. The parameters aq, bq, ar, and br control the shape
of the exponential increase in service quality and reliability
in the user’s experience rating. The objective function aims to
maximize the vehicle UX as given below.

E(L,Q,ℜ) := max
∑
v∈V

∑
j∈J

∑
i∈I

χv,j,iEv

(13)
s.t. Ev ≥ Emin; L ≤ Lmax; ℜ ≥ ℜmin; Q ≥ Qmin.

In (13), the first constraint enforces that the vehicle UX must
meet a minimum threshold to ensure satisfaction, while the
second indicates that the latency must be less than the maxi-
mum threshold. Similarly, the third and the fourth constraints
ensure that the reliability and service quality must be greater
than their minimum threshold values, respectively.

F. Utility Function

In this work, we consider the system utility that combines
the utilities of individual participating nodes at each layer. We
design a hierarchical Stackelberg game [34], [35] to structure
the interaction between the vehicle, edge, and cloud layers,
adopting a leader-follower framework where the decisions
made at each layer impact not only its performance but also
that of the other layers. This hierarchical Stackelberg game-
based incentive structure consists of two distinct stages:

1) In the first stage, the destination cloud/edge servers act
as leaders and the source edge servers act as followers. Let
β := {βj , βv} represent the unit of resource required by edge
node j and vehicle v to migrate/host a VT. Similarly, let θ :=
{θi, θj} represent the corresponding resource prices, where θi
is the price set by the cloud server i for the resource demand
βj of the source node j, and θj is the price set by edge server
j for the resource demand βv of vehicle v. The first stage of
the game is formulated as follows.
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Leaders’ Pricing (Destination Cloud/Edge servers):

max
β,θ≥0

Ui(βj , θi, βv)

s.t.
V∑

v=1

βv +

J∑
j=1

βj ≤ χi,
(14)

Followers’ Demand (Edge Servers):

max
β,θ≥0

Uj(βv, θj)

s.t.
V∑

v=1

βv ≤ χj ; ℓj,i ≥ ℓmin
j,i .

(15)

2) In the second stage, edge/cloud servers act as leaders
by setting the prices for resources and VT migration/hosting,
while vehicles–as followers–decide their resource and VT mi-
gration/hosting demands in response to the prices established
by the leaders. The second stage game is formulated as:

Leaders’ Pricing (Edge/Cloud Servers):

max
θ≥0

Uj(β, θ) := max
θ≥0

Uj(βj , βv, θj , θc)

s.t.
V∑

v=1

βv ≤ χj ,
(16)

Followers’ Demand (Vehicles):

max
β≥0

Uv(β, θ)

s.t. ℓj,i ≥ ℓmin
j,i .

(17)

The system utility is calculated as U :=
∑V

v=1 Uv+
∑J

j=1 Uj+∑I
i=1 Ui. For this hierarchical Stackelberg game, we applied

a backward induction method [30] to identify the optimal
strategy for each participant, ensuring the system reaches
a stable equilibrium. In this process, each agent adjusts its
decisions sequentially, predicting the optimal choices of the
others, and equilibrium is attained when all agents’ strategies
are mutually optimal.

Definition 1: Let β∗ ∈ {β∗
j , β

∗
v} and θ∗ ∈ {θ∗i , θ∗j } be the

optimal resource demand and the corresponding optimal price
[36], respectively. The point (β∗, θ∗) is the SE if it satisfies
the following conditions.

Ui(β
∗, θ∗) ≥ Ui(βj , θ

∗
i ). (18)

Uj(β
∗, θ∗) ≥ Uj(β

∗
j , θi) & Uj(β

∗, θ∗) ≥ Uj(βv, θ
∗
j ). (19)

Uv(β
∗, θ∗) ≥ Uv(β

∗
v , θj). (20)

Given the complexity of the optimization problem, determin-
ing the optimal decision policy is difficult. To address this,
we employ a multi-objective MADRL approach, specifically
MO-MADDPG, to solve it. To confirm the existence and
uniqueness of the SE in the game, we calculate the best
response strategy for each player and derive the derivatives
of the associated equations (16), (17), (14), and (15), with
respect to β and θ as in [37, Eqs. 16, 17].

Since the objective functions are conflicting, we apply
the weighted sum approach to combine them into a single

optimization function that balances the conflicting factors.

O(t) := ω1E + ω2U − (ω3L+ ω4E + ω5C), (21)

where ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, and ω5 are the weights for UX, utility,
latency, EC, and migration costs, respectively

IV. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSED SOLUTION

A. Problem Formulation

The problems in our multi-tier vehicular Metaverse scenario
are multifaceted, involving multi-objective optimization prob-
lems and constraints. These problems demand a systematic
approach to balance objectives such as latency, EC, migra-
tion cost, and UX. The system leverages multiple MADRL
agents distributed across the vehicle, edge, and cloud layers
to collaboratively manage VT task migration and execution.
These agents dynamically adapt to varying conditions, in-
cluding network fluctuations, vehicular mobility, and resource
availability, to ensure seamless task migration and optimal
resource utilization. To achieve these objectives, we formulate
the joint optimization problem based on (8), (11),(12), and
(13), as follows.

PPP : max
L,E,C,E,U

O(t) (22)

s.t. C1 : chiv,j,i ∈ {0, 1},∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C2 :

J∑
j=1

I∑
i=1

χv,j,i ≤ 1, ∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C3 :
∑
v∈V

χv,j,iΩ ≤ Ωj ,Ωi,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C4 :
∑
v∈V

χv,j,iBv ≤ B,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I

C5 : Lv,j,i ≤ Lmax,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I
C6 : Ev,j,i ≤ Emax,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I
C7 : Cv,j,i ≤ Cmax,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I
C8 : χv,j,iEv ≥ Emin,∀v ∈ V, j ∈ J , i ∈ I
C9 : ℜ ≥ ℜmin

C10 : Q ≥ Qmin,

where C1 signifies a binary decision variable for VT task
migration; C2 ensures that each vehicle can only associate
with a single server at RSU or cloud server at a time; C3
and C4 affirm that the computing and bandwidth resource
requirements of the VT task must be less than the allocated
resources of source edge server j and cloud server i at a time
t; C5, C6, C7, and C8 ensure that the latency, EC, migration
cost, and UX meet the required threshold values; and C9
and C10 enforce the reliability and quality of services be
greater than the minimum threshold values. The formulated
optimization problem can be characterized as a Mixed-Integer
Linear Programming (MILP) problem due to its complex
interplay of multiple objectives, diverse constraints, and the
need to optimize across a mix of discrete and continuous
decision variables. As a result, solving this MILP problem with
conventional techniques is quite challenging, if not impossible.
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Furthermore, balancing the trade-offs between latency, migra-
tion cost, EC, and UX in a multi-tier vehicular Metaverse can
be quite complex and hence NP-hard. Thus, by incorporating
advanced MADRL framework-based multi-objective optimiza-
tion techniques, we can address this optimization problem,
providing an optimal VT migration strategy for the continuous
operation of VTs in a Metaverse environment, as detailed
below.

B. The Proposed MADRL-based Solution

1) MADRL-Based Framework: To handle the dynamics and
complexity of decision-making in the vehicle-centric resource
allocation and VT migration across multiple layers of the
multi-tier vehicular Metaverse, we proposed a MADRL-based
framework. This framework allows multiple agents at vehicle,
edge, and cloud layers to make optimal decisions to balance
the trade-off between latency, migration cost, EC, and UXs.
The proposed MADRL-based algorithm can effectively deal
with the multi-objective optimization problem to balance the
trade-off between these conflicting objectives. We define the
MDP with the tuple (S,A,X ,P,R, γ), where S is the set
of states, A denotes the set of action spaces, P(s′|s, a) is
state transition probability function, R is a reward function,
γ denotes a discount factor, and X stands for the set of all
agents across the Metaverse network tier and is defined as
X := V ∪ J ∪ I.
State space: For the MADRL model to effectively manage
resource allocation and VT migration across the dynamic
multi-tier network, the state space is separated into the global
state and local states. The global state and local states of the
vehicle, edge, and cloud layers in the proposed framework
are synergistic and hierarchical, enabling efficient decision-
making in the dynamic multi-tier vehicular Metaverse. The
global state of the vehicular Metaverse environment acts as an
overarching view of the system integrating data from all local
states and is defined as S := {Γ,T, χ,P}, where Γ := {B, f}
is the aggregated resource availability (bandwidth B, CPU cy-
cle f ) across the tiers, T is traffic patterns such as the dynamic
behaviors of network and computational resource demands
generated by vehicles and their digital twins, χ is connectivity
status, and P := {E, E , L, C} is system-wide performance
metrics across the vehicle, edge, and cloud layers. This global
state is crucial for optimizing high-level objectives like EC
(E), migration costs (C), latency (L), and UX (E). Local
states capture layer-specific parameters that are necessary for
localized decision-making. At the vehicle layer, the local state
SV := {ρ, v,Γv, χ, Lmax, Cmax,Qmin, Emin, ς} includes in-
dividual vehicle mobility information (e.g., position ρ, and
velocity v), real-time resource demands Γv := {βv, fv}, and
connectivity status with nearby edge nodes χ. It also includes
VT requirements like latency constraints Lmax, migration cost
Cmax, service quality Qmin, UX Emin, and VT status ς (e.g.,
current hosting server and migration requirements). At the
edge layer, the local state SE := {Γj , Cmax, ς, Lmax,M} re-
flects the available resources Γj of each edge node, migration
costs (Cmax), pending tasks and active VT instances, latency
(Lmax), and current load relative to capacity, where Γj :=

{Bj , fj}, i.e., CPU cycle fj , and bandwidth Bj . For the cloud
layer, the local state captures aggregate resource capacities
of cloud servers, current resource utilization, migration costs
between the cloud and other tiers, historical task performance
data, and insights from feedback loops with edge nodes and
vehicles. In this way, the framework balances the high-level
overview required for global optimization with the detailed,
layer-specific insights necessary for precise decision-making.
By leveraging GCNs, the framework effectively captures both
spatial and temporal dependencies within the vehicular net-
work, enabling accurate predictions of resource demands and
optimal migration paths.
Action space: The action space of all agents is represented
as A := {AV ,AE ,AC}, where AV ,AE , AC correspond to
the local actions of agents at the vehicle, edge, and cloud
layers, respectively. We further define the actions of vehicle
layer agents as AV := {am, ao, aq}, where am, ao, and aq
denote the VT migration initiation (including resource request,
mobility reporting), task offloading, and QoS determination
actions, respectively. At the edge layer, the set of agents’
actions can be defined as AE := {ar, am, al}, which in-
volve resource allocation (ar), VT hosting/migration (am),
and communication links management (al) actions. Similarly,
the agents’ actions at the cloud layer can be defined as
AC := {ar, ag, am}, where ar, ag, and am denote high-
capacity resource allocation for VT tasks, global state analysis,
and VT hosting/migration management actions, respectively.
Each agent acts according to the strategies it designed to
achieve the optimization objectives. This hierarchical and
distributed action framework ensures efficient collaboration
between agents across layers to optimize resource allocation
and seamless VT migration.

Reward function: This function balances multiple con-
flicting objectives, including minimizing latency, EC, and
migration costs while improving UX. The reward function is
defined as follows.

r := max
L,E,C,E,U

O(t). (23)

For this multi-objective reward framework, the proposed MO-
MADDPG algorithm effectively manages trade-offs and op-
timizes resource allocation and VT migration in real-time,
enhancing both efficiency and user satisfaction within the
dynamic multi-tier vehicular Metaverse, as presented below.

2) Multi-Objective MADDPG Algorithm: To handle the
complexity and dynamics of the multi-objective optimiza-
tion problem in the considered scenario, we adopt a MO-
MADDPG. The MO-MADDPG algorithm is the extension
of the MADDPG framework [38], which applies a policy
gradient method for continuous action spaces that combines
Q-learning with policy gradients, allowing for deterministic
policy updates. In MO-MADDPG, agents have multiple ob-
jectives that they need to optimize simultaneously instead
of a single objective. These objectives can sometimes be
conflicting, requiring a trade-off. We utilize a Multi-Objective
Actor-Critic (MOAC) framework [39] integrated with MAD-
DPG, where agents optimize multiple objectives simultane-
ously while coordinating with others in a multi-agent envi-
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ronment. In this architecture, the actor serves as the policy
network, which selects actions for the agent based on its
current state. Meanwhile, the critic assesses these actions by
estimating a value function that reflects the expected cumu-
lative rewards, incorporating multiple objectives. To address
the multi-objective nature, the reward function is expanded to
include multiple goals, which can be either complementary or
conflicting. We apply the weighted sums technique to combine
these objectives into a single scalar for optimization, with the
agent’s policies focusing on balancing the trade-offs between
the various goals. Like MADDPG, MO-MADDPG follows the
centralized training, decentralized execution framework, where
each agent learns from the collective actions of all agents
but acts independently during execution. In a multi-objective
context, the key modifications involve the critic loss, which
must evaluate multiple objectives at once; the actor updates,
which need to manage the gradients from each objective’s
critic or prioritize trade-offs to optimize policy performance
[40]. This approach is particularly useful in environments
where agents must collaborate while managing competing
objectives, such as in resource allocation, autonomous driving,
or energy management. The policy update in a MOAC involves
taking the gradient of the combined reward with respect to the
actor’s parameters θ. Let ι := {ι1, ι2, ι3, ι4, ι5} is the set of
multiple objectives, where ι1, ι2, ι3, ι4, and ι5 are UX, latency,
EC, utility, and migration costs objectives, respectively. Thus,
in a weighted sum approach, the combined reward can be
expressed as: R :=

∑5
ι=1 ωιRι, where Rι is the reward of

ι-th objective, and ωι is the corresponding weight. The actor
update is then given by:

∇θJ(θ) := Eτ

[
ωι∇θ log πθ(at|st)Qx(st, at)

]
, (24)

where πθ(at|st) is the policy function, Qι(st, at) is the ι-th
Q-value for the given objective at state st and action at, τ
represents the trajectory of state-action pairs, and E[·] denotes
expectation. On the other hand, for the critic network, there
are multiple value functions, each corresponding to a different
objective [38]. The update rule is based on the difference
between the target and current Q values. For each objective ι,
the critic loss is updated as:

Lι(ϕι) := Est,at

[(
Qι

(
st, at

)
− Q̂ι

(
st, at

))2
]
, (25)

where Q̂ι(st, at) is the target Q value for the ι-th objective,
which can be calculated using the Bellman equation as:

Q̂ι(st, at) := rt + γEst+1

[
Qι

(
st+1, at+1

)]
, (26)

where rt is the reward for the ι-th objective, γ is the discount
factor, and st+1, at+1 are the next state and action. Therefore,
the total critic loss is the sum of the losses from each objective
[41], is expressed as:

L(ϕ) := 1

5

5∑
ι=1

Lι(ϕι). (27)

The actor and critic are updated by computing
the gradients of their respective objective losses:
∇θL := 1

5

∑5
ι=1 ∇θωιQι(st, at). The multi-objective

framework modifies the standard actor-critic setup by
introducing multiple value functions [42], each corresponding
to a different objective, and adjusts the policy gradient using
a weighted sum or trade-offs between objectives. These
combined updates allow the actor and critic to manage and
optimize multiple conflicting or complementary objectives
effectively. The detailed procedure of MO-MADDPG scheme
is given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 MO-MADDPG Algorithm

1: Initialize actor and critic networks for each agent with weight parameters
θx and ϕx, respectively

2: Initialize target networks for actors and critics with weights θ′x and ϕ′
x

3: Initialize replay buffer D
4: Initialize GCN parameters for spatial-temporal feature extraction
5: Initialize Stackelberg game parameters for decision-making
6: Initialize twin migration parameters
7: for each episode do
8: Reset environment and obtain initial global state s0
9: for each time step t do

10: for each agent x do
11: Extract spatial and temporal features as GCN: zx := GCN(sx)

12: Select action ax using policy πx(zx) (with exploration)
13: end for
14: Execute joint actions A :=

[
a1, a2, . . . , aX

]
in the environment

15: Observe next state s′, reward r, and system metrics for each agent

16: Store experience (s,A, r, s′) in replay buffer D
17: end for
18: for each agent x, sample a mini-batch from replay buffer D do
19: Compute target Q-value using Bellman equation as in (26)
20: Update critic network using (27)
21: end for
22: Update actor network for each agent using (24)
23: for each agent, if migration criteria are met do
24: Execute migration strategy using twin migration parameters
25: Update Stackelberg game parameters for resource pricing and

allocation as in (14),(15),(16),(17)
26: end for
27: Update GCN parameters using (1)
28: Refine multi-objective optimization parameters
29: end for

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

The proposed MO-MADDPG scheme is compared with
state-of-the-art approaches such as the MADQN [43], MAD-
DPG [44], and a genetic algorithm (GA) [27].

We conducted simulations in a Python 3.6 environment on
a computer with a 2.4 GHz Core i7 CPU and 16GB RAM.
The simulation models a three-tier network consisting of 100
vehicles, 10 edge servers, and 3 cloud servers. Vehicles are
assumed to move at speeds between 36 and 108 km/hr and
their positions update every second. VT task size is [10,
50]MB, requiring CPU cycles in [0.6, 1.6] Gcycles. Edge and
cloud servers’ computing power is in the range of [10, 50]
W and [50, 200] W, respectively. Migration cost is in the
range of [0.30, 0.50] $ per MB of the transferred VT tasks,
edge and cloud servers’ allocated bandwidth are 20 MHz and
100 MHz, respectively. The learning rates for the critic and
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(a) (b)

Fig. 2: Convergence analysis of the considered algorithms: a)
Reward vs episodes; b) Loss value vs episodes.

actor networks are 10−3 and 10−4, respectively. The number
of episodes is 3000, with 100 steps per episode, a discount
factor of 0.95, a replay memory size of 105, a mini-batch size
of 128, and a soft update factor of 1 × 10−3. The system
channel bandwidth is set to 60 MHz.

1) Convergency Evaluation: We assessed the convergence
performance of all compared algorithms in terms of reward
and loss value. As presented in Fig. 2a, MO-MADDPG
demonstrates a significantly faster and higher convergence
in terms of reward, reflecting its ability to optimize mul-
tiple conflicting objectives, such as latency, EC, migration
costs, and UX. The MO-MADDPG’s advanced decision-
making strategies ensure a balanced trade-off among these
objectives, resulting in a more efficient resource allocation
and VT migration process. MADDPG, while competitive,
lacks the advanced multi-objective design of MO-MADDPG,
limiting its adaptability to conflicting objectives. MADQN
demonstrates slower convergence and lower rewards due to its
reliance on discrete decision-making, which is less effective in
dynamic environments with continuous action-state spaces. As
a non-learning-based approach, GA demonstrates the lowest
performance, marked by slow convergence, owing to its lack
of adaptability to real-time vehicular dynamics.

In terms of loss value minimization, our proposed MO-
MADDPG outperforms other methods by achieving faster and
more stable convergence, as shown in Fig. 2b. It effectively
reduces loss value through its hierarchical and multi-agent
framework, underscoring its adaptability and efficiency in dy-
namic vehicular Metaverse environments. MADDPG achieves
moderate loss reduction but is limited by its single-objective
optimization approach. MADQN struggles to reduce loss val-
ues due to its discrete framework, while GA performs poorly
as it relies on static optimization rather than adaptive learning.
Overall, MO-MADDPG outperforms other methods, achieving
up to 32% higher rewards and 25% lower loss values com-
pared to alternative approaches. This performance is attributed
to the integration of GCNs and a hierarchical Stackelberg
game incentive scheme, which enhances its scalability and
adaptability, making it highly effective in multi-tier vehicular
environments. In comparison, the other approaches fall short
due to the lack of such useful integration of frameworks,
limiting their performance.

2) EC: We evaluate the EC of all compared algorithms,
including the proposed MO-MADDPG, MADQN, MADDPG,
and the non-learning GA across different layers (vehicle,

(a) (b)

Fig. 3: Analysis of EC across layers for different algorithms:
a) EC vs episodes; b) EC vs task size.

edge, and cloud), as shown in Fig. 3. As the number of
episodes increases, EC decreases for all algorithms, indicating
improved efficiency in resource allocation and VT migration,
as shown in Fig. 3a. This trend indicates that as the algorithms
train and adapt over time, they become more efficient in
managing resource allocation and VT migration. Among the
algorithms, the proposed MO-MADDPG achieves the lowest
EC, showcasing better optimization capabilities. While other
algorithms – such as MADQN and MADDPG – also exhibit
reduced EC over time, they remain less efficient than MO-
MADDPG. The GA approach shows minimal improvement,
underscoring its limitations in handling complex and dynamic
environments. This overall reduction in EC underscores the
importance of learning-based approaches in enhancing system
efficiency.

We also analyze how EC changes across various layers as
task sizes increase for the proposed algorithm. As shown in
Fig. 3b, this evaluation reveals that EC rises across all layers
with larger task sizes, owing to the greater computational
and communication demands. As task size increases, energy
consumption varies significantly across layers. In the vehicle
layer, energy consumption increases significantly, reaching
up to 50% for large tasks. This is primarily due to the
limited computational capacity of vehicles and their reliance
on battery power. In the edge layer, energy consumption grows
more moderately, peaking at 26% as task size increases. This
is because edge servers efficiently balance computation and
proximity. In the cloud layer, processing energy remains lower
and stable, but transmission energy can dominate, resulting in
a modest overall increase of 17% for large tasks.

3) Quality of Experience: We assess the QoE perfor-
mance of the compared algorithms, including MO-MADDPG,
MADDPG, MADQN, and GA, as the number of learning
episodes increases, as illustrated in Fig. 4a. The proposed
MO-MADDPG achieves the highest QoE than the MAD-
DPG, MADQN, and GA schemes. Because MO-MADDPG
is designed to balance multiple conflicting objectives such as
latency, EC, migration costs, and user satisfaction. This multi-
objective optimization capability is achieved with the integra-
tion of GCNs and hierarchical Stackelberg incentives, allowing
it to adapt dynamically to changing conditions. In comparison,
MADDPG performs moderately well, showing improvements
over MADQN and GA but falling short of MO-MADDPG due
to its lack of multi-objective capabilities. MADQN, reliant on
discrete decision-making, exhibits slower QoE improvement
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Fig. 4: QoE Comparison across different layers: a) QoE vs
episode; b) QoE vs available resources.

and struggles in dynamic and continuous environments. The
GA algorithm, being non-adaptive, achieves the lowest QoE,
highlighting its inability to respond effectively to real-time
changes.

We also evaluate the QoE performance of all algorithms
as resource availability at each layer increases, as shown in
Fig. 4b. All algorithms demonstrate improved QoE. However,
MO-MADDPG excels in utilizing resources efficiently, ensur-
ing optimal performance even under constrained conditions,
unlike GA and MADQN, which fail to fully capitalize on the
available resources. This analysis shows that MO-MADDPG
provides a robust and flexible framework for optimizing QoE
in the multi-tier vehicular Metaverse.

4) Latency Evaluation: We examined the VT task mi-
gration latency across all compared algorithms considering
learning episodes, task size, resource availability, and VT
task demand. Fig.5a illustrates a reduction in latency with an
increase in learning episodes. The results indicate that MO-
MADDPG excels in rapidly reducing latency with increased
training episodes. In contrast, MADDPG and MADQN show
slower latency reductions, pointing to less efficient optimiza-
tion mechanisms, while GA provides the highest latency val-
ues throughout the episodes. This indicates MO-MADDPG’s
strong learning capabilities, enabling it to adapt effectively to
dynamic environments while empowering agents at each layer
to make intelligent decisions on resource allocation and VT
migration. Similarly, we evaluate the VT migration latency
with respect to increasing VT task size as shown in Fig. 5b.
As task size increases, all algorithms experience higher latency
due to greater computational and communication demands.
However, MO-MADDPG consistently maintains the lowest
latency across different task sizes, demonstrating its efficiency
in managing larger workloads. On the other hand, MADDPG
and MADQN struggle to maintain consistent performance,
while GA demonstrates significant inefficiency, with latency
increasing sharply as task sizes increase.

Fig. 5c illustrates the VT migration latency trend as re-
sources available at each layer of the hierarchy increase
increases. The MO-MADDPG algorithm ensures efficient re-
source allocation and VT migration decisions, outperforming
other methods with its ability to achieve minimal latency.
MADDPG and MADQN show moderate reductions in latency
with increasing resource availability but are still outperformed
by MO-MADDPG. In contrast, GA remains the least efficient,
exhibiting the highest latency among all algorithms even as

resources increase.
Furthermore, we evaluated the VT migration latency un-

der increasing migration and resource allocation demand. As
shown in Fig. 5d, the higher VT migration demand results
in increased latency across all algorithms. However, MO-
MADDPG handles this growth more efficiently, maintaining
significantly lower latency even in high-demand scenarios.
This signifies its robustness in adapting to complex network
conditions. While MADDPG and MADQN perform reason-
ably well, their latency rises more sharply as demand grows.
GA, being static and non-adaptive, performs the worst, with la-
tency surging dramatically as demand increases. Overall, MO-
MADDPG excels in optimizing latency across various con-
ditions, thanks to its advanced multi-objective optimization,
GCN integration, and game-theoretic incentives, consistently
outperforming traditional and non-learning methods.

5) Migration Success Rate: We assess the migration success
rates of MO-MADDPG, MADDPG, MADQN, and GA under
varying conditions, including increasing episodes, resource
availability, and VT migration demand. As the number of
episodes increases, the migration success rate increases for
all compared algorithms, as shown in Fig. 6a. However, MO-
MADDPG achieves a steady and significant improvement in
migration success rates due to its integration of advanced
multi-objective optimization techniques, GCNs, and a hierar-
chical Stackelberg game incentive scheme. In contrast, MAD-
DPG and MADQN are less effective due to the lack of these
advanced features and their reliance on single-objective op-
timization. Furthermore, MADQN’s use of discrete decision-
making frameworks restricts its ability to adapt to dynamic
conditions, handle complex resource dependencies, and ensure
consistent migration success. The GA algorithm, on the other
hand, demonstrates the lowest migration success rates, as
it lacks adaptability and relies on static optimization. As
resource availability increases at each layer of the hierarchy,
MO-MADDPG consistently achieves higher migration success
rates compared to other methods as shown in Fig. 6b. This
is because the integration of GCNs in its framework allows
for accurate predictions of resource demands and optimal
migration paths, ensuring optimal VT migration and resource
utilization decisions. In comparison, MADDPG and MADQN
show reduced performance as resource availability increases,
while GA struggles to adapt to the added complexity, leading
to poor success rates. Moreover, under increasing migration
demand, MO-MADDPG maintains high migration success
rates, as illustrated in Fig. 6c. This highlights its scalability
and resilience in dynamic, high-demand scenarios, achieved
through its hierarchical Stackelberg game-based incentive
mechanism. This approach aligns the objectives of vehicles,
edge nodes, and cloud servers, facilitating efficient resource
allocation and migration decisions. In contrast, MADDPG and
MADQN exhibit moderate declines in success rates as demand
increases, while GA’s static optimization method results in
significant underperformance. In summary, MO-MADDPG’s
advanced learning techniques, multi-objective optimization,
GCNs, and game-theoretic incentives enable it to achieve up
to 30-35% higher migration success rates compared to other
methods, excelling under diverse and challenging vehicular



13
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Fig. 5: Latency comparison across algorithms at different layers: a) Latency vs episode; b) Latency vs task size; c) Latency
vs resource level; d) Latency vs traffic demand.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 6: Migration success rate comparison across on different layers: a) MSR vs episode; b) MSR vs available resource level;
c) MSR vs VT migration demand.

Metaverse conditions.

6) Migration Cost Evaluation: We examine and compare
the migration costs of various algorithms, including MO-
MADDPG, MADDPG, MADQN, and GA, under different
resource levels and learning episodes. As resource levels
increase, migration costs generally decrease for all algorithms,
as shown in Fig. 7a, reflecting improved efficiency in resource
allocation and seamless VT migration. The results demonstrate
that MO-MADDPG achieves significantly lower migration
costs compared to other algorithms. This is attributed to its
advanced multi-objective optimization capabilities, which uti-
lize GCNs and hierarchical Stackelberg game-based incentive
mechanisms to dynamically allocate resources and optimize
VT migration paths.

As learning episodes increase, all algorithms demonstrate a
reduction in migration costs, but MO-MADDPG exhibits the
fastest convergence and lowest final costs. This is due to its
ability to balance conflicting objectives, such as latency, EC,
and UX, while simultaneously minimizing migration costs. In
contrast, MADDPG and MADQN show slower convergence
and higher costs, as it lacks advanced multi-objective optimiza-
tion features. GA, being a static optimization method, incurs
significantly higher costs and faces challenges in adapting
to the dynamic nature of vehicular networks. Overall, MO-
MADDPG achieves up to 30% lower migration costs than
other algorithms by leveraging GCNs for spatial-temporal
insights, MADRL-based strategies for trade-off optimization,
and hierarchical decision-making for efficient resource use in
the resource-constrained vehicular Metaverse.

(a) (b)

Fig. 7: Migration cost comparison on different layers: a) Cost
vs resource level; b) Cost vs episode.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The Metaverse finds a myriad of applications in education,
smart city and smart home, entertainment, modeling and
monotoring, autonomous driving, medicine, tourism, business,
real estate, socialization, and manufacturing. Among the var-
ious types of Metaverses, the vehicular Metaverse promises
to provide immersive vehicular services and experiences by
seamlessly integrating the Metaverse into vehicular networks.
Because the vehicular Metaverse should effectively enable
each VMU to seamlessly connect with its VT, optimal re-
source allocation and VT migration are important research
problems worth investigating. Concerning optimal resource
allocation and VT migration in the vehicular Metaverse,
we proposed a novel multi-tier resource allocation and VT
migration framework to address the complex challenges of
VT migration and resource management in the multi-tier
vehicular Metaverse. The proposed framework unifies GCN,
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a hierarchical Stackelberg game-based incentive mechanism,
and MADRL to enhance resource utilization, reduce latency,
improve migration success, and optimize user experience.
The GCN captures spatial-temporal dependencies in vehicular
networks and the MADRL-based algorithm, MO-MADDPG,
integrates global and local state information to facilitate
informed decision-making across vehicles, edge nodes, and
cloud servers, enabling a scalable and adaptive system. The
developed approach enables vehicles to autonomously of-
fload and migrate VT tasks; dynamically allocate resources;
and balance loads across vehicle, edge, and cloud layers,
while alleviating computational bottlenecks at the edge. We
adopt a Stackelberg game-based incentive mechanism to foster
collaboration among entities at all tiers, ensuring efficient
and seamless operation in a dynamic, resource-constrained
environment. We conducted extensive simulations to validate
the effectiveness of the proposed framework and demonstrated
its ability in optimizing system performance under varying
network conditions and mobility scenarios while enhancing
the reliability and scalability of vehicular Metaverse services
to meet stringent QoS requirements.
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