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Abstract—The diverse requirements of beyond 5G services
increase design complexity and demand dynamic adjustments
to the network parameters. This can be achieved with slicing
and programmable network architectures such as the open
radio access network (ORAN). It facilitates the tuning of the
network components exactly to the demands of future-envisioned
applications as well as intelligence at the edge of the network.
Artificial intelligence (AI) has recently drawn a lot of interest for
its potential to solve challenging issues in wireless communication.
Due to the non-deterministic, random, and complex behavior of
models and parameters involved in the process, radio resource
management is one of the topics that needs to be addressed
with such techniques. The study presented in this paper proposes
quality of service (QoS)-aware intra-slice resource allocation that
provides superior performance compared to baseline and state
of the art strategies. The slice-dedicated intelligent agents learn
how to handle resources at near-RT RIC level time granularities
while optimizing various key performance indicators (KPIs)
and meeting QoS requirements for each end user. In order
to improve KPIs and system performance with various reward
functions, the study discusses Markov’s decision process (MDP)
and deep reinforcement learning (DRL) techniques, notably deep
Q network (DQN). The simulation evaluates the efficacy of the
algorithm under dynamic conditions and various network char-
acteristics. Results and analysis demonstrate the improvement in
the performance of the network for enhanced mobile broadband
(eMBB) and ultra-reliable low latency (URLLC) slice categories.

Index Terms—Slicing, DRL, QoS, Resource allocation and
management, URLLC, eMBB, KPI

I. INTRODUCTION

BEYOND 5G envisioned vertical applications and use
cases have diverse requirements to satisfy the quality

of service (QoS) of end users. The 5G verticals can be
categorized into 3rd generation partnership project (3GPP) de-
fined use cases such as enhanced mobile broadband (eMBB),
ultra-reliable low latency (URLLC), and massive machine
type communication (mMTC). With various applications, such
as Industry 4.0, smart cities, V2X, video streaming, online
gaming, AR/VR, etc., the key performance indicators (KPIs)
for the mentioned use cases can change. Such diversity in
KPIs and requirements can be achieved with the use of new
technology enablers.

Furthermore, it introduces a sophisticated programmable
architecture with radio access network (RAN) intelligent con-
trollers that provide infrastructure-based abstraction of net-
works as well as applications performing closed loop control
for RAN radio resource management (RRM). Network slicing
is another important technology enabler, as it essentially allows

to customize corresponding services [1] and to adapt to chang-
ing traffic requirements [2], [3]. Due to the diversity and com-
plexity of the criteria for future applications under the eMBB
and URLLC use cases, this research focuses on these use cases
and establishes a slice category for each of them separately. It
is crucial to include its awareness while allocating resources
to end users. One of the challenges in handing resources to
the RAN edge domain is traffic load variation in the wireless
network environment. It affects optimal resource allocation,
thereby reducing resource utilization and also causing System
Level Agreement (SLA) violations as well as degrading the
quality of service (QoS) of the end users. Slicing can be
tuned to maximize resource utilization and QoS while isolating
the performance of individual slices, even under traffic un-
certainty. Fine-grained resource reconfiguration has extremely
high computational complexity and is a sequential problem
when it comes to network slice resource configuration [4], [5].
Another difficult aspects of radio resource management at the
RAN edge domain are in terms of connectivity preservation,
rate control, offloading, etc.

Moreover, due to the non-deterministic nature of wireless
channel conditions, mobility, traffic, etc., as well as their
inherent complexity, dynamic RRM is a challenging task.
Thus, it becomes hard to construct models using conventional
algorithmic approaches. On the other hand, model-free artifi-
cial intelligence (AI) techniques offer effective solutions that
are gaining momentum, making them crucial candidates to
optimize dynamic RRM [4]. Reinforcement learning (RL),
one of the branches of AI, has been proven useful to deal
with control problems. One of the most popular algorithms
is deep reinfocement learning (DRL) and its variations. The
optimization of resource allocation in radio access networks
has been successfully accomplished with DRL algorithms, in-
cluding DQN, DDPG, etc. [4]. DRL techniques have also been
proposed to optimize power consumption and other aspects in
different RAN architectures before ORAN, such as cloud RAN
[6]. The study presented in this paper focuses on integrating
the aforementioned technological enablers and proposes deep
Q-learning-based techniques to implement effective, dynamic,
optimal resource management at the RAN edge domain in
order to provide end users that fall into various slice categories
with high-Quality of Experience (QoE) and Quality of Service
(QoS).
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II. RELATED WORK

The ORAN Alliance is actively introducing a non-
proprietary version of the RAN system that allows interop-
eration between network components by different vendors. In
the past, intelligent solutions have also been proposed with
proprietary architectures such as [6]–[8] but ORAN architec-
ture introduces a sophisticated programmable approach with
radio access network (RAN) intelligent controllers that provide
infrastructure-based abstraction of networks. In the ORAN
architecture, there are two separate components: the non-real-
time RAN intelligent controller (non-RT RIC) and the near-
real-time RIC (near-RT RIC), which reinforces the importance
of the two control levels with different time granularities [9].
The ORAN report and specification include a comprehensive
review of a number of use cases that are expected to be inte-
grated with architectural elements to exchange data between
various network components. One of the use cases describes
how to integrate intelligence at the network’s edge in regards
to radio resource management (RRM) [10].

These components of the ORAN framework enable the
integration of dynamic changes at almost real-time levels
for radio resource allocation to end users. Slicing is one of
the enablers that provide isolated resources. The customized
network components are dedicated and isolated specific to
each slice category [1]–[3]. There are two different levels
of resource allocation and management: intra- and inter-slice,
which help manage RAN edge domain resources effectively.
The authors in [8] define an optimization problem that aims
to maximize user perceived throughput while minimizing
packet delay violations by modifying the MAC scheduling
algorithm’s parameters. It comes under the intra-slice resource
allocation category. This specific work is limited to traditional
network architecture, proposing optimization for individual
base stations and their underlying users. Such proprietary
solutions can be used with ORAN architecture, but they lack
the adaptation to utilize programmable ORAN-based infras-
tructure, which facilitates access to the information available
at a centralized entity from other base stations or ORAN radio
units (ORUs), which plays a crucial role in RRM decisions.

Reinforcement learning (RL) is a very effective tool to
achieve optimal decisions in complex environments, such as
non-deterministic wireless networks, due to several aspects
discussed in Section 1. Traditional table-based RL techniques
are infeasible to handle large state and action spaces, as
concluded in [5]. Whereas, deep reinforcement learning over-
comes these limitations, like deep Q-learning and some of its
variations, such as dueling deep Q-learning (Dueling DQN)
and deep deterministic policy gradient (DDPG). In the case of
large and multidimensional discrete action spaces, branching
architecture can be introduced in dueling Q networks, as pre-
sented in [11]. The researchers in [5] extend the given neural
network (NN) for inherently discrete multi-dimensional and
large action spaces to resolve the network slice reconfiguration
problem. More computational resources are required to support
such solutions.

In state-of-the art work like [12], researchers opt for the
approach of using parallel and multiple DNN to make optimal

decisions for user association with the base station. The
solution proposed in [12] builds multiple DNNs and a number
of additional DNNs with random input to increase exploitation.
It has K DNNs, N random decisions, and K +N functions
for calculating the Q value for a network with a certain
number of users. So, DRL goes through all the layers in every
run. Furthermore, each DNN is trained to learn the optimal
decision for the entire user association (UA) matrix. It requires
higher computation capabilities. Instead of this heuristic-style
approach, the association decision can be parameterized to
learn useful information about the network such as base
station or ORU-based parameters. . It is possible to establish
various network slice resource allocation strategies by utilizing
a variety of RL approaches [13], [14]. Dynamic network
slice distribution techniques to improve performance for 5G-
based bandwidth offerings is evaluated in [14]. It compares
different algorithms for slice resource distribution. [13] uses
approximation of resources and explores subchannel allocation
that impacts differently with changes in multiplexing tech-
niques. The solutions need to be formulated in such a way
that they work efficiently and provide the intended outcome,
independent of variations in techniques used in the wireless
communication network underneath.

Unlike the metrics taken into account in [7], [15], [16],
[17] and other papers, the various slices in the network
have different KPI thresholds to fulfill the defined QoS re-
quirements. This poses a challenge in terms of achieving
optimal system performance that is tackled in this paper by
considering the variation in metrics or KPIs for different types
of services that come under various RAN slice categories.
Hence, the network should support distinct slice KPI-based
reward definitions for individual end users to evaluate different
service metrics. For instance, previous research [18], [19]
considered different types of services based on varying bit
rate and delay requirements, each of which took into account
a distinct set of metrics for its requirements. Motivated by
this work, the research presented in this paper considers the
variation of QoS thresholds and KPI metrics as well as their
impact while allocating resources to various slices in the
formulation. This work does not prioritize only a specific
service category as discussed in the above papers, such as
constant bit rate. Instead, it defines weights to evaluate metrics
of different slice categories included in reward function design
of intelligent agents. Furthermore, each slice category has
a separate intelligent agent that learns the importance of
parameters and receives rewards based on weighted metrics
and QoS thresholds for different slice categories.

The proposed work discusses a system model based on
ORAN architecture to deal with intra-slice RAN RRM de-
cisions taken in real time for eMBB and URLLC slices. The
problem is formulated to achieve optimal system performance
and KPIs while satisfying the QoS of individual end users.
In contrast to the work talked about in [8], the proposed
work intends to learn the importance of UA parameters
with a unique approach for slice-based beyond 5G networks
with multiple ORUs. The presented research work considers
resource availability at all ORUs to serve the buffered traffic
at users under specific categories and allocates the resources
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to achieve a high QoS. As indicated in introduction, traffic
uncertainty affects RAN edge domain resource allocation [4],
[5]. Hence, the formulation in this paper considers parameters
reflecting network traffic load that have a significant impact
on resource management. It takes into consideration the most
crucial aspects of a wireless communication network in terms
of end users and ORUs present in the network, as indicated
in the problem formulation section.

A resource allocation or reconfiguration problem can be
written in such a way that the action space is constrained to a
limited number of actions to which DQN can converge. It is
also vital for intra-slice RRM in terms of time granularity of
1–10 ms for the near-RT RIC component of ORAN.

The contributions of this paper are as follows:

• The proposed algorithms deal with the association of
user-ORU and serve the traffic load at individual users.
In contrast to techniques discussed in the state of the art,
the algorithm and intelligent agent sit at the remote edge,
near-RT RIC component of the ORAN architecture. It
is completely adapted to the ORAN architecture, which
facilitates dynamic configurations of resources within a
smaller timescale of 1–10 ms. It benefits from centralized
access to the end-user and ORU information for under-
standing the factors affecting the respective decisions.

• The DQN approach iterates through all actions, and hence
the proposed formulation ensures the limited number
of action spaces that impact performance, reducing the
convergence time. In addition to this, as it avoids large
action spaces, the desired results are achieved without
additional NN architectures or DQN variants, unlike [5],
[11]. The computation capabilities required at the edge
server, processing time, and training time are reduced
compared to other approaches. This is vital to achieving
smaller time scales for near-real-time decisions. Further-
more, the action space defined in proposed MDP is
independent of number of users in the network.

• Instead of learning the whole user association matrix
as done in the state of the art, the proposed work
distinguishes itself by parameterizing the user association.
The agents learn the weights for each of the parameter
crucial for UA decision. With this, the computational and
memory requirements can be reduced, as can the con-
vergence time. A problem formulation is proposed that
utilizes the intelligently selected weights and concludes
the actual decision. It avoids the parallel and multiple
DNN approaches used in several state-of-the art works
for UA.

• Based on how well individual users perform, each intel-
ligent agent receives rewards. The reward function is de-
signed to include deviation of the user performance from
QoS threshold value. Further these KPIs are weighted
based on the slice category. The combination of these
helps to get better performance compared to baseline
approaches for KPIs like throughput, delay, BER, and
overall system performance.

III. NETWORK ARCHITECTURE

We consider a Radio Access Network (RAN) architecture as
shown in figure 1 based on the Open-Radio Access Network
(ORAN) standard, as defined by the ORAN specifications
[20]. The RAN comprises a number of users served by
various network slices, each tailored to meet specific QoS
requirements. The end users are associated with the ORAN
radio unit (ORU), which acts as a transceiver radio unit with
antennas and a low physical layer (PHY). This unit is further
connected to the ORAN distributed unit (ODU) and the ORAN
centralized unit (OCU), which operate at higher protocol
layers. In this RAN architecture, each user is associated with
and served by an ORU under the specific Network Slice
Subnet Instance (NSSI) as defined by the ORAN standard
[20]. Each NSSI corresponds to requested services and has
specific KPIs. The connectivity extends to ODU, OCU, the
Service Management and Orchestration (SMO) system, and
the core network, providing end-to-end connectivity. The RAN
Intelligent Controller (RIC) plays a crucial role in making
resource allocation and management decisions intelligently at
the network’s edge. This increased openness allows for better
decisions with more information on network parameters.

The ORU is located at the local edge, while the ODU,
OCU, and near-real-time (RT) RIC are part of the remote
edge implementation at the edge servers, thus coming under
multi-access edge computing. The ORU communicates with
the user equipment (UE) over wireless channels, while vendor-
specific open fronthaul interfaces connect the ORU to the
remote edge for both uplink and downlink transmissions. For
the practical implementation of the proposed algorithm, the
channel state information (CSI) can be extracted from the
database of the near-RT RIC at the edge server as reported by
the E2 node via E2-CP. Therefore, we assume that perfect CSI
is available for resource allocation and management at the edge
server. Additionally, each ODU and OCU at the remote edge
server connects to the SMO via O1 and A1 interfaces. The
RAN communicates with core network entities via a fronthaul
link, such as Ethernet, PLC, or optical fronthaul. Notably, the
fronthaul link has an upper bound in terms of maximum bits
transmitted per second and is subject to limited core network
resources assigned to each slice or network subnet at the edge
or cloud, including computational capabilities.

The RAN NSSI resource management is executed at two
different control loop levels, namely non-real-time (non-RT)
and near-real-time (near-RT), in line with ORAN specifica-
tions [20]. For each ORU, SMO provides a default RAN
resource configuration via the O1 interface as part of non-
RT resource management. It includes radio resources, such as
bandwidth, and computational resources reserved for different
types of slices. Consequently, each RAN NSSI has a pre-
allocated portion of bandwidth to serve the associated users.
The performance of each network slice is analyzed based on
the requested QoS configurations to achieve Service Level
Agreements (SLAs). Intelligent agents are used in the pro-
posed dynamic RAN resource management policies to make
sure that radio resources are given to different types of slices
in the best way and meet the QoS requirements set by the
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Fig. 1: ORAN based Network Architecture

slicing manager and orchestrator. Each slice is associated with
a dedicated intelligent agent focused on learning decision-
making parameters to serve optimal slice-specific KPIs. These
agents aim to optimize individual slice performance by making
radio resource management (RRM) decisions, thus operating
at the near-RT RIC level.

IV. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in the figure 2, consider the ORAN network
with a general set of users K = {1, · · · ,K}. The users can
request services under any of the two slice categories eMBB
and URLLC, represented by the set of users denoted as KE

and KU respectively, where K = KE ∪KU and KE ∩KU = ∅.
Each user has QoS requirements to be fulfilled based on the
type of slice requested. These QoS requirements are expressed
in terms of the minimum data rate to be achieved per user Rmin

k

and the maximum allowed delay per user dmax
k where k ∈ K.

We assume that all users from the same slice have the same
minimum data rate and maximum delay requirements. Both
the slices follow different traffic generation models due to the
variation in services under these slices. The packet arrival rates
for eMBB and URLLC slices follow periodic deterministic
traffic model with specific packet arrival intervals. The size of
packets and number of packets for each user vary based on
the slice category and traffic distribution models, respectively.
We assume it is the same for all users under the same slice
category indicated for each user k as Sk and Lk, where k ∈ K.
The slice type as well as service requirements are mentioned
for each UE in the UE database available at the remote edge.
The set of ORUs denoted by M = {1, · · · ,M} serves these
users.

To make the best use of resources within a slice, there
is a separate intelligent agent for each RAN slice at the
near-RT RIC. These agents learn how to better manage and
assign radio resources within the ORU’s assigned bandwidth.
Its objective is to associate users with ORU and schedule
resources in an optimal way to achieve the required QoS
performance. We consider downlink (DL) frequency division

duplexing (FDD) transmission. Let the binary variable ak,m
indicate the association between ORU and users in DL and
can be expressed as matrix A. Each user will be associated
with one of the ORUs for transmission at a given time for DL.

ak,m =

{
1, If k is associated with m

0, otherwise
(1)

Where, m ∈ M, k ∈ K

A =

 a11 · · · a1M
...

. . .
...

aK1 · · · aKM

 (2)

As discussed earlier, there are two types of slices: URLLC
and eMBB. These slices can be instantiated in any ORU.
Hence, the subset of ORUs serving s slice users can be
expressed as:

Ms = {m ∈ M | ak,m = 1} , k ∈ Ks

s ∈ {E,U}
(3)

Each slice has a separate association matrix As with corre-
sponding ORUs and users. The W bandwidth is divided into
PRB = {1, · · · , PRB} sub-channels. It is also assumed that
a user can only be connected to one ORU at a time, and
a user may be assigned one or multiple physical resource
blocks (PRBs) based on the traffic at each user. The bandwidth
allocated to each ORU is divided among the slices instantiated
in the ORU. Hence, ORU has a specific number of resources
PRBm available, and the corresponding slice has a total
PRBm,s number of PRBs available where s ∈ {E,U}. We
assume additive white gaussian noise for all users of inde-
pendent circular symmetric natured complex random variables
with a zero mean and σ2 variance. All users in the network
follow random mobility model with speed V . As per 5G new
radio (NR), we only consider numerology µ = 0.

Here, all the parameters indicated are with respect to a
single TTI t; hence, for simplicity, the notation t is omitted
from all variables unless the time duration is other than 1
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(a) System Model

(b) DRL Agent at Near-RT RIC (Remote Edge)

Fig. 2: System Mdoel

TTI or a reference to a future or past TTI value is required.
In DL, we use hk,m to denote the channel coefficient from
ORU m to user k. The frequency-selective flat fading channel
passes through Rayleigh fading in the wireless medium. Let
us assume that Pm is the total transmit power of ORU. Then
the SINR of the k-th user for the wireless link with the m-th
ORU for DL can be expressed as,

γk,m =
Pm |hk,m|2

Ik,m + σ2
(4)

Where the interference from the i ORUs (other than the
associated m-th ORU) for the k-th user can be formulated
as,

Ik,m =
∑

i∈M,i̸=m

Pi |hk,i|2 (5)

V. PROBLEM FORMULATION

The proposed formulation aims to allocate and manage radio
resources within each slice in a dynamic and optimal way

such that all users satisfy the QoS requirements of requested
services. The majority of existing proprietary and state-of-
the-art based solutions address the importance of including
intelligence at the inter-slice level. But it is equally crucial to
include such intelligence in the intra-slice resource allocation
to adapt to the diverse KPIs of future envisioned applications.
The proposed work tries to fill these gaps while achieving
optimal system performance. The proposed algorithms deal
with near-RT RIC-level time granularity and are available as
xAPPs at the remote edge of the network architecture. The
algorithms are implemented in ORAN architectures (in the
direction of cell-less), enabling dynamic radio resource alloca-
tion decisions towards end users within the available resources
of each slice. It focuses on the optimal and intelligent way to
learn the importance of various decision-making parameters.
The formulated solutions tend to rely on parameters such as
signal-to-interference noise ratio (SINR), estimation of PRBs
assigned to each user, and ORU capabilities to serve the traffic
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load in the current network at any given time.
The SINR values γk,m are calculated as per equation (4) and

they include effects such as path loss and shadowing based on
the distance as well as the wireless channel quality between
the user and ORU. Furthermore, it considers other interfering
components in the network that affect the signal strength of
the actual signal. The estimation of assigned PRBs is included
in one of the proposed algorithms, as prior knowledge of this
parameter increases the KPI performance observed through
several tests. The ability of ORU to serve traffic in a network
is evaluated with a performance metric for ORU, τm defined
as the ratio of buffer size in a given TTI t at ORU m to actual
transmitted bits in the same TTI for the respective ORU. This
metric is a type of queueing delay estimator that indicates how
fast an ORU can serve the user. The metric τm is calculated
as below:

τm =
Cm

Jm
(6)

Cm =
∑

k∈Km

Bk

Jm =
∑

k∈Km

TBk

(7)

where Km is a set of users associated with m-th ORU, Bk

is number of bits in buffer for each associated user and TBk

is number of bits transmitted for each associated user under
ORU m at TTI t. Further, from the experienced value of τm,t

in each TTI for each m-th ORU, we calculated global value
τgm,t. Initially, the global value is set to zero and updated with
each TTI. Each experienced τm,t within each TTI is utilized
to update the global τgm,t as shown below.

τgm,t =
τm,t + τgm,t−1

2
(8)

These parameters represent crucial aspects to be considered in
the decision-making process of associating users with ORUs.
The proposed formulation computes the indicated parameters
to evaluate their importance and learn optimal decisions for
the given state of the network environment.

A. Intelligent QoS aware Resource Allocation (IQRA)

The IQRA focuses on selecting the optimal association
decision based on a combination of the above-discussed pa-
rameters calculated in current TTI. It sits at near-RT RIC as an
xAPP. Initially, a database is generated that stores all possible
combinations of associations between the available users and
ORUs of a specific slice. With this database as a reference, the
algorithm can calculate and estimate the required parameters
that contribute to association and scheduling decisions within
the available slice resources. As discussed in the earlier sec-
tion, we indicate association with matrix A defined in equation
(2). For a simplified approach in IQRA, the association is
expressed in a vector form deducted from the same matrix A.
Each vector element is the value of the associated ORU m,
where the index of the vector element indicates the UE k. It
is defined as given below. This definition reduces the number
of possible combinations for associating UEs with ORUs.

A⃗ = {m1,m2.......,mk} (9)

For given K and M, there are I such combinations available.
Each i-th combination represents a unique A matrix with
values of ak,m,i for k,m ∈ K,M as per equation (2). For
each of these combinations, SINR γk,m,i is calculated as per
equation (4). Based on the range of calculated γk,m,i value
in dBm, the modulation and coding scheme (MCS) such as
QPSK, 16 QAM, 64 QAM, etc. is selected for each user from
the look-up table (LUT). The MCS scheme determines the
modulation order Ok,i for each user in every i-th combination
and the number of bits to be transmitted per resource element
BREk,i

.
As per 5G NR configurations, the number of symbols

per slot, number of slots per subframe and total number of
subcarriers can be determined. Hence, we can calculate bits
per PRB for each user as BPRBk,i

.
From all these parameters, the required number of PRBs at

user k can be estimated as follows using available number of
bits in buffer at user k, Bk and the number of bits that can be
transmitted at user k in each PRB BPRBk,i

,

PRBrequired
k,i = ⌈ Bk

BPRBk,i

⌉ (10)

Further, scheduling is performed based on the required number
of PRBs for each user and the available bandwidth for each
ORU. The proposed user association selection scheme is inde-
pendent of the selected scheduler. In Section VIII, Proportional
Fair (PF) scheduler is simulated.

After scheduling, the estimate of assigned resources for each
user is available: PRBassigned

k,i . Correspondingly, the buffer
size in bits, Cm,i along with the number of bits transmitted,
Jm,i is evaluated as given in equation (7), providing us the
metric τm,i at each ORU as given in equation (6). The global
value for each i is updated as follows:

τgm,i =

Cm,i

Jm,i
+ τgm,t−1

2
(11)

The estimation of PRBassigned
k,i and τgm,i for each i-th asso-

ciation contributes to the association decision AD as given
below:

ADs,i = ws1

∑
k,m

ak,m,i · PRBassigned
k,i − ws2

∑
m

ak,m,i · τgm,i

(12)
The values for ws1, ws2 are learned and updated as described
in Section 6 by intelligent agent for each slice where s ∈
{E,U}. The optimal association decision is selected from
all the available i combinations in the set with the following
equation:

ADs,opt = argmax
i

(ADs,i) (13)
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subjected to:

C1 : dk ≤ dmax
k , k ∈ K

C2 : Rk ≥ Rmin
k , k ∈ K

C3 :
∑

m∈M

∑
k∈K

Rk,m ≤ Nfronthaul

C4 : ak,m ∈ {0, 1} , ∀k,m ∈ K,M

C5 :
∑
k

PRBassigned
k ≤ PRBs, k ∈ Ks, s ∈ {E,U}

(14)

Once ADs,opt is selected, we calculate τgm,t using equation
(8) where τm,t = τm,opt.

B. Low Complexity Intelligent QoS aware Resource Allocation
(LIQRA)

This algorithm is proposed for the same objective in intra-
slice RAN RRM with reduced computational complexity,
which is crucial for some applications. The algorithm is
constructed similarly, but evaluates association decisions in
a different way. It takes association decisions individually
for each user k and estimates the matrix A. The algorithm
aims to make an intelligent association decision based on a
combination of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and the global
ORU metric τgm. Here, we consider the same association
matrix A defined in equation (2). The signal-to-noise ratio
ζk,m for user k with each ORU m for the given frequency flat
fading channel hk,m is calculated as follows:

ζk,m =
Pm × |hk,m|2

σ2
(15)

The global ORU metric τgm is calculated as discussed earlier
according to equation (8). For each individual user k, the
combination of signal-to-noise ratio ζk,m and metric τgk,m with
every available ORU m is calculated. The algorithm evaluates
the optimal association decision with the help of the following
equation, where for each k, we check,

m∗ = argmax
m

(ws1 · ζk,m − ws2 · τgk,m) (16)

The values for ws1, ws2 are selected by an intelligent agent for
each slice. Once m∗ for each corresponding k is estimated,
we can write the association matrix A as,

A = [ak,m]

Where, ak,m =

{
1, If m = m∗
0, otherwise

(17)

Once the association decision is taken and matrix A is
estimated, SINR is calculated based on equation (4) and
hence, MCS is selected. Further, the required PRBs and other
parameters for each user k are calculated as indicated in the
earlier algorithm to schedule radio resources for end users.

C. Key Performance Indicators

Once the resources are allocated, the transmission takes
place, and experienced key performance indicators such as
achieved throughput, delay, and bit error rate (BER) are
collected. These KPIs are stored, and the mean performance

of the last TTIs for each user is forwarded to DRL. Additional
KPIs, such as successful packet transmissions and packet drop
rate, for each UE are also evaluated over the defined time
interval. The throughput of user k is calculated by multiplying
the assigned number of PRBs with bits per PRB selected for
transmission in that TTI. The total delay experienced per user
is a combination of delays experienced by each packet in
queue, transmission, and processing, as given below, where
sub-index l is packet index for the user.

dk,l = dtxk,l + dquek,l + dprocessingk,l (18)

We consider the processing delay for each packet to be
2 × tsymb and the symbol duration tsymb is calculated based
on the selected configuration. Whereas, dtxk,l for every packet
per user can be calculated as the time required to transmit
the number of bits in the packet, which can be a multiple of
TTI based on how many TTIs the packet requires to transmit
successfully. Whereas, dquek,l is defined as the wait time in the
queue or buffer at ORU before transmission. It is calculated as
the difference between the transmission time stamp tcurrentk,l

and packet arrival time stamp arrival
k,l for each packet per user.

Now the delay per user k d̄k is calculated as the averaged
delay experienced by all packets l given as,

d̄k =

∑
l ∈L dk,l

|L|
(19)

The BER for each user k associated with m-th ORU in every
t TTI for frequency selective flat fading channel is calculated
as given in [22]. The packet loss rate for every T TTIs is
calculated as the ratio of packets discarded in given time
interval to the total number of packets transmitted for each
user. The packet is discarded if it exceeds the threshold for the
maximum delay limit dmax

k mentioned in the QoS requirement
for each user k. The successful transmission rate for each user
for T TTIs is calculated as the ratio of successfully transmitted
packets in a given time interval to the total transmitted packet
for each user in the same time interval.

VI. PROPOSED DRL BASED INTELLIGENT AGENTS

In this study, distinct intelligent agents for the slice types,
eMBB and URLLC, are proposed. The UA decision is param-
eterized as discussed in above section. The DRL technique
namely DQN is used by the intelligent agent to discover the
significance of either the assigned PRB estimate or the SNR
metric γ and the ORU metric τ for suggested strategies. Based
on the state of the network environment at any given time, the
deep neural network (DNN) determines the weights for each of
these parameters and evaluates the optimum course of action.
The DNN trains and learns the weight values for various
network environment states and scenarios. IQRA and LIQRA
are then given with these values for ws1 and ws2 separately
for each slice. The formulated solutions in the earlier section
take into account the weights and evaluate a decision for ORU
selection to serve the corresponding end user. This results
in better performance for the KPIs compared to baseline
and state-of-the-art solutions. The proposed Markov’s decision
process (MDP) establishes the significance of the weights
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for UA parameters using DQN based intelligent agents. Each
intelligent agent learns different values based on the impact of
individual experienced user KPIs under each slice category.

A. Markov Decision Process

The Markov Decision Process (MDP) for the intelligent
agents based on the above formulation is defined with a tuple
of {Ss, As, Rs ,Γs} corresponding to state, action, reward,
and discount factor, where subscript s indicates slice type
for intelligent agents s ∈ {E,U}. The state space Ss of
the environment includes the current log normalized channel
matrix HM×K , number of packets to be transmitted in the
buffer per user P̄k, and the distance between each user and
ORU in the current TTI t DM×K . The state space definition
remains the same for the different slices, as it represents the
current state of the environment based on which the actions
will be chosen by the intelligent agent. Different intelligent
agents learn the importance of the UA parameters, which are
specific and valid to the varying traffic flow for the services
and user-specific to each slice.

Ss =
{
HM×K , P̄k, DM×K

}
for k,m ∈ Ks,Ms

s ∈ {E,U}
(20)

The action space is combination of weights ws1 and ws2,
where ws1 and ws2 are defined as discrete spaces as follows:

ws1, ws2 ∈
{

1

N
,
2

N
, . . . ..,

N

N

}
(21)

Hence the action space is given as,

As = (ws1, ws2) i.e.

As =

{
1

N
,
2

N
, . . . ..,

N

N

}
×
{

1

N
,
2

N
, . . . ..,

N

N

}
(22)

As defined above, the number of actions is limited, and the
agent learns the importance of each parameter to make an
optimal decision for each slice separately. Several deep learn-
ing techniques and MDP designs come across issues while
achieving convergence with a huge action space. Whereas,
both algorithms in the proposed work use

The intelligent agents will learn the optimal way to associate
user-ORU and eventually schedule the resources based on
observation at a given point in time in an environment of
wireless communication. The reward function is designed
in such a way that the agent receives the reward for the
user with a positive value equal to a fraction of exceeding
QoS thresholds. Whereas, if any user fails to reach the QoS
threshold, it is awarded a negative value equal to the amount
of KPI that failed to reach the threshold. This reward is
further normalized by the threshold values themselves. The
total reward is the accumulated reward of each individual user
divided by the total number of users. Both IQRA and LIQRA
can use this definition of reward function. The reward function
can be expressed as follows:

Ri
s (Ss, As) =

(
αs ·

∑
k

Rk,i−Rmin
k

Rmin
k

+ βs ·
∑

k
dmax
k −dk,i

dmax
k

)
K

k ∈ Ks, s ∈ {E,U}
(23)

Where i indicates the episode or run of the DRL algorithm
and αs = 1 − βs. The values of αs and βs are used to
prioritize a specific KPI value according to slice type. For each
agent, users are rewarded based on a prioritized KPI reward
function. For example, for eMBB slice services such as social
media, messaging, large file downloading, web browsing,
etc., minimum data rate requirements are comparatively more
stringent or prioritized than the experienced delays. Whereas
for URLLC slice services, the latency or delay is prioritized
as a KPI. We can define slices dedicated to specific service
and set the priorities of KPIs in reward function according to
the requirements of that service. This ensures that algorithms
achieve optimal system performance by keeping the service
requirements in check and the quality of experience of each
user maintained. Once the agent learns optimal weights for
different states, the slices obtain desired and better individual
user and system performance.

The conducted research has analyzed various designs of
reward functions to get better convergence and KPIs. We use
deep Q learning methods from DRL algorithms. Here, the Q
value, target Q value, and loss function are calculated as given
below.

Ls =
[
TDs −

(
Qi

s (ss, as)
)2]

(24)

Qi
s (ss, as) = Qi

s (ss, as) + Ωs[
Ri+1

s + Γs max
as∈As

Qi+1
s (ss, as)−Qi2

s (ss, as)

]
i.e. Qi

s (ss, as) = Qi
s (ss, as) + Ωs × Ls

(25)

Here, s ∈ {E,U} and the values for learning rate Ωs, discount
factor Γs as well as other hyperparameters are indicated in the
simulation setup. The temporal difference, or target Q values,
is calculated as follows:

TDs = rs
i+1 + Γs max

as∈As

Qi+1
s (ss, as) (26)

VII. SIMULATION SETUP

The designed simulator is 3GPP-standard-compliant for
wireless communication models. The network elements are
defined and implemented in line with the ORAN architecture.
The simulation set-up is based on ITU-R M recommendations
for testing and verification. It is implemented in a Python
environment. It uses OpenAI-gym, Keras, and Tensorflow
modules to implement DQN-based agents. The intelligent
DQN agents for both slices are tested and tuned by running
multiple combinations of hyperparameters. The final selected
values are mentioned in Table I. For each network slice,
the number of users requested to be served and their QoS
requirements are available in the database at near-real-time
RIC. We have tested the proposed algorithms for a number of
settings of QoS values based on different packet arrival rate
(PAR). The simulation set up include packet arrival based on
distribution models as well as constant bit rate (CBR). This
variation in traffic arrival is considered to analyze the impact
and verify the performance of algorithms with high, medium,
and low traffic volumes and different distribution techniques.
The number of packets available to transmit for each user
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TABLE I: DQN Agent Hyperparameter

Parameter Value

Network Architecture 256× 256
Learning Rate 1e−3

Batch Size 64
Epsilon minimum 0.01
Epsilon decrement 0.99
Target network update frequency 100
Discount factor 0.995
Activation ReLU
Optimizer Adam

is determined per TTI based on the mentioned models with
different times of arrival in reference to the current time stamp.
Similarly, for all UEs, the location update is calculated for each
TTI based on the mobility model with a fixed 30 kmph speed
for all users.

As we have discussed in the system model, we assume
5G NR numerology 0 for all users, which corresponds to
subcarrier spacing of 15 KHz and 12 subcarriers per PRB,
hence the bandwidth of a single PRB WPRB is 180 KHz.
Here, Wm,s bandwidth is allocated to each ORU under each
slice category where it is serving both eMBB and URLLC
slice users, and then the number of PRBs available at each
ORU is given with Wm,s/WPRB as shown in table II. The
symbol duration tsymb, number of symbols per slot, and other
parameters are calculated based on a selected combination of
numerology and subcarrier spacing. The pathloss and shadow-
ing models are defined as a combination of dense urban and
hotspot models given in table A1-5 of ITU-R M.2412-0 [21]
and other communication model parameters are listed in Table
II. The ITU-R M specification [21] specifies the guidelines
for the evaluation of radio interface technologies, specifically
for simulation and testing purposes. The ORUs are placed
around 50 meters away from each other, with their heights
3-3.5 meters and maximum power levels are 200 mW (linear
power of ORU for 24.25–27.5 GHz) according to A1-16 and
A1-23 of [21] compliant with ORAN standardization and the
ITU framework to support network slicing [23].

TABLE II: Simulation Parameters

Parameter Value

Transmit power of ORU Pm 200mW
Noise variance σ2 -146.424 dBm
Noise Figure 5
Boltzmann constant k 1.38e-23 J/K
Temperature in Kelvin (K) 290
Path Loss Exponent 3.5
PRB bandwidth 180 KHz
5G Numerology µ = 0
Subcarrier Spacing 15KHz
No. of PRBs PRBE=32, PRBU=15
No. of ORUs 4
No. of users: eMBB 5
No. of users: URLLC 5
Rmin

k (Mbps) E = 16, U = 3.8
dmax
k (ms) E = 10, U = 2

Packet Size (Bytes) E= 1024, U = 480
Traffic Model E = periodic deterministic with packet

arrival interval 0.5 ms
U = periodic deterministic with packet
arrival interval 1 ms

VIII. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

(a) eMBB reward performance for DRL Intelligent agent

(b) URLLC reward performance for DRL Intelligent agent

Fig. 3: Reward Performance

The results presented in this section are based on the
simulation parameters for the environment and DQN agents
that were previously described. The eMBB reward function,
RE uses αE = 0.7. Whereas the URLLC reward function, RU

uses αU = 0.4. Different values of αs have been tested for
both slices. The DRL agents use the reward function defined in
equation (23). The algorithms are simulated for 3000 iterations
of DRL and 30 seconds of simulation time. The figure 3
shows the reward values of eMBB and URLLC slices for
both the IQRA and LIQRA algorithms. Subfigure 3a and 3b
show the value for reward for each run, where LIQRA and
IQRA refer to reward values plotted with a sliding window
of 100 iterations, and mean refers to the mean reward value.
The reward function depends highly on KPI values such
as throughput and delay. The instantaneous KPI values are
calculated within each TTI, which is 1 ms in duration, and
subsequently, individual reward values vary frequently. There-
fore, the mean and sliding values of reward have been plotted
to analyze the performance of both algorithms. We can see that
convergence is achieved within the first 200–300 iterations
of DQN. As seen in Subfigure 3a and 3b, IQRA performs
better for eMBB, and LIQRA has better reward values with
URLLC slice. LIQRA has SNR and τ as UA parameters,
whereas IQRA has an estimate of PRB assignment instead of
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SNR. This is weighted by ws1 and ws2 for both algorithms.
In IQRA, the number of PRBs towards end users is given as
one of the parameters to take an UA decision. This associates
users with ORUs who can assign more PRBs, achieving higher
throughput. The eMBB slice has more stringent throughput
thresholds; hence, the more PRBs assigned to end users, the
better throughput is achieved, resulting in better reward values.
Whereas, for URLLC, latency requirements are more strict,
with the first parameters being only SNR helps the algorithm
assign users to ORU with better signal quality, giving more
importance to the τ metric.

Figure 4 shows the comparison for system performance be-
tween the baseline approach, state-of-the-art (SOTA), referred
to as DRLUA now onward, and the proposed algorithms for
both slices. The baseline approach uses a simple maxSNR
method for user-ORU association, whereas DRLUA uses a
number of parallel DNNs approach along with DQN as
proposed in [12]. All of them are implemented on top of
proportional fair schedulers. Subfigure 4a and 4b show the Em-
pirical Cumulative Distribution Function (ECCDF) for system
throughput over DRL iterations for baseline, IQRA, LIQRA,
and DRLUA. Both the proposed algorithms outperform the
baseline and SOTA approaches. The resource allocation to
end users is performed separately for each slice category.
Subfigure 4c and 4d show the ECCDF for latency for all four
approaches in the simulation.

The algorithm makes decisions based on weighted values
of UA parameters learned from intelligent agents. This allows
the proposed methods to customize the importance of decision-
making parameters specific to the current state of the wireless
environment. For the eMBB slice, IQRA works better among
the 4 approaches, as it considers estimates of PRBs and the
τ metric as explained earlier in reward convergence results.
In simulation runs, we observe that IQRA selects higher
values for ws1 compared to ws2 in the majority of cases
for eMBB slice. Hence, users are associated with ORUs by
giving more importance to the quantity of available resources
for transmission considering the allowed delay threshold for
eMBB is larger, up to 10 ms. Whereas for URLLC, based
on the network state, the importance lies with τ as the delay
thresholds are more strict up to 2 ms. The algorithms allocate
more resources to the users based on the QoS thresholds,
availability of resources, and state of the network, including
the current traffic load. It prioritizes and balances the decisions
for UA.

Figure 5 shows KPI performances, namely, throughput,
delay, packet drop rate, and bit error rate for each user under
both eMBB and URLLC slices, respectively, using the LIQRA
algorithm. Subfigure 5a and 5b show experienced throughput
for individual users under eMBB and URLLC slices. All users
achieve throughput greater than the set QoS thresholds, which
are 16 Mbps and 3.8 Mbps for E and U, respectively. Where
subfigure 5c shows the delay values for users in eMBB slice.
Here, all users experience a delay of less than 4 ms on average
for all successfully transmitted packets. Subfigure 5e shows
that all users in the eMBB slice have less than 0.5% packet
drop rate. Only 3rd users experience an 0.9% packet drop
rate, which is reduced to 0.7% as DRL agents make better

(a) ECCDF of Throughput for
eMBB Slice

(b) ECCDF of Throughput for
URLLC Slice

(c) ECCDF of Latency for
eMBB Slice

(d) ECCDF of Latency for
URLLC Slice

Fig. 4: System Performance Comparision

association decisions. Here, all users experience PDR less
than 1% which is acceptable performance for eMBB services.
Further, Subfigure 5d shows all users under URLLC slice
experience an average delay less than 1 ms. The QoS threshold
for URLLC, dmax

k is 2 ms; hence, users are associated with
the respective ORU by giving more weight to τm which
ensures the available buffer traffic at each UE can be served
within the delay budget. Subfigure 5f shows that majority users
experience PDR less than 1e−4. Subfigure 5g and 5h give
insights about BER performance for users, which is less than
1e−6 acceptable for all services considered under both slices.

IX. CONCLUSION

From the results presented in the above section, we can
conclude that the designed intelligent agents and proposed
algorithms improved the performance of intra-slice resource
allocation compared to baseline and SOTA techniques. The
intelligence agent learns different weights ws1 and ws2 for
each slice for the respective parameters affecting association
decisions. From the comparison, we can see the proposed
IQRA algorithm is more suitable for eMBB, whereas LIQRA
performs better for URLLC slices. IQRA provides 11.5% and
7.42% improvement in throughput for eMBB slices compared
to baseline and SOTA, respectively. While LIQRA provides
19.94% and 16.54% improvement in latency compared to
baseline and SOTA approaches, respectively. LIQRA improves
latency by achieving a minimum latency value of 45.5% less
than compared to the baseline approach. It also improves
system throughput for eMBB slices by 6.7%. Whereas, IQRA
improves throughput by achieving an increment in maximum
throughput value up to 26.7% compared to the baseline
approach. It also improves the minimum latency value to less
than 8.2% compared to baseline.
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(a) User Throughput eMBB (b) User Throughput URLLC (c) User Delay eMBB (d) User Delay URLLC

(e) User PDR eMBB (f) User PDR URLLC (g) User BER eMBB (h) User BER URLLC

Fig. 5: User KPI for eMBB and URLLC slice with IQRA2 Algorithm
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