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Abstract—This paper addresses the crucial need for reliable
wireless communication in vehicular networks, particularly vital
for the safety and efficacy of (semi-)autonomous driving amid
increasing traffic. We explore the use of Reconfigurable Intelli-
gent Surfaces (RISes) mounted on Drone Relay Stations (DRS)
to enhance communication reliability. Our study formulates
an optimization problem to pinpoint the optimal location and
orientation of the DRS, thereby creating an additional prop-
agation path for vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communications.
We introduce a heuristic approach that combines trajectory
optimization for DRS positioning and a Q-learning scheme for
RIS orientation. Our results not only confirm the convergence
of the Q-learning algorithm but also demonstrate significant
communication improvements achieved by integrating a DRS into
V2X networks. []

Index Terms—Artificial Intelligence, UAV, RIS, Communica-
tion Reliability

I. INTRODUCTION

With the continuously increasing proliferation of moving
vehicles (cars, drones, bicycles, scooters, etc.), the requirement
for guaranteed safe, reliable, yet effective wireless communi-
cations become dominant [1]]. Various technological solutions
have been proposed to support Vehicle-to-Vehicle (V2V) or, in
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a broader sense, Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X) communications
schemes. This, in consequence, entails the need for flexible
system design and ad-hoc reactions to the changing needs
in such a distributed and pervasive communication structure.
The high density of vehicles also causes the increased data
traffic observed in the frequency spectrum. Currently, to ex-
change information, the communication devices may either
use dedicated short-range communications (DSRC) [2], or
cellular networks (in the mode called cellular-V2X, C-V2X)
[3]]. Research is being performed to address those challenges.
One of the approaches assumes that the overall amount of
spectrum allocated to V2X purposes should be increased [4].
The authors of [5] proposed the use of a vehicular dynamic
spectrum access scheme to utilize the available band more
efficiently. In one of our prior papers [6]], we proposed the
application of reinforcement learning to support dynamic
channel allocation to platoons driving along the highway.

One separate group of researchers deals with the application
of drones (also called unmanned aerial vehicles, UAVs) for
supporting the functioning of vehicular networks. For some
time, the drone base stations (DBS) or flying base stations
constitute the concept investigated in rich literature to improve
the effectiveness of ground communication [7]].

Moreover, the integration of reconfigurable intelligent sur-
faces (RISes) in wireless communications has been attracting
global attention due to their innovative impact on signal
propagation [8]]. These nearly passive devices can be installed
in various environmental settings like walls and buildings, of-
fering new ways to manipulate signal paths, including directed
reflection contrary to classical optical geometry. RISes also
provide functionalities such as controlled diffusion, refraction,
and absorption.

This paper explores the enhancement of V2X commu-
nications by mounting RISes on unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs), enabling vehicles to communicate via both direct
and RIS-mediated virtual links. We focus on optimizing the
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location of a drone relay station (DRS) equipped with an RIS,
aiming to establish an additional virtual line-of-sight (LOS)
path for V2X pairs. Our study encompasses controlling the
DRS’s trajectory towards the optimal endpoint and its RIS’s
Xy orientation using a reinforcement learning method, with the
goal of maximizing V2X communication rates.

The remainder of the paper is arranged as follows. In the
next section, we briefly present the system model, including a
discussion on the channel model. Next, in Sec. III we outline
the considered problem formulation, with the proposed solu-
tions for trajectory planning and orientation control presented
in Sec. IV. It is followed by the analysis of the simulation
results. Finally, the paper is then concluded.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this work, we consider a V2X communications scenario
where the connected vehicles move along motorway lanes,
as shown in Fig. [l Two communication types are possible
- vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) transmission, where two cars be-
longing to the same platoon or fleet are willing to exchange
data, and vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I), where a vehicle is
connecting to the roadside unit (RSU) located in the green
separation between the lanes. We assume that there are in
general K communicating pairs, where for each pair k the
location of the involved units (vehicles or RSU) in 3D at time ¢
is denoted as (L% (t), L (t)). Each vehicle or RSU is located at
L;(t) = (x;(t),yi(t), hi(t)), where z;(t) represents the lateral
position, y;(¢) the longitudinal position, and h;(t) the height
of node i. Vehicles move at a constant velocity v;, and their
heights are uniformly distributed between 1.5 and 2 meters.

As the distances between the communicating nodes may be
significant, the reliability and throughput of the direct V2X
links might be insufficient. Thus, we consider the availability
of a secondary link, provided by the deployment of a UAV
carrying a nearly-passive RIS, denoted also as a DRS, acting
as a reflector for V2X transmissions. The location of the
UAV is represented with Lp(t) = (zp(t), yp(t), hp(t)) with
similar meaning as for other nodes. We also consider the
drone maximum movement velocity of vp, where V;uvp > v;.
Furthermore, the reflecting capabilities of the UAV-mounted
RIS depend on its orientation matrix O(¢) with dimensions
3 x 3, which defines the orientation of RIS axes.

We account for the availability of both the direct V2X links
and the DRS-assisted links, where both of them might be used
jointly to increase the link capacity or reliability. In this study,
for the sake of simplicity and to facilitate a clearer analysis of
the RIS capabilities, we make the assumption that the virtual
link via the RIS and the direct link between the transmitter
and receiver are constructively added. For the direct V2V
link we assume the propagation model proposed in [9]] for
Highway scenario. However, as we assume that there are no
fixed obstacles, such as buildings, there can be only a line-
of-sight (LoS) or non-line-of-sight due to vehicles (NLoSv)
propagation. In the latter case (NLoSv), the overall path-loss
depends, beside the distance between the transmitter and the
receiver, also on the height of vehicles in between. In case
of V2I communications, on the other hand, we employ the
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the considered scenario with communicating pairs
of vehicles moving along a motorway. RIS-equipped UAV is positioned to
improve the V2X communications links.

3GPP Urban Macro (UMa) model to model signal propagation,
according to [10].

To model the signal propagation in the link via DRS we
employ the models proposed for RIS-aided transmission in
[11]]. In general two transmission scenarios are possible: far-
field or near-field beamforming, selected based on the relation
between the distance from the transmitter to RIS d; or RIS
to the receiver do and the Faunhofer distance, calculated as
dp, = %, where D is the largest dimension of RIS array
(e.g. the diagonal) and A = c¢/f. is the wavelength [IT].
If dy > dp, and dy > dp, far-field beamforming case is
assumed, with near-field beamforming considered otherwise.
Due to the frequency used and the minimum height of DRS in
our scenario, d; and dg are always greater than d,. Hence, we
use only far-field beamforming path-loss formula from [11]].

The propagation in the far-field beamforming case depend
heavily on the relation between the transmission path axis and
the RIS orientation axis, represented with the azimuth angles
for both the transmitter ¢, and the receiver ¢,., as well as the
elevation angles for both the transmitter #; and the receiver
0. The propagation model we use in this case follows the
path-loss formula from [11]:
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where G;, G,, and G are the transmitter, receiver and RIS
antenna element gain, M and N is the number of rows and
columns of RIS unit cells (elements), that are distributed
uniformly with a spacing of d,, vertically and d, horizontally.
Further, F'(6;) and F(0,) are the normalized radiation patterns
of RIS unit cells towards the transmitter and the receiver,
respectively, given in (@), while A is the reflection coefficient
amplitude for RIS unit cell. We consider the same normalized
radiation pattern for all unit cells, depending only on the
elevation angle 6 and independent of the azimuth ¢, defined

as:
B cos®f 0 € [O, %}
F(6) = {0 ve (2.4] @)



An example of the resulting total path-loss for a DRS-
assisted link depending on the DRS location with respect to a
predefined vehicles pair is shown in Figll One can notice the
peaks caused by the impact of azimuth and elevation angles.
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Fig. 2. Path loss of the virtual link for different 2D locations of the DRS and
hp = 500. The V2X pair is marked by the red circles, and the orientation
of the DRS is fixed. Notice the high variability of the path loss values due to
the sensitivity of the sinc functions to the relations between the azimuth and
elevation angles of the link.

Based on the calculated path-loss, the throughput of the
considered link for pair &k can be calculated using the modified
Shannon formula [12] given as:

Ry = nBesrlogy(1 + SNR), 3)

where 7 is the bit-stream link effectiveness (fraction of data
bits in the total number of bits), Be¢ is the normalized effective
bandwidth (fraction of used bandwidth to the total bandwidth
including guard bands) and SN R ;) is the signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) of the k-th pair link calculated as:
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where P, is the transmit power, P L is the effective path-loss
and 012\, is the noise variance.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this work we consider a DRS-aided V2X communication,
where an UAV carrying an RIS is providing an additional link
supporting direct transmission. Therefore, in order to maxi-
mize the gains from using airborne RIS, its location and ori-
entation shall be optimized towards throughput maximization.
However, as in general there might be X communicating pairs,
the solution to the problem of finding the optimal location and
orientation of RIS might not be feasible, as the optimization
of certain links might lead to conflicting decisions. Thus, for
simplicity of analysis, in the following work we focus on
finding the best DRS location and orientation assuming only
a single communication link is optimized.

Considering the instantaneous positions of a V2X commu-
nication pair, represented as L (¢) and Ls(t), along with
the position of the DRS, Lp(¢), and the 3x3 orientation
matrix O(t), the objective is to design the DRS’s future
trajectory. Specifically, the task is to determine Lp(t+nT5) for
n € {1,2,..., N}, where T is the planning time step, and N
is the number of steps, determined by the duration of the V2X
pair’s transmission or their presence within the designated
highway segment, which is confined by (Zmin, Tmax) on the x-
axis and (Ymin, Ymax) On the y-axis. Furthermore, the DRS is
capable of modifying the orientation of the RIS along the xy-
plane, denoted by O(t), at a rotation rate of I'p [24]. Thus,
it is essential to establish not only the trajectory but also the
orientation O™ at each time step. For the sake of clarity
and consistency throughout this paper, the time index will
be represented as a superscript in all subsequent references.
Finally, we assume uniform direction and speed [7] within
each time step, constrained by the maximum speed vp.

Our objective is to maximize the V2X pair’s transmission
rate R("W, determined using [RIS MODEL] based on the
V2X locations and the DRS’s position and orientation. The
optimization problem is thus formulated as:
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The goal, as defined in (@), is to optimize the cumulative

throughput over the time span of N7§. The constraints are:

o (Bd) uses the matrix trace operator tr(-) to compute the
rotation angle from the rotation matrices and restrict it
to a maximum value, thereby adhering to the DRS’s
maximum rotational speed limit.

o (Bd) confirms the DRS’s displacement per time step stays
within its maximum translational speed.

o Constraints (3e), (5f), and (5g) ensure the DRS’s move-
ment is confined within the designated 3D boundary.

Considering the highly non-convex nature of the objective in
@), particularly when the RIS operates in the far-field state
and incorporates sinc functions as given in (1)) and depicted in
Fig.[2l and acknowledging the dynamic and intricate aspects of
constraint (3c), we opt for a heuristic approach of setting the
trajectory of the DRS, and a reinforcement learning scheme
for controlling the orietnation of the DRS. This decision is
driven by reinforcement learning’s adaptability to complex,
dynamic environments and its proficiency in handling non-
linear and non-convex problems. Specifically, the trajectory of



the DRS is obtained as a direct path towards the point in 3D
space which maximizes the throughput of the V2X pair, and
we employ a tabular Q-learning approach for rotating the RIS
at each time ste

IV. PROPOSED SOLUTION

In describing the proposed solution, it’s important under-
stand the path-loss formula in (1) which can be divided into
two parts: the first part depends on the location and involves
the elevation angles and distances from the RIS to each V2X
pair, while the second part (represented as ¥ in () is related
to orientation and depends mainly on the azimuth angles.

The first part of the path-loss in (I) changes with the DRS’s
position relative to the V2X pairs. It’s proportional to the
squared product of the distances, d2d3, which is minimized
when the DRS is positioned at the midpoint of the line segment
between the V2X pair. This midpoint, where

dy = dy = d, (6)

is also where the lowest path-loss is achieved for a given height
hp of the DRS, as shown in [L1]. Moreover, the path-loss
is inversely proportional to the RIS antennas’ gains, which
depend on the elevation angle, 0, as shown in (). When the
DRS is at the midpoint, this angle 6 for both ground nodes

can be calculated as:
d
0 =tan~! (E) . (7

The second part of the formula in can be adjusted by
changing the RIS’s orientation in the xy plane, affecting the
azimuth angles ¢, and ¢, for fixed elevation angles 6, and
6 that depend only on the DRS’s 3D location.

Building on the earlier analysis, we divide the optimization
problem in (3) into two sub-problems, which we solve using
heuristic methods as outlined below.

A. Setting the trajectory of the DRS L(n)

While the optimal xy location for the DRS is identified
as the midpoint between the V2X pairs, the optimal height
at this midpoint remains to be determined. This is done by
minimizing the left term of (3) and therefore minimizing the
following function:

d*+ H?

cosS (tan_l (%)) , ®

where (6) and (7) have been applied to simplify the equation
to its right-hand side form. To find the optimal value of hp,
we can employ quasi-Newton methods like L-BFGS-B, which
allows for bounded search space, ensuring compliance with
condition . In our research, we use L-BFGS-B to solve
for hp opt-

f(hp) =

2In this preliminary work, we validate the effectiveness of our formulated
Q-learning scheme in a tabular context, suited for smaller state and action
spaces. Future expansions of this work will integrate deep learning techniques
to harness greater benefits for larger state and action spaces

Given the optimal location
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we define the DRS’s next position at each time step, moving
towards Loy, as:

L _ ™
L = L™ 4 ypT, Pt 5. (10
& _rm ‘

This approach ensures that the DRS reaches the optimal
position in the shortest possible time.

B. Managing the DRS’s Orientation o

The RIS path-loss on the route taken by the DRS to arrive
at the optimal midpoint is significantly influenced by the sinc
functions in the right-hand side of (1)), which are directly
related to the azimuth angles at each time step, as clearly
shown in [2l Considering the complex and highly non-convex
nature of this term, characterized by trigonometric functions in
both the numerator and denominator, and the dynamic aspects
of the problem, we choose to employ reinforcement learning
for determining the RIS’s orientation at each time step.

C. Q-learning

In the RL framework, at each time step nTs, the agent
observes the environment state s(") and selects an action a(™
based on that observation. In our problem, the agent is the
DRS, and its possible actions include rotating right or left
with possible speeds of I'p, 0.75 I'p, 0.5 I'p, or 0.25 I'p.
At each time step nT5, the environment state observed by the
agent given its trajectory includes:

¢< n+1) (n+1)

1) Next azimuth angles ) and o,
2) Next elevation angles 0" and 0; nH)
This can be expressed as:

e (SR N N7 SR 1)

The quantization of elevation angles is done to achieve finer
granularity near 0, while azimuth angles are quantized to
have greater granularity around 7 and —m. The cardinalities
hyperparameters resulting from this quantization for elevation
and azimuth angles are denoted as Cy and Cg, respectively.
After an action is chosen, the environment state changes and
a reward (") is given, which guides the agent’s future actions
[13]. The policy 7(s(™)) maps the observed state to the action
to be taken. In our work, the reward is defined as the negative
scaled path-loss from at each time step:

(M = 10 x (PL§71)f — PL}’l}l))- (12)

This reward helps the agent learn and update the Q table during
simulations. The agent can then be deployed in real-world
scenarios, using the Sim-to-Real approach [14].

For each state-action pair, the function Q(s(™, a(™)
maps to the cumulative discounted reward, defined as
Q™ (s, a™) =E[RM™|s(™) a(™] where R(™ is the sum of
future dlscounted rewards RV (s a(™)) = 5°°° 4y



assuming future actions follow the policy = (-). The discount
factor v in [0, 1] balances the importance of immediate versus
future rewards. When an action a(™ is taken in state s("),
leading to reward (") and new state s("*1), the Q value for
the selected state-action pair is updated as:

Qnew(s(n)’ a(n)) — Q(S(n), a("))_|_
alrm 4 ’ymaXQ(S(nJrl), a) — Q(s(n)’ a(n)) , (13)

where « is the learning rate. The agent usually follows an e-
greedy policy where it selects the action that maximizes the Q
value with probability 1—¢ or a random action with probability
e. To speed up exploration of all states during exploration, in
our implementation we favor selecting actions that were not
selected before at each state. As for the learning rate, we adopt
a decaying rate approach where

1

(14)

o =

e

n

Finally, to avoid maximization bias in Q-learning, double
Q-learning is proposed, using two Q tables, )7 and @Qs.
The action at a given state s(™ is chosen to maximize
Q = Q1(s™,a™) + Q2(s™,a™). For updates, one table
is randomly selected at each epoch:

015, ™) = Q1 (s, a™) + a [rmur

Q2 (8("+1),afgmax Q1 (S("+1)7a(n))) _Ql(s(n)aa(n)):|
(15)

if @1 is chosen, and

Qa(s™,a™) = Qa(s™,a™) + a {”m

71 (8("“),&1"% max Q2 (Sn+17 a("))) —Qa(s"™, a(n))]
(16)

if, otherwise, Q2 is chosen.
At each time step, if not already serving a V2X pair, the

DRS selects the active pair (i.e., with established direct link)

with the closest Lgy. That is,

(n,k")

k= argkr/nin Ly

a7

Then, given the distance between the pair, the optimal height
of the DRS is obtained by minimizing (6), and obtaining the
optimal location (9) at each time step given the xy locations
of the V2X pairs which is used to update the DRS location
according to (I0). While traveling towards the locations, the
DRS observes the states of the environment at each time step
and selects the action that maximizes the expected reward with
a probability of 1 — €.

Algorithm 1 DRS Trajectory and Orientation Control

Input: v, =, L™ (t), L8 (¢), (1) vn € {1,...,N}
Initialisation : initialize all values in )7 and @5 to zero
1: while An active V2X pair exists do
2 n=n+1
3:  obtain optimal 3D location from (9) after solving for
hp,opt by minimizing (€) for each pair B, and select the
pair according to (17).
. s(™ « state parameters as defined in
s:  With a probability of 1 — ¢ select action a(™ that
maximizes Q1 (5™, a(™) + Qa(s™),a™), else select
a random action
6:  Update DRS location according to (I0), and orientation
according to selected action for T
7. After T observe reward as defined in (12)
- With 0.5 probability update @ table according to (I3),
else update () according to (16)
9: end while

V. SIMULATION RESULTS
A. Simulation setup

As illustrated in Fig. [Il our scenario assumes two parallel
lanes with opposite directions. The arrival times of vehicles
entering the lanes are generated according to an exponential
distribution with a rate parameter A,miva, and the number of
V2I and V2V communication events starting at time step n
is Poisson distributed with densities Ayz; and Aypy. The lanes
are situated parallel to the y-axis at ¢ = xi;, = 0 m and
T = Tmax = 500 m, and they stretch across the y axis between
Y = Ymin = 0 m and y = Tmax = H000 m. We assume that
the DRS can fly as low as zpmin = 50 m and zpmax = 600 m.
Other simulation parameters are summarized in Table [

TABLE I
SUMMARY OF KEY SIMULATION PARAMETERS

([ Parameter | Value I
Antenna Gains (G, G, G) 9.03 dB, 0 dB, 0 dB
RIS Size (M, N), Unit Cell Size (dz, dy) 100, 102, 0.01 m
Reflection Coefficient (A), Carrier Frequency (f.) | 0.9, 5 GHz
Link Effectiveness (7)), Effective Bandwidth (Beg) | 0.82, 17.472 MHz
V2X Power (Pt), Noise Power per Band (ofL) 200 mW, -131.27

dBm
Time Step (7s), DRS Speeds (vp, I'p), Vehicle | 0.5 s, 15 m/s, 0.349
Speed (v¢) rad/s, 10 m/s
Exploration Rate (¢), Angle Cardinalities (Cg, C3) | 0.2, 100, 100

B. Evaluation results and discussion

Our simulation, spanning 6 x 10° time steps, involved the
DRS serving a selected V2X pair at each step. An episode
is defined from the start of serving a new V2X pair to the
commencement of service to another pair. The path loss for
the direct links are obtained according the models mentioned
in Seclll, where for V2V pairs, the presence of other vehicles
between them is considered accounting fore these intermediate
vehicles’” height which affects the direct transmission.
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Fig. 3. Average path-loss per cycle during the connectivity duration of V2X
pairs, ending as the DRS reaches its optimal location. The use of the Q-
learning method clearly improves path loss reduction.

Figure 3 displays the average rewards per cycle for varying
episode lengths, which depend on the V2X pairs’ relative posi-
tions along the path and their duration within the simulation’s
boundaries. The length of an episode can be short if the DRS
selects a V2X pair near the simulation border, nearing the
end of its presence in the simulation. Such episodes affect
the average reward shown in the figure for the initial cycles.
This scenario leads to higher rewards when the DRS is already
close to that border (which is probable since the DRS tracks
pairs until the end of their simulation to either border), which
entails that the DRS quickly reaches pairs already close to
its position. However, the results show marked improvement
in longer episodes, highlighting the effectiveness of our Q-
learning strategy, which is based on tabular learning with a
limited state space. The optimization of the RIS’s orientation
is particularly crucial when the DRS’s speed is insufficient
to reach the optimal location swiftly, especially when dealing
with high-speed vehicles. As the DRS nears to the optimal
location, the impact of the RIS’s orientation lessens, reducing
the significance of azimuth and elevation angles in ().

The second figure, Fig. [ illustrates the performance of
our proposed solution across various inter-V2X pair distance
ranges during testing in terms of average path-loss. As the
distance between pairs increases, the benefit of employing the
DRS becomes more pronounced, providing a virtual line-of-
sight path that circumvents potential blockages like cars or
obstacles. This enhancement not only extends the viable dis-
tance range for V2X pair communication but also contributes
to the overall efficiency of the V2X communication system.
It facilitates faster payload transmission for certain pairs,
potentially freeing up resources for better scheduling among
other pairs. Additionally, the figure highlights the marked
improvement achieved by optimizing the DRS’s orientation
throughout its trajectory.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we investigated the application of DRS
equipped with RIS to support V2X communications. Due to

Comparison of rate improvement for different inter-vV2X pair distances
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Fig. 4. Average improvement in rate for various allowed inter-v2x pairs
distances during testing (i.e., € = 0). As the distance increases the direct link
quality reduces and the RIS LOS link is more important.

the complexity and non-convexity of the investigated prob-
lem, we proposed a heuristic reinforcement learning-based
approach to optimize the path and orientation of DRS. The
optimal drone location is found analytically using geometrical
relations, while the orientation is learned via the Q-learning
strategy. The proposed approach’s effectiveness, confirmed by
simulations, improved communication rates for the selected
V2X pairs. As only a simple Q-learning approach was applied,
we have limited the optimization to a single selected pair
of vehicles to avoid potential conflicts and ensure algorithm
convergence. Future efforts with deep learning will address in-
terference issues and enable simultaneous support for multiple
V2X pairs with one DRS, along with optimizing the selection
of V2X pairs in dynamic environments.
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