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Abstract

With the advent of connected autonomous vehicles, we are expecting to witness a new era of un-
precedented user experiences, improved road safety, a wide range of compelling transportation
applications, etc. A large number of disruptive communication technologies are emerging for
the sixth generation (6G) wireless network aiming to support advanced use cases for intelligent
transportation systems (ITS). An example of such a disruptive technology is constituted by
hybrid Visible Light Communication (VLC) and Radio Frequency (RF) systems, which can
play a major role in advanced ITS.

The first part of this dissertation highlights the potential benefit of employing vehicular-
VLC (V-VLC) along with conventional vehicular-RF (V-RF) for enhanced vehicular message
dissemination at road intersection. Further, we propose two practical deployment strategies
namely hybrid RF-VLC with relaying and V-RF with Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface (RIS)
which may serve as a preferred alternative for future ITS to meet ultra-high reliable and
ultra-low latency communication for 6G vehicular networks.

In order to provide vehicles with reliable, ubiquitous, and massive connectivity, an appro-
priate multiple access (MA) scheme should be adopted. An appealing MA scheme referred to
as non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) has been gaining significant research attention in
vehicular networks among academia and industry. To this end, the proposed framework also
aim to present a comprehensive qualitative and quantitative analysis on the performance of
Optical Power Domain-NOMA (OPD-NOMA) enabled V-VLC systems. In addition to above,
we propose a novel cooperative NOMA (C-NOMA) assisted hybrid visible light and radio
frequency communication for improving safety message dissemination at road intersection.

Recently, RIS is also emerging as a disruptive communication technology for enhancing the
signal quality and transmission coverage in wireless vehicular networks. Despite the widespread
interest in applying RISs in various wireless vehicular environments, there is a paucity of
intensive research efforts on exploring optical-RIS (O-RIS) for vehicular communication. It
is anticipated that 6G-ITS applications viz. autonomous driving, platooning and cooperative



driving shall witness the proliferation of such O-RIS and hybrid RF-VLC technologies, while
fulfilling stringent 6G key performance indicators (KPIs) requirements. Motivated by the above
insights, the proposed work also aim to highlight the advantageous amalgamation of O-RIS
and hybrid RF-VLC technologies for enhanced vehicular message dissemination particularly at
road intersection. The proposed analytical framework developed in this dissertation allows us to
answer several important questions pertaining to transportation networks, smart infrastructure
planning, and personnel deployment.



Table of contents

Abstract xi

List of figures xv

List of tables xix

List of Symbols xxiv

1 Introduction 1
1.1 Objectives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.2 Contributions and Research Outcomes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.3 Organization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

2 Background and Related Works 7
2.1 Hybrid RF-VLC V2X Systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2.1.1 V2X Communication Technologies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
2.2 Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

2.2.1 NOMA for VLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12
2.3 Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

2.3.1 Related Works . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

3 Reliable Packet Transmission for V2X Networks 17
3.1 Overview of Part I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
3.2 Preliminaries and assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

3.2.1 Network Model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
3.2.2 Channel Model for V-VLC and V-RF . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
3.2.3 MAC Protocols . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22



3.2.4 Intensity of Interfering PPP . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
3.3 Performance Evaluation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

3.3.1 Outage Probability . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23
3.3.2 Throughput . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28
3.3.3 Data Oriented Characterization: DOR and IOR . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

3.4 Numerical Results and Discussion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29
3.5 Concluding remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35
3.6 Overview of Part II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

3.6.1 Motivation and Contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36
3.7 Network model and preliminaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

3.7.1 Scenario Description . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38
3.8 Performance Evaluation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41

3.8.1 Outage Probability for V-RF with relaying . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41
3.8.2 Outage Probability for hybrid VLC-RF with relaying . . . . . . . . . 44
3.8.3 Outage Probability for V-RF with RIS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

3.9 Numerical Results and analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48
3.10 Concluding remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51

4 OPD NOMA for Vehicular Communication 53
4.1 OPD NOMA for Vehicular Networks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53
4.2 System Model and Preliminaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54

4.2.1 System Model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54
4.2.2 Practical Challenges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55

4.3 Performance Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57
4.3.1 NOMA Outage Expression for V-VLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 58
4.3.2 NOMA Outage Expression for V-RF . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62
4.3.3 Average Achievable Rate for V-VLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65
4.3.4 Average Achievable Rate for V-RF . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66

4.4 Numerical Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67
4.5 Concluding Remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72
4.6 Overview of Part II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73
4.7 System Model and Assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74

4.7.1 Network Scenario . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74
4.8 Performance Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78

4.8.1 Outage Probability for V-VLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78
4.8.2 Outage Probability for V-RF . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81

4.9 Average Achievable Rate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86



4.10 Numerical Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88
4.11 Concluding Remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93

5 Optical RIS for Vehicular Network 95
5.1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95
5.2 System Overview . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96
5.3 Performance Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96

5.3.1 Outage Probability . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96
5.3.2 System Goodput Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99
5.3.3 Delay Outage Analysis . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100

5.4 Results and Discussions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100
5.5 Concluding Remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102

6 Impact of Weather Conditions and Interference 103
6.1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103

6.1.1 Contribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103
6.2 System Model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104

6.2.1 Cumulative distribution function (CDF) of Interference . . . . . . . . 106
6.3 Probability of successful transmission . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 108

6.3.1 No channel fading with path loss exponent, α=2 . . . . . . . . . . . 109
6.3.2 Rayleigh fading case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 109

6.4 Simulation Results and Discussion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110
6.5 Concluding Remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113
6.6 Overview of Part II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114
6.7 Case Study: Hybrid RF-VLC V2X Systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114
6.8 Concluding Remarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 117

7 Conclusion and Future Work 119
7.1 Summary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 119
7.2 Future Directions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120

7.2.1 Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RIS) Enabled Hybrid RF-VLC
V2X Systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 120

7.2.2 ML-assisted System Design . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121
7.2.3 Deployment Issues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 122
7.2.4 Coexistence of mmWave, THz and VLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123
7.2.5 NOMA and its variants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 123
7.2.6 Standardization Activities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 124



Appendix A Author’s Publications 125

References 127



List of figures

2.1 Performance trade-offs of conventional VLC and RF based V2X communica-
tion systems. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

2.2 Illustration of a generic hybrid RF-VLC communication in a vehicular network. 9

3.1 Illustration of safety message dissemination in a vehicular network at road
intersection. A desired vehicle can communicate with RSU via VLC shown by
zig-zag or RF link shown by red transmission signal. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

3.2 Abstraction used for modeling. The desired vehicle is marked in green circle,
while RSU is marked in triangle, is assumed to be located at the center of road
intersection. All links can either be V-VLC or V-RF link. . . . . . . . . . . . 20

3.3 (a) Illustration of critical distance, dc. Here, dc=h/tan(ΨFOV ) (b)Transition
diagram of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network configuration. Here, β and ζ denote
the SINR threshold for standalone V-VLC and V-RF networks, respectively. . 21

3.4 Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for
outage probability, Pout versus distance for V-VLC links only (blue), V-RF
links only (red) and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF Links (green) with slotted ALOHA
protocol. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

3.5 Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for
outage probability, Pout versus distance for V-VLC link only (blue), V-RF link
only (red) and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF link (green) with CSMA CA protocol. . . 31

3.6 Outage probability, Pout and throughput, T as a function of access probability,
ρ for standalone V-VLC link, V-RF link and hybrid V-VLC/VRF link when
distance between the desired vehicle and RSU, R is 150 m. . . . . . . . . . . 32

3.7 Delay outage performance of V-VLC Link only, V-RF Link only and hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF Link for CSMA case for two different distance between the
desired vehicle and RSU. Here, access probability, ρ is 0.01. . . . . . . . . . 33

xv



3.8 Information Outage Rate of V-VLC Link only, V-RF Link only and hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF Link for slotted ALOHA case for two different distance between
the desired vehicle and RSU. Here, access probability, ρ is 0.01. . . . . . . . 34

3.9 Illustration of road intersection scenario where vehicles in blocked line-of-sight
(solid red line) can communicate via Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF with relaying (solid
green line) and V-RF with RIS (solid black line). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37

3.10 Abstraction system model for vehicular communications involving a source S,
relay R/RIS and a destination D in presence of one dimensional Poisson field
of interference. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

3.11 Illustration of proposed V2X deployment strategies: (a) Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
scheme and (b) V-RF with RIS scheme. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

3.12 Analytical (solid line) and simulation (markers) results for outage probability,
Pout versus distance from intersection, i.e ||S−R||=||R−D|| for conventional
V-RF, proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF and RIS aided V-RF communication. . . 48

3.13 Outage probability, Pout and throughput, T variation with access prob-
ability, ρ for two different distances between the source and destination,
d0 ∈ (50m,150m). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49

3.14 Delay outage performance of Conventional V-RF with relaying, hybrid VLC-
RF with relaying, and RIS aided V-RF (N = 30,80) for two different distance
between the source and destination, d0 ∈ (50m,150m). . . . . . . . . . . . . 50

3.15 Delay outage rate variation with increasing value of RIS elements, N for two
different distances between the source and destination, d0 ∈ (50m,150m). . . 51

4.1 Typical I2V and V2V-VLC scenario. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55
4.2 OPD NOMA based V2X system model. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55
4.3 Abstraction used for modelling. The desired vehicles are marked in triangle,

while interferers are marked in cross marks. Here, L and h denotes the inter
lane distance and height of traffic lamp respectively. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56

4.4 Outage Probability, Pout,V LC as a function of vehicular density, λ : (a) V-VLC,
and (b) V-RF. Impact of power allocation coefficient, ξ1: (c) V-VLC, and (d)
V-RF. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69

4.5 Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for
outage probability, Pout versus distance of far-off NOMA user for OPD NOMA
based V-VLC link (red) and NOMA based V-RF link (magenta) . . . . . . . 70

4.6 Average achievable rate, R variation with vehicular density, λ : (a) V-VLC,
and (b) V-RF. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71



4.7 Average achievable rate, R of V-RF as a function of power allocation coeffi-
cient, ξ1: (a) V-VLC, and (b) V-RF. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72

4.8 Real life application scenario: At road intersection, vehicles in blocked LOS
(dashed red line) can communicate via C-NOMA supported hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF systems. The SR link can either be V-VLC (red color line) or V-RF (solid
magenta line) link, while RD1,2 link is a V-RF link. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74

4.9 Abstraction model of the considered scenario. The source vehicle is marked
with red triangle, destination vehicles are marked with yellow squares, and
interfering vehicles with black circles. The desired link is represented by red
dotted line and the interference link is represented by black dotted line. H
denotes the height of the traffic light. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75

4.10 Illustration of cooperative NOMA aided hybrid VLC-RF based V2X with
relaying. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76

4.11 Outage probability as a function of vehicular density λ : (a) Hybrid transmission
without MRC, and (b) Hybrid transmission with MRC. . . . . . . . . . . . . 88

4.12 Outage probability as a function of power allocation coefficient a1: (a) Hybrid
transmission without MRC, (b) Hybrid transmission with MRC. . . . . . . . 89

4.13 Outage probability, Pout and throughput, T as a function of access probability,
ρ for standalone V-VLC link, V-RF link and hybrid V-VLC/VRF link when
distance between the desired vehicle and RSU, R is 150 m. . . . . . . . . . . 91

4.14 (a) Outage probability as a function of vehicular density λ for Lambertian and
empirical model (b) Average achievable rate as a function of vehicular density
λ for Lambertian and empirical model. Here, ρ=0.01, α=2 and a1=0.8. . . . 92

4.15 Impact of vehicular speed: (a) Outage probability, and (b) average achievable
rate. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93

5.1 Real life application scenario: At road intersection, the vehicles in blocked
LOS can communicate via O-RIS (dashed red line) or V-RF links (solid green
line) in presence of interference from adjacent lane vehicles (dashed yellow line). 96

5.2 3D coordinate system model: O-RIS can be deployed at road intersection
to relax the line-of-sight (LOS) requirement between source and destination
vehicles in a V-VLC systems. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 97

5.3 Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (markers) results of outage
performance for various configuration with varying vehicular density, λ . Here,
do = 50m. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100

5.4 (a) 3D outage plots and (b) Impact of vehicle’s speed on outage performance.
Here, do = 50m. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101



5.5 (a) System goodput versus number of training bits (bT ) for R ∈ {3,5} and (b)
Impact of delay threshold (tth) on DOR. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102

6.1 System model. Here, vehicle C and vehicle D act as interferers (denoted by
green solid line) for the dedicated communication link (denoted by red solid
line) between vehicle A and vehicle B. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105

6.2 OEM headlamp optical illumination pattern with receiver height of 0.7 m. The
values in the plots represent the received optical power and are in dBm. . . . 105

6.3 Simplified geometrical layout. Vehicle A is assumed to be located at the origin
O. Here, D denotes distance between legitimate vehicle and receiver. . . . . 106

6.4 Reference scenario illustrating coverage and interference region using VLC
attocells. Here, r and D denotes radius of VLC attocell under coverage region
of desired vehicle and communication-range respectively. . . . . . . . . . . 106

6.5 Probability of successful transmission over a range of threshold power (a)
sparse traffic scenario when s=50 m, (b) medium traffic scenario when s=20 m,
and (c) dense traffic scenario when s=12.5 m. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111

6.6 OEM headlamp optical radiation pattern with receiver height of 0.7 m with
interference when space headway between interferers is 20 m under (a) light
fog (V=0.1 Km), (b) dense fog (V=0.05 Km) and (c) dry snow condition (Snow
rate=10 mm/hr). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 112

6.7 Illustration of a generic hybrid RF-VLC communication in a vehicular network.114
6.8 PRP at RSU for pure V-RF, pure V-VLC and LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X com-

munication system under rain, fog and dry snow conditions. . . . . . . . . . 115
6.9 Delay outage performance for pure V-RF, pure V-VLC and LA hybrid RF-VLC

V2X communication system as a function of delay threshold, Tth. . . . . . . . 116
6.10 Achievable data rate for different network configuration for different values of

distance between RSU and desired vehicle. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 117

7.1 O-RIS/metasurface can be deployed on RSU/buildings at road intersection to
relax the LOS requirement between source and destination vehicles in hybrid
RF-VLC V2X systems. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121



List of tables

2.1 Comparison of DSRC/IEEE 802.11p, C-V2X, VLC, LTE and 5GNR V2X . . 10
2.2 Summary of RIS-VLC proposed performance enhancement schemes . . . . . 14

3.1 V-VLC and V-RF system parameters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

4.1 System Model Parameters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

6.1 Average received optical power for V-VLC in presence of interference when
space headway between interferer is 20 m under different environmental deter-
rents at a distance of 100 m from transmitter. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113

xix



List of Abbreviations

CAV Connected and automated vehicular
ITS Intelligent transportation systems
V2X Vehicle-to-everything
C-V2X Cellular-V2X
DSRC Dedicated short-range communication
5G NR 5G New Radio
VLC Visible light communication
V-VLC Vehicular-VLC
NOMA Non orthogonal multiple Access
OPD NOMA Optical power domain NOMA
C-NOMA Cooperative NOMA
CSI Channel state information
RIS Reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
O-RIS Optical-RIS
BSMs Basic safety messages
FeMBB Further enhanced Mobile Broadband
MBBLL Mobile BroadBand and Low-Latency
mLLMT massive Low-Latency Machine-Type communication
SNR Signal-to-noise ratio
MRC Maximal ratio combining
SC Selection combining
VANETs Vehicular adhoc networks
ISI Inter-symbol interference
UAV Unmanned aerial vehicle
LED Light emitting diode
LOS Line-of-sight
LTE Long term evaluation
LTE-A Long term evaluation advanced



IMR Intelligent metasurface reflector
IMA Intelligent mirror array
PDF Probability density function
CDF Cumulative distribution function
MGF Moment generating function
QoS Quality of service
RSUs Road side units
V-RF Vehicular-Radio frequency
EE Energy Efficiency
DOR Delay outage rate
IOR Information outage rate
MAC Medium access control
CSMA CA Carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance



Chapter 1
Introduction

Connected and automated vehicular (CAV) technologies are expected to support improved road
safety and driving comfort in future intelligent transportation systems (ITS). To fully support
CAV, next generation vehicles will be equipped with a wide range of sensors and thus there is a
strong demand for reliable near-real-time exchange of sensing and control data. Such a demand
will be filled by vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communication which comprises a wide range of
communication technologies such as vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) and vehicle-to-infrastructure
(V2I) communications[1]. The most salient V2X communication technologies are dedicated
short-range communication (DSRC)-aided V2X and cellular-V2X (C-V2X). While DSRC-V2X
represents a mature cost-efficient V2X technology, C-V2X has attracted much attention in
recent years due to its significantly improved coverage, throughput, and latency. Thanks to
sophisticated cellular infrastructure, C-V2X outperforms due to centralized resource allocation
as well as enhanced communication/sensing capabilities. Several 3GPP V2X initiatives (such as
LTE-V2X and 5G New Radio (NR)-V2X) have contributed to the prominence of C-V2X. With
an abundance of both advanced sensors and communication devices, however, new challenges
arise for the emerging next generation V2X networks[2]. More explicitly, stringent system
reliability (∼ 99.999%), end-to-end latency (<5 ms), coverage-quality, spectral efficiency,
energy rating, networking, and privacy/security specifications should be met to support various
C-V2X use case requirements [3]. Although the current C-V2X technology (such as 5G-NR-
V2X) offers substantial performance gains over its predecessor, the improved performance
is achieved at the cost of requiring additional spectral/hardware resources, while utilizing
LTE-based system architectures and mechanisms. Thus, V2X networks based on 5G NR may
not be able to meet the above-mentioned rigorous requirements and use cases of the emerging
intelligent autonomous vehicles. A paradigm shift from conventional communication networks
in favor of more flexible and diversified approaches is necessary. In fact, this transformation is
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beginning to take shape with the intensifying research into 6G wireless communication networks
aiming for incorporating disruptive concepts[4]. In addition to intelligent and ubiquitous V2X
systems, 6G is expected to provide significant data rate increases (e.g., up to Tbps), extremely
fast wireless access (e.g., in the range of sub-milliseconds) and massive increase in wireless
connections (e.g., billions of connected devices) as well as more extensive, more energy-
efficient, and more environmentally friendly three-dimensional (3D) communications.

To realize the above vision of 6G-V2X, this research work advocates the intrinsic amalga-
mation of Radio frequency (RF) and Visible Light Communication (VLC) solutions, which are
complementary to each other due to their respective benefits and trade-offs. Autonomous driv-
ing requires close monitoring of the surrounding area around the vehicle by deploying various
sensors such as LIDAR, RADAR, camera, ultrasonic sensor, etc. In particular, a camera can not
only allow the vehicle to recognize its surrounding objects, it can also be used as a receiver for
VLC. Such a camera can then communicate via VLC with a large number of devices because of
its spatial separation feature, thereby facilitating object recognition around the vehicle, obstacle
location estimation, and even communication. By intelligently combining VLCaided V2X
communications with classic RF-based communications, our objective is to increase the data
rates, reduce the transmission latency, improve reliability, reduce power consumption, and
enhance safety. However, one of major challenges for vehicular-VLC (V-VLC) arises from
its outdoor operation. Meteorological phenomenon such as fog, rain, snow etc influences the
reliability as well as range of V-VLC. In terms of commercialization progress, there has been
renewed industry interest in implementing and commercializing VLC technology to create
new value chains, and in the meantime several pilot projects have been launched to promote
research in this new field. For instance, pureLiFi is the global leader in bringing to market the
world’s first commercial light antennas making LiFi possible—for all kinds of applications,
from industrial to consumer, and from smart cars to smartphones1. Besides, various globally
recognized LiFi companies like Oldecomm, VLNComm, Panasonic corporation, Signify, and
Lucibel also primarily focus on bringing next-generation VLC front-end products to commer-
cial markets2. In particular, Oledcomm is a French telecommunications company that began its
research into LiFi systems that can be used extensively in the automotive sector.

1https://www.purelifi.com/taking-lifi-mainstream/
2https://lifi.co/lifi-companies/
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1.1 Objectives

The main aim of this dissertation is to provide analytical framework for evaluating performance
of hybrid visible light and radio frequency for vehicular communication systems. Specifically,
the objectives of this dissertation are as follows.

• To highlight the potential benefit of employing heterogeneous visible light and radio
frequency for enhanced vehicular message dissemination at road intersection. We make
use of various analytical tools of stochastic geometry to characterize the performance of
various network configurations, i.e., standalone V-VLC, stand-alone V-RF and hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF network.

• To investigate the performance of Optical Power Domain Non Orthogonal Multiple
Access (OPD-NOMA) enabled vehicular-VLC (V-VLC) systems. In addition to above,
we evaluate analytically the performance of cooperative NOMA (C-NOMA) assisted
hybrid visible light and radio frequency communication for improving safety message
dissemination at road intersection.

• To explore the advantageous amalgamation of optical reconfigurable intelligent surface
(O-RIS) and hybrid RF-VLC technologies for enhanced vehicular message dissemination
particularly at road intersection.

• To study the impact of interference and meteorological phenomenon on the performance
of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system.

1.2 Contributions and Research Outcomes

The main contributions of this dissertation are summarized below along with relevant publica-
tions.

• We analyzed the impact of interference and meteorological phenomenon on the perfor-
mance of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system. Specifically, we showed that regardless of any
meteorological impact, a properly configured link-aggregated hybrid V-VLC/V-RF sys-
tem is capable of meeting stringent ultra high reliability (≥99.999%) and ultra-low latency
(<3 ms) requirements, making it a promising candidate for 6G Vehicle-to-Everything
(V2X) Communications.

– G. Singh, A. Srivastava, and V. Bohara, “On Feasibility of VLC Based Car-to-Car
Communication under Solar Irradiance and Fog Conditions,” in Proc. ACM 1st Int.
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Workshop Commun. Comput. Connected Veh. Platooning, ACM MobiCom, Oct.
2018, pp. 1–7.

– G. Singh, A. Srivastava, and V. A. Bohara, “Impact of Weather Conditions and
Interference on the Performance of VLC based V2V Communication,” in Proc.
IEEE 21st International Conference on Transparent Optical Network (ICTON),
Angers, France, July, 2019, pp. 1–4.

– K. Joshi, N. Roy, G.Singh, V.A.Bohara and A. Srivastava, “Experimental Ob-
servations on the Feasibility of VLC-Based V2X Communications under various
Environmental Deterrents”, IEEE International Conference on Advanced Networks
and Telecommunications Systems (ANTS), Dec 2019 BITS Goa, India.

– G.Singh, A. Srivastava, and V.A.Bohara, “Stochastic Geometry Based Interference
Characterization for RF and VLC Based Vehicular Communication System”, IEEE
System Journal, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 2035-2045, Sept. 2020.

– G. Singh, A. Srivastava, V. A. Bohara, M.N. Rahim, Zilong L., and Pesch D.,
“Towards 6G-V2X: Aggregated RF-VLC for Ultra-Reliable and Low-Latency Au-
tonomous Driving Under Meteorological Impact”, submitted to IEEE Communica-
tion Standards Magazine, Jan, 2023. Available online: https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.06287

• We explored the potential benefits and practical challenges associated with implementa-
tion of OPD-NOMA scheme for VLC based vehicle-to-everything (V2X) networks with
a major aim of providing vehicles with reliable, ubiquitous, and massive connectivity. Ad-
ditionally, we propose a novel C-NOMA assisted hybrid visible light and radio frequency
communication for improving safety message dissemination at road intersection.

– G.Singh, A. Srivastava, V.A.Bohara, and Zilong L. “Comparison of PD-NOMA for
RF and VLC based Vehicular Communication Under Various Weather Conditions”,
Wireless World Research Forum Meeting 44, Copenhagen, Denmark, June, 2020.

– G.Singh, A. Srivastava, V.A.Bohara, and Zilong L. “Downlink Performance of
Optical Power Domain NOMA for Beyond 5G Enabled V2X Networks”, IEEE
Open Journal of Vehicular Technology, vol. 2, pp. 235-248, May 2021.

– G. Singh, D. Gupta, A. Srivastava, V. A. Bohara, and Zilong L., “Exploring Coop-
erative NOMA Assisted Hybrid Visible Light and Radio Frequency for Enhanced
Vehicular Message Dissemination at Road Intersections”, Elsevier Physical Com-
munication, Sept., 2022.

• We investigated the use of V-VLC for basic safety messages (BSMs) dissemination in
lieu of conventional V-RF communication in road intersection applications, where the
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reception performance is affected by interference from the concurrent transmissions of
other vehicles. In addition, we proposed two practical deployment strategies namely
hybrid RF-VLC with relaying and V-RF with Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface (RIS)
which may serve as a preferred alternative for future ITS.

– G.Singh, A. Srivastava, V.A.Bohara, Zilong L., M.N. Rahim, and G. Ghatak,
“Heterogeneous Visible Light and Radio Communication for Improving Safety
Message Dissemination at Road Intersection”, IEEE Transactions on Intelligent
Transportation Systems, Feb, 2022.

– G. Singh, A. Srivastava and V. A. Bohara, “Visible Light and Reconfigurable Intelli-
gent Surfaces for Beyond 5G V2X Communication Networks at Road Intersections",
IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, Apr., 2022.

• The proposed framework highlighted the advantageous amalgamation of O-RIS and
hybrid RF-VLC technologies for enhanced vehicular message dissemination particularly
at road intersection.

– T. Pal, G.Singh, A. Srivastava, and V.A.Bohara “On Performance of Optical-
RIS Aided Vehicular Communication Systems”, Wireless World Research Forum
Meeting 47, Bristol, UK, June 2022.

– G. Singh, T.Pal, A. Srivastava and V. A. Bohara, “Optical RIS Enabled Hybrid
RF-VLC V2X Communication Network: A Promising New Frontier for 6G-ITS”,
IEEE International Conference on Advanced Networks and Telecommunications
Systems (ANTS)”, MNIT Jaipur, Dec, 2023. Accepted for publication.

1.3 Organization

The remainder of this dissertation has been organized as follows. In chapter 2, the background
and related work of this dissertation has been outlined. This chapter also introduces the
concept of NOMA and RIS in context to vehicular communication. The reliability of packet
transmission at road intersection for hybrid vehicular-VLC and V-RF communication system
has been investigated in chapter 3 in terms of outage probability, throughput and latency using
various analytical tools of stochastic geometry. We investigate the applicability of downlink
OPD NOMA enabled V2X network for typical infrastructure-to-vehicle (I2V) communication
in presence of interference caused from concurrent vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) transmissions in
chapter 4. Further, this Chapter also propose a novel cooperative non orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) enabled hybrid vehicular visible light communication (V-VLC)/V-RF communication
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for improving safety message dissemination and enabling massive connectivity among vehicles
for road intersection scenarios. In chapter 5, we unlocked the potential benefit of employing
optical-RIS (O-RIS) enabled hybrid RFVLC V2X communication for enhanced vehicular
message dissemination at road intersection. The impact of interference and meteorological
phenomenon on the performance of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system has been analyzed in Chapter
6. Finally, we summarize our contributions and discuss potential future works in chapter 7.
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Chapter 2
Background and Related Works

In this chapter, we provide a brief overview of hybrid RF-VLC V2X communication systems.
This chapter also introduces the concept of non orthogonal mutiple access (NOMA) and
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) in context to vehicular network.

2.1 Hybrid RF-VLC V2X Systems

Pure RF links may suffer from excessive RF interference in scenarios of high road-traffic
density, which increases the communication latency owing to packet delivery failures and
aggressive ARQ retransmission attempts. This in turn increases the spectrum congestion
in dynamic vehicular environments. As a possible solution, the non-interfering unlicensed
VLC band may be harnessed in unison with the RF band for improved V2X communications,
while supporting enhanced security[5]. Furthermore, a VLC-enabled V2X system will need
minimal setup costs as VLC-based V2X can use light emitting diodes (LEDs) or laser diodes
(LDs) that are already present in the vehicular head- and tail-lights or in street/traffic lights.
Despite the above benefits, standalone VLC networks also have their drawbacks, including their
limited coverage distance, sensitivity to background light and line-of-sight (LOS) blockage.
These impediments are conveniently circumvented by the classic RF wireless networks, which
exhibit wider coverage and higher transmission integrity in the absence of LOS. 6G-V2X is
envisioned to play a pivotal role on attaining the ambitious goals for internet of vehicles by
satisfying the more rigorous key performance indicators (KPIs) that were partially fulfilled
by 5G for vehicle communications. Indeed, it is expected that 5G use cases categories will
evolve to Further enhanced Mobile Broadband (FeMBB), Mobile BroadBand and Low-Latency
(MBBLL), ultramassive Machine-Type Communication (umMTC), and massive Low-Latency
Machine-Type communication (mLLMT) with extreme requirements such as data rates over 1
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Figure 2.1: Performance trade-offs of conventional VLC and RF based V2X communication systems.

Tbps, end-to-end delays lower than 1 ms, network availability and reliability beyond 99.999%,
extreme connection density of over 107 devices/km2, and spectrum efficiency over 5 times
that of 5G while supporting extreme mobility. By intelligently combining, we show that the
integration of VLC and RF improves the overall system performance to meet the stringent
KPI requirements of 6G-V2X networks. As depicted in Fig. 2.1, hybrid RF-VLC based V2X
systems have the potential to deliver significantly improved vehicular message disseminations
by exploiting the complementary advantages of standalone VLC and RF systems. There are
two main categories of hybrid RF-VLC based vehicular communication systems[6]:

a. Link-Aggregated (LA) Hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems: In order to improve the
achievable data rate and connection reliability, the vehicular nodes employ both VLC and RF
links simultaneously.

b. Non-Link Aggregated (non-LA) Hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems: In this case, the
vehicular nodes utilize either VLC or RF technology at a given time instant to optimize the
network parameters.

As shown in Fig. 2.2, there are five primary scenarios in which VLC can complement
and strengthen RF communication in V2X networks: (1) V2V communications via front
lights or back lights, (2) U2V (UAV-to-Vehicle) communication, (3) V2V communication via
Re-configurable Intelligent Surfaces (RIS1), (4) V2X communications via traffic lights, and
(5) V2X communications via street lights. The latter may be viewed as a second layer of
ubiquitous small-cell VLC BSs. In addition to increasing data rates, VLC has the potential to

1RIS refers to reconfigurable metasurfaces consisting of numerous passive antenna-elements having adjustable
phases. In fact, in advance RISs, one can effectively control not only the phase, but potentially even the frequency,
amplitude and the polarization of the incident wireless signals to overcome the deleterious effects of natural
wireless propagation[2].
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Figure 2.2: Illustration of a generic hybrid RF-VLC communication in a vehicular network.

address some of the limitations of traditional V2X communication based on RF. For example,
in the left bottom corner of Fig. 2.2, the RF-based V2V communication of two cars separated
by a large bus may suffer from severe packet loss due to the shadowing effect. In this case,
the transmitting car may use VLC to communicate with the bus; subsequently, the bus could
forward the messages to the receiving car in the shadowed region. Moreover, the data packets
can also be relayed using traffic/street lights at urban intersections, allowing vehicles to interact
across perpendicular streets, where traditional RF-based solution is often plagued by severe
packet loss. Further, the use of optical-RIS (O-RIS)2 can further combat packet loss, enhancing
signal quality and providing wider coverage in a VLC aided V2X systems. Apart from the
above, VLC enabled unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) based U2V communication[8] can be
utilized for smart traffic monitoring system to monitor, track and control allowed speed, other
traffic violations and suspicious behavior of vehicles moving on the road. Although RF-based
relaying in context of vehicular communication has been widely explored in the literature,
resultant interference has to be mitigated in high-density vehicular environments.

2.1.1 V2X Communication Technologies

To fully support connected and automated vehicle (CAV), there is a growing demand for
ultrareliable and near-real-time exchange of sensing and control data collected by many on-
board sensors and communication devices. Such a demand is believed to be met by the
next generation vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communication technologies in the form of,
for example, vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) and vehicle-to-infrastructure (V2I) communications.

2O-RIS can be envisioned as an extension of RIS for THz optical wireless signals and eventually for VLC[7].
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There are two major V2X streams: dedicated short-range communication (DSRC)-aided V2X
and cellular-V2X (C-V2X) [9, 10]. While DSRC represents a mature cost-efficient V2X
technology, CV2X has attracted much attention in recent years because of its significantly
improved coverage, throughput, and latency. The latter is due to the improved physical layer,
centralized resource allocation, as well as sophisticated cellular infrastructure. Several 3GPP

Table 2.1: Comparison of DSRC/IEEE 802.11p, C-V2X, VLC, LTE and 5GNR V2X

Features DSRC/IEEE
802.11p

C-V2X VLC LTE 5G NR

Standard IEEE
802.11p

IEEE
802.11

IEEE
802.15.7

3GPPRel-
10/11/12

3GPPRel-
15/16

Frequency
Band(s)

5.86-5.92
GHz

2.4 GHz,
5.2 GHz

300-800
THz

450 MHz-
4.99 GHz

700 MHz-
100 GHz

Channel
width

10 MHz 20 MHz NA upto 100
MHz

NA

Bit Rate 3-27 Mbps 6.54 Mbps 11.67 Kbps-
96 Mbps
THz

upto 1 Gbps upto 20
Gbps

Range upto 1 km 100-500 m <200 m tens of me-
ters to 30
km

Ubiquitous

Mobility
support

upto 60
km/h

Low Low upto 350
km/h

upto 500
km/h

V2V sup-
port

Yes:Ad hoc Yes:Ad hoc Yes Yes:via
D2D

Yes

V2I support Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Deployment RSU Hotspot,

Access
Point

Available
Road
Lights

May use the
available
eNodes B

NSA and
SA mode

Market Pen-
etration

Low High Low Potentially
high

NA

V2X initiatives (such as LTE-V2X and 5G New Radio (NR)-V2X) have contributed to the
prominence of C-V2X. With an abundance of both advanced sensors and communication
devices, however, new challenges arise for the emerging next generation V2X networks. More
explicitly, stringent system reliability ( 99.999%), end-to-end latency (<1 ms), coverage-quality,
spectral efficiency, energy rating, networking, and privacy/security specifications should be
met to support various C-V2X use case requirements. Although the current C-V2X technology
(such as 5G-NR-V2X) offers substantial performance gains over its predecessor, the improved
performance is achieved at the cost of requiring additional spectral/hardware resources, while
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utilizing LTEbased system architectures and mechanisms. In the essence, 6G-V2X will be a
prominent supporter for the evolution towards a truly Intelligent Transportation System (ITS)
and the realization of the emerging CAV by fulfilling the limitations of V2X based 5G NR, once
vehicular networks are becoming highly dynamic and complex with stringent requirements on
ultra-low latency, high reliability, and massive connections.

With the vehicular density increases, the above mentioned technologies tends to suffer
from higher interference, lower packet delivery rates and longer communication delay due to
channel congestion (for e.g. in challenging platooning scenarios[11]) [12–14]. Compounding
the issue further is the limited available RF spectrum which may not be able to suffice the
growing demands for future ITS [15]. The high latency issues associated with DSRC have
been discussed in [16]. In particular, at highly dense traffic scenarios, DSRC is affected by
severe packet collisions, resulting in more frequent re-transmissions and high latency. Against
this background, VLC can be considered as complementary solution to the existing DSRC and
an economically viable candidate for B5G V2X network. Vehicular networking applications
can take advantage of the LED-equipped lighting modules and transportation infrastructure to
implement V-VLC[17]. Table 2.1 compares various V2X communication technologies. Besides
supporting high data rate communications [18–20], the V-VLC technology posses inherent
advantages over DSRC technology such as lower cost, lower power consumption, less complex
transceiver design, enhanced security, improved link quality, less delay and anti-electromagnetic
interference [21]. Despite all the aforementioned V-VLC advantages, V-VLC also suffers from
the fact that most of its applications require direct line-of-sight (LOS) communication which
could increase probability of connectivity loss for long range communication. Further, the
performance of V-VLC systems deteriorates in presence of adverse weather conditions and
interference caused by artificial and natural light sources[22]. Therefore, recent literature
has explored the feasibility of integrating V-VLC with the existing DSRC to improve the
overall performance of V2X networks. V-RF can address V-VLC’s shortcomings, such as low
communication range and inability to propagate through opaque objects and V-VLC can offer
high data transmission rates with very low interference in LOS scenarios. Such hybrid V-VLC
and V-RF concepts have been proposed in literature[23, 24]. In [23], the authors proposed a
radio and visible light hybrid protocol for improving the reliability of control message used
in autonomous platooning systems. The authors in [24] proposed an IEEE 802.11p and VLC
based hybrid security protocol for vehicular platooning applications. In addition, few reports
on experimental demonstration of such hybrid V-VLC/V-RF networks are also documented in
the literature [25, 26]. Masini et al. showed packet delivery rate improvement by considering
vehicles equipped with both DSRC and VLC interfaces as compared to standalone technologies
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[25]. In [26], the authors investigated experimentally that complementary usage of 5G and
VLC can achieve ultra-low latency upto 12 ms for vehicular communication.

2.2 Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA)

The next generation vehicular network will also require reliable massive connectivity and
reduced resource collision, hence a suitable multiple access (MA) scheme should be adopted
that can cater for these requirements. Recently, Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA)
scheme has emerged as favourable multiple access scheme for next generation cellular networks.
Compared to other multiple access techniques, NOMA provides higher spectral efficiency,
better connectivity, user fairness, reduced latency and enhanced data rates which also makes it
a strong contender for future development of vehicular networks[27]. NOMA allows multiple
users to share the same channel resource via power domain or code domain multiplexing.

2.2.1 NOMA for VLC

There are a number of impressive advantages to VLC, but it also has some serious drawbacks.
In particular, the relatively limited modulation bandwidth of LED is a critical concern when it
comes to the design of high-data-rate VLC systems. While VLC enables numerous users to
access the network at once, conventional OMA techniques do not promote efficient resource
usage. As a result, NOMA, and more specifically, PD- NOMA, can be viewed as a suitable
multiple access strategy that provides adequate bandwidth for a typical VLC systems. To
efficiently meet 6G-V2X requirements, the integration of VLC and NOMA is emerging as a
disruptive technique for advanced use cases in connected autonomous vehicles[12]. The power-
domain non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) [28] scheme has been extensively studied
in recent years by allowing several users to access the same resource with distinctive power
levels, thus increasing the spectral efficiency of the system. Additionally, it offers enlarged
number of connectivity, lower access latency, and reduced resource collision. In comparison to
orthogonal multiple access (OMA), NOMA achieves enhanced sum rates by utilizing successive
interference cancellation (SIC) decoding at the receiver. The performance of optical power
domain-NOMA (OPD-NOMA) in VLC based systems have recently attracted considerable
research attention [29–36]. In order to improve quality-of-service (QoS) requirement, the
cooperative techniques can be applied into NOMA networks. Cooperative technique is an
effective solution to extend the coverage and overcome channel impairments such as fading,
pathloss and shadowing. Depending on the cooperation types, there exists two main categories
of cooperative NOMA (C-NOMA) techniques with user cooperation and dedicated relaying
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cooperation, respectively [37]. NOMA users collaborate as relays in the former, while in the
latter category, dedicated relay nodes are distributed in the network. Several C-NOMA schemes
have been discussed in the literature from various perspectives [37–39]. It is anticipated that the
integration of cooperative techniques, NOMA, V-VLC, and V-RF systems can be exploited to
improve the performance of V2X communication system with wider communication coverage,
higher data rate, reduced transmission latency and increased spectral efficiency [40, 41].

2.3 Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces

Recently, RIS has also been recognized as one promising technology for the B5G ecosystem[12,
42]. The efficient integration of RISs into vehicular network brings both new opportunities
as well as challenges, which deserve a dedicated investigation. RIS is specifically a re-
configurable array of reflecting elements, wherein each element can independently alter the
phase and/or attenuation of the incident signal[43]. Further, RISs are both energy as well
as cost-efficient since they are composed of semi-passive elements and can be installed on
existing infrastructure, like, building and walls. In optical domain, O-RIS are categorized as:
intelligent metasurface reflector (IMR) and intelligent mirror array (IMA) [44]. It is anticipated
that 6G-ITS applications viz. autonomous driving, platooning and cooperative driving shall
witness proliferation of such O-RIS and hybrid RF-VLC technologies, while fulfilling stringent
6G key performance indicators (KPIs) requirements.

2.3.1 Related Works

An RIS-enabled vehicular communication has attracted widespread attention in enhancing
wireless transmission [45–47]. In [45], the authors studied efficient resource allocation scheme
for intelligent reflecting surface aided vehicular communications based on large-scale slowly
varying channel statistics instead of instantaneous channel state information (CSI). Given the
blockage and vehicle density in practical road conditions, the authors in [46] proposed to use
RIS to improve the coverage and outage performance in vehicular network. An RIS enabled
vehicular network is considered in [47] to improve the physical layer security. Specifically,
two RIS-based vehicular network system models are proposed. One model with an RIS based
access point (AP) and another model with an RIS based relay. Numerous use case scenarios for
such RIS aided vehicular communication have been discussed in [48]. In particular, the authors
in [48] explored potential benefits of employing reconfigurable meta-surfaces on prominent
vehicular use cases, such as cooperative driving and vulnerable road users (VRUs) detection.
To efficiently integrate with next generation V2X communication scenarios, RIS still needs to
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address fundamental challenges such as reflection optimization, optimal placement, and channel
estimation in a highly dynamic vehicular environment[12]. Despite the widespread interest in

Table 2.2: Summary of RIS-VLC proposed performance enhancement schemes

Ref. Mian Contribu-
tion

Key VLC issues Proposed Technique(s)

[49] Date rate maxi-
mization for RIS
aided VLC sys-
tems

Link Block-
ages Device
orientation User
orientation

A sine-cosine metaheuristic is used
to obtain optimal configuration of
RIS mirror arrays

[50] Energy efficiency
maximization for
RIS aided VLC
systems

Link Blockages A typical interior point method is
used to obtain optimal time allo-
cation, DC offset distribution and
power control, A one dimensional
search method is used to obtain sub-
optimal phase shift solution

[51] Secrecy rate max-
imization for RIS
aided VLC sys-
tems

Security A modified particle swarm optimiza-
tion algorithm is used to obtain opti-
mal mirror RIS configuration

[52] Sum rate rate
maximization for
RIS aided VLC
systems

Link Blockages A greedy algorithm is used to asso-
ciate LEDs with RIS elements.

[53] Spectral effi-
ciency maximiza-
tion for RIS aided
VLC systems

Link Blockages A frozen variable method is used to
solve RIS-LEDs association prob-
lem. A minorization-maximization
algorithm is used to solve RIS-
LED association/LED power control
problems.

[54] Illumination
and data rate
enhancements for
RIS aided VLC
systems

Illumination A two stage heuristic approach is
used to optimize RIS mirror place-
ments, LEDs’ transmit power, and
LED user assignment problem.

applying RISs in various wireless vehicular environment, there is paucity of intensive research
efforts on exploring RIS assisted VLC (also referred to as optical-RIS (O-RIS)) for vehicular
communication. In fact, a promising solution to relax the LoS constraint in V2XVLC networks
is represented by O-RIS. Very recently, the authors in [55] considered a parallel vehicle-
to-vehicle (V2V)- VLC system and investigated the signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) versus the
distance between adjacent RIS units. There have been many research activities on optimizing
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the configuration of intelligent mirrror array (IMA) and intelligent metasurface resonator (IMR)
RISs in VLC systems (see Table 2.2), few attempts have been made to investigate the RIS
element to AP/user assignment design problem and the RIS array positioning design problem.
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Chapter 3
Reliable Packet Transmission for V2X
Networks

This chapter investigates the reliability of packet transmission at a road intersection. In
particular, in part-I, we investigate the potential benefit of employing V-VLC along with
conventional V-RF for enhanced vehicular message dissemination at road intersections, while
in part II, we discuss two practical deployment strategies which may serve as a preferred
alternative for future ITS to meet ultra-high reliable and ultra-low latency communication for
beyond 5G (B5G) vehicular networks.

Part I

3.1 Overview of Part I

Visible light communication (VLC) has recently emerged as an affordable and scalable technol-
ogy supporting very high data rates for short range vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication. In
this work, we advocate the use of vehicular- VLC (V-VLC) for basic safety messages (BSMs)
dissemination in lieu of conventional vehicular radio frequency (V-RF) commu- nication in
road intersection applications, where the reception performance is affected by interference
from the concurrent transmissions of other vehicles. We make use of stochastic geometry to
characterize the interference from the same lane as well as the perpendicular lane for various
network configurations, i.e., standalone V-VLC, stand-alone V-RF and hybrid V-VLC/V- RF
network. Specifically, by modeling the interfering vehicles’ locations as a spatial Poisson point
process (PPP), we are able to capture a static two-dimensional road geometry as well as the
impact of interference due to vehicles clustering in the vicinity of road intersection in terms of
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outage probability and throughput. In addition to the above, the performance of spatial ALOHA
and carrier sense multiple access with collision avoidance medium access control (CSMA/CA
MAC) protocol for standalone V-VLC, standalone V-RF and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network
configuration for relaying BSMs at road intersections is also compared. The performance
metrics such as delay outage rate (DOR) and information outage rate (IOR) is utilized to
investigate the impact of latency associated with various network configurations.

A primary objective of this work is to showcase the potential benefit of employing V-
VLC along with conventional V-RF by improving the relaying performance of BSMs at road
intersections. Specifically, the major contributions of this work are summarized below:

• We explore the co-deployment of V-VLC and V-RF communication systems for relaying
BSMs at a road intersection. We consider data transmission using either V-VLC link
or V-RF link at a certain time instances. The parallel combination of V-VLC and V-RF
links leads to improved outage performance, throughput, and reliability of the overall
system. We compare the performance of the proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network with
the standalone V-VLC and standalone V-RF network using various analytical tools of
stochastic geometry.

• We show the limitation of standalone V-VLC over V-RF when the distance between
the desired vehicle and RSU is less than the critical distance referred to as “dead zone"
region, which exists due to restricted field-of-view (FOV) of receiver.

• We compare the performance of spatial ALOHA and CSMA/CA MAC protocol based
standalone V-VLC, standalone V-RF and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network configuration for
relaying BSMs at road intersection.

• We propose to use DOR and IOR as performance metrics to investigate the impact of
latency on various network configurations. In practice, a large latency is intolerable
for many safety/warning-related messages. These data-oriented characterization can be
applied to develop an upper bound on queuing performance over point-to-point vehicular
communication links.

Numerical results illustrate that the implementation of MAC protocol-based hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF network leads to considerable improvement in outage performance, throughput and low
latency as compared to stand-alone V-VLC or stand-alone V-RF network.
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Figure 3.1: Illustration of safety message dissemination in a vehicular network at road intersection.
A desired vehicle can communicate with RSU via VLC shown by zig-zag or RF link shown by red
transmission signal.

3.2 Preliminaries and assumptions

3.2.1 Network Model

We consider an intersection scenario with two perpendicular roads, as shown in Fig. 3.1. For
ease of analysis, it is assumed that each road carries a stream of interfering vehicles modeled
as one-dimensional homogeneous PPPs. The intensities of interfering vehicles on H-road
(located behind desired vehicle) and V -road are denoted by λH and λV respectively, and the
PPPs describing the locations of the vehicles on the two roads are represented by φH∽PPP
(λH) and φV∽PPP (λV ) respectively. Each vehicle periodically generates a packet containing
some information collected on board, such as the vehicle position, speed, acceleration and
flow of direction. The desired vehicle close to intersection is assumed to carry critical road
information which needs to be immediately communicated to RSU. Both VLC and IEEE
802.11p transceivers are assumed integrated on board and can be used separately (also called
standalone V-VLC or V-RF network) or jointly (also called Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network).
The RSU is assumed to be positioned at the crossroads; RSUs for 802.11p are already installed,
while RSUs for VLC can be considered integrated in the road lamps or traffic lights. When
V-VLC is addressed, the communication between the vehicle and RSU happen through the
head or rear LED headlamp, while the reception at RSU is carried out through photodetectors.

Fig. 3.2 portrays a generalized and simplified abstraction model of the proposed scenario.
All links can either be VLC link (standalone V-VLC network) or RF link (standalone V-RF
network). Both VLC as well as RF link are assumed to be available for hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
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Figure 3.2: Abstraction used for modeling. The desired vehicle is marked in green circle, while RSU is
marked in triangle, is assumed to be located at the center of road intersection. All links can either be
V-VLC or V-RF link.

network configuration. Vehicles on horizontal road H and vertical road V, represented by black
circle, transmit concurrently and cause interference. Interestingly, unlike V-RF communication,
based on practical receiver implementation, V-VLC suffers interference from vehicles on the
same lane. As shown in Fig. 3.3 (a), there also exists a critical distance, dc, below which
V-VLC may become un-operational (referred to as “dead zone" region for V-VLC). In such
case, V-RF communication is the only feasible means of communication between the desired
vehicle and RSU.

Fig. 3.3 (b) shows transition diagram of hard switching based hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network
configuration. An outage occurs when both V-VLC and V-RF links fall into outage. Re-
initialization is decided depending upon the distance between the desired vehicle and RSU. In
general, unlike V-RF, V-VLC network is a reliable option for low communication range.

3.2.2 Channel Model for V-VLC and V-RF

For a V-VLC system, the channel DC gain between k-th user and RSU can be modeled using
Lambertian emission model as follows [56]

hk =
(m+1)AR

2πd2
k

cosm(φk)cos(Ψk)Ts(Ψk)G(Ψk), (3.1)

where, AR, dk, φk, and Ψk denote the area of PD, the Euclidean distance between the kth vehicle
and RSU, the angle of irradiance and the angle of arrival (AoA) respectively. Ts(Ψk) denotes
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Figure 3.3: (a) Illustration of critical distance, dc. Here, dc=h/tan(ΨFOV ) (b)Transition diagram of hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF network configuration. Here, β and ζ denote the SINR threshold for standalone V-VLC
and V-RF networks, respectively.

the gain of the optical filter at the receiver; In above, m is the order of the Lambertian model
which is given by m =− ln(2)

ln
(

cos
(

φ 1
2

)) . G(Ψk) denotes the gain of optical concentrator at the

receiver front-end which is given as

G(Ψk) =


n2

sin2
ΨFOV

; if 0 ≤ φk ≤ ΨFOV,

0; if φk > ΨFOV,
(3.2)

where n denotes the refractive index of the optical concentrator. Based on simple geometrical
illustration shown in Fig. 3.2, one can observe that cos(φk) = cos(ψk) =

xk√
(h2+x2

k)
where, h
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denotes the height of RSU. (3.1) can be rewritten as:

hk =
(m+1)AR

2π

x(m+1)
k

(h2 + x2
k)

(m+3)
2

Ts(Ψk)G(Ψk), (3.3)

The channel power can be obtained as: ZV−V LC
k = (hk)

2. In case of V-RF communication,
we assume that the received signal amplitude in RF based V2V channel follows Rayleigh
probability distribution function (PDF). Since Rayleigh fading is considered, fading gain (hx)
is an exponential random variable of unit mean.

3.2.3 MAC Protocols

In this section, we provide a brief introduction on MAC protocols such as slotted ALOHA, and
CSMA/CA which have been well studied in literature [57–60]. The MAC protocol governs
when a particular user can access the channel, and helps to reduce the overwhelming amount of
interference from other users in a network. The two most common MAC protocols used for
ad-hoc networks are slotted ALOHA and CSMA/CA. Besides, several MAC protocols have
been proposed for VANET safety applications[57–59]. In slotted ALOHA, nodes that have a
packet to send, access the channel during a time slot with a transmission probability ρ ∈[0, 1].
In contrary, in CSMA, before sending a packet, a node verifies that whether the channel is free
by listening to the channel. Only if the channel is free, the node transmits the packet. If the
channel is busy, the node is forced to wait a random back-off time before it can try again [60].
In this work, we compare performance of spatial ALOHA and CSMA based MAC protocols
which has not been investigated in context of V-VLC communication.

3.2.4 Intensity of Interfering PPP

The interference’s intensity λMAC typically depends on the type of MAC that is being utilized.
We compare the performance of the proposed scenario between two cases: slotted ALOHA
with transmission probability, ρ ∈ [0,1] and CSMA/CA with contention region with radius,
δ ≥ 0.

• Slotted ALOHA: For slotted ALOHA MAC, time axis is divided into slots and each
transmitting vehicular node accesses the channel independently at each time-slot with a
certain probability, ρ ∈ [0,1] on each road [61, 62]. This in turn leads to an independent
thinning of the PPPs, so that λMAC= ρλR. Here, λR denotes the intensity of interfering
vehicles on each road.
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• CSMA: For a CSMA MAC, a vehicle is allowed to transmit only if it has the lowest
random timer within its contention region (sensing range). This implies that (i) the
intensity is a function of transmitter’s location as other transmitting vehicles (interferers)
in its contention region are forced to keep silent when the desired vehicle is active; (ii)
the interference from the H- and V -roads is not independent. When the desired vehicle is
active and transmitting at a distance, say R(=

√
D2 −h2), the resulting intensity of the

PPPs used to approximate the PP of interferers can be expressed as[61]

λ
H
MAC =

pA(x)λR if x <−R−δ ,x > δ −R

0; otherwise,
(3.4)

λ
V
MAC =

pA(y)λR if ||y||>
√

δ 2 −R2,

0; if ||y|| ≤
√

δ 2 −R2,
(3.5)

In (3.4) and (3.5), pA(x) and pA(y) denotes the access probability of interfering vehicle from H-
road and V -road respectively. The access probability (which is used to thin the original process)
is the probability that the given node has the smallest random timer in the corresponding
contention region [61]. For CSMA MAC protocol, access probability is governed by [61,
Eq.12]. In next section, we briefly describe various performance metrics such as outage
probability, throughput, DOR and IOR for all slotted ALOHA based network configurations.
Note that the closed form results using CSMA are hard to obtain, consequently it can be
evaluated numerically as in [61].

3.3 Performance Evaluation

3.3.1 Outage Probability

In this subsection, we characterize the performance of the V-VLC in the presence of the aggre-
gate interference and noise variance, σ2 in terms of outage probability as a performance metric
using moment generating functional (MGF) approach. In an interference limited channels, an
outage occurs when the SINR falls below a given SINR threshold, β [63]. Mathematically,

Pout,V LC(β ) = P(SINR < β ),

= P
(

S
IV LC +σ2 < β

)
.

(3.6)
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The desired electrical signal power S and interference I can be formulated as

S = R2ZoPV LC,

IV LC = ∑
xk∈φPPP

R2ZkPV LC.
(3.7)

In above, PV LC and R denote the transmission power for V-VLC and the responsivity of
PD respectively. The electrical SINR can be represented as:

SINR =
1

I
R2ZoPV LC

+ 1
α0

, (3.8)

where α0 =
R2ZoPV LC

σ2 . From [3.8], the outage probability for V-VLC assuming that desired
vehicle is transmitting can be given as:

Pout,V LC(β ) = P
( I

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
α0

>
1
β

)
. (3.9)

We define random variable W as

W =
I

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
α0

, (3.10)

Hence, Eq. (3.9) can be rewritten as

Pout,V LC(β ) = P(W > β
−1) = 1−FW (β−1). (3.11)

In general, it is quite difficult to obtain a closed-form solution for FW (β−1). Hence, we
make use of numerical inversion of Laplace transform to find CDF, FW (β−1). The CDF of a
random variable W is related to the Laplace transform of FW (w) as

FW (w) =
1

2π j

∫ c+ j∞

c− j∞
LFW (w) exp(sw)ds. (3.12)

where j denotes imaginary unit (
√
−1). The above integral can be discretized to get a series

using the trapezoid rule and then the infinite series can be truncated to get a finite sum using
the Euler summation [64]. Also, LFW (w)(s) =

LW (s)
s . Moreover, (3.11) can be approximated as

Pout,V LC(β )≈ 1−
2−B exp(A

2 )

β−1

B

∑
b=0

(
B
b

)C+b

∑
c=0

(−1)c

Dc
Re
{

LW (s)
s

}
. (3.13)
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where Dc = 2 (if c = 0) and Dc = 1 (if c = 1, 2, 3,..) and s= (A+ j2πc)
2β−1 . The estimation error is

controlled by three parameters A, B and C. Using the well established result given in [64] and
[65], in order to achieve an estimation accuracy of 10−η (i.e., having the (η −1)th decimal
correct), A, B and C have to be at least equal to ηln10, 1.243η-1, and 1.467η , respectively.
Setting A = 8ln10, B = 11, C = 14 achieves stable numerical inversion with an estimation error
of 10−8.

Using the definition of the Laplace transform of the probability distribution of a random
variable,

LW (s) = EI

[
exp
(
−s
(

I

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
α0

))]
,

= EI

[
exp
(
− s

α0

)
exp
(
− sI

R2ZoPV LC

)]
,

= exp
(
− s

α0

)
EφPPP

[
∏

x∈φPPP

exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

)]
.

(3.14)

Here k′:=
(
(m+1)AR

2π
Ts(ψ)G(ψ)

)2
. The expectation in (3.14) can be solved using probability

generating functional Laplace (PGFL)1 defined for a homogeneous Poisson point process [63,
Th 4.9].

EφPPP

[
∏

x∈φPPP

exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

)]
= exp

[
−λMAC

∫ −R

−∞

(
1− exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

))
dx

]
.

0 ≤ φk ≤ ΨFOV

(3.15)

The Eq. (3.15) can be determined numerically using standard software tools like MATLAB or
MATHEMATICA.

Assuming free space path loss propagation model, the interference experienced at RSU for
RF based V2V communication can be expressed as sum of RF power received from all the
interferers as

IRF = ∑
x∈ΦPPP

PRFGtGrℓhx(h2 + x2)−
α

2 , (3.16)

1The PGFL can be envisioned as an equivalent for point process of the characteristic function (CF) or moment
generating function (that provide an alternative description of random variables). It enables to compute the Laplace
transform (LT) of random variables of the form F=∑Xi∈ΨPPP g(Xi). In mathematical form, LT of such function can
be given as:

L(s) = E[e−sF ] = E

[
exp(−s ∑

Xi∈Ψ

g(Xi))

]
= E

[
∏

Xi∈Ψ

e−sg(Xi)

]

25



where ℓ= c2

(4π)2 f 2
0

. In above expression, PRF , α , Gt and Gr are the transmission power for V-RF,
the path loss exponent, the antenna gains for transmitter and receiver respectively [66]. In order
to calculate outage probability Pout,RF(ζ ), it is more convenient to express it as a function of
probability of successful transmission, Ps(ζ ), where Pout,RF(ζ ) can be expressed as

Pout,RF(ζ ) = 1−Ps(ζ ) (3.17)

The probability of successful transmission, Ps(ζ ) can be calculated as

Ps(ζ ) = P(SINR > ζ ),

= P
(

PRFGtGrℓhxD−α

IH + IV +N0
> ζ

)
,

= EIH+IV

[
P
(

hx >
ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α
(IH + IV +N0)

)]
,

= exp
(
− ζN0

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
EIH+IV

[
exp(− ζ (IH + IV )

PRFGtGrℓD−α
)

]
,

= LIH

(
ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1st

LIV

(
ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

2nd

exp
(
− ζ σ2

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

3rd

.

(3.18)

where L (.), IH and IV denote the Laplace transform, the interference from H-road and V-
road respectively. Kindly note that there are three factors in (3.18) which can be interpreted
as follows: the first and second factor represent the reduction in probability of successful
transmission taking into consideration the impact of interference from the interferers from H-
road and V-road respectively; the third factor denotes the probability of successful transmission
for interference-free scenario. For a one-dimensional PPP, the Laplace transform of the

26



aggregate interference originating from the interferers can be given as

LIV (s) = E[exp(−sIRF)],

= E

[
∏
x∈φ

exp(−sPRFGtGrℓhx(h2 + x2)−
α

2 )

]
,

(a)
= Ex

[
∏
x∈φ

Ehx{exp(−sPRFGtGrℓhx(h2 + x2)−
α

2 )}

]
,

= Ex

[
∏
x∈φ

1

1+ sPRFGtGrℓ(h2 + x2)
−α

2

]
,

(b)
= exp

(
−2λMAC

∫
∞

0

1

1+(h2 + x2)
α

2 /sPRFGtGrℓ
dx

)
,

(3.19)

Here (a) holds due to independence of fading coefficients hx, (b) uses the definition of PGFL
for PPP.
Special Case: The step (b) can be further expressed in simplified form by setting the path loss
exponent, α = 2 as

E[exp(−sIRF)] = exp

(
−λMAC

π(sPRFGtGrℓ)√
h2 + sPRFGtGrℓ

)
, (3.20)

Substituting s = ζ

PRF GtGrℓD−α yields the result as

LIV

(
ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
= exp

(
−λMAC

πζ Dα√
h2 +ζ Dα

)
. (3.21)

Corollary: When the height of RSU is very low, the step (b) can also be expressed in alternative
form as:

E[exp(−sIRF)] = exp
(
−2λMAC(sPRFGtGrℓ)

1
α

π

α
csc(

π

α
)
)
, (3.22)

Substituting s = ζ

PRF GtGrℓD−α yields the result as

LIV

(
ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
= exp

(
−2λMAC(ζ )

1
α D

π

α
csc
(

π

α

))
. (3.23)
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LIH

(
s =

ζ

PRFGtGrℓD−α

)
= exp

(
−λMAC

[∫ −R

−∞

1

1+(h2 + x2)
α

2 /sζ Dα
dx+∫

∞

0

1

1+(h2 + x2)
α

2 /sζ Dα
dx
])

.

(3.24)

We now drive the expression for outage probability of a hard-switching based hybrid V-
VLC/V-RF network. Hard switching based hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network considers only single
link to be operational. For simple receiver implementation, it is assumed that only one of the
links is active at a certain point. The outage probability of such hybrid network configuration
can given as2

Pout,hyb(β ,ζ )≥ Pout,V LC(β )Pout,RF(ζ ). (3.25)

3.3.2 Throughput

From a system design perspective, the outage probability can not be considered as sufficient
metric to characterize the performance, since a MAC that allows few concurrent transmissions
leads to high packet reception probabilities but low throughput as well. Hence, to suitably
compare the impact of different MAC protocols, it is necessary to characterize the throughput
for the intersection scenario for different network configuration. For the case with desired
transmitter located at xtx, the throughput for a specific network configuration with system
bandwidth, Bs and SINR threshold, β can be expressed as[61]

T = pA(xtx)(1−Pout) log2(1+β )Bs. (3.26)

where pA(xtx) denotes the access probability of a transmitter located at xtx[61].

3.3.3 Data Oriented Characterization: DOR and IOR

Many safety/warning related messages are so critical that a large latency is intolerable espe-
cially during accident prone scenarios. DOR and IOR can be of strong interest to vehicular
communication and can be used to compare the performances of standalone V-VLC and V-RF
based on offering high reliability as well as low latency. Any vehicular transmission systems
should be able to efficiently support the large amount of data traffics with tolerable latency.
As such, we make use of a data-oriented metric, minimum transmission time (MTT) which is
defined as the minimum time duration required to transmit a certain amount of data, H over a
channel with bandwidth, B. Then, the DOR can be defined as the probability that MTT required

2Note that the equality holds when V-VLC and V-RF links are considered to be independent.
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for transmitting a certain amount of data is greater than a predefined delay threshold duration
[67]. Mathematically,

DORMAC = P(MT T > Tth), (3.27)

where Tth denotes the delay threshold duration and can be related to the delay requirement of
the data to be transmitted. As a matter of fact, DOR may serve as an statistical measure for the
quality of service experienced by individual data transmission for stringent delay requirement
by a particular network. Irrespective of multiple access scheme, the DOR for small data
transmission within a given coherence time can be defined as

DORMAC = P(SINR < 2
H

BTth −1). (3.28)

Apart from DOR analysis, the characterization of the amount of data that can be successfully
transmitted over a specific spectral-temporal resource block also needs to be taken into account
for any vehicular transmission system. We make use of another data oriented metric, maximum
entropy throughput (MET) which is defined as the maximum amount of information that can
be transmitted over a certain time duration, T and system channel bandwidth B. Then, the IOR
can be defined as the probability that MET over a certain time duration is less than a threshold
entropy value, represented by Hth[67]. Mathematically,

IORMAC = P(SINR < 2
Hth
BT −1). (3.29)

3.4 Numerical Results and Discussion

In this section, we present numerical results that substantiate our theoretical findings. The
system model parameters are adopted in accordance with practical vehicular scenario and listed
in Table 3.1. Specifically, we show the potential benefit of standalone V-VLC/V-RF links or
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF links. In order to validate the accuracy of our theoretical findings, Monte
Carlo simulations are performed by averaging over 10,000 realizations of PPPs and fading
channel parameters. We consider a worst case scenario where interference from interferers
arise from infinite road segment (B = R1).

Fig. 3.4 gives comparison of outage performance for standalone V-VLC links, V-RF links
and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF links with slotted ALOHA protocol. We observe that when desired
transmitter’s location from RSU increases, the outage probability increases. Also, the outage
performance of standalone V-VLC links is comparatively better than standalone V-RF for low
communication range. For instance, when access probability, ρ=0.01, the outage performance
of standalone V-VLC links is better compared to V-RF links when desired transmitter’s location
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Table 3.1: V-VLC and V-RF system parameters

Parameter Symbol Value
Lambertian Order m 1
PD active detection area Ad 1 cm2

Half angle of PD’s field of view (FOV) ΨFOV 60◦

LED semi-angle Φ 1
2

70◦

Transmission power for V-VLC PV LC 36.5 dBm [68]
Transmission power for V-RF PRF 23 dBm[69]
Noise PSD in VLC σ2 10−22 W/Hz
Noise PSD in RF N0 -174 dBm/Hz
RF path loss exponent α 4
Absolute temperature Tk 298◦ K
System Bandwidth Bs 20 MHz
Optical filter gain Ts(Ψk) 1
Carrier frequency for V-RF fc 5.9 GHz
Refractive index n 1.5
Height of LED traffic light h 8 m
Access Probability ρ 0.01-0.9
Traffic Intensity λR 0.01
Carrier frequency for V-VLC fc 450 THz

is upto 80 m. However, standalone V-RF is reliable option for long distance communication. It
can also be noted that there exits limitation of standalone V-VLC over V-RF when distance
between the desired vehicle and RSU is less than 5 m which comes at the cost of restricted
receiver’s FOV. We consider the lower bound of Eq. 3.25 for plotting simulation results for
outage probability associated with hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network configuration. It is worth
mentioning here that irrespective of distance between the desired vehicle and RSU, a hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF links outperforms standalone V-VLC or V-RF link as expected. Let us recall
that hybrid outage is a joint event of V-VLC and V-RF links wherein the outage probability of
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF will be less than the outage probability associated with either standalone
V-VLC or V-RF links. However, this comes at the expense of extra resources required during
practical implementation of a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF links.

We further study the performance gain achieved in proposed scenario by using CSMA
over slotted ALOHA. We set CSMA contention radius, δ=10 m. Fig. 3.5 illustrates that
for access probability, ρ=0.01, the outage performance of standalone V-VLC links is better
compared to V-RF links when desired transmitter’s location, R < 120 m. However, standalone
V-RF is reliable option when desired transmitter’s location, R > 120 m. As before, hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF links outperforms standalone V-VLC and V-RF links. Interestingly, a low access
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Figure 3.4: Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for outage
probability, Pout versus distance for V-VLC links only (blue), V-RF links only (red) and hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF Links (green) with slotted ALOHA protocol.

Figure 3.5: Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for outage
probability, Pout versus distance for V-VLC link only (blue), V-RF link only (red) and hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF link (green) with CSMA CA protocol.

31



0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

Access probability, 

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

O
u

ta
g
e
 P

ro
b
a

b
ili

ty
, 
P

o
u
t

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

T
h
ro

u
g
h

p
u
t,

 T
 [
b

p
s
]

104

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF Link

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

(a)

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

Access probability, 

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

O
u

ta
g
e
 P

ro
b
a

b
ili

ty
, 
P

o
u
t

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

T
h
ro

u
g
h

p
u
t,

 T
 [
b

p
s
]

104

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF Link

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

(b)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

Access probability, 

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

O
u
ta

g
e
 P

ro
b
a
b
ili

ty
, 
P

o
u
t

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

T
h
ro

u
g
h
p
u
t,
 T

 [
b
p
s
]

105

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF Link

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

(c)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

Access probability, 

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

O
u
ta

g
e
 P

ro
b
a
b
ili

ty
, 
P

o
u
t

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

T
h
ro

u
g
h
p
u
t,
 T

 [
b
p
s
]

104

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF Link

V-VLC Link Only

V-RF Link Only

(d)

Figure 3.6: Outage probability, Pout and throughput, T as a function of access probability, ρ for
standalone V-VLC link, V-RF link and hybrid V-VLC/VRF link for two different distance between the
desired vehicle and RSU, R. (a) ALOHA case, R=50 m; (b) ALOHA case, R=150 m; (c) CSMA case,
R=50 m; and, (d) CSMA case, R=150 m.

probability reduces the outage probability. For ease of validation and visualization, we plot
outage probability, Pout as a function of access probability, ρ as can be seen in Fig. 3.6.

We observe from Fig. 3.6a that for ALOHA case, with an increase in access probability, ρ

outage probability increases due to the availability of more interferers. Also, the throughput
first increases (due to more active transmitters) with increase in access probability and then
decreases (due to extensive amount of interference), leading to an optimal value of access
probability, ρ . Nevertheless, in order to ensure a certain quality of service, one must also
consider a guarantee on the outage performance as well. With an outage probability below 20%
when distance between the desired vehicle and RSU, R = 50 m, the optimal value of access
probability for standalone V-VLC link, ρ=0.12, results in a throughput of about 60 Kbps as
can be seen in Fig. 3.6a. In addition, the outage performance of standalone V-VLC is better
than standalone V-RF. However, increasing the distance, R, the opposite trend can be observed
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Figure 3.7: Delay outage performance of V-VLC Link only, V-RF Link only and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
Link for CSMA case for two different distance between the desired vehicle and RSU. Here, access
probability, ρ is 0.01.: (a) ALOHA case, R = 50m; (b) ALOHA case, R = 150m; (c) CSMA case,
R = 50m; and, (d) CSMA case, R = 150m

in Fig. 3.6b. As expected, hybrid V-VLC/V-RF outperforms standalone V-VLC or V-RF in
terms of outage performance. Kindly note that the throughput of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system
depends on maximum throughput offered by either standalone V-VLC or standalone V-RF
system.

For CSMA (Fig. 3.6c), large contention region (i.e., low access probability) reduces the
outage probability. Analogous to ALOHA, the throughput first increases with increase in access
probability, ρ and then decreases. To ensure an outage probability below 20% when distance
between the desired vehicle and RSU, R = 50 m, the optimal value of access probability for
standalone V-VLC link, ρ=0.25, results in a throughput of about 100 Kbps. Hence, in this
scenario, the use of CSMA instead of ALOHA leads to more increase in the throughput for
the same transmitter location. It can be inferred from above comparison that implementation
of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF link leads to considerable improvement in throughput and outage
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Figure 3.8: Information Outage Rate of V-VLC Link only, V-RF Link only and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
Link for ALOHA case for two different distance between the desired vehicle and RSU. Here, access
probability, ρ is 0.01: (a) ALOHA case, R = 50m; (b) ALOHA case, R = 150m; (c) CSMA case,
R = 50m; and, (d) CSMA case, R = 150m.

probability improvement, compared to scenarios utilizing either V-VLC link or V-RF link
separately.

Fig. 3.7a compares DOR performance comparison for standalone V-VLC link, V-RF link
and hybrid V-VLC/V-RF link with ALOHA protocol. In particular, we plot DOR of both
strategies as function of the delay threshold, Tth for different data amount H ∈{50 KB, 100
KB}. We can observe that for both the choices of H, there exists complementary behaviour in
DOR performance of standalone V-VLC and V-RF network depending on distance between the
desired vehicle and RSU, R. Specifically, with access probability, ρ = 0.01 and transmitter’s
location, R=50 m, DOR performance of standalone V-VLC is comparatively better than V-RF
as can be seen from Fig. 3.7a. The opposite is true when R is 150 m as shown in Fig. 3.7b. As
before, we observe DOR performance improvement by employing CSMA for both standalone
V-VLC as well as V-RF network as depicted in Fig. 3.7c and Fig. 3.7d. The reason is as follows:
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DOR typically depends on SINR which is better for proposed scenario with CSMA/CA (due to
low interference). It is interesting to note that for data traffic with stringent delay requirement,
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF ensures minimum delay in transmitting given amount of information
between the desired vehicle and RSU as compared to standalone V-VLC or V-RF network.

We now compare the IOR performance of standalone V-VLC, V-RF and hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF network configuration for two different values on transmitter’s location, R ∈ {50 m, 150 m}.
In Fig. 3.8, we plot IOR for all network configuration with ALOHA and CSMA as a function
of threshold entropy, Hth for two different time duration, T ∈ {60 ms, 30 ms}. In particular,
Fig. 3.8a shows that for a given IOR performance with slotted ALOHA, standalone V-VLC
Link is reliable option over standalone V-RF link when distance between the desired vehicle
and RSU, R is 50 m. However, the complementary insights stands true when D is 150 m as
evident from Fig 3.8b.

In Fig. 3.8c, we again observe the improvement in IOR performance of all the network
configuration by using CSMA over ALOHA. The reason is as follows: IOR typically depends
on SINR which is better for proposed scenario with CSMA/CA (due to low interference).
Again, the performance of standalone V-VLC or V-RF link depends on distance between
legitimate vehicle and RSU, R as evident from Figs 3.8c and 3.8d. It is worth mentioning that
irrespective of distance, R, hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system always guarantees maximum amount
of information flow between the desired vehicle and RSU as compared to standalone V-VLC or
V-RF network in the given time duration.

3.5 Concluding remarks

In this work, we have shown the potential benefit of employing hybrid V-VLC/V-RF over
standalone V-VLC or V-RF network configuration for BSMs dissemination at road intersection
ensuring high reliability and low latency. Depending on transmitter’s location, it is found that
the standalone V-VLC and V-RF exhibit complementary roles in terms of outage probability,
throughput, DOR and IOR. The presented framework also show the limitation of standalone
V-VLC over V-RF communication when the distance between desired vehicle and RSU is less
than the critical distance defined for V-VLC system. We have also found that hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF outperforms standalone V-VLC or V-RF network, thus serving as a better alternative option
to meet diverse application needs for future intelligent transportation system. It is expected that
this comparative analysis may stimulate more innovations for hybrid VLC/RF based vehicular
networks.
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Part II

3.6 Overview of Part II

Traffic safety at road intersections can be enhanced by improving opportunistic exchange of
safety messages between vehicles. In urban intersection scenario, obstacles such as buildings
and road side installations/signboards block the line-of-sight communication between vehicles.
In order to enhance the reliability of communication link, the existing vehicular solution utilizes
relay placement at road intersection. However, as the vehicular density increases, the existing
vehicular-radio frequency (V-RF) communication with relaying tends to suffer from higher
interference, lower packet reception rate, and longer communication delays due to channel
congestion. In contrast to the existing solutions, we propose to use practical deployment
strategies namely hybrid vehicular-visible light communication (V-VLC)/V-RF with relaying
and reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) aided V-RF solutions to improve the communication
range for urban vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication. We present stochastic geometry
based analytical framework to analyze the performance of proposed solutions in terms of outage
probability, throughput and delay outage rate (DOR).

3.6.1 Motivation and Contributions

Traffic safety at road intersections can be enhanced by improving opportunistic exchange
of BSMs/CAMs between vehicles. There are two major causes of packet loss in vehicular
communication (VC) namely: (a) Obstruction: As direct LOS link is blocked by obstruction
such as building/obstacles, diffuse and specular scatterings may enable non-line-of-sight
(NLOS) reception, however resulting in low SNR at receiver. As a consequence, inducing
heavy packet drop due to the poor received signal strength at receiver. (b) Interference/Packet
collision: The PRP at road side unit (RSU) may be heavily impacted due to interference caused
from concurrent transmission from other source vehicles. Further, the hidden node problem
arises due to building/obstruction at intersection scenario, where some vehicles are completely
unaware about the ongoing transmission and assume the channel in idle state. This induces
multiple transmissions to occur at the same time, which result in lower PRP at the receiver.

To overcome lower PRP issues at intersection, we propose to use hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
with relaying and V-RF with RIS for vehicular communication system. More specifically, the
novelty and major contributions of our research work are summarized below:

• We propose two different solutions namely, relayed transmission (RT) based hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF and RIS assisted V-RF for establishing reliable communication between
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Figure 3.9: Illustration of road intersection scenario where vehicles in blocked line-of-sight (solid red
line) can communicate via Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF with relaying (solid green line) and V-RF with RIS
(solid black line).

vehicles at road intersection. For an interference limited scenario, we carry out compre-
hensive qualitative and quantitative performance comparison of our proposed solutions
with classic decode and forward relaying based V-RF communication by utilizing stochas-
tic geometry tools.

• We show the impact of various design parameters such as access probability, delay
threshold which play critical role in deciding the performance of proposed V2X solu-
tions. Moreover, depending on distance between the vehicular nodes and number of
IRS elements used, we illustrate to show trade-offs between these two proposed V2X
solutions.

• We also investigate the impact of latency in terms of data oriented performance limit
known as delay outage rate (DOR) for the proposed V2X solutions. For delay sensitive
application, a large latency is intolerable for many safety/warning related messages.
DOR serves as an statistical measure for the effective design of ultra-reliable low latency
communication (URLLC) transmission schemes.

Numerical results reveal that the proposed V2X deployment strategies can achieve considerable
performance improvement in terms of outage, throughput while achieving low latency as
compared to traditional V-RF based V2X network.
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Figure 3.10: Abstraction system model for vehicular communications involving a source S, relay R/RIS
and a destination D in presence of one dimensional Poisson field of interference.

3.7 Network model and preliminaries

3.7.1 Scenario Description

A typical road intersection scenario has been depicted in Fig.3.9. We investigate the transfer of
safety messages between single source and destination node via relay/RIS in the presence of
interference. The primary cause of interference are concurrent transmission caused from same
lane or perpendicular lane road side vehicles3. It is assumed that the direct link from a vehicular
node to the desired receiver is blocked by obstacles, such as buildings [72], which is indeed a
realistic assumption especially when high frequency bands are considered (eg., mmWave based
V2X communication). Fig. 3.10 portrays a simplified abstraction of the proposed intersection
scenario. For relaying case, we consider a half-duplex transmission wherein transmission
occurs during two phases. The duration of each phase is one time–slot. In the first phase, the
source transmits the message to the relay (S→R). While, in second phase, relay broadcast
message to destination (R→D). The transmission is subject to interference originating from
a set of interfering vehicles that are located on roads. We assume that the set of interfering
vehicles on axis X (Fig. 3.10), denoted by ΦX with traffic intensity, λX (respectively on axis Y ,
denoted by ΦY with traffic intensity, λY ) are distributed as per one-dimensional homogeneous
Poisson point process (1D-HPPP). The amount of interference experienced by the receiver
depends on the selection of medium access control (MAC) protocol. For a carrier sense
multiple access with collision avoidance (CSMA/CA) MAC protocol, a vehicle is allowed to

3A similar traffic scenario has been reported in [61, 62, 70, 71], however this work also considers relay/RIS
placement at the road intersection centre.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 3.11: Illustration of proposed V2X deployment strategies: (a) Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF scheme and
(b) V-RF with RIS scheme.

transmit only if it has the lowest random timer within its contention region (sensing range), δ .
This implies that (i) the traffic intensity depends on transmitter’s location as other transmitting
vehicles (interferers) in its contention region are forced to keep silent when the desired vehicle
is active; (ii) the interference from the X- and Y-roads is not independent. When the desired
vehicle is active and transmitting at a distance, xtx from RSU, the resulting intensity of the PPPs
used to approximate the PP of interferers can be expressed as[61]

λ
X
MAC(x) =

pA(x)λX if ||x− xtx||> δ

0; otherwise,
(3.30)

λ
Y
MAC(y) =

pA(y)λY if ||y||>
√

δ 2 − x2
tx,

0; if ||y|| ≤
√

δ 2 − x2
tx,

(3.31)
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In (3.30) and (3.31), pA(x) and pA(y) denotes the access probability of interfering vehicle
from X-road and Y-road respectively. The access probability is defined as the probability that
the given node has the smallest random timer in the corresponding contention region [61]. For
CSMA MAC protocol, access probability is governed by [61, Eq.(12)]. Further, we consider
low speed vehicular (LSV) mobility model4 where it is assumed that interferer vehicles remain
static during consecutive time slots of the transmission [62]. The theoretical framework is
unified to capture the performance of desired vehicles for various deployment strategies namely:
(i) Conventional V-RF with relaying: In order to enhance the reliability of communication links
between vehicles which are not in LOS at road intersection, a road side unit (RSU) is employed
at the intersection-center to relay the BSMs. In this case, we employ a decode–and–forward
(DF) transmission scheme, i.e., the node R decodes and re-encodes the message then forwards it.
Here, both source-to-relay and relay-to-destination are assumed to be an RF link. The improved
communication performance by such configuration has been briefly discussed in [73, 74]. For
sake of analysis, we consider communication from a single-antenna source to a single antenna
destination with an aid of classic decode and forward relaying. Although relaying is not a part
of conventional standardized V2X, however the relaying solutions are proposed in literature for
improving performance of conventional V-RF communication near road intersection[73].
(ii) Hybrid V-VLC/V-RF with relaying: We assume that vehicles are equipped with both VLC
and IEEE 802.11p transceivers. As shown in Fig.3.11a, SR link can be either V-VLC link or
V-RF link, while relay-to-destination is an RF link. It is assumed that information is transmitted
with hard-switching either V-VLC or V-RF link depending on the predefined quality of service
(QoS) requirements (eg., desired SINR), i.e., only one of the links is allowed to operate at a
given time instant. When SINR of V-VLC link remains above a certain threshold, the system
keeps working on V-VLC. As soon as the quality of V-VLC link degrades below the predefined
threshold (i.e. usually when distance of source from intersection is large), V-RF link is then
activated. The SR link goes into outage when both V-VLC and V-RF link are in outage. For
simplicity, it is assumed that at least one link (usually V-VLC as primary link) always remains
active at a certain time and the system does not interrupt the hybrid V-VLC/V-RF link. This
reduces power consumption and makes receiver design less complex with easier decoding as in
[75, 76]. Further, the end-to-end system performance improves due to high SINR gain achieved
by usage of V-VLC link from source-to-relay which has been later validated through simulation
results.
(iii) V-RF with RIS: Fig.3.11b shows V-RF with RIS where an RIS composed of N reflecting
elements is deployed to assist in the communication from source vehicle. The RIS reflecting

4This is a realistic assumption, especially at road intersections and urban scenarios where the vehicles tend to
drive slowly across the junctions, intersections etc.
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elements are programmable via a RIS controller. The source vehicle, S transmits a signal to
RIS over an RF link. Then, the RIS reflects the signal by using appropriate phase shifts to D.
For sake of analysis, we consider a 2L-path loss model for electrically small RIS [77, 78]. For
the system considered, we assume that the CSI of all channels are known at the RIS controller
such that the RIS-induced phases can be adjusted by fine tuning of RIS reflecting elements
to maximize the received SNR through appropriate phase cancellations and proper alignment
of reflected signals from the intelligent surface [45, 79]. Further, it is also assumed that the
multipath fading induced inter symbol interference (ISI) can also be eliminated by optimizing
the phase shifts at the RIS. In [80], the authors propose to use an RIS as a spatial equalizer to
address the well-known multi-path fading phenomenon.

3.8 Performance Evaluation

The outage probability is defined as the probability that the instantaneous SINR falls below
than a certain SINR threshold. For a system employing DF protocol, the outage probability is
given as[81]

PDF
out = 1− (1−Pout,SR)(1−Pout,RD), (3.32)

where Pout,SR and Pout,RD denote the outage probability associated with SR and RD link
respectively.

3.8.1 Outage Probability for V-RF with relaying

We consider a vehicular network with interferers distributed according to a PPP, ΦPPP with a
locally finite and diffuse intensity, λ . All interferers transmit with same transmission power,
PRF . Let Φi⊆Φ denote the set of interferers that are active in slot i. The interference experienced
at R and D for V-RF communication are modeled by[61]

IR = ∑
x∈Φi

PRF |hRx|2ℓRx︸ ︷︷ ︸
IRx

+ ∑
y∈Φi

PRF |hRy|2ℓRy︸ ︷︷ ︸
IRy

,

ID = ∑
y∈Φi

PRF |hDy|2ℓDy,

(3.33)

where ℓab = A0||a−b||−α

2 denotes the euclidean path loss function, α > 0 is the the path loss
index, || · ||2 is the ℓ2 norm and A0 denotes a constant that depends on several factors such as
antenna characteristics, propagation environment and carrier frequency[61]. In order to calcu-
late outage probability Pout,RF(ζ ) associated with direct DSRC V2I link, it is more convenient
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to express it as a function of probability of successful transmission, Ps(ζ ). Mathematically,

Pout,RF(ζ ) = 1−Ps(ζ ) (3.34)

The probability of successful transmission, Ps,SR(ζ ) at relay R can be calculated as

Ps,SR(ζ ) = P(SINR > ζ ),

= P
(

PRF |hSR|2ℓSR

IR +σ2 > ζ

)
,

= EIR

[
P
(
|hSR|2 >

ζ

PRFℓSR
(IR +σ

2)

)]
,

(a)
= exp

(
− ζ σ2

PRFℓSR

)
EIR

[
exp(− ζ IR

PRFℓSR
)

]
,

(b)
= exp

(
− ζ σ2

PRFℓSR

)
LIR

(
ζ

PRFℓSR

)
(3.35)

where ζ is SINR threshold, σ2 is noise variance at R, and LIR denotes the Laplace transform
of the interference from X-road and Y -road at R. In (3.35), Step (a) follows from fact that the
channel fading gain, |h|2 ∼ exp(1) due to Rayleigh fading, and Step (b) results from definition of
Laplace transform. Similarly, the probability of successful transmission, Ps,RD(ζ ) at destination
D can be given as

Ps,RD(ζ ) = exp
(
− ζ σ2

PRFℓRD

)
LID

(
ζ

PRFℓRD

)
. (3.36)

where LID denotes the Laplace transform of the interference from same lane vehicles at
D. The expression for Laplace transform of interference at relay R and destination D can be
expressed as

LIR(s) = exp

(
−
∫

∞

−∞

λ X
MAC(x)

1+(h2 + x2)
α

2 /sPRFA0
dx

)
exp

(
−
∫

∞

−∞

λY
MAC(y)

1+(h2 + y2)
α

2 /sPRFA0
dy

)
,

(3.37)

LID(s) = exp
(
−
∫

∞

−∞

λY
MAC(y)

1+ ||y||α/sPRFA0
dy
)
. (3.38)

Proof: Note that for a general transmitter location xtx, we are not able to evaluate the
integrals in (3.37) and (3.38) in closed form, consequently it will be evaluated numerically.
However, for sake of mathematical tractability, the closed form expressions have also been
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provided for high traffic density scenario assuming ALOHA protocol5 where each interfering
vehicle access the channel in each time slot independently with probability, ρ [61].

The Laplace transform (LT) of interference at relay R can be expressed as

LIR(s) = E[exp(−sIRx)exp(−sIRy)],

= E
[
∏

x
exp(−sPRF |hRx|2ℓRx)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

LRx(s)

E

[
∏

y
exp(−sPRFℓRy)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

LRy(s)

, (3.39)

where LRx(·) and LRy(·) denote the interference from X and Y road at relay R respectively.
The LT of interference from X-road at relay R can be calculated as

LRx(s)
(a)
= E

[
∏

x
E|hRx|2{exp(−sPRF |hRx|2A0(h2 + x2)−

α

2 }
]
,

= E

[
∏

x

1

1+ sPRFA0(h2 + x2)−
α

2

]
,

(b)
= exp

(
−
∫

∞

−∞

λ X
MAC(x)

1+(h2 + x2)
α

2 /sPRFA0
dx

)
,

(3.40)

In above, (a) holds due to independence of fading coefficients |hRx|2, (b) uses the definition of
PGFL for PPP. For slotted ALOHA case, the integral can be expressed in closed form, hence
we can obtain closed form expression for LT of the interference. In this case, we can calculate
the integral for B = R1, λX =λY =λ and α = 2 in simplified form as

LRx(s) = exp

(
−ρλ

πsPRFA0√
h2 + sA0PRF

)
. (3.41)

Following same steps as above, we can obtain the similar expression for LRy as well. Following
[84, Eq. (13)], we can also express LID in closed form. Now, substituting s= ζ

PRFℓSR
and

ℓSR=A0(h2 +d2
SR)

−α

2 yields the following result

LIR

(
ζ

PRFℓSR

)
= exp

−2ρλ
πζ (h2 +d2

SR)√
h2 +ζ (h2 +d2

SR)

 ,

LID

(
ζ

PRFℓRD

)
= exp

(
−ρλπ

√
ζ

√
h2 +d2

RD

)
.

(3.42)

5Note that the closed form Laplace transform expressions considering CSMA CA protocols are hard to obtain.
In addition, [82, 83] showed that the CSMA CA performance tends to the ALOHA performance in dense networks.
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where h, dSR and dRD denote the height of RSU, the horizontal distance of source and destination
from RSU respectively.

3.8.2 Outage Probability for hybrid VLC-RF with relaying

In this subsection, we characterize the performance of the hybrid V-VLC/V-RF communication
system in the presence of the aggregate interference and noise variance, N0 in terms of outage
probability. Firstly, we calculate the outage probability associated with V-VLC link using
moment generating functional (MGF) based unified framework.

Pout,V LC(ζ ) = P(SINR < ζ ),

= P
(

S

IV LC +N0
< ζ

)
.

(3.43)

The desired electrical signal power S from source vehicle and interference IV LC is given
given as

S = R2ZoPV LC,

IV LC = ∑
xk∈ΦPPP

R2ZV LC
k PV LC.

(3.44)

In above, Zo and R denote the channel power gain associated with source vehicle, and the
responsivity of PD respectively. The electrical SINR can be represented as:

SINR =
1

IV L C
R2ZoPV LC

+ 1
β0

, (3.45)

where β0 =
R2ZoPV LC

N0
. From [3.45], the outage probability for V-VLC assuming that desired

vehicle is transmitting can be given as:

Pout,V LC(ζ ) = P
( IV L C

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
β0

>
1
ζ

)
. (3.46)

We define random variable W as

W =
IV L C

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
β0

, (3.47)

Using above, Eq. (3.47) can be rewritten as

Pout,V LC(ζ ) = P(W > ζ
−1) = 1−FW (ζ−1). (3.48)
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In above, a tractable solution for CDF, FW (ζ−1) is quite challenging to obtain. Thus, we
perform numerical inversion of Laplace transform. The relationship between CDF of a rv W
and the Laplace transform of FW (w) is given as

FW (w) =
1

2π j

∫ c+ j∞

c− j∞
LFW (w) exp(sw)ds. (3.49)

where j≜
√
−1. The discretization of integral in (3.49) can be realized to get a series using

the trapezoid rule and then the infinite series can be truncated to get a finite sum using the
Euler summation [64]. Also, LFW (w)(s) =

LW (s)
s . Thus, we apply the MGF based numerical

technique developed in [65] and after some algebraic manipulation, (17) can be approximated
as [85, 86]

Pout,V LC ≈ 1− 2−Qe
A
2

ζ−1

Q

∑
q=0

(
Q
q

)N+q

∑
n=0

(−1)n

Dn
Re
{

LW (s)
s

}
. (3.50)

where D0=2 and Dn=1 (n=1, 2, 3,...N+Q) and s=A+2πni
2ζ−1 . The triplet (A, Q, N) are the positive

integers for the accuracy control of the estimation, where (8ln10, 11, 14) is a typical parameters
choice that achieves stable numerical inversion with an estimation error of 10−8[64].

The Laplace transform of random variable, W can be expressed as

LW (s) = EIV LC

[
exp
(
−s
(

IV LC

R2ZoPV LC
+

1
β0

))]
,

= EIV LC

[
exp
(
− s

β0

)
exp
(
− sIV LC

R2ZoPV LC

)]
,

= exp
(
− s

β0

)
EΦi

[
∏

x∈Φi

exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

)]
.

(3.51)

Here k′:=
(
(m+1)AR

2π
Ts(ψ)G(ψ)

)2
. The last expectation term in (3.51) can be solved using

probability generating functional Laplace (PGFL) defined for a homogeneous Poisson point
process over region of interest, R [27, Th 4.9].

EΦPPP

[
∏

x∈Φi

exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

)]
= exp

[
−
∫
R

λ
X
MAC(x)

(
1− exp

(
− sk′x2(m+1)

Zo(h2 + x2)(m+3)

))
dx

]
.

0 ≤ Ψk ≤ ΨFOV

(3.52)
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The Eq. (3.52) can be determined using numerical methods6

For an SR-link assuming both V-VLC and V-RF links to be independent, the outage
probability is given as[75]

Pout,SR = Pout,V LC(ζ )Pout,RF(ζ ) (3.53)

3.8.3 Outage Probability for V-RF with RIS

For an interference limited system, the received signal at D can be expressed as7

yD =
√

PtCt(
N

∑
i=1

hivigi)x+
√

ID +
√

IRIS, (3.54)

where x denotes the transmit signal with power, Pt , ID and IRIS are the interference from same
lane’s vehicles and the interference from RIS aided links at the destination D respectively,
Ct is path loss function that depends on length of RIS[88], vi = ρi(Ψi)e jΨi , ρi denotes the
reflectance caused by the i-th reflecting surface of the RIS, and for ideal phase shifts, ρi(Ψi) =
1, ∀i. The channel gains of the RIS-involved links are represented as hi=

√
d′

SR
−εαie− jθi and

gi=
√

d′
RD

−εβie− jΦi , i ∈ {1,2, ..,N} respectively, ε is the path-loss exponent, d′
SR(=

√
h2 +d2

SR)

and d′
RD(=

√
h2 +d2

RD) denote the distances of the links between S-RIS and RIS-D, αi and θi

denote the channel amplitude and phase of hi, and βi and Φi represent the channel amplitude
and phase of gi, respectively. In addition, the reconfigurable phase Ψi is set to Ψi = θi + Φi to
maximize the SIR at D [89]. The instantaneous SIR, γD at D can be formulated as

γD =
PtA2Ct(d′

SRd′
RD)

−ε

ID + IRIS
. (3.55)

where A =
N
∑

i=1
αiβi. In particular, A follows distribution of sum of independent and identically

distributed (i.i.d) double Rayleigh fading random vectors which aptly capture the channel
characteristics of vehicular communication networks [90–92]. The outage probability can be

6The numerical methods can easily be implemented in standard mathematical software packages such as
MATLAB and MATHEMATICA.

7For purpose of fair comparison, we assume source transmit with transmission power, Pt=2PRF [87].
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expressed as8

Pout,RIS = 1−P(γD > ζ ) ,

= 1−EID

[
P
(

A2 >
ζ (IRIS + ID)

PtCt(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε

)]
.

(3.56)

Now, we make use of the boundary condition for Gamma distribution, P(A2 < x) = (1−
exp(−βtx))N , with βt =

1
b(a!)−

1
a [94]. Finally, invoking binomial expansion, (3.56) can be

approximately expressed as

Pout,RIS ≈ 1−
a

∑
k=1

(−1)(k+1)
(

a
k

)
E
[

exp
(
− kβtζ (ID + IRIS)

PtCt(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε

)]
≈ 1−

a

∑
k=1

(−1)(k+1)
(

a
k

)
LID

(
kβtζ

PtCt(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε

)
LIRIS

(
kβtζ

PtCt(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε

) (3.57)

where LIRIS(·) denotes the Laplace transform of the interference from RIS aided links which
can be expressed as

LIRIS(s) = exp

(
−
∫

∞

0
λ

X
MAC(x)

(
1−
(

1+
sPtCt(ud′

RD)
−ε

a

)−a
)

dx

)
. (3.58)

where u =
√

h2 + x2.
Proof: The Laplace transform for the interference from RIS aided links can be expressed as

LIRIS(s) = E

[
exp(− ∑

x∈Φi

sPtCtA2(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε)

]
,

(a)
= E

[
∏

x

(
1+

sPtCt(d′
SRd′

RD)
−ε

a

)−a
]
,

(b)
= exp

(
−
∫

∞

0
λ

X
MAC

(
1−
(

1+
sPtCt(ud′

RD)
−ε

a

)−a
)

dx

)
.

(3.59)

where u =
√

h2 + x2, (a) follows from the properties of fading parameter, (b) utilizes the
definition of PGFL for HPPP. For slotted ALOHA case, the integral can be expressed in closed
form as

LIRIS(s) = exp
(
−ρλh

(
2F1(−

1
2
,a;

1
2

;− sPtCt

a(hd′
RD)

2 )−1
))

. (3.60)

8Kindly note that the distribution of A2 also follows gamma distribution which can be verified via method of
moment matching[93].
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Figure 3.12: Analytical (solid line) and simulation (markers) results for outage probability, Pout versus
distance from intersection, i.e ||S−R||=||R−D|| for conventional V-RF, proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
and RIS aided V-RF communication.

Eq. (3.60) assumes ε=2 and utilizes substitution, t=
√

x2 +h2, t>>h and uses
∫

∞

A

(
1−
(

1+ s
x2

)−N
)

dx=

A
(

2F1

(
−1

2 ,N; 1
2 ;− s

A2

)
−1
)

. Note that height, h is greater than close-in distance, D0 defined
for an electrically small RIS.

3.9 Numerical Results and analysis

This section shows the numerical as well as simulation results to show the performance of the
proposed solutions. The system model parameters are adopted in accordance with practical
vehicular scenario as used in Part I analysis. Unless otherwise specified explicitly, we assume,
for simplicity, dSR = dRD = d0, i.e., the RIS/relay is located equidistantly from the source
and destination. Unless otherwise stated, we assume λX =λY =0.01. In order to corroborate
the accuracy of our analytical findings, we also perform Monte Carlo (MC) simulations by
averaging over 104 realizations of PPPs and fading channel parameters. We have considered an
extreme case when the interference from same lane or perpendicular lane vehicles are originated
from an infinite road segment (B = R1).

Fig. 3.12 shows the impact of distance, d0 on the outage performance of conventional
V-RF, proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF, and RIS assisted V-RF (N=30, 80). As intuitive, the
outage probability increases with increase in distance, d0. We can observe from Fig. 3.12
that irrespective of any d0 and pA values, proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF scheme always
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Figure 3.13: Outage probability, Pout and throughput, T variation with access probability, ρ for two
different distances between the source and destination, d0 ∈ (50m,150m).

outperforms conventional V-RF communication in terms of outage probability. Further, the
outage performance of proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF scheme is better as compared to V-RF
with RIS (N=80) for d0 > 100m and pA=0.01. Further, with decrease in access probability, pA,
the outage performance of proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF as well as V-RF with RIS improves. In
order to gain more insights, we next plot outage probability of proposed schemes as a function
of access probability. A low access probability ensures low outage probability. This is due to
fact that smaller values of pA implies probability for the vehicles to access the medium is lower,
resulting in less interference, and thereby increasing the SIR and reduce the outage. Fig. 3.13
shows outage probability, Pout as a function of access probability, pA for d0∈(50m,150m).
For d0 < 100m, proposed V-RF with RIS (N = 80) is reliable option over proposed hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF scheme as can be seen in Fig. 3.13a. However, the complementary insights
can be ruled out when d0>100m as shown in Fig. 3.13b. From a system design perspective,
the outage probability is not sufficient metric to characterize the performance, since a MAC
that allows few concurrent transmissions may lead to high PRP however it will also yield low
throughput [61]. Hence, we also plot the throughput as a function of pA, where the throughput
T is defined as follows[61]

T = pA(xtx)(1−Pout) log2(1+ζ )Bs (3.61)
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Figure 3.14: Delay outage performance of Conventional V-RF with relaying, hybrid VLC-RF with
relaying, and RIS aided V-RF (N = 30,80) for two different distance between the source and destination,
d0 ∈ (50m,150m).

The throughput first rises (due to active transmitter) and then declines (due to enormous amounts
of interference), leading to an optimum value of pA. However, in order to ensure a certain
QoS, one must also consider a guarantee on the outage probability. For instance, to ensure
an outage probability below 10% when d0= 50m, the optimal value of access probability for
proposed V-RF with RIS (N=80), pA≈0.077, results in a throughput of about 4 MBps. However,
when d0=150m, the opposite trend can be observed in Fig. 3.13b wherein proposed hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF scheme guarantees more throughput as compared to proposed V-RF with RIS
(N=80) for same outage performance. Notice that for given d0 and pA, the performance of the
proposed V-RF with RIS scheme can be improved by increasing RIS elements, N without an
increase in power consumption of the transceiver. Next, we also plot DOR performance for
V2X deployment strategies ensuring different delay threshold requirements. In particular, we
plot DOR performance of deployment strategies as a function of the delay threshold, Tth for
sending data amount, H=50KB. It is interesting to note that for data traffic with stringent delay
requirements, the proposed V-RF with RIS (N=80) ensures minimum delay in transmitting a
given amount of information from source to destination as compared to the proposed hybrid
V-VLC/V-RF or conventional V-RF when d0=50m and pA=0.01 as can be seen from Fig 3.14a.
We can also observe that when d0= 150m, there exists complementary behaviour in DOR
performance of proposed schemes as evident from Fig. 3.14b. For sake of analysis, for given
Tth=50ms, we also plot the DOR performance of V-RF with RIS, by varying the number of RIS
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Figure 3.15: Delay outage rate variation with increasing value of RIS elements, N for two different
distances between the source and destination, d0 ∈ (50m,150m).

elements as shown in Fig. 3.15. With DOR of 1×10−2 as performance constraint, the proposed
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF scheme are acceptable for d0<150m. However, V-RF with RIS requires
N > 20 and N > 170 for d0=50m and d0=150m respectively in order to ensure DOR within
acceptable limit.

3.10 Concluding remarks

In this work, we proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF and V-RF with RIS schemes to facilitate vehicu-
lar communication at road intersections in order to enable uninterrupted connectivity, enhanced
coverage, and ultra reliable low latency communications. The obtained results show that the
proposed V2X deployment strategies can achieve considerable performance improvement
in outage, throughput while ensuring low latency as compared to conventional V-RF with
relaying. Undoubtedly, V-RF with RIS with sufficiently large, N always outperforms either
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF with relaying or V-RF with relaying. Irrespective of distance between
source and destination vehicles, the proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF will always outperform
conventional V-RF communication in terms of outage and DOR. However, the number of RIS
elements, N decides the performance of proposed V-RF with RIS. The proposed solution may
serve as better alternative ITS solution as compared to conventional V-RF solution to meet
the ultra-high reliable and ultra low latency communication requirements for B5G vehicular
networks. Further investigations will be devoted to gain more useful insights when there exists
an integration of optical RIS with V-VLC technology.
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Chapter 4
OPD NOMA for Vehicular
Communication

This chapter investigates the performance of optical power domain non orthogonal multiple
access (OPD NOMA) for vehicular communication. Specifically, the first part of this chapter
investigates the applicability of downlink OPD NOMA enabled V2X network for typical
infrastructure-to-vehicle (I2V) communication in presence of interference caused from con-
current vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) transmissions with an aid of stochastic geometry. In part
II, we analyze the performance of a novel cooperative NOMA (C-NOMA) enabled hybrid
vehicular visible light communication (V-VLC)/V-RF communication for improving safety
message dissemination and enabling massive connectivity among vehicles for road intersection
scenarios.

4.1 OPD NOMA for Vehicular Networks

The next generation vehicular network will require reliable massive connectivity, higher spectral
efficiency and reduced resource collision, hence a suitable multiple access (MA) scheme should
be adopted that can cater for 6G Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) requirements. In this work,
we aim to understand the potential benefits and practical challenges associated with employing
downlink OPD NOMA based V2X network. The major contributions and findings of our work
are summarized below:

• We explore the potential benefits of downlink NOMA using VLC in vehicular scenario
for broadcasting road safety related information. We carry out performance analysis of
the proposed downlink OPD NOMA based V2X network against the OMA counterpart
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with aid of stochastic geometry tools. This is carried out by considering the impact of
interference from other vehicular transmission by V2V at the receiving nodes.

• We develop a novel tractable framework in terms of outage probability and achievable
rate as performance metrics when a light source (e.g., traffic lamp post) transmits a
message to two destination vehicles through visible light by assuming both perfect SIC
and imperfect SIC decoding at the receiver.

• In order to verify the efficacy of the proposed OPD-NOMA technique, we compare
the performance of downlink OPD NOMA based V2X network with conventional RF
NOMA based V2X network. Depending upon the locations of NOMA users from source,
we illustrate the trade-offs between these two different technologies.

4.2 System Model and Preliminaries

4.2.1 System Model

We consider an uni-directional traffic stream wherein either NOMA enabled VLC or RF
downlink exists between road side unit (RSU) (mounted on LED traffic lamp) and vehicles
as depicted in Fig. 4.1. We assume that a light source (e.g., traffic lamp post) sends a
message to destination nodes through visible light. However, such VLC transmission is
subject to interference originating from neighbouring vehicles that are located on the roads.
At transmitter side, as shown in Fig. 4.2, light source transmits the composite signal, which
is a superposition of desired optical signals of user pairs with different power allocation. We
consider the existence of a central information center (CIC) that collects and keeps track of
some key system information (such as location and speed of each vehicle, road condition,
BSMs dissemination) about the on-road vehicles. The communication between LED Traffic
light and CIC is established via back-haul connectivity and to vehicles through free-space
optical wireless transmission. For ease of understanding, Fig. 4.3 provides the schematic layout
of proposed system model.

We consider a set of interfering vehicles which are distributed according to a one-dimensional
homogeneous Poisson point process (1D-HPPP), represented as ΨPPP∽ 1D-HPPP(λ , r), where
r and λ denote the positions of the interferer vehicles and their intensity, respectively. Further,
we assume that interfering vehicles follow Aloha MAC protocol with parameter ρ , i.e., every
node can access the medium with an access probability, ρ [95]. We considered low speed
vehicles (LSV) mobility model where we assume that interferer vehicles do not move or move
slowly, that is, their positions remain the same during the two time slots of the transmission [96].

54



Figure 4.1: Typical I2V and V2V-VLC scenario.

Figure 4.2: OPD NOMA based V2X system model.

The proposed work is also in line with previous work proposed in [97] and [98]. The Doppler
shift and time-varying effect of V2V and V2I channel on the performance of OPD-NOMA
enabled V2X networks has been left as a subject of future investigation.

4.2.2 Practical Challenges

In order to achieve the same quality of service (QoS) for each received signal, we derive the
general formula for the transmit power level required for each vehicular node. Recently, the
authors in [99] have experimentally validated an adaptive energy saving technique that can
be adopted to compensate the saturation effects in an outdoor VLC by varying transmitting
vehicle’s power. With no loss of generality, let us consider that a NOMA group consists of
k vehicles, which are categorized based on their channel gain conditions in ascending order
as h1 ≤ h2... ≤ hk. Based on such ordering, NOMA technique can permit Vi to decode the
interfering NOMA signals originating from Vk, k ≤ i and then eliminate the interfering NOMA
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Figure 4.3: Abstraction used for modelling. The desired vehicles are marked in triangle, while interferers
are marked in cross marks. Here, L and h denotes the inter lane distance and height of traffic lamp
respectively.

signals from the received signal, in a successive manner. According to the NOMA principle
and the order of channel gains, power Pi is allocated in descending order, i.e., P1 ≥ ... ≥ Pk,
which is reverse to the order of hi .

The received optical signal at Vi can be represented as

yi = Rhis+n, (4.1)

where s denotes composite optical transmitted from LED, R denotes the responsivity of PD, n
denotes the additive white Gaussian noise with zero mean and variance, σ2. We assume that
there is a perfect interference cancellation through SIC at the each receiving node. Hence, the
SIC enabled receiver first decodes the strongest signal and then subtracts it from the composite
received signal. This process continues until all the signals are properly detected. Due to non-
uniform power allocation at all the transmitting vehicles, OPD-NOMA with SIC exploits the
signal-to-interference plus noise ratio (SINR) difference among vehicles. It is assumed that the
required electrical SINR, γ at each receiving node is same (say, constant, c). Mathematically,

γ =
(RPrk)

2

σ2
k

= c ∀k, (4.2)

where Prk denotes optical power received from the k-th vehicle. The transmitter power, P1 is set
such that symbol s1 can be received accurately, that is

Pr1 =
σ1

R

√
γ,

P1 =
σ1

Rh1

√
γ.

(4.3)
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The same can be extended for the vehicle V2 transmitter power P2 which is computed as:

γ =
(RPr2)

2

(RPr1)
2 +σ2

2
,

Pr2 =
σ2

R

√
γ(γ +1),

P2 =
σ2

Rh2

√
γ(γ +1).

(4.4)

This approach is iteratively applied to determine vehicle V3 transmit power, P3 , which
depends on the past values of P1 and P2 and can be given in simplified form as

P3 =
σ3

Rh3

√
γ(γ2 +2γ +1). (4.5)

In general, the same concept can be extended to N transmitting vehicles. Further, the
transmit power for the i-th vehicle can be given as a function of the noise variance σi, channel
gain coefficient hi, and the required SINR1 as

Pi =
σi

Rhi

√
γ(γ +1)

i−1
2 , i = 1,2,3, ..,N. (4.6)

For transmitting information in power domain, recognising that vehicle Vi has worse channel
conditions, PD-NOMA allocates a greater amount of power Pi to that vehicle depending on
channel conditions. Thus, there exists non-uniform transmit power allocation among vehicles
which is critical for designing a practical V-VLC system. Several open issues such as power
imbalance and maintaining fairness among vehicles need to be addressed carefully before
practical deployment of OPD-NOMA to vehicular communication systems. Further, in the
OPD-NOMA downlink, the unavailability of channel state knowledge impacts the overall
system performance, since the channel state information (CSI) for each vehicular node must be
known by all users and the light source allocates power to each vehicular node based on its CSI
which brings further challenges for NOMA implementation in vehicular scenario.

4.3 Performance Analysis

For the sake of analysis, we specifically consider interference limited scenario wherein two
vehicular nodes, V1 and V2 are selected to perform NOMA jointly since asking all the vehicles
in network to participate is not preferable in practice. However, the proposed analysis can be

1Note that the transmit power allocation adopted among vehicles is critical for a practical V-VLC system
design. For sake of analysis, we assume that each vehicle is allocated power more than certain minimum threshold
power which can suffice illumination as well as communication constraint.
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easily extended to a generic NOMA scheme with M vehicles, M≥2. We also consider that
the receiving vehicular nodes are sorted according to their preset QoS priorities[100, 101]. In
other words, V1 has to be served immediately with a lower data rate whereas V2 needs a higher
data rate but can be served later. Even in real life, not all users require the same amount of
data rate. Let the signals intended to V1 and V2 are denoted as x1 and x2, respectively, where
E[|xi|2] = 1. As per NOMA principle[102], the transmitted optical signal from LED is coded
as the composite signal from V1 and V2,

x =
√

P1x1 +
√

P2x2. (4.7)

Thus the received signal at Vi can be represented in an interference limited system as

yi = Rhix+
√

Ii. (4.8)

In following subsection, we derive analytical expression for NOMA outage probability and
average achievable rate for two-vehicular case.

4.3.1 NOMA Outage Expression for V-VLC

An outage is said to occur when the instantaneous SINR falls below a certain SINR threshold.
For V-VLC, noise variance is negligible as compared to aggregate interference [68]. For such
interference limited scenario, we first calculate the signal-to-interference ratio (SIR) at each
receiving vehicular node, then define outage probability associated to them. As V1 is assumed
to be received with higher power, therefore it will be firstly decoded according to SIC decoding.
Subsequently, interference would be V2, and SIR at V1, denoted as SIRV1 , can be expressed as

SIRV1 =
kξ1PV LCr2(m+1)

1 (h2 + r2
1)

−(m+γ+1)

kξ2PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)+IV L C

. (4.9)

In [4.9], ξ1, and PV LC denote the power allocation coefficient associated with vehicle, V1

and the transmission power for VLC respectively. IV L C denotes the aggregate interference
experienced at the receiving node from vehicles in adjacent lane (VLC-V2V). Referring to
Fig. 4.3, we can deduce cos(φ) = cos(ψ) = r′√

(L2+r′2)
for given system model based on simple

geometrical argument. The interference IV L C can be given as

IV L C =
N

∑
i=1

k
r′i

2(m+1)

(L2 + r′i2)
(m+3)

PV LC; (4.10)

58



Here k =
(

R(m+1)AR
2π

Ts(ψ)G(ψ)
)2

. In contrary, as V2 comes second in decoding order, it
has to first retrieve V1 message, denoted as SIRV2−1 , is expressed as,

SIRV2−1 =
kξ1PV LCr2(m+1)

2 (h2 + r2
2)

−(m+3)

kξ2PV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)+I ′

V L C

. (4.11)

The SIR at V2 to decode its own message, denoted as SIRV2 , is expressed as

SIRV2 =
kξ2PV LCr2(m+1)

2 (h2 + r2
2)

−(m+3)

µkξ1PV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)+I ′

V L C

. (4.12)

where µ ∈ (0,1) denotes residual factor accounting for interference fraction that remains due
to imperfect SIC at the receiver. For the case of perfect SIC, µ = 0. Let us denote outage event
related to V1 as OV1 , which is expressed as

OV1 = {SIRV1 < β1}, (4.13)

where, β1 =
2π

e (22R1 −1) and R1 is target data rate of V1. At any NOMA receiver, the overall
decoding mechanism is considered to be in outage if instantaneous user rates associated with
either Eq.(4.9) or Eq.(4.12) do not suffice the respective target rates. Let OV2−1 denote the
outage event when V2 cannot decode V1 message, expressed as

OV2−1 = {SIRV2−1 < β1}, (4.14)

Now, let OV2 denote the outage event when V2 cannot retrieve its own message, expressed
as

OV2 = {SIRV2 < β2}, (4.15)

where β2 =
2π

e (22R2 −1) and R2 is target data rate of V2. Having this background, we are now
in position to calculate the outage probability related to V1 and V2. We make use of moment
generating functional (MGF) approach to solve for the outage probability.
V1 outage probability:

POV1
= P

( IV L C

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

>
1
β1

)
. (4.16)

Let us define random variable Z as

Z =
IV L C

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

(4.17)
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Hence, (4.16) can be rewritten as

Pout = P(Z > β
−1) = 1−FZ(β

−1). (4.18)

In general, a closed-form solution for FZ(β
−1) is quite difficult to obtain. Hence, we utilize

numerical inversion of Laplace transform to find CDF, FZ(β
−1). The CDF of a random variable

Z is related to the Laplace transform of FZ(z) as[64]

FZ(z) =
1

2π j

∫ c+ j∞

c− j∞
LFZ(z) exp(sw)ds. (4.19)

where j is imaginary number (
√
−1). The above integral can be discretized to get a series using

the trapezoid rule and then the infinite series can be truncated to get a finite sum using the Euler
summation [64]. Also, LFZ(z)(s) =

LZ(s)
s . Eq.(4.18) can be approximated as

Pout ≈ 1−
2−B exp(A

2 )

β−1

B

∑
b=0

(
B
b

)C+b

∑
c=0

(−1)c

Dc
Re
{

LZ(s)
s

}
. (4.20)

where Dc = 2 (if c = 0) and Dc = 1 (if c = 1, 2, 3,..) and s= (A+ j2πc)
2β−1 . The estimation error is

controlled by three parameters A, B and C. Using the well established result given in [65],[64],
in order to achieve an estimation accuracy of 10−η (i.e., having the (η −1)th decimal correct),
A, B and C have to be at least equal ηln10, 1.243η-1, and 1.467η , respectively. Setting
A=8ln10, B=11, C=14 achieves stable numerical inversion with an estimation error of 10−8.

The Laplace transform of the probability distribution of a random variable can be computed
as

LZ(s) = EI

{
exp

(
− sIV L C

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

)}
(4.21)

= Er

{
N

∏
i=1

exp

(
− s

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

kr′i
2(m+1)

(L2 + r′i2)
(m+3)

)}
, (4.22)

The expectation in Eq.(4.22) can be solved using probability generating functional Laplace
(PGFL) defined for a homogeneous Poisson point process [103, Th 4.9].

Er

{
N

∏
i=1

exp

(
− s

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

kr′i
2(m+1)

(L2 + r′i2)
(m+3)

)}
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= exp

[
−ρλ

∫
∞

r1

(
1− exp

(
− s

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)

kr2(m+1)

PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)(L2 + r2)(m+3)

))
dr

]
.

(4.23)

V2 outage probability
In order to calculate POV2

, we express POV2
as a function of success probability, PC

OV2−1∩OV2
that is

POV2
= 1−PC

OV2
= 1−PC

OV2−1∩OV2
, (4.24)

PC
OV2−1∩OV2

=

P

(
I ′

V L C

k(ξ1 −β1ξ2)PV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

<
1
β1

,
I ′

V L C

k(ξ2 −β2µξ1)PV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

<
1
β2

)
,

= P

(
I ′

V L C

kPV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

<
(ξ1 −β1ξ2)

β1
,

I ′
V L C

kPV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

<
(ξ2 −β2µξ1)

β2

)
,

= P

(
I ′

V L C

kPV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

< min
(
J1,J2

))
.

(4.25)

where J1 =
(ξ1−β1ξ2)

β1
and J2 =

(ξ2−β2µξ1)
β2

. Following same steps as (4.18)-(4.23), (4.25) can be
solved using similar approach.
OPD-NOMA Extension to M-nodes
Now, we extend OPD NOMA results to M-destination nodes. The expression for SIR at node
Vi to retrieve Vt message can be expressed as

SIRVi→t =
kξtPV LCr2(m+1)

i (h2 + r2
i )

−(m+3)

kPV LCr2(m+1)
i (h2 + r2

i )
−(m+3)

[
µ

t−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=t+1
ξn

]
+I i

V LC

. (4.26)

Observe that, when k > t −1, then
t−1
∑

k=1
ξk = 0 and when n>M, then

M
∑

n=t+1
ξn = 0. In order to

calculate outage probability POVi
at node Vi, we express a successful transmission at node Vi as

OC
Vi
=

M⋂
n=M−i+1

{SIRVi→i−(M−n) > Ri−(M−n),} (4.27)
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Finally, the outage probability can be expressed as

POVi
=


1; if

M⋃
t=1

ξt

µ
t−1
∑

k=1
ξk+

M
∑

n=t+1
ξn

< βt ,

1−P
(

I i
V LC

kPV LCr2(m+1)
i (h2+r2

i )
−(m+3)

< J(i)min

)
;otherwise,

(4.28)

where J(i)min is given by

J(i)min =

min

(ξi−(M−1)−βi−(M−1)

[
µ

i−(M−1)−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−1)+1
ξn

]
βi−(M−1)

,

ξi−(M−2)−βi−(M−2)

[
µ ∑

i−(M−2)−1
k=1 ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−2)+1
ξn

]
βi−(M−2)

, ...,

ξi−(M−ℓ)−βi−(M−ℓ)

[
µ

i−(M−ℓ)−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−ℓ)+1
ξn

]
βi−(M−l)

)
.

(4.29)

where ℓ∈ (1, 2,.., M). We set the condition that ℓ > M − i. Intuitively, as the number of
destination nodes, M increases, NOMA performance become better over OMA.

4.3.2 NOMA Outage Expression for V-RF

For V-RF, assuming free space path loss propagation model, the interference at the receiver can
be given as aggregate of all the RF power received from N interferers as:

IRF =
N

∑
i=1

PRFGtGrℓhk(L2 + r′i
2
)−

α

2 , (4.30)

Here, ℓ= c2

(4π)2 f 2
0

; c is speed of light and fo is carrier frequency. In above expression, PRF ,
α , Gt and Gr are the the RF transmission power, the path loss exponent, the antenna gains for
transmitter and receiver respectively [66].
V1 outage probability
The outage probability (PRF

OV1
) related to V1 in case of RF based vehicular communication can

62



be given as

PRF
OV1

= 1−P

(
ξ1PRFGtGrℓh1(h2 + r2

1)
−α

2

ξ2PRFGtGrℓh1(h2 + r2
1)

−α

2 +IRF
> ζ1

)
,

= 1−P

(
h1 >

ζ1IRF

(ξ1 −ζ1ξ2)PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
1)

−α

2

)
,

= 1−
[
LIRF

(
ζ1

(ξ1 −ζ1ξ2)PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
1)

−α

2

)]
,

(4.31)

where ζ1 = 2R1 −1 and L (.) denotes for Laplace transform which is given as2

LIRF

(
ζ1

(ξ1 −ζ1ξ2)PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
1)

−α

2

)
= exp

(
−ρλ

(
ζ1

(ξ1 −ζ1ξ2)

) 1
α

(h2 + r2
1)

1
2

π

α
csc(

π

α
)

)
.

(4.32)

Proof : The Laplace transform, LIRF (s) can be computed as:

LIRF (s) = E[exp(−sIRF ]

= E
[
∏

r
exp(−sPRFGtGrℓh||r′||−α)

]
(a)
= Er

[
∏

r
Eh{exp(−sPRFGtGrℓh||r||−α)}

]
= Er

[
∏

r

1
1+ sPRFGtGrℓ||r′||−α

]
(b)
= exp

(
−ρλ

∫
∞

r1

1
1+ ||r′||α/sPRFGtGrℓ

dr
)

(c)
= exp

(
−ρλ (sPRFGtGrℓ)

1
α

∫
∞

r1

1
1+ vα

dv
)

(d)
= exp

(
−ρλ (sPRFGtGrℓ)

1
α

π

α
csc(

π

α
)
)

(4.33)

here, (a) holds due to independence of channel fading coefficients hx and assumes L << r′, (b)
uses the PGFL for Homogeneous PPP , (c) involves variable transformation ||r||/(sPRFGtGrℓ)

1
α →

v, and (d) when r1 → 0. Substituting s = ζ1

(ξ1−ζ1ξ2)PRF GtGrℓ(h2+r2
1)

−α
2

yields the desired result.

2The closed form expression was obtained based on assumption that the inter lane distance, L can be ignored
as compared to longitudinal stretch of the road i.e. L<<r
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V2 outage probability
As before, we express PRF

OV2
as a function of success probability, PC

OV2−1∩OV2
that is

PRF
OV2

= 1−PC
OV2

= 1−PC
OV2−1∩OV2

, (4.34)

PC
OV2−1∩OV2

= P
(

ξ1PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

ξ2PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2 +I ′RF
> ζ1,

ξ2PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

µξ1PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2 +I ′RF
> ζ2

)
,

= P
(

h2 >
ζ1I

′
RF

(ξ1 −ζ1ξ2)PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2
,h2 >

ζ2I
′
RF

(ξ2 −µζ2ξ1)PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

)
,

= LI′RF

( J

PRFGtGrℓh2(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

)
.

(4.35)

where ζ2 = 2R2 −1 and J = max(J1,J2). Here, J1 =
ζ1

(ξ1−ζ1ξ2)
and J2 =

ζ2
(ξ2−µζ2ξ1)

.
V-RF NOMA Extension to M-nodes

Here, we extend the V-RF NOMA results to M-destination nodes. We define the expression of
the SIR at Vi to decode Vt message as follows
SIRVi→t =

ξtPRFGtGrℓht(h2 + r2
i )

−α

2

PRFGtGrℓht(h2 + r2
i )

−α

2

[
µ

t−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=t+1
ξn

]
+I i

RF

. (4.36)

Same as above, when k > t −1, then
t−1
∑

k=1
ξk = 0 and when n>M, then

M
∑

n=t+1
= 0. In this case,

the outage probability, POVi
can be expressed as POVi

=


1; if

M⋃
t=1

ξt

µ
t−1
∑

k=1
ξk+

M
∑

n=t+1
ξn

< ζt ,

1−LIi
RF

( J(i)max

PRF GtGrℓht(h2+r2
i )

−α
2

)
; if otherwise,

(4.37)
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where J(i)max is given by
J(i)max =

max

(
ζi−(M−1)

ξi−(M−1)−ζi−(M−1)

[
µ

i−(M−1)−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−1)+1
ξn

] ,
ζi−(M−2)

ξi−(M−2)−ζi−(M−2)

[
µ

i−(M−2)−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−2)+1
ξn

] , ...,
ζi−(M−l)

ξi−(M−ℓ)−ζi−(M−ℓ)

[
µ

i−(M−ℓ)−1
∑

k=1
ξk +

M
∑

n=i−(M−ℓ)+1
ξn

]).
(4.38)

where ℓ∈ (1, 2,.., M).

4.3.3 Average Achievable Rate for V-VLC

In this subsection, we derive the expression for average achievable rate for V1 and V2. Using
the fact that E[X ] =

∫
∞

0 P[X > t]dt for real-valued random variables with non-negative support,
the expression for RV1 for OPD NOMA case may be modified as

RV1 =
∫

∞

0
P
[1

2
log2(1+

e
2π

SIRV1)> t
]
dt,

=
∫ 1

2 log2(1+
e

2π

ξ1
ξ2
)

t=0
P
[
SIRV1 >

2π

e
(22t −1)

]
dt,

(4.39)

=
∫

t
P
[
IV LC <

k(ξ1 −ξ2β )PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

β

]
dt, (4.40)

=
∫

t
FIV LC

(k(ξ1 −ξ2β )PV LCr2(m+1)
1 (h2 + r2

1)
−(m+3)

β

)
dt. (4.41)

where β = 2π

e (22t − 1) and FIV LC(.) denotes the CDF of interference caused from V2V
communication. This CDF expression can be expressed as [36],

FIV LC(x) = ξc

(√
π(ρλ )2z

4x

)
, (4.42)

where ξc is the complementary error function.
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The average achievable rate associated with vehicle V2, denoted by RV2 is represented as

RV2 = E
[

1
2

log2(1+
e

2π
SIRV2)

]
, (4.43)

Thus, the expression of RV2 is given by

RV2 =
∫ 1

2 log2(1+
e

2π

ξ2
µξ1

)

t=0
P
[1

2
log2(1+

e
2π

SIRV2)> t
]
dt, (4.44)

=
∫

t
FIV LC

(k(ξ2 −ξ1µβ )PV LCr2(m+1)
2 (h2 + r2

2)
−(m+3)

β

)
dt. (4.45)

The expression of the average achievable rate at the user Vi when OPD NOMA is considered is
given by

RVi =
∫ vsup

t=0
FIV LC

(k(ξi −β [µ
i−1
∑

h=1
ξh +

M
∑

n=i+1
ξn])

β
PV LCr2(m+1)

i (h2 + r2
i )

−(m+3)

)
dt, (4.46)

where vsup =
1
2 log2(1+

e
2π

ξi

µ
i−1
∑

h=1
ξh+

M
∑

n=i+1
ξn

).

For OMA case, the average achievable rate at the receiving node, Vi, denoted by R
(OMA)
Vi

,
can be expressed as3

R
(OMA)
Vi

=
∫

∞

t=0
P
[1

4
log2(1+

e
2π

SIRVi)> t
]
dt =

∫
t
FIV LC

(kPV LCr2(m+1)
i (h2 + r2

i )
−(m+3)

β ′

)
dt.

(4.47)

where β ′ = 2π

e (24t −1).

4.3.4 Average Achievable Rate for V-RF

In this case, the maximum achievable capacity for vehicle Vi is given as log2(1+ SIRVi).
Following the similar steps as in OPD-NOMA, the average achievable rate associated with V1

3Notice that the achievable rate is multiplied by 1
2 since we assume bandwidth splitting in OMA.
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can be given as

RV1 =
∫ log2(1+

ξ1
ξ2
)

v=0
P[SIRV1 > 2v −1]dv =

∫
v
LIRF

( 2v −1

(ξ1 − (2v −1)ξ2)PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
1)

−α

2

)
dv.

(4.48)

Then, the average achievable rate related to V2 can be expressed as

RV2 =
∫ log2(1+

ξ2
µξ1

)

v=0
P[SIRV2 > 2v −1]dv, (4.49)

=
∫

v
LIRF

( 2v −1

(ξ2 − (2v −1)µξ1)PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

)
dv. (4.50)

The average achievable rate associated with vehicle Vi, denoted by RVi can be expressed as

RVi =
∫ vsup

0
LIRF

( 2v −1

(ξi −β

[
µ

i−1
∑

h=1
ξh +

M
∑

n=i+1
ξn

]
)

1

PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
2)

−α

2

)
dv.

(4.51)

where β = 2v −1 and vsup = log2(1+
ξi

µ
i−1
∑

h=1
ξh+

M
∑

n=i+1
ξn

).

Again for OMA case, the average achievable rate at the receiving node, Vi, denoted by
R

(OMA)
Vi

, can be expressed as

R
(OMA)
Vi

=
∫

∞

v=0
LIRF

( 22v −1

PRFGtGrℓ(h2 + r2
i )

−α

2

)
dv. (4.52)

4.4 Numerical Results

In this section, we present results that corroborate our theoretical findings. The system model
parameters used for the analysis are summarized in Table 4.1. We present the down link
performance of OPD-NOMA with perfect SIC as well as error propagation due to imperfect
SIC in presence of several system model parameters. The distance between transmitter and
receiver is set to ||S−V1||=40 m and ||S−V2||=47 m. In order to validate the accuracy of
our theoretical findings, Monte Carlo simulations are performed by averaging over 10,000
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realizations of PPPs and fading channel parameters4. We consider a worst case scenario where
interference from V2V arise from infinite road segment (B = R1).

Table 4.1: System Model Parameters

Parameter Symbol Value
Lambertian Order m 1 [104]
PD active detection area Ad 1 cm2[104]
LED semi-angle Φ 1

2
70◦

Transmission power for VLC PV LC 33 dBm[68]
VLC System Bandwidth Bs 20 MHz
Responsivity of the PD R 0.54 A/W

[104]
Absolute temperature Tk 298◦ K
Transmission power for VLC PV LC 23 dBm[68]
RF System Bandwidth Bs 10 MHz
Transmitter antenna gain Gt 3dBi
Receiver antenna gain Gr 3dBi
Optical filter gain Ts(Ψk) 1
Noise power spectral density No 10−21A2/Hz
Refractive index n 1.5
Path loss exponent α 2
Power allocation coefficient ζ 0.5-1
Inter-lane spacing L 10 m[68]
Height of RSU h 10 m

Fig. 4.4(a) shows the relationship between outage probability of OPD NOMA and vehicular
density, λ . In traffic flow theory, the vehicular density denotes the number of vehicles per
kilometer (km) in a traffic lane. We set power allocation coefficient, ξ1 and access probability
ρ to be 0.85 and 0.02 respectively. Keeping in view different data requirement by each user, the
target data rate of V2 is assumed to be greater than V1. It can be observed from Fig. 4.4(a) that
as expected, the outage probability increases as vehicular density increases. We also compare

4The Monte carlo simulation procedure are described as follows. It may be noted that the vehicles are deployed
over a length of 10,000 m, and the interference is summed at the origin as per (4.12) and preserved. The scenario
is repeated for at least 10,000 times in order to obtain the statistics of the interference. Given our simulation
settings, we further calculate the SIR as per (4.11) and (4.14) and count the number of times for which SIR not
larger than the threshold β , accordingly the simulated outage probability is computed as:

P̂O =

N
∑

m=1
1SIR≤β

N
(4.53)

where N denotes the total number of simulation runs respectively. The simulation has been performed using the
MATLAB software.
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Figure 4.4: Outage Probability, Pout,V LC as a function of vehicular density, λ : (a) V-VLC, and (b) V-RF.
Impact of power allocation coefficient, ξ1: (c) V-VLC, and (d) V-RF.

the OMA and NOMA systems for the case of two users. We can observe that the outage
performance of each vehicle of OPD NOMA system is superior to OMA system for vehicle V1

as well as V2. This is due to fact that the diversity order of the NOMA system is typically higher
than OMA system[105]. In order to evaluate the potential trade off between OPD-NOMA
based V-VLC systems and V-RF systems, we compare our result with conventional V-RF OMA
and NOMA system. It is noteworthy that the outage performance of NOMA is sensitive to the
values of power allocation coefficient, source-destination distance and target data rate threshold.

Fig. 4.4(b) depicts outage probability as a function of vehicular density for V-RF communi-
cation. Again similar insights can be obtained. Surprisingly, OMA system is superior than that
of NOMA system for UE-2. As mentioned before, the power allocation coefficient, ξ1 indeed
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affects the outage performance. Interestingly, a suitable choice of power allocation coefficient
decides the NOMA outage probability. For ease of validation and visualization, we also plot
outage probability, Pout,V LC as a function of power allocation coefficient, ξ1 as can be seen in
Fig. 4.4(c).

From Fig. 4.4(c), we notice that in OPD NOMA, when power allocation coefficient, ξ1

increases, POV1
decreases, while POV2

increases. Next, if we compare NOMA and OMA
outage performance, we observe that, for V1, OMA performs better as compared to NOMA
when ξ1 ∈ [0.6,0.67]. This is mainly because lower values of ξ1 means low power is being
allocated to V1, while high power is allocated to V2 which increases the interference at V1.
Conversely, we can observe that when ξ1 ∈ [0.67,1], OPD NOMA performs superior as
compared to OMA. This is due to the fact that V1 is allocated more power, while less power is
allocated to V2. For V2, we see that OMA outperforms NOMA only when ξ1 ∈ [0.91,1]. This
is true because, for large values of ξ1, V2 is allocated a small amount of power, thus decreasing
the SIR at V2 and results in increased outage probability. In nutshell, both users exhibit superior
NOMA performance over OMA system when ξ1 ∈ [0.67,0.91]. In fact, OPD NOMA offers
quite wider choice of power allocation coefficient as compared to V-RF NOMA as evident
from Fig. 4.4(c). We can observe from Fig. 4.4(d) that for V1, when ξ1 ∈ [0.66,1], V-RF
NOMA outperforms V-RF OMA system. On other hand, for V2, when ξ1 < 0.8, V-RF NOMA
outperforms V-RF OMA system. It can be noted that the benefit of NOMA over OMA system
can be exploited when ξ1 ∈ [0.66,0.8]. However, with error propagation due to imperfect SIC
(µ = 0.01), the range of ξ1 shrinks to [0.68, 0.76]. Next, we compare NOMA performance for
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Figure 4.5: Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (dashed line) results for outage
probability, Pout versus distance of far-off NOMA user for OPD NOMA based V-VLC link (red) and
NOMA based V-RF link (magenta)

V-VLC and V-RF link depending on location of far-off users. We can observe from Fig. 4.5

70



10-3 10-2 10-1 100

 Vehicular Density, λ [Vehicles/m]

100

101

102

A
v

e
r
a

g
e

 
A

c
h

i
e

v
a

b
l
e

 
R

a
t
e

,
 
R

 
[
M

B
p

s
]

||S-V
1
||=40 m, ||S-V

2
||=47 m, ρ=0.02, ξ

1
=0.85, ξ

2
=0.15

NOMA V
1

OMA V
1

NOMA V
2
 (Perfect SIC, µ=0)

NOMA V
2
 (Perfect SIC, µ=0.01)

OMA V
2

(a)

10-3 10-2 10-1 100

Vehicular density, λ [vehicles/m]

10-1

100

101

102

A
v

e
r
a

g
e

 
A

c
h

i
e

v
a

b
l
e

 
R

a
t
e

,
 
R

 
[
M

B
p

s
]

||S-V
1
||=40 m, ||S-V

2
||=47 m, ξ

1
=0.85, ξ

2
=0.15, ρ=0.02, α=2

NOMA V
1

OMA V
1

NOMA V
2
 (Perfect SIC, µ=0)

NOMA V
2
 (Imperfect SIC, µ=0.01)

OMA V
2

(b)

Figure 4.6: Average achievable rate, R variation with vehicular density, λ : (a) V-VLC, and (b) V-RF.

that when location of far-off NOMA user from source, ||S−V2|| increases, outage probability
also increases. Also, the outage performance of standalone V-VLC link is comparatively better
than standalone V-RF for low communication range. For instance, when interfering vehicular
density, λ=0.01, the outage performance of V-VLC link is better compared to V-RF Link when
distance of far-off NOMA user from source, ||S−V2|| is upto 80 m. However, V-RF is reliable
option for long distance communication. In nutshell, there exists tradeoff between NOMA
based V-VLC and V-RF link depending upon the location of NOMA user from source.

Fig. 4.6 illustrates the relationship between average achievable rate and vehicular density,
λ . We observe that the vehicle V2 has a larger average achievable rate than V1. This is due
to the fact that V2 does not experience extra interference. In contrast, this trend holds true
only for low values of vehicular density. For high vehicular density, the performance of V2

decreases drastically. We can also observe that V1 are more robust to the interference for higher
values of λ . For such highly dense environment (λ > 0.1), V1 has better achievable rate than
V2. Fig. 4.6b shows average achievable rate as a function of vehicular density, λ for V-RF
communication. Again, the average achievable rate for V2 is larger than V1 for low vehicular
density. In comparison with OPD NOMA, irrespective of traffic intensity, V-RF NOMA has
always lower average achievable rate for both the users especially for lower values of vehicular
density (λ < 0.1). It should be noted again that the average achievable rate also depends on
power allocation coefficient, source- destination distance and target rate thresholds.

Next, we plot the behaviour of average achievable rate variation with power allocation
coefficient, ξ1 in Fig. 4.7. We observe from Fig. 4.7a that in OPD NOMA, when power
allocation coefficient, ξ1 increases, RV2 decreases, while RV1 increases. In particular when
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Figure 4.7: Average achievable rate, R of V-RF as a function of power allocation coefficient, ξ1: (a)
V-VLC, and (b) V-RF.

ξ1 < 0.8, average achievable rate of V2 with OPD NOMA is greater than OMA. When ξ1 > 0.54,
OPD NOMA exhibits better performance as compared to OMA in terms of average achievable
rate for V1. This implies that as ξ1 increases, V1 is allocated more power, while less power is
allocated to V2, therefore the average achievable rate of V1 increases, on other hand, the average
achievable rate of V2 decreases. At same time, we can also observe that when ξ1 ∈ [0.54,0.8],
OPD NOMA could able to achieve better average rate for both V1 and V2 as compared to OMA
system. For comparison purpose, we also plot the average achievable rate as a function of
power allocation coefficient for V-RF communication. We can observe from Fig. 4.7b that
when ξ1 ∈ [0.8,0.85], NOMA achieves better average rate for both V1 and V2 compared to
OMA system.

4.5 Concluding Remarks

In this work, we explore the potential benefit and research challenges involved with practical
implementation of downlink OPD NOMA based V2X network for broadcasting road safety
related information. We compare the performance of proposed downlink OPD NOMA based
V2X network with OMA system using stochastic geometry tools. We show that the proposed
OPD NOMA based V2X network offers improved performance in terms of outage performance,
and average achievable rate as compared to conventional RF NOMA based V2X network.
However, there also exists tradeoff between NOMA based V-VLC and V-RF link depending
upon the location of NOMA user from source.
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It may be noted that several open research challenges such as power imbalance among
vehicles, impact of channel symmetry, power allocation techniques under feedback delay,
synchronization in a high-mobility scenario, non linear distortion in OPD-NOMA, co-existence
of V-VLC and V-RF, etc are yet to be explored. However, we believe that the presented
contribution may serve as a valuable resource for future invention, optimal planning and
development of next generation VLC based intelligent transportation system. Undoubtedly,
uplink OPD NOMA can be a potential future direction of research for beyond 5G enabled V2X
network.

Part II

4.6 Overview of Part II

Vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communication aims to achieve significantly improved safety and
traffic efficiency, more particularly at road intersection where high percentage of accidents
usually occur. The existing vehicular radio frequency (V-RF) based V2X utilizes relaying
for improving safety message dissemination at road intersections. For a high traffic density
scenario, the V-RF communication with relaying solution may suffer from large latency and
low packet delivery rates due to channel congestion. In this work, we propose to use NOMA
enabled hybrid V-VLC/V-RF communication systems to address this problem. In particular,
the main motivation is to mitigate the effects of shadowing caused by blockages5 such as
building and other obstructions at road intersection. Moreover, such a scheme can also facilitate
more reliable communication in the case of non-line-of-sight (NLoS) transmission. Our novel
contributions against previously published works are shown in Table I. More specifically, the
main contributions of this research paper are summarized as follows:

1. We explore a cooperative NOMA enabled hybrid V-VLC/V-RF solution for improving
safety message dissemination and enabling massive connectivity among vehicles par-
ticularly at road intersection scenario. The superiority of the proposed V2X solution is
validated by comparing it with conventional V-RF communication system.

2. We develop tractable analytical expression for such NOMA enabled hybrid vehicular
communication system in terms of outage probability and average achievable rate using

5Empirical measurements showed that due to such blockages, the strength of received V2V signal drops
rapidly over distance away from the intersection [106]. As a consequence, vehicles located in perpendicular streets
may not be able to communicate well with each other, resulting in a significant decrease in V2V communication
performance.
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Figure 4.8: Real life application scenario: At road intersection, vehicles in blocked LOS (dashed red
line) can communicate via C-NOMA supported hybrid V-VLC/V-RF systems. The SR link can either be
V-VLC (red color line) or V-RF (solid magenta line) link, while RD1,2 link is a V-RF link.

various analytical tools of stochastic geometry. The proposed analysis is then extended
to generic NOMA scheme with K destination vehicles, where K >2.

3. We also examine the impact of vehicles headlights radiation pattern viz. Lambertian and
empirical path loss model on statistical characterization of the proposed hybrid solution.
Moreover, we compare the performance of NOMA with conventional OMA scheme and
show that NOMA leads to improved performance for the proposed system.

4.7 System Model and Assumptions

4.7.1 Network Scenario

A typical road intersection scenario involving cooperative NOMA transmission between a
source vehicle, S and two destination vehicles, D1 and D2 with the help of a relay node, R has
been shown in Fig. 4.8. The proposed analysis can been extended to generalized form for K
destination vehicles where K > 2. The relay node is assumed to be kept at the road intersection,
where the two perpendicular roads, horizontal road X and vertical road Y, cross each other.
We assume the communication from a single source vehicle to multiple destination vehicles
applying decode and forward (DF) strategy via relay node [107]. For sake of analysis, we
consider a realistic scenario, where all the destination vehicles do not require the same amount
of data rate, that is, D1 can be a vehicle which needs to be served immediately with a lower
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Figure 4.9: Abstraction model of the considered scenario. The source vehicle is marked with red triangle,
destination vehicles are marked with yellow squares, and interfering vehicles with black circles. The
desired link is represented by red dotted line and the interference link is represented by black dotted line.
H denotes the height of the traffic light.

data rate whereas D2 has a lower priority with a higher data rate6. As per insights shared in
[99], we also consider that vehicles can control the transmit power of optical signals. Half
duplex transmission is employed where the transmission occurs in two phases. In the first phase,
reception occurs where R, D1 and D2 receives the message from S (S → R, S → D1, S → D2)
and in the second phase, the message received at R is broadcasted to the destination vehicles D1

and D2 (R → D1, R → D2). Each of these phases lasts one time slot and the message received
at D1 and D2 in the two phases are decoded after MRC. Fig. 4.9 provides an abstract model of
the proposed network scenario.

A hybrid VLC-RF based V2X scenario is considered, where SR link can be either VLC
link or an RF link, while SD and RD are RF links as shown in Fig. 4.10. A hybrid transmission
without MRC implies that the communication takes place between S → R and R → D, whereas
the hybrid transmission with MRC implies that the communication occurs between S → R,
R → D and S → D. During S → R transmission, only one of the links is operational at a given
time instant based on QoS requirement. For instance, when SIR of V-VLC link is above a
threshold value, the system keeps on operating with V-VLC link. However, as distance of the
source vehicle S from R becomes large, the quality of V-VLC link degrades, as a consequence
V-RF link is then activated. The SR link goes to outage only when both V-VLC and V-RF link
falls in outage [112].

6Unlike [39, 108], we consider a more realistic assumption that the destination vehicular nodes are prioritize
according to their quality of service (QoS) requirements as reported in [109–111].

75



Figure 4.10: Illustration of cooperative NOMA aided hybrid VLC-RF based V2X with relaying.

The triplet set {S,R,D} are subject to interference that are originated from vehicles on
roads. The set of interfering vehicles can be denoted by ϕX and ϕY on X and Y road respectively.
These are distributed according to 1D-HPPP, expressed as, ϕX∼1D-HPPP (λX , x) and ϕY∼1D-
HPPP(λY , y), where x and λX and y and λY are the position of interfering vehicles and their
intensity on the X and Y road respectively. We assume that the vehicular nodes employ slotted
Aloha protocol with parameter ρ , where each node can access the medium with an access
probability ρ . In this study, we consider Empirical modelling based realistic asymmetrical
angular distribution of the radiation intensity pattern of light source. Assuming no attenuation
loss, the channel DC gain for V-VLC system can be given as [113],

H(0) =

(
DR cos(ψi)

1
ε

ζ Li

)2

(4.54)

where DR and ψ denote the aperture diameter and angle of irradiance. Here, cosψi =
di√

d2
i +H2

and di is the distance between ith transmitter and the intersection. The two correction coef-
ficients (ε and ζ ) take into account the asymmetrical pattern of the headlamp and weather

conditions [113]. Li =
√

d2
i +H2 which is expressed as the propagation distance between the

ith transmitter to the relay.
For V-RF communication, the fading coefficient for the links source-to-relay, source-to-

destination and relay-to-destination denoted by, hSR, hSD and hRD respectively are modeled
as ∼ N (0,1). Given a RF link, the power fading coefficient (|hSR|2, |hSD|2, |hRD|2) is an
exponential random variable with unit mean. Further, we consider a path loss model lpq

between the nodes p and q. For direct LOS between p and q, lpq = ∥p−q∥−α

2 where ∥p−q∥
is the euclidean distance between node p and q, where ∥.∥2 is l2 norm, and α is the path loss
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exponent. For non-line-of-sight propagation (NLOS), Manhattan model is used where lxy =
∥p−q∥−α

1 where ∥.∥1 is l1 norm[114]. For our case, the distance of vehicles from relay node
is represented as, (

√
H2 +d2)−α , where d is the distance of the vehicle from the intersection

point and H is the height of relay.
The signal transmitted by source S, denoted by XS, is a combination of the data intended to

vehicular nodes D1 and D2,
XS =

√
a1XD1 +

√
a2XD2 , (4.55)

where a1 and a2 are the power allocation coefficient to vehicular nodes D1 and D2 such that
a1 +a2 = 1. Here XD1 and XD2 are the signals intended to the destination nodes D1 and D2.
For V-VLC system, the received optical signal at R due to VLC link, denoted as YV LC

R , can be
given as,

YV LC
R = RhXS +

√
IV LC, (4.56)

where R denotes the responsivity of PD, and IV LC is the combined interference experienced at
the relay node R from vehicles in adjacent lanes. It can be given as,

IV LC = ∑
ri∈ϕ

z
PV LCr

4
ε

i

(H2 + r2
i )

2ε+2
ε

, (4.57)

where z = R2
(

DR
ζ

)4
, ri is the distance of interfering vehicles from intersection and PV LC

denotes the transmission power for VLC.
For V-RF link, the signal received at relay node R during S → R transmission, denoted as Y RF

R ,
can be expressed as,

Y RF
R = hSR

√
lSRXS + ∑

x∈ϕXR

hRx
√

lRxXx + ∑
y∈ϕYR

hRy
√

lRyXy, (4.58)

where Xx and Xy represent the message transmitted by the interfering nodes x and y respectively
and lRx and lRy denote the path loss model between vehicular node R and interfering node x
or y. The signal received at the vehicular node Di during S → Di transmission, denoted as YDi ,
can be given as,

YDi = hSDi

√
lSDiXS + ∑

x∈ϕXDi

hDix
√

lDixXx + ∑
y∈ϕYDi

hDiy
√

lDiyXy, (4.59)

where lDix denotes the path loss model between vehicular node Di and interfering node x. The
signal received at vehicular node Di during R → Di transmission, denoted as YRDi , can be
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represented as,

YRDi = hRDi

√
lRDiXR + ∑

x∈ϕXDi

hDix
√

lDixXx + ∑
y∈ϕYDi

hDiy
√

lDiyXy. (4.60)

4.8 Performance Analysis

In the following, we evaluate the performance of the system model using outage probability
and average achievable rate as the performance metrics.

4.8.1 Outage Probability for V-VLC

An outage is said to occur when the instantaneous SINR drops below a certain threshold value.
For an interference limited scenario, we first evaluate the SIR at each of the receiving nodes,
and then define outage probability associated with them. The vehicular node D1 is assumed to
receive information with higher power than node D2, therefore it will decode first according to
SIC decoding and interference would be due to D2. The SIR at R due to VLC link, denoted as
γV LC

SR1
, can be expressed as,

γ
V LC
SR1

=
za1PV LCd

4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

za2PV LCd
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)+ IV LC

, (4.61)

where d0 is the distance between source node S and relay node R.
The relay R will first retrieve the information from D1 vehicle, denoted as γV LC

SR2−1
, is expressed

as7,

γ
V LC
SR2−1

=
za1PV LCd

4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

za2PV LCd
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)+ IV LC

. (4.62)

The SIR at relay node to decode the data associated with vehicular node D2, denoted as γV LC
SR2

,
is represented as,

γ
V LC
SR2

=
za2PV LCd

4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

IV LC
. (4.63)

Let us denote the outage event associated with vehicular node D1 at R as OV LC
SR1

. The outage
event at R when vehicular node D2 is unable to retrieve the data associated with D1 is denoted
as OV LC

SR2−1
. The outage at R when D2 node is unable to retrieve its own data is denoted by OV LC

SR2
.

7Perfect SIC has been considered which implies that there is no fraction of power left after SIC decoding
process [115].
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These outage events can be expressed as,

OV LC
SR1

= {γ
V LC
SR1

< θ1},
OV LC

SR2−1
= {γ

V LC
SR2−1

< θ1},

OV LC
SR2

= {γ
V LC
SR2

< θ2},

(4.64)

where θ1 =
2π

e (2C1 −1) and θ2 =
2π

e (2C2 −1) and C1 and C2 are the target data rates of vehicular
nodes D1 and D2 respectively.
We now calculate the outage probability associated with the relay node R by using the moment
generating functional (MGF) approach. The outage probability at R due to vehicular node D1,
denoted as PV LC

OR1
, can be calculated by using [116, Eq. (19)],

PV LC
OR1

≈ 1−
2−F exp

(E
2

)
θ
−1
1

F

∑
f=0

(
F
f

)G+ f

∑
g=0

(−1)g

Hg
Re

(
LZ(s)

s

)
. (4.65)

In (4.65), LZ(s) denotes Laplace transform of the probability distribution of a random variable,
Z which can be expressed as [36, Eq. 23],

LZ(s) = EI

{
exp

(
− sIV LC

z(a1 −θ1a2)PV LCd
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

)}
(4.66)

= Er

{
N

∏
i=1

exp

(
− s

z(a1 −θ1a2)d
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

zr
4
ε

i

(H2 + r2
i )

2ε+2
ε

)}
. (4.67)

The expectation in (4.67) can be solved using probability generating functional laplace (PGFL)
defined for a homogeneous Poisson point process [117].

Er

{
N

∏
i=1

exp

(
− s

z(a1 −θ1a2)d
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

zr
4
ε

i

(H2 + r2
i )

2ε+2
ε

)}

= exp

[
−ρλD

∫
∞

d0

(
1− exp

(
− s

z(a1 −θ1a2)

zr
4
ε

d
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)(H2 + r2)

2ε+2
ε

))
dr

]
,

(4.68)
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where λD denotes the intensity of the interfering vehicles located on the roads. Eq.(4.68)
can be solved using numerical methods that can be implemented using MATLAB. The outage
probability at R associated with vehicular node D2 can be calculated by using [36, Eq.(27)],

PV LC
OR2

= 1−P

(
IV LC

zPV LCd
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)
< min(B1,B2)

)
, (4.69)

where B1 =
(a1−θ1a2)

θ1
and B2 =

a2
θ2

.
Now, we extend the NOMA results to K vehicular nodes. The SIR at relay R associated

with Di to decode Dw due to the VLC link can be expressed as,

γ
V LC
SRi

=
zaiPV LCd

4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

zPV LCd
4
ε

0 (H
2 +d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε
)

[
K
∑

u=w+1
au

]
+ IV LC

, (4.70)

here, when u > K, then
K
∑

u=w+1
au = 0. Then, the outage probability at node Ri is expressed as

[36],

PV LC
ORi

=


1−P

(
IV LC

zPV LCd
4
ε
0 (H2+d2

0)
−( 2ε+2

ε )
< B(i)min

)
; else,

1;
K⋃

w=1

aw
K
∑

u=w+1
au

< θw,
(4.71)

where B(i)min
is given as

B(i)min
=

min

(ai−(K−1)−θi−(K−1)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−1)+1
au

]
θi−(K−1)

,

ai−(K−2)−θi−(K−2)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−2)+1
au

]
θi−(K−2)

, ...,

ai−(K−L)−θi−(K−L)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−L)+1
au

]
θi−(K−L)

)
,

(4.72)
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4.8.2 Outage Probability for V-RF

We define the SIR at R due to D1 as γRF
SR1

, expressed as,

γ
RF
SR1

=
PRF |hSR|2lSRa1

PRF |hSR|2lSRa2 + IXR + IYR

, (4.73)

where PRF is the RF transmission power and IXM and IYM denote the combined interference
from perpendicular roads X and Y at M respectively. Here M signifies the receiving nodes,
M ∈ {R,D1,D2}. IXM and IYM can be expressed as,

IXM = ∑
x∈ϕXM

PRF |hMx |2lMx ,

IYM = ∑
y∈ϕYM

PRF |hMy|2lMy . (4.74)

The SIR at relay node R to first retrieve the information from D1, denoted as γRF
SR2−1

, can be
expressed as,

γ
RF
SR2−1

=
PRF |hSR|2lSRa1

PRF |hSR|2lSRa2 + IXR + IYR

. (4.75)

The SIR at node R associated with D2 to retrieve its own data, denoted as γRF
SR2

, can be
represented as,

γ
RF
SR2

=
PRF |hSR|2lSRa2

IXR + IYR

. (4.76)

Let us denote the outage event at R associated with vehicular node D1 as ORF
SR1

. Let ORF
SR2−1

be
the outage event at R when vehicular node D2 cannot retrieve the message associated with D1.
The outage at R when D2 vehicle is unable to decode its own data is denoted by ORF

SR2
. These

outage events can be expressed as,

ORF
SR1

= {γ
RF
SR1

< β1},
ORF

SR2−1
= {γ

RF
SR2−1

< β1},
ORF

SR2
= {γ

RF
SR2

< β2},

(4.77)

where β1 = 22C1 −1 and β2 = 22C2 −1.
Having analysed these expressions, we now calculate the outage probability at relay node R
associated with vehicular nodes D1 and D2. The outage probability at R associated with D1
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node, denoted as PRF
OR1

, can be represented as [118],

PRF
OR1

= P(γRF
SR1

< β1)

= 1−LIXR

(
A1

PRF lSR

)
LIYR

(
A1

PRF lSR

)
, (4.78)

where A1 = β1
a1−β1a2

and LIXR
and LIYR

denotes the Laplace transforms of the interfering
vehicles at relay node R from road X and Y whose expressions can be calculated by using [116,
Eq. (33)] as,

LIXR
(s) = exp

(−ρλX πsPRF√
H2 + sPRF

)
,

LIYR
(s) = exp

(−ρλY πsPRF√
H2 + sPRF

)
. (4.79)

Eq. (26) can be expressed in simplified form as,

PRF
OR1

=

1−GR

(
A1

PRF lSR

)
; otherwise,

1; β1 ≥ a1
a2
,

(4.80)

where GM(C
D) = LIXM

(
C
D

)
LIYM

(
C
D

)
.

Similarly, the outage probability at R associated with vehicular node D2, denoted as PRF
OR2

, can
be represented as,

PRF
OR2

=

1−GR

(
Amax

PRF lSR

)
; otherwise,

1; β2 ≥ a1
a2
,

(4.81)

where A2 =
β2
a2

and Amax = max(A1,A2).
Assuming that V-VLC and V-RF links to be independent, the overall outage performance at
relay node R associated with vehicular nodes D1 and D2, denoted as PORi

where i ∈ {1,2}, can
be expressed as,

PORi
= PRF

ORi
×PV LC

ORi
. (4.82)

The SIR at destination node D1 to retrieve its own data when transmission occurs from R → D1

is expressed as,

γRD1 =
PRF |hRD1|2lRD1a1

PRF |hRD1|2lRD1a2 + IXD1
+ IYD1

. (4.83)
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Now, as D2 comes second in decoding order, it first retrieves the data associated with D1 vehicle.
The SIR, denoted as γRD2−1 , can be expressed as,

γRD2−1 =
PRF |hRD2 |2lRD2a1

PRF |hRD2|2lRD2a2 + IXD2
+ IYD2

. (4.84)

The SIR at node D2 to retrieve its own data can be represented as,

γRD2 =
PRF |hRD2|2lRD2a2

IXD2
+ IYD2

. (4.85)

Let ORD1 be the outage event associated with D1. The outage event when D2 node is unable
to retrieve the data associated with vehicular node D1, denoted as ORD2−1 . The outage when
destination node D2 is unable to decode its own data is denoted by ORD2 . These outage events
can be represented as,

ORD1 = {γRD1 < β1},
ORD2−1 = {γRD2−1 < β1},

ORD2 = {γRD2 < β2}.

(4.86)

The outage probability associated with vehicular node D1, denoted as PORD1
, can be expressed

as [118],

PORD1
= P(γRD1 < β1) = 1−LIXD1

(
A1

PRF lRD1

)
LIYD1

(
A1

PRF lRD1

)
,

where LIXM
and LIYM

denotes the Laplace transforms of the interfering vehicles at destina-
tion nodes, D1 and D2, from road X and Y whose expressions are governed by [115, Eq.(21),
Eq.(22)].

Similarly, the outage probability associated with vehicular node D2, denoted as PORD2
, can

be expressed as,

PORD2
= 1−P(γRD2−1 < β1)×P(γRD2 < β2) = 1−LIXD2

(
Amax

PRF lRD2

)
LIYD2

(
Amax

PRF lRD2

)
,

The overall outage probability associated with nodes D1 and D2 for a hybrid transmission
without MRC, denoted as POutage,Di where i ∈ {1,2}, can be expressed as,

POutage,Di = 1− (1−PORi
)× (1−PORDi

). (4.87)
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During the second phase, after applying MRC at destination node D1, the SIR associated with
D1 can be expressed as,

γD1 =
PRF(|hSD1|2lSD1 + |hRD1|2lRD1)a1

PRF(|hSD1|2lSD1 + |hRD1|2lRD1)a2 + IXD1
+ IYD1

. (4.88)

Similarly, in the second phase, after applying MRC, D2 first retrieves the message associated
with D1 vehicle. Hence, the SIR at node D2 to interpret D1 can be represented as,

γD2−1 =
PRF(|hSD2|2lSD2 + |hRD2 |2lRD2)a1

PRF(|hSD2 |2lSD2 + |hRD2|2lRD2)a2 + IXD2
+ IYD2

. (4.89)

Now, the SIR at node D2 to retrieve its own data after MRC reception, can be expressed as,

γD2 =
PRF(|hSD2 |2lSD2 + |hRD2|2lRD2)a2

IXD2
+ IYD2

. (4.90)

We assume OD1 is the outage event associated with D1. The outage event when D2 is unable to
retrieve the message associated with D1, denoted as OD2−1 . The outage when D2 is unable to
retrieve its own message is denoted by OD2−2 . These outage events can be given as,

OD1 = {γD1 < β1},
OD2−1 = {γD2−1 < β1},

OD2 = {γD2 < β2}.

(4.91)

We now calculate the outage probability related to vehicular nodes D1 and D2.The outage
probability associated with D1 destination node, denoted by POD1

, can be represented as [115],

POD1
= P(γD1 < β1) = 1−

{
lRD1GD1

( A1
PRF lRD1

)
− lSD1GD1

( A1
PRF lSD1

)
lRD1 − lSD1

}
. (4.92)

The outage probability associated with D2 destination node, denoted by POD2
, can be expressed

as,

POD2
= 1−P(γD2−1 < β1)×P(γD2 < β2) = 1−

{
lRD2GD2

( Amax
PRF lRD2

)
− lSD2GD2

( Amax
PRF lSD2

)
lRD2 − lSD2

}
.
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The overall outage probability associated with vehicular nodes D1 and D2 after applying
MRC, denoted as PMRC

Outage,Di
where i ∈ {1,2}, can be expressed as,

PMRC
Outage,Di

= 1− (1−PORi
)× (1−PODi

). (4.93)

Now, we extend the NOMA results to K vehicular nodes. The SIR at relay R associated
with Di to decode the message related to Dw can be represented as,

γ
RF
SRi→w

=
PRF |hSR|2lSRai

PRF |hSR|2lSR[
K
∑

u=w+1
au]+ IXR + IYR

. (4.94)

The outage probability related to R due to RF link can be expressed as [36],

PRF
ORi

=


1−GR

(
A(i)max
PRF lSR

)
; otherwise,

1;
K⋃

w=1

aw
K
∑

u=w+1
au

< βw,
(4.95)

where A(i)max is given as
A(i)max =

max

(
βi−(K−1)

ai−(K−1)−βi−(K−1)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−1)+1
au

] , βi−(K−2)

ai−(K−2)−βi−(K−2)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−2)+1
au

] , ...,
βi−(K−L)

ai−(K−L)−βi−(K−L)

[
K
∑

u=i−(K−L)+1
au

]),
(4.96)

where L ∈ (1,2, ...,K) and we set the condition that L > K −1
The expression for SIR at destination node Di to decode Dw data during R → Di transmis-

sion, denoted as γRDi→w , can be given as,

γRDi→w =
PRF |hRDi|2lRDiai

PRF |hRDi|2lRDi[
K
∑

u=w+1
au]+ IXDi

+ IYDi

. (4.97)
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The outage probability related to vehicular node Di, denoted as PORDi
, can be represented as,

PORDi
=


1−GDi

(
A(i)max
PRF lRDi

)
; otherwise,

1;
K⋃

w=1

aw
K
∑

u=w+1
au

< βw.
(4.98)

During the second phase, after applying MRC, the SIR related to node Di to retrieve message
associated with node Dw, denoted as γDi→w , can be expressed as,

γDi→w =
PRF(|hSDi|2lSDi + |hRDi|2lRDi)ai

PRF(|hSDi|2lSDi + |hRDi|2lRDi)[
K
∑

u=w+1
au]+ IXDi

+ IYDi

. (4.99)

The outage probability related to vehicular node Di can be expressed as [115],

PODi
= 1−

{
lRDiGDi

( A(i)max
PRF lRDi

)
− lSDiGDi

( A(i)max
PRF lSDi

)
lRDi − lSDi

}
. (4.100)

4.9 Average Achievable Rate

The average achievable rate at R due to the combined effect of V-VLC and V-RF link associated
with Di message, where where i ∈ {1,2}, can be expressed as8,

TSRi = max(T V LC
SRi

,T RF
SRi

). (4.101)

The average achievable rate at destination node D1 when R broadcasts the message to D1,
denoted by TRD1 , can be given as,

TRD1 =
1
2
E[log2(1+ γRD1)] =

∫ 1
2 log2

(
1+ a1

a2

)
v=0

GD1

(
22v −1

(a1 +a2 −a222v)PRF lRD1

)
dv.

The average achievable rate at node D2 when R broadcasts the message to D2, denoted by
TRD2 , can be expressed as,

TRD2 =
1
2
E[log2(1+ γRD2)] =

∫
∞

v=0
GD2

(
22v −1

a2PRF lRD2

)
dv.

8V-RF and V-VLC are two different vehicular technologies. For ease of analysis, we assume that average
achievable rate evaluated at relay is maximum of average achievable rate associated with either V-VLC or V-RF
link.
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The overall average achievable rate at vehicular node Di due to hybrid transmission without
MRC, can be expressed as,

TDi = min(TRDi,TSRi) (4.102)

where i ∈ {1,2}. After applying MRC, the average achievable rate associated with vehicular
node D1 is represented as [115],

TD1 =
1
2
E[log2(1+ γD1)]. (4.103)

On further solving the above equation, we obtain (4.104).

TD1 =
∫ 1

2 log2

(
1+ a1

a2

)
v=0

lRD1GD1

(
22v−1

(a1−(22v−1)a2)PRF lRD1

)
− lSD1GD1

(
22v−1

(a1−(22v−1)a2)PRF lSD1

)
lRD1 − lSD1

dv.

(4.104)
Similarly, after applying MRC on D2 node, the average achievable rate, is represented as,

TD2 =
1
2
E[log2(1+ γD2)] =

∫
∞

v=0

lRD2GD2

(
22v−1

a2PRF lRD2

)
− lSD2GD2

(
22v−1

a2PRF lSD2

)
lRD2 − lSD2

dv.

The overall average achievable rate at vehicular node Di after applying MRC can be
represented as,

T MRC
Di

= min(TRi,TDi). (4.105)

where i ∈ {1,2}. The average achievable rate at relay node Ri for K destination nodes can be
expressed as [118],

T RF
SRi

=
∫ v′

v=0
GR

(
22v −1(

ai − (22v −1)

[
K
∑

u=i+1
au

])
PRF lSR

)
dv. (4.106)
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Figure 4.11: Outage probability as a function of vehicular density λ : (a) Hybrid transmission without
MRC, and (b) Hybrid transmission with MRC.

where v′ = 1
2 log2

(
1+ ai

K
∑

u=i+1
au

)
. The average achievable rate at node Di due to R → Di

transmission, denoted as TRDi , can be expressed as,

TRDi =
∫ v′

v=0
GDi

(
22v −1(

ai − (22v −1)

[
K
∑

u=i+1
au

])
PRF lRDi

)
dv. (4.107)

After applying MRC at Di [115], the average achievable rate, denoted by TDi , is given by
equation (4.108).

TDi =
∫ v′

v=0

lRDiGDi

(
22v−1(

ai−(22v−1)

[
K
∑

u=i+1
au

])
PRF lRDi

)
− lSDiGDi

(
22v−1(

ai−(22v−1)

[
K
∑

u=i+1
au

])
PRF lRDi

)

lRDi − lSDi

dv.

(4.108)

4.10 Numerical Results

In this section, we present the results of our proposed framework for hybrid transmission
with and without MRC. We also compare the results of a hyrbid V-VLC/V-RF system with a
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Figure 4.12: Outage probability as a function of power allocation coefficient a1: (a) Hybrid transmission
without MRC, (b) Hybrid transmission with MRC.

conventional V-RF system. The system model parameters for V-VLC and V-RF system are
chosen similar as in [112]. We assume the vehicular intensities at road X and Y to be the
same, that is, λX =λY = λ . As mentioned before, we consider different data requirements of
each destination vehicular nodes, the target data rate of vehicular node D2 is assumed to be
more than D1 node. Monte Carlo simulations are performed to corroborate our theoretical
equations. We have considered a worst case scenario when the interference from same lane or
perpendicular lane vehicles are originating from an infinite road segment (B = R1).

Fig. 4.11 illustrates the performance of outage probability for varying vehicular densities,
λ . We observe that as the vehicular density increases, the outage probability associated with
destination nodes D1 and D2 also increases. To observe the benefits of using a hybrid based
system, we evaluate and compare the performance of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF based system with
the conventional V-RF. From Fig. 4.11(a) we notice that, for a vehicular density of 0.01, outage
probability associated with D1 for a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF case is 0.05, while for V-RF case, it is
approximately 0.12. Similarly, outage probability associated with D2 for a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
is 0.32, while for V-RF case it is around 0.42. Fig. 4.11(b) represents hybrid transmission
without MRC. For vehicular density, λ=0.01, outage probability associated with D1 for a
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system is 0.03, whereas for a V-RF system it is approximately 1. Similarly,
outage probability associated with D2 for a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system is 0.21 whereas for
a V-RF system it is 0.34. The outage performance for hybrid transmission with and without
MRC is better than a conventional V-RF system. Further, we also analyze the NOMA and
OMA results for two user scenarios and observe that for both D1 and D2 destination vehicles,
the outage performance of the NOMA overpowers that of OMA.
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Fig. 4.12 depicts the the impact of varying power allocation coefficient on the outage
probability. It is worth mentioning here that as intuitive, with increase in a1, the outage
probability associated with D1 decreases, whereas the outage probability of D2 increases. We
observe that the hybrid V-VLC/V-RF link performs better than the conventional V-RF link.
From Fig. 4.12(a), for D1 vehicle, OMA outperforms NOMA when a1 ∈ [0.55,0.6] for a
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system. This is because for lower values of a1, lower power is assigned
to vehicular node D1 and more power is assigned to D2 node, consequently increasing the
interference and outage at D1. For a1 ∈ [0.6,0.85], NOMA performs better than OMA, this
is because, more power is now assigned to vehicular node D1. On the other hand, for D2

vehicle, NOMA performs better than OMA for a1 ∈ [0.85,1]. Similarly, we observe from Fig.
4.12(b) that, for a hybrid V-VLC V-RF, OMA outperforms NOMA for a1 ∈ [0.55,0.6]. For D2

vehicle, NOMA provides an enhanced performance over OMA for a1 ∈ [0.85,1]. In a hybrid
V-VLC/V-VRF scenario, when a1 ∈ [0.6,0.85], NOMA performs better than OMA for both D1

and D2 destination nodes. On comparing Fig. 4.12(a) and 4.12(b), we note that the performance
of a system using MRC reception is better than the system without MRC. For instance, with
a1 = 0.8, MRC reception has reduced the outage probability by 45% compared to the hybrid
transmission without MRC.

Fig. 4.13 represents the performance of average achievable rate for varying vehicular
densities, λ . For a sparse traffic and medium traffic scenario, vehicle D1 has a lower achievable
rate than vehicle D2 because the D2 vehicular node acts as an additional interference term
for D1 vehicle. As the vehicular density increases, D1 vehicle provides a higher achievable
rate than the vehicular node D2. This is because, a1 > a2 and the effect of D2 interference
on D1 becomes insignificant when compared to the other interfering vehicles on road X and
Y. We also note that the performance of achievable rate in case of OMA for D2 destination
vehicle is more than the D1 destination vehicle. Analysing Fig. 4.13(a) for a hybrid V-VLC/V-
RF scenario, vehicular node D1 has a better performance of NOMA over OMA for λ > 0.2
vehicles/m. Similarly from Fig. 4.13(b), we observed that when λ > 0.1 vehicles/m, NOMA
performs better than OMA in a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF scenario. Due to the directional property
of VLC, the effect of interference on a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system for a dense traffic scenario
is significantly less than the conventional V-RF system. In Fig. 4.13, we also analyse the curves
for average achievable rate for different power allocation coefficient a1. For higher a1, larger
amount of power is assigned to node D1, therefore we observe that, as the power allocation
coefficient increases, the achievable rate associated with vehicular node D1 increases while
that of the D2 vehicle decreases. From Fig. 4.13(c), when a1 > 0.96, NOMA has an enhanced
performance compared to OMA for vehicular node D1. Similarly for D2 vehicle, NOMA
performs better than OMA when a1 ∈ [0.55, 0.95]. We also observe that for the D2 vehicle,
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Figure 4.13: Average achievable rate as a function of vehicular density λ : (a) Hybrid transmission
without MRC; (b) Hybrid transmission with MRC. Impact of power allocation coefficient a1: (c) Hybrid
transmission without MRC; and, (d) Hybrid transmission with MRC.

there is a noteworthy improvement in the average achievable rate for a hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
based system compared to the conventional V-RF system. Similar analysis has been performed
for Fig. 4.13(d). For D2 destination vehicle, NOMA performs better than OMA when a1 ∈
[0.55,0.97]. Analyzing Fig. 4.13(c) and 4.13(d), we notice that on varying the power allocation
coefficient, the hybrid transmission with MRC provides slightly better performance compared
to the hybrid transmission without MRC. For MRC reception, when a1 > 0.98, D1 has a higher
achievable rate than D2 whereas for without MRC reception, D1 has a better achievable rate
performance when a1 > 0.96.

Fig. 4.14(a) and 4.14(b) investigate the performance of an empirical model with respect
to the Lambertian model in terms of outage performance and average achievable rate. It can
be observed that Lambertian model has lower outage probability and high achievable rate as
compared to the empirical model while employing the hybrid transmission with MRC. For
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Figure 4.14: (a) Outage probability as a function of vehicular density λ for Lambertian and empirical
model (b) Average achievable rate as a function of vehicular density λ for Lambertian and empirical
model. Here, ρ=0.01, α=2 and a1=0.8.

λ = 0.1, the outage performance of the Lambertian model has decreased by 0.1 as compared to
the empirical model. Similarly for D2 destination vehicle, the outage performance of empirical
model is 0.12 more than the Lambertian model. For dense traffic scenarios, Lambertian model
offers higher achievable rate for both D1 and D2 destination vehicles as compared to the
empirical VLC channel model. It has been observed that for λ = 0.1, the Lambertian model
offers an achievable rate of 0.8 bits/s/Hz for D1 node whereas the empirical model offers an
average achievable rate of around 0.6 bits/s/Hz. It can be inferred from the above insights that
given our simulation setting, empirical model is lower bound to the Lambertian model in terms
of outage and average achievable rate performance.

Next, we employ traffic flow theory (TFT9) to investigate the impact of vehicular speed,
vs

10. Given the traffic flow q = vs×λ , we utilize speed-density flow model [119] to investigate
the impact of vs on the outage probability and average achievable rate. Fig. 4.15 illustrates the
impact of vehicular speed on outage performance and average achievable rate for proposed C-
NOMA supported V-VLC/V-RF scheme. Under stationary traffic condition, it can be observed
that the outage and average rate improves with increase in vehicular speed. This is due to fact
that light traffic (low λ ) supports high vehicular speed and vice versa obeying speed-density
flow model. In more simpler words, in low traffic conditions, increasing the vehicle speed

9TFT entails the knowledge of the fundamental characteristics of traffic flows (for instance, the road capacities,
the relation between flow and density, and headway distributions) and the associated analytical methods[119].

10Shown under stationary traffic conditions, please note that under non-stationary traffic conditions, the time
varying effects of V2X channels and Doppler shift are beyond the scope of this study and has been left as a subject
of future investigation.
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Figure 4.15: Impact of vehicular speed: (a) Outage probability, and (b) average achievable rate.

improves the outage and average achievable rate performance, whereas in high traffic conditions,
decreasing the vehicle speed increases the performance.

4.11 Concluding Remarks

In this work, we explored the potential benefit of cooperative NOMA assisted hybrid V-
VLC and V-RF solution to the V2X communication at road intersections. It has been shown
through simulation results that the performance of the hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network is better
than a conventional V-RF system in terms of outage probability and average achievable rate.
We compared the performance of a hybrid transmission system with MRC over a hybrid
transmission system without MRC and show that the MRC offers considerable improvement in
terms of outage probability and average achievable rate. We also compared the performance
of the Lambertian model with the empirical model and observed that the empirical model
offers a higher outage and lower average achievable rate compared to the Lambertian model.
We believe that this performance analysis of NOMA enabled hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network
provides significant analytical contributions, while simulating new research direction as a future
cooperative intelligent transportation system (C-ITS) alternative to meet diverse application
needs for B5G V2X networks.
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Chapter 5
Optical RIS for Vehicular Network

5.1 Introduction

Recently, Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RISs) is also emerging as a disruptive communi-
cation technology for enhancing signal quality and transmission coverage in wireless vehicular
networks [120]. Recent studies have demonstrated that RIS assisted vehicular communication
systems are capable of achieving more enhanced wireless vehicular connectivity [47, 48, 121].
Despite the widespread interest in applying RISs in various wireless vehicular environment,
there is paucity of intensive research efforts on exploring optical-RIS (O-RIS) for vehicular
communication. In optical domain, O-RIS are categorized as: intelligent metasurface reflector
(IMR) and intelligent mirror array (IMA) [44]. It is anticipated that 6G-ITS applications
viz. autonomous driving, platooning and cooperative driving shall witness proliferation of
such O-RIS and hybrid RF-VLC technologies, while fulfilling stringent 6G key performance
indicators (KPIs) requirements.

Motivated by the above insights, this work aims to highlight the advantageous amalgamation
of O-RIS and hybrid RF-VLC technologies for enhanced vehicular message dissemination
particularly at road intersection. We utilize stochastic geometry approach to characterize the
performance of proposed framework subject to interference originating from vehicles in the
adjacent lane. By intelligently incorporating O-RIS with hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems, our
principal objective is to portray improved system reliability, wide coverage range, reduced
transmission latency, higher system goodput, reduced power utilization, and enhanced road
safety.
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Figure 5.1: Real life application scenario: At road intersection, the vehicles in blocked LOS can
communicate via O-RIS (dashed red line) or V-RF links (solid green line) in presence of interference
from adjacent lane vehicles (dashed yellow line).

5.2 System Overview

Consider a road intersection scenario as illustrated in Fig. 5.1. We examine traffic safety
message dissemination between single source vehicle S and destination vehicle D via O-
RIS/Relay R subject to interference caused from adjacent lane vehicles. We assume location of
interfering vehicles to be 1D homogeneous Possion point process, ψPPP. By enabling an RIS
controller to actively relay the RF information from S to D, the O-RIS can not only potentially
help improve the transmission rate for standalone V-VLC systems, but also provide wide
coverage range using RIS controller. As soon as the quality of primary V-VLC link degrades
(eg. long range communication case), the communication between S and D nodes can still be
accomplished using conventional V-RF systems employing relaying.

5.3 Performance Analysis

In this section, we mathematically evaluate the performance of proposed framework in terms
of outage probability, system goodput and delay outage rate (DOR).

5.3.1 Outage Probability

Fig. 5.2 depicts O-RIS enabled hybrid RF-VLC V2X communication where the O-RIS is
placed on a road side unit (RSU). As per insights shared in [44], the IMA outperforms the IMR
for VLC system. Hence, we consider intelligent controllable mirror array based O-RIS for
the proposed work. O-RIS consists of nm ×nm identical mirror elements, where size of each
element is lm ×wm. Each mirror element can be oriented independently in two directions γ j,k
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(a)

Figure 5.2: 3D coordinate system model: O-RIS can be deployed at road intersection to relax the
line-of-sight (LOS) requirement between source and destination vehicles in a V-VLC systems.

(rotation around x-axis) and β j,k (rotation around z-axis). The channel gain HRIS is given as
follows [51]:

HRIS =
all mirrors

∑
j=1,k=1

ξ ARTsA j,k(γ,β )G(θ D
R j,k

)cos(θ D
R j,k

), (5.1)

where ξ is the current-to-optical conversion efficiency of the LED, AR is the area of the
receiver, Ts is the optical filter gain, and the irradiance at the receiver contributed by the
( j, k)th mirror element, denoted by A j,k is given by (5.1) [44]. In (5.1), ρM is the reflection

efficiency of mirror, LA represents the Lambertian order which is given by LA = −ln(2)
ln(cos(Φ 1

2
))

where φ 1
2

is LED semi-angle, and I(.) denotes the binary indicator function,. Further, R j,k

= [(xs +
wm
2 +(k− 1)wm);0;(zs +

lm
2 +( j− 1)lm)] represents the centroid coordinates of the

mirror in jth row and kth column. The source coordinates are given by the S = [(xs +
wm
2 +

(k − 1)wm);−(yRIS − ys);(zs +
lm
2 + ( j − 1)lm)]; xs and zs denote x and z component of SP

respectively as illustrated in Fig. 5.2. In addition, ys and yRIS represent the height of the
transmitter and the RSU, respectively. Note that the distance of the source vehicle, dSR =

zs −nmwm.
Similarly, the destination vehicle’s coordinates can be interpreted as D = [xd − (xs +

wm
2 +

(k − 1)wm);−(yd − yRIS);zd − (zs +
lm
2 + ( j − 1)lm)]. In above, xd and zd are the x and z

component of SD respectively as shown in Fig. 5.2 and yd is the height of the receiver. Observe
that the distance of the destination vehicle, dRD = xd − (xs +nmlm).
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A j,k(γ,β ) =
(LA +1)ρM

2π

∫ lm
2

−lm
2

∫ wm
2

−wm
2

cosLA(θ I
R j,k

)
eT

3 (D−R j,k)N̂
T
j,k(D−R j,k)

∥D−R j,k∥4
2

× I
(

eT
1 S− wm

2
≤ eT

1 I ≤ eT
1 S+

wm

2
,eT

2 S− lm
2

≤ eT
2 I ≤ eT

2 S+
lm
2

)
dx′′dz′′

(5.2)

I is the pre-reflection image of D in the source plane (X-Y plane), and is given as [eT
1

(
R j,k+

eT
3 (S−R j,k)

eT
3 R̂ j,kI

R̂ j,kI
)

;eT
2

(
R j,k +

eT
3 (S−R j,k)

eT
3 R̂ j,kI

R̂ j,kI
)

;eT
3 S].

The mirror orientation is configured in such a way that ŜR j,k represents the correspond-
ing incidence direction for the reflection direction R̂ j,kD. Finally, the mirror orientation
is determined by finding a unit vector normal to its surface, N̂ j,k which can be expressed

as: N̂ j,k = R̂ j,kS+R̂ j,kD√
2+2R̂ j,kS

T
R j,kD

[44]. In addition, we obtain β j,k and γ j,k in terms of N̂ j,k as:

β j,k = sin−1(N̂
T
j,ke3), andγ j,k =

sin−1
(N̂

T
j,ke1)

cos(β j,k)
. In (5.1), G(θ D

R j,k
) denotes the gain of an opti-

cal concentrator and is expressed as G(θ D
R j,k

)= n2

sin2(Ψc)
, 0≤ θ D

R j,k
≤Ψc. If θ D

R j,k
> Ψc, then

G(θ D
R j,k

) = 0. n is the refractive index of optical concentrator and Ψc is half the receiver’s field

of view (FOV). Finally, θ D
R j,k

denotes the angle between R j,kD and the positive z-axis and can
be obtained as eT

3 (R j,k − I)/∥R j,k −D∥2 [44].
For an interference limited scenario, given the transmitted signal x, the received signal y

can be expressed as: y =
√

PV LCRHRISx+
√

IV 2V +w, where R is the responsivity of the PD,
w is additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) such that w ∼ C N (0,σ2), and the interference
experienced at the D from vehicles in adjacent lanes, denoted by IV 2V is given by [122,

Eq.12] as: IV 2V =∑ri∈ψ µ
PV LCr

2(LA+1)
i

(L2+r2
i )

(LA+3) , where µ =
(
(LA+1)AR

2π
Ts(ψ)G(ψ)

)2
, L is the inter-lane

distance, ri is the distance of interfering vehicles from destination vehicle and PV LC denotes the
transmission power for V-VLC. For given dSR and dRD setting, the outage probability associated
with V-VLC can be expressed as:

Pout,V LC(ζ ) = 1−P(SINR > ζ ),

= 1−P
(
(RHRIS)

2PV LC

IV 2V +σ2 > ζ

)
,

= 1−FIV 2V

(
(RHRIS)

2PV LC

ζ
−σ

2
)
.

(5.3)
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Pout,RF(ζ )=

1−exp
(
− ζ σ2

PRFℓSR

)
exp

−2ρλ
πζ (h2 +d2

SR)√
h2 +ζ (h2 +d2

SR)


︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−Pout,SR(ζ )

exp
(
− ζ σ2

PRFℓRD

)
exp
(
−ρλπ

√
ζ

√
L2 +d2

RD

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−Pout,RD(ζ )

(5.5)

where, ζ is SINR threshold and we utilize LT to evaluate the CDF of the interference. We begin
with the definition of LT of a random variable X as: E

[
e−sX]. Accordingly, we can write

Ls{IV 2V}= E
[
e−sIV 2V

]
,

= E
r∈ψPPP

[
exp

(
−s ∑

r∈ψPPP

µ
PV LCr2(LA+1)

(L2 + r2)(LA+3)

)]
,

= E
r∈ψPPP

[
∏

r∈ΨPPP

exp

(
−sµ

PV LCr2(LA+1)

(L2 + r2)(LA+3)

)]
,

(a)
= exp

(
−
∫
R

[
1− exp

(
−sµ

PV LCr2(LA+1)

(L2 + r2)(LA+3)

)]
ρλdr

)
,

(5.4)

where final step (a) follows from definition of probability generating functional (PGFL)
for homogeneous PPP over region of interest, R [63, Th 4.9]. Utilizing (5.4), CDF of the
interference can be obtained by inverting the LT by using Talbot inversion method with the
unified numerical inversion frame work[123] as: FIV 2V (x) = L−1 [1

s Ls{IV 2V}
]
. Eq.(5.5) gives

the outage probability associated with a V-RF system employing DF relaying governed by [116,
Eq.34].

At receiver, a diversity combining technique is implemented to combine all incoming optical
and RF signals to collect higher SINR all the time in the hybrid RF/VLC system. Assuming
optical and RF links to be statistically independent, the outage probability associated with such
hybrid RF-VLC systems[75] as: Pout,Hyb = Pout,V LC(ζ )Pout,RF(ζ ).

5.3.2 System Goodput Analysis

The system goodput, an application-level throughput metric can be used to characterize the
number of successfully delivered information bits from the source to the destination node
in a give time instant. Let us assume that S transmits a bit frame of length bL=bT +bI bits
comprising of training bits (bT ) and information bits (bI) in each transmission. The information
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coding rate of each transmission frame can be defined as r = bI
bL

. Therefore, for a given targeted
coding rate R, we can obtain the expression for goodput (G) as given in [124, Eq. 19] as:
G=

(
1− bT

bL

)
R(1−Pout)(er −1).

5.3.3 Delay Outage Analysis

For delay sensitive applications, we consider the data-oriented metric of delay outage rate
(DOR), which represents the probability that the minimum transmission time (MTT) required
for sending a certain amount of data is higher than the tolerable duration, Tth. For ultra high
reliablity and low latency small data transmission, the DOR associated with transmitting data
size of H bits over a channel with system bandwidth, Bs within a given coherence time can be

given as[125]: DOR = P(SINR < 2
H

BsTth −1).

5.4 Results and Discussions

In this section, we discuss salient features of proposed system setup using numerical results
and validate our analytical findings using Monte Carlo (MC) simulations. Unless otherwise
specified explicitly, in the following figures, we set, lm=wm=0.01 m, LA=2, AR=1 cm2, ξ =0.44
W/A, R=0.54 A/W ρM = 0.8, dSR = dRD = d0, ζ=8 dB, Ts = 1, ys=yd=0.8 m, and Bs =
20MHz, analogous to a practical vehicular communication scenario[116]. Fig. 5.3 shows
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Figure 5.3: Comparison of analytical (solid line) and simulation (markers) results of outage performance
for various configuration with varying vehicular density, λ . Here, do = 50m.
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Figure 5.4: (a) 3D outage plots and (b) Impact of vehicle’s speed on outage performance. Here,
do = 50m.

the outage performance of O-RIS aided V-VLC with nm ∈ {10,20,50}, V-RF with relaying
and proposed O-RIS enabled hybrid V-VLC/V-RF under low and high traffic regimes. The
enhanced performance can be observed for lower values of ρ . The reason is as follows:
smaller value of ρ implies probability of medium access by interfering vehicles is lower,
resulting in less interference, and thereby increasing the SINR and hence reduce the outage.
However, irrespective of traffic scenario and ρ , the proposed hybrid V-VLC/V-RF exhibits
better performance compared to the stand-alone O-RIS aided V-VLC as well as V-RF with
relaying.

To gain more useful insights, we also plot a 3D curve illustrating the cumulative impact of
dSR and nm on the outage of the O-RIS aided V-VLC, V-RF with relaying and the proposed
hybrid V-VLC/V-RF schemes in Fig. 5.4(a). Interestingly, irrespective of dSR and nm, the
proposed system always outperforms the other configuration in terms of outage performance.
From a scheme design perspective, nm play a key role in deciding the performance of O-RIS
aided V-VLC schemes.

Next, we employ traffic flow theory to reveal the impact of interfering vehicles’ speed (vi)
on the outage performance of proposed system assuming stationary traffic conditions 1. Given
the traffic flow q = vi ×λ , we utilize speed-density flow model to show the impact of vi on the
outage performance [119]. Fig. 5.4(b) illustrates the behaviour of outage and λ (veh/km) as a
function of vi. Under such traffic condition, the outage of the system improves with increase in

1Under non-stationary traffic conditions, the time varying effects of V2X channels and Doppler shift are
beyond the scope of this study and has been left as a subject of future investigation.
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Figure 5.5: (a) System goodput versus number of training bits (bT ) for R ∈ {3,5} and (b) Impact of
delay threshold (tth) on DOR.

vehicular speed. This is due to fact that light traffic (low λ ) supports high vehicular speed and
vice versa obeying speed-density flow model.

Fig. 5.5(a), shows the variations of system goodput versus training phase bits (bT ) for
various configurations. Notice that for given bI transmission and arbitrary bT bits, O-RIS
enabled hybrid RF-VLC V2X always offers highest G. Note that G is a function of r and
probability of successful transmission, Ps(= 1−Pout). For sending given bI , with increase
in bT , r decreases, which in turn increase Ps. This demonstrates that there exists an optimal
value of bT which must be carefully set in order to maximize G under given traffic conditions.
Fig. 5.5(b) compares DOR performance for various V2X schemes ensuring different delay
threshold requirement for sending data amount, H=50KB. Interestingly, for data traffic with
stringent delay constraint, say Tth=10 ms, the proposed O-RIS enabled hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
supports minimum delay in transmitting H bits from S to D as compared to standalone V-RF
with relaying and O-RIS aided V-VLC schemes.

5.5 Concluding Remarks

In this chapter, we unlocked the potential benefit of employing O-RIS enabled hybrid RF-
VLC V2X communication for enhanced vehicular message dissemination at road intersection.
Numerical results demonstrated that the proposed framework offers considerable improvement
in outage performance, higher system goodput and low latency compared to standalone V-RF
and V-VLC counterparts, making it a promising candidate for 6G-ITS applications.
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Chapter 6
Impact of Weather Conditions and
Interference

6.1 Introduction

V-RF communication in the 5.9 GHz frequency band has virtually no atmospheric or weather
effects1; the main contributors are thermal noise at the antenna receiver and the interference
caused from other simultaneous transmissions [126]. Unlike V-RF communication, the per-
formance of V-VLC is considerably affected under various environmental deterrents such as
rain, light fog, dense fog, dry snow, wet snow etc.[127]. Apart from the impact of various
environmental deterrents, interference from neighboring vehicles is also a major source of
degradation for V-VLC channel. Most of the previous studies have not considered the im-
pact of interference from multiple interferers as well as various environmental deterrents on
performance of V-VLC based on illumination intensity (power) pattern for a typical vehicle
headlamp module. In this work, we compare and model the statistical behaviour of interference
experienced by conventional V-RF and V-VLC by utilizing various analytical tools of stochastic
geometry. Further, the impact of interference from multiple interferers on performance of
V-VLC based on illumination intensity (power) pattern for a typical vehicle headlamp has also
been demonstrated for various environmental conditions.

6.1.1 Contribution

The key contribution of the proposed work can be summarized as follows:

1Recommendation ITU-R P.525-2, 1994
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• This article gives an analytic framework for estimating the average signal-to-interference-
plus noise ratio (SINR) and thus provides the expected performance for both conventional
V-RF as well as V-VLC using various analytical tools of stochastic geometry. The
developed framework is also precise in terms of capturing the impact of field-of-view
(FOV) of the photo-detector (PD) receiver on the number of interferers and distribution
of the aggregate interference for a V-VLC communication system.

• The impact of mean interference as well as various environmental deterrents viz. light
fog, dense fog and dry snow conditions on received illumination power (intensity) pattern
for original equipment manufacturer (OEM) LED headlamp has also been demonstrated.

• The performance of conventional RF based V2V and VLC based V2V under the above
environmental deterrents has been evaluated and compared in terms of probability of
successful transmission as a performance metric.

6.2 System Model

A typical V2V communication scenario has been shown in Fig. 6.1. For sake of analysis, we
consider one-way double lane highway road wherein communication link either RF or VLC
exists between vehicle A and B, whereas vehicles in another lane acts as interferers (say, for
instance vehicle C and D are acting as interferers). Vehicle B is the transmitter which is trying to
communicate information (for instance, speed of vehicle, traffic direction or warning messages)
with vehicle A which acts as receiver. The location of photodetector may be chosen nearby
vehicle headlamp/taillight. It is assumed that vehicle B has low beam OEM LED headlamps
of a Toyota Corolla Altis (Taiwan model, 2015) whose received illumination pattern has been
shown in Fig. 6.2 based on empirical measurements obtained from [128]. All the vehicles use
the same frequency ( fc), bandwidth (B) and transmit with same power (Pt) concurrently.

We capture the randomness in geometrical distribution when the locations of interfering
vehicles on a certain lane are completely independent of each other. We represent this set of
vehicles as ΨPPP. We assume that the interfering vehicles are nearly aligned on same lane
and thus encounters constant lane spacing, L. Since the interfering vehicles are on same lane
and their locations are Poisson distributed, the proposed scenario resembles a uni-dimensional
Poisson point process (PPP) in R1 with a homogeneous congestion parameter, λ measured in
number of vehicles per unit length. A more generalized and simplified geometrical layout of
proposed scenario has been shown in Fig. 6.3. It is assumed that vehicle A is located at the
origin O. Here, L, x and dn denote the inter-lane spacing, the horizontal distance of interferer
from origin O and the distance of nth interferer to vehicle A respectively.
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Figure 6.1: System model. Here, vehicle C and vehi-
cle D act as interferers (denoted by green solid line)
for the dedicated communication link (denoted by
red solid line) between vehicle A and vehicle B.

Figure 6.2: OEM headlamp opti-
cal illumination pattern with re-
ceiver height of 0.7 m. The val-
ues in the plots represent the re-
ceived optical power and are in
dBm.

In order to show the reduced effect of interference and increase the communication range
from desired vehicle, we introduced the correction function, C(θR) at the receiver, which
implies that the interferers that are located within PD’s FOV will only be considered. Correction
function C (θR) can be expressed in terms of PD’s FoV as:

C(θR) =

1; if 0 ≤ θR ≤ ΨFOV ,

0; if θR > ΨFOV ,
(6.1)

The above scenario can be best visualized in the form of Fig. 6.4 which clearly depicts that
reducing PD’s FOV can significantly reduce the effect of interference caused by interferers
from other lane. Like small cell concept for indoor RF scenario, the VLC attocell concept can
be applied for outdoor scenarios as well [129], [130]. In fact, the critical radius2 (r) of VLC
attocell for desired vehicle with communication range (D) can be defined as the radius beyond
which the effect of interference is less pronounced (i.e., Pr > ĪV L C ). The critical radius can
be computed as:

C(θR)(m+1)AR

2πDγ

D(m+1)

(D2 + r2)
(m+1)

2

Pt >C(θR)λk′ (6.2)

2The notion of critical radius in general contains the effect of PD’s FOV variation.

105



Figure 6.3: Simplified geometrical layout. Vehicle A is assumed to be located at the origin O. Here, D
denotes distance between legitimate vehicle and receiver.

Figure 6.4: Reference scenario illustrating coverage and interference region using VLC attocells. Here, r
and D denotes radius of VLC attocell under coverage region of desired vehicle and communication-range
respectively.

(6.2) can be rewritten as:

r <
{[

(m+1)ARPt

λk′Dγ
−1
]

2D2

(m+1)

} 1
2

; D >> r (6.3)

6.2.1 Cumulative distribution function (CDF) of Interference

The cumulative distribution function of interference (FI (x)) is defined as the probability that
interference power is below than a certain minimum threshold level. At the receiver, it is indeed
important that interference power should be as minimum as possible for a signal to be decoded
correctly.
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In order to evaluate the statistical behaviour of the interference, we first obtain its charac-
teristics function (CF) denoted as ϕI and then evaluate its cumulative distribution function
(CDF) denoted as FI (x). The CF of a random variable X is defined as E

[
e jωX]. For proposed

scenario, the characteristic function can be expressed as

ϕI(ω) = E
[
e jωI]= E

x∈ΨPPP

[
exp( jω ∑

x∈ΨPPP

µ1Pt
xm+1

(L2 + x2)
m+γ+1

2

)

]
,

= E
x∈ΨPPP

[
∏

x∈ΨPPP

exp( jωµ1Pt
xm+1

(L2 + x2)
m+γ+1

2

)

]
,

(6.4)

The probability generating functional (PGFL)3 for function f(x) for homogeneous PPP over
region of interest, R can be given as [103][Th 4.9]:

E

[
∏

x∈ΨPPP

f (x)

]
= exp

(
−λ

∫
R
[1− f (x)]dx

)
, (6.5)

Using (6.5), (6.4) can be rewritten as:

ϕI (ω) = exp

(
−
∫

∞

0

[
1− exp

(
jωµ1Ptxm+1

(L2 + x2)
m+γ+1

2

)]
λdx

)
, (6.6)

The above integral can be numerically evaluated in order to obtain the CDF using Gil-
Peleaz’s inversion theorem [131].

FI (x) =
1
2
− 1

π

∫
∞

0

1
ω

ℑ
[
ϕI (ω)e− jωx]dω, (6.7)

For sake of simplicity, the inter-lane distance, L with respect to the longitudinal stretch of
the road is ignored. Without loss of generality, we further simplify the above characteristic
function by setting the value of path loss exponent (γ = 2), thus (6.7) reduces to a more
simplified and closed form as:

3The PGFL can be visualized as an equivalent for point process of the moment generating function or
characteristic function (that provide an alternative description of random variables). It enables to compute the
Laplace transform (LT) of random variables of the form F= ∑

Xi∈ΨPPP

g(Xi). Mathematically, LT of such function

can be given as:

L (s) = E

[
exp(−s ∑

Xi∈Ψ

g(Xi))

]
= E

[
∏

Xi∈Ψ

e−sg(Xi)

]

107



ϕI (ω) = exp
(
−
[

λΓ(1− 1
γ
)(− jµ1Ptω)

1
γ

])
,

= exp
(
−
√

− jπµ1Ptωλ 2
)
,

(6.8)

Eq.(6.8) can be compared with a tractable Levy-distribution having a CF and a CDF of the
form:

Using similar steps (6.4-6.8) and assumptions as before, the expression for interference
cumulative distribution function for V-RF can be given as:

FIRF (x) = ξc

(√
πλ 2γ2Pt

4x

)
. (6.10)

The performance of proposed scenario has been evaluated in terms of probability of
successful transmission, Ps as performance metric for three different traffic scenarios viz. dense,
medium and sparse traffic scenario.

6.3 Probability of successful transmission

For a given modulation and coding scheme (MCS), treating interference as noise, say for
instance, by using a simple linear receiver, a well-accepted model for packetized transmissions
is considered successful if the SINR exceeds a certain threshold (ζ ). The probability of
successful transmission (Ps) is formally defined as the probability that SINR is greater than a
certain minimum threshold level. Its complement is outage probability. The SINR can be given
as:

SINR =
S

I{V LC,RF}+σ2
t
, (6.11)

where S, I{V LC,RF} and σ2
t denote the desired optical signal power, the interference associated

with V-VLC or V-RF and the noise variance respectively. Accordingly, we formulate the
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probability of successful packet transmission as:

Ps = P(SINR ⩾ ζ )

= P
(

I{V LC,RF} ⩽
S
ζ
−σ

2
t

)
,

= FI

(
S
ζ
−σ

2
t

)
.

(6.12)

Thus, the probability of successful packet transmission for V-VLC can be given as:

Ps = ξc

√√√√ πλ 2µ1Pt

4
(

S
ζ
−σ2

t

)
 . (6.13)

For dense traffic scenario, interference becomes the limiting performance factor rather the
noise variance and hence, noise variance may be ignored. Hence, (6.13) reduces to:

Ps = ξc

(√
πλ 2µ1Ptζ

4S

)
. (6.14)

We investigate the probability of successful packet transmission for V-RF communication
on free space propagation model with no channel fading as well as Rayleigh-fading cases.

6.3.1 No channel fading with path loss exponent, α=2

In case of no-channel fading, the presented framework offers a closed-form expression of
probability of successful transmission4which is given as:

Ps = ξc

(√
πλ 2γ2Ptζ

4S

)
. (6.15)

6.3.2 Rayleigh fading case

In this case, we consider a higher path-loss exponent and Rayleigh fading on the interfering
signals as worst-case scenario of the multipath-induced random fluctuations in the received
power. The probability of successful transmission for V-RF communication with Rayleigh

4The expression has been derived in same way as discussed before for V-VLC scenario.
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fading can be computed as:

Ps = P(SINR ⩾ ζ )

= P
(

PtGtGrℓhxD−α

IRF +σ2
t

> ζ

)
= EIRF

[
P

(
hx >

ζ

PtGtGrℓD−α
(IRF +σ

2
t )

)]
= exp

(
− ζ σ2

t
PtGtGrℓD−α

)
EIRF

[
exp(− ζ IRF

PtGtGrℓD−α
)

]
= LIRF

(
ζ

PtGtGrℓD−α

)
exp
(
− ζ σ2

t
PtGtGrℓD−α

)
(6.16)

where, L (.) stands for Laplace transform which is given as:

LIRF (s) = E[exp(−sIRF ]

= E
[
∏

x
exp(−sPtGtGrℓhx||x||−α)

]
(a)
= Ex

[
∏

x
Ehx{exp(−sPtGtGrℓhx||x||−α)}

]
= Ex

[
∏

x

1
1+ sPtGtGrℓ||x||−α

]
(b)
= exp

(
−λ

∫
∞

0

1
1+ ||x||α/sPtGtGrℓ

dx
)

(c)
= exp

(
−λ (sPtGtGrℓ)

1
α

∫
∞

0

1
1+ vα

dv
)

= exp
(
−λ (sPtGtGrℓ)

1
α

π

α
csc(

π

α
)
)

(6.17)

here, (a) holds due to independence of fading coefficients hx and assumes L << x, (b) uses the
definition of PGFL for PPP , and (c) involves the change of variable ||x||/(sPtGtGrl)

1
α → v.

Substituting s = ζ

PtGtGrlD−α yields the following result.

LIRF

(
ζ

PtGtGrℓD−α

)
= exp

(
−λ (ζ )

1
α D

π

α
csc
(

π

α

))
. (6.18)

6.4 Simulation Results and Discussion

In this section, we present numerical results that substantiate our theoretical findings. The
system model parameters are adopted in accordance with practical vehicular scenario as used
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in Table I. In order to validate the accuracy of our theoretical findings, Monte Carlo simulations
are performed by averaging over 10,000 realizations of PPPs and fading channel parameters.
We consider a worst case scenario where interference from interferers arise from infinite road
segment. In traffic flow theory, space headway (s) is defined as horizontal distance between
vehicles (in metres). The space headway is related to congestion parameter as s = 1

λ
[132].

Hence, space headway can also be referred as inverse congestion parameter. Fig. 6.5 (a)-(c)
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Figure 6.5: Probability of successful transmission over a range of threshold power (a) sparse traffic
scenario when s=50 m, (b) medium traffic scenario when s=20 m, and (c) dense traffic scenario when
s=12.5 m.

show probability of successful transmission variation over a range of threshold power for V-RF
and V-VLC under various environmental deterrents for three different traffic scenarios viz.
sparse, medium and dense traffic. It can be observed that irrespective of traffic scenario, the
probability of successful transmission for V-VLC communication under normal atmospheric
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condition outperforms V-RF communication for a given threshold power. However, it is also
worth noting here that for a given threshold power, V-RF communication under no fading
conditions outperforms V-VLC when environmental deterrents such as light fog, dense and
dry snow conditions are considered. Interestingly, the performance of V-VLC under light fog
condition is comparatively better than the performance of V-RF communication under rayleigh
fading conditions with path loss exponent, α of 2 or 4. With threshold power of -65 dBm,

Figure 6.6: OEM headlamp optical radiation pattern with receiver height of 0.7 m with interference
when space headway between interferers is 20 m under (a) light fog (V=0.1 Km), (b) dense fog (V=0.05
Km) and (c) dry snow condition (Snow rate=10 mm/hr).

the performance of V-VLC under dry snow condition falls by 40% as compared to normal
weather conditions under dense traffic scenario when inverse congestion parameter is 12.5
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m. This is primarily due to high attenuation in the average optical power received under dry
snow condition. Kindly note that the proposed work does not take into account scheduling for
vehicular transmission, which indeed resulted in lower probability of successful transmission
for some curves, especially dense traffic scenario.

Fig. 6.6 shows the impact of various environmental deterrents on OEM headlamp optical
radiation pattern based on [133] and [134]. Table 6.1 shows the impact of interference as well
as various environmental deterrents on average received optical power with receiver height of
0.7 m at a distance of 100 m from location of headlamp. As compared to normal atmospheric
conditions, the optical power loss5 at a distance of 100 m from transmitter under dry snow
condition reduces by 23 dB taking into consideration the effect of interference as well as the
environmental deterrent.

Table 6.1: Average received optical power for V-VLC in presence of interference when space headway
between interferer is 20 m under different environmental deterrents at a distance of 100 m from
transmitter.

S.No. V2V Communication Received power (dBm) Power loss (dB)
1 V-VLC under normal atmospheric -65 dBm 10 dB
2 V-VLC under light fog -69 dBm 14 dB
3 V-VLC under dense fog -73 dBm 18 dB
4 V-VLC under dry snow -78 dBm 23 dB

6.5 Concluding Remarks

The proposed work characterized various aspects of stochastic behaviour of interference by
modelling location of road vehicles as a spatial Poisson point process. This work is also precise
in terms of capturing the impact of reducing FOV of receiver on the level of interference
experienced from interferers. The performance of conventional V-RF and V-VLC under various
environmental deterrents viz. light fog, dense fog and dry snow conditions has been investigated
and evaluated in terms of probability of successful transmission as a performance metric. We
have also illustrated OEM headlamp illumination patterns in presence of interference under
above environmental deterrents. Irrespective of any traffic scenario, the performance of V-VLC
communication under normal atmospheric condition always outperforms V-RF communication.
However, the performance of V-RF communication is comparatively better than V-VLC under
various environmental deterrents. The proposed result motivates the benefit of employing

5Power loss has been calculated with respect to average optical power received at a distance of 100 m from
transmitter without taking into consideration the impact of interference and environmental deterrents
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RF-based or VLC-based V2V communication which can cater for different environmental
deterrents, thus serving as a better alternative option to meet diverse application needs for
future intelligent transportation system.

Part II

6.6 Overview of Part II

In this work, we show how the judicious link aggregation (LA) of V-VLC and V-RF improves
the network performance as compared to standalone RF or VLC based V2X communication
systems under different meteorological factors. Briefly, link aggregation results in more efficient
use of physical resources as well as improves reliability and availability.

Figure 6.7: Illustration of a generic hybrid RF-VLC communication in a vehicular network.

6.7 Case Study: Hybrid RF-VLC V2X Systems

In hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems, the co-deployment of vehicular-VLC (V-VLC) and V-RF
communication systems is capable of improving the safety message dissemination at road
intersections. It has been shown in [112] that non LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X networks lead
to substantial reduction of outage along with improvements of throughput and latency as
compared to pure V-VLC or pure V-RF networks. However, the judicious link aggregation of
V-VLC and V-RF can further improve the network performance as compared to standalone RF
or VLC based V2X communication systems. For sake of analysis, we consider a typical road
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Figure 6.8: PRP at RSU for pure V-RF, pure V-VLC and LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X communication
system under rain, fog and dry snow conditions.

intersection scenario as shown in Fig. 6.7, in which vehicles equipped with both VLC and RF
transceivers are assumed. For the sake of illustration, we consider a LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X
uplink scenario and compare its performance to that of the pure V-VLC and pure V-RF uplink
taking into consideration the impact of interference and various meteorological phenomenon
such as rain, fog and dry snow conditions with an aid of stochastic geometry tools. The LA
technique enhances not only the total available bandwidth, but also leads to more reliable
network performance, and reduction in the end-to-end latency. We take into account that the
communications between the RSU and desired vehicle are subject to interference from the same
lane as well as from vehicles in the perpendicular lanes. The system parameters were chosen
in accordance with a practical vehicular communication scenario as in [112]. The attenuation
coefficient under rain (rain rate=90 mm/hr), fog (V=0.05 Km) and dry snow (snow rate=10
mm/hr) are taken to be 21.9, 78.8 and 131 dB/km respectively as given in [135, Table 2]. Unless
otherwise stated, we assume having the vehicular density λ and channel access probability ρ

to be 0.01 and 0.01, respectively. Observe from Fig. 6.8 that depending on the transmitter’s
location, the pure V-VLC and V-RF systems exhibit complementary roles in terms of packet
reception probability (PRP). In particular, the PRP for standalone V-VLC links is better as
compared to V-RF links, when the distance between the RSU and desired vehicle is not higher
than 120 m. However, pure V-RF is a more reliable option for longer-range communication.
Interestingly, regardless of the distance between the desired vehicle and the RSU and any
prevailing weather conditions, the LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems outperform the pure
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Figure 6.9: Delay outage performance for pure V-RF, pure V-VLC and LA hybrid RF-VLC V2X
communication system as a function of delay threshold, Tth.

V-VLC or V-RF links. Notice that the performance of LA systems are mainly influenced under
dry snow condition. This is primarily due to high attenuation in the pure V-VLC link under dry
snow condition.

Many warning/safety specific messages are life-critical, hence a high latency is unacceptable,
especially in accident-prone situations. It is anticipated that the hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems
can offer ultra-reliable low latency communication (URLLC) among vehicles, while meeting
6G key performance indicators (KPIs) vehicular network requirements. According to [112,
Eq.(28)], we consider the metric of delay outage rate (DOR), which represents the probability
that the minimum transmission time (MTT) required for sending a certain amount of data is
higher than the tolerable duration. We plot the DOR of standalone V-RF, LA hybrid RF-VLC
V2X, and pure V-VLC ensuring different maximum delay requirements for both 50m and 200m
distances in Fig. 6.9. Here, we assume that the system bandwidth for pure RF and VLC system
to be 20 MHz6. Again, depending on the transmitter’s location, pure V-VLC and V-RF exhibit
complementary roles, as evidenced by Fig. 6.9. Additionally, for data traffic having stringent
delay requirements of < 3 ms, the LA-aided hybrid RF-VLC V2X under any weather condition
ensures having the minimum delay in transmitting data size, H=50KB from the desired vehicle
to the RSU as compared to pure V-VLC or V-RF systems. In light of the above results, it can
be inferred that irrespective of any meteorological phenomenon, the LA-aided hybrid RF-VLC
V2X system achieves ultra high reliability (∼99.999%) and ultra-low latency (<3 ms) up to

6RF spectrum is generally licensed and expensive, whereas VLC spectrum is free, hence it more cost effective.
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Figure 6.10: Achievable data rate for different network configuration for different values of distance
between RSU and desired vehicle.

R=200m. For an interference-limited scenario, the LA-aided hybrid RF-VLC V2X system
meets stringent reliability and latency requirements for advanced vehicular scenarios [3].

Fig. 6.10 shows the achievable data rate for different network configurations for various R
values. In an interference-limited scenario, the maximum achievable data rate associated with
LA-aided hybrid RF-VLC V2X can be as high as 83.2 Mbps at R=50m, which reduces to 39.8
Mbps at R=250m under clear weather conditions. Note that the achievable rate of a non-LA
hybrid RF-VLC V2X system depends on the maximum throughput offered by either pure
V-VLC or pure V-RF systems. Here, we assume that the desired vehicle accesses the channel
at a transmission probability of pA=0.9 and link aggregation overload of βov=0.8[136]. The
results presented meet the data rate requirements of advanced vehicular scenarios that have been
investigated in [3]. Note that advanced driving scenario covers the cases of semi-automated or
fully-automated driving for longer inter-vehicle distance, supporting data rates ranging from
10-53 Mbps among vehicles or RSUs in the proximity.

6.8 Concluding Remarks

In this work, we have shown that the potential benefits of hybrid RF-VLC based vehicular
communication systems by exploiting the complementary advantages of both technologies.
In particular, Figures 6.8-6.10 have demonstrated that regardless of any meteorological phe-
nomenon, link aggregation aided hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems are capable of achieving
considerable performance improvement in successful packet reception probability, data rate
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and latency compared to pure RF and VLC counterparts, making it a promising technology for
various 6G-V2X applications.
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Chapter 7
Conclusion and Future Work

In this chapter, we summarize the key contributions of this dissertation and discuss a few
promising future directions of research.

7.1 Summary

We are witnessing a transition to a new era where driverless cars are pervasively connected
to deliver significantly improved safety, traffic efficiency, and travel experiences. A diverse
range of advanced vehicular use cases including connected autonomous vehicles will be made
possible with the 6G wireless networks. Among many 6G wireless technologies, the mission
of this research work is to introduce the potential benefits of the hybrid integration (and
co-existence) of V-VLC and V-RF communication systems for various use-case scenarios.

In this thesis, we advocated the use of V-VLC for basic safety messages (BSMs) dissemina-
tion in lieu of conventional V-RF communication in road intersection applications, where the
reception performance is affected by interference from the concurrent transmissions of other
vehicles. Numerical results illustrate that the implementation of MAC protocol based hybrid V-
VLC/V-RF network leads to considerable improvement in outage performance, throughput and
low latency as compared to stand-alone V-VLC or stand-alone V-RF network. Additionally, we
proposed to use practical deployment strategies namely hybrid V-VLC/VRF with relaying and
RIS aided V-RF solutions to improve the communication range for urban V2V communication.
Numerical results illustrate that the proposed solutions can achieve considerable performance
improvement in outage, throughput while ensuring low latency as compared to conventional
V-RF with relaying.

In Chapter 4, we explored the potential benefits and practical challenges associated with im-
plementation of optical power domain non-orthogonal multiple access (OPD-NOMA) scheme
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for visible light communications (VLC) based vehicle-to-everything (V2X) networks with a
major aim of providing vehicles with reliable, ubiquitous, and massive connectivity. Through
the obtained results, it has been shown that the downlink OPD NOMA based V2X network
offers improved performance in terms of outage performance and average achievable rate as
compared to the conventional RF based V2X communication. Further, we investigated the
performance of a novel cooperative NOMA assisted hybrid VVLC and V-RF solution to the
V2X communication at road intersections. It has been shown through simulation results that
the performance of the hybrid V-VLC/V-RF network is better than a conventional V-RF system
in terms of outage probability and average achievable rate.

We also highlighted the benefit of employing optical reconfigurable intelligent surfaces
(O-RIS) for hybrid RF-VLC V2X communication network for enhanced traffic safety message
dissemination particularly at the road intersections in Chapter 5. Numerical results indicate that
compared to existing classical RF with relaying solution, a significant improvement in outage
performance, system goodput, and delay outage rate (DOR) performance can be achieved for
proposed system setup.

In chapter 6, we analyzed the impact of interference and meteorological phenomenon
on the performance of hybrid V-VLC/V-RF system. In particular, we show that regardless
of any meteorological impact, a properly configured link-aggregated hybrid V-VLC/V-RF
system is capable of meeting stringent ultra high reliability (≥99.999%) and ultra-low latency
(<3 ms) requirements, making it a promising candidate for 6G Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X)
Communications.

7.2 Future Directions

There are numerous ways in which this dissertation’s work can be extended. The following are
some potential future research directions:

7.2.1 Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RIS) Enabled Hybrid RF-VLC
V2X Systems

Recently, RIS has attracted much research attention owing to its salient feature of transforming
hostile wireless channels into benign ones. It has emerged as a disruptive communication
technology for enhancing signal quality and transmission coverage in wireless vehicular
networks. Significant gains may be gleaned by incorporating RISs into hybrid RF-VLC V2X
systems, thanks to the enhanced resilience to LoS blockages, especially, when striking a flexible
tradeoff between lighting and communications, quality-of-service, interference mitigation,
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Figure 7.1: O-RIS/metasurface can be deployed on RSU/buildings at road intersection to relax the LOS
requirement between source and destination vehicles in hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems.

enhanced localization services, and improved energy harvesting. In particular, 6G-V2X can
take advantage of RISs in coverage-limited scenarios. For instance, in urban areas, road
intersections constitute an ideal use case for deploying RIS-aided RF-VLC V2X systems,
where the exchange of safety messages between vehicle lights may be blocked by buildings,
walls, surrounding vehicles and other obstructions, as shown in Fig. 7.1. By enabling an RIS
controller to actively relay the information from the source to the destination vehicle, the RIS
can not only potentially help improve the transmission rate for standalone V-VLC systems,
but also provide wide coverage range using RIS controller. As soon as the quality of VLC
link degrades (eg. long range communication case), the communication between source and
destination vehicles can still be accomplished using conventional V-RF systems employing
relaying [116]. Nonetheless, several distinctive research challenges such as channel estimation
in highly dynamic scenarios, optimal RIS deployment, reliable energy management schemes,
optimal resource allocation and reflection optimization have to be carefully addressed before
the practical integration of RIS into hybrid RF and VLC vehicular communication systems.

7.2.2 ML-assisted System Design

Machine learning (ML) assisted 6G is expected to unlock the promise of future ITS[4]. These
features are desirable in vehicular networks to accommodate diverse and advanced use cases
and their technical requirements. Due to the inherent heterogeneity and mobility of vehicular
networks, communication environments are highly complex resulting in varying wireless or
optical channels. On the other hand, different layers of the current RF and VLC communication
systems are optimized independently. Such a design paradigm may not be ideal when dealing
with diverse quality of service (QoS) requirements (e.g., throughput, delay, reliability, and
spectrum efficiency), particularly when dealing with complex and dynamic vehicular environ-
ments. There is a need to configure different functional blocks of VLC/RF communication
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systems in a joint and adaptive manner according to the dynamically varying vehicular network.
For example, ML-assisted adaptive coding and modulation (ACM) is expected to improve the
robustness whilst reducing the communication latency. ML can also be applied to optimize
multiple configurations simultaneously. An end-to-end hybrid communication architecture
needs to be considered when an ML-based joint optimization is developed. A hybrid RF-VLC
V2X system would also face resource allocation issues such as bandwidth allocations and
access point selection based on the requirements of the network, availability of resources, and
mobility of the vehicles. In addition, dynamic decision making on whether to use LA or non-LA
hybrid techniques can be crucial for effective and energy-efficient V2X communications. Using
traditional methods of resource allocation would mean re-running the simulation for every
small change, resulting in significantly large overhead [137]. In this case, ML-based approaches
can be an efficient tool for making data-driven decisions to enhance the resource allocation
performance in RF/VLC vehicular networks. In particular, a reinforcement learning solution
for hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems can be helpful to tackle the challenge arising due to dynamic
environments and shortage of relevant datasets for vehicular networks. Future research may
be devoted to developing ML-based resource allocation algorithms for RF/VLC V2X network
with the goal of ensuring maximum network performance and decrease in control overhead and
handover latency.

7.2.3 Deployment Issues

Despite the huge potential of hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems, their widespread deployment
can be hampered by availability of VLC links under meteorological phenomena such as rain,
fog, snow and hazy conditions [138]. In addition, solar irradiance and artificial light sources
(e.g roadside illumination, sign boards, fluorescent lamps) also impose challenges for such
hybrid systems in the real world. Further, the received signal strength in VLC may dramatically
vary due to the vehicles’ mobility. Hence, mobility induced channel variations and ambient
lighting induced interference need to be carefully addressed before deploying VLC in 6G-
V2X ecosystems. Compared with V-RF, V-VLC are subject to light-path blockages, which
can drastically reduce the data rate in such hybrid vehicular applications. The authors of
[139] overcome this challenge by proposing omnidirectional and ubiquitous coverage in VLC.
Furthermore, the specific bandwidth aggregation in LA-aided hybrid RF-VLC V2X systems
constitutes an open research challenge, given for example 1Hz RF bandwidth in the sub-6GHz
band and 1Hz VLC bandwidth in the 800 THz band. In light of the above discussions, it is
clear that these challenges have to be tackled before the practical deployment of such hybrid
systems.
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7.2.4 Coexistence of mmWave, THz and VLC

Both VLC and TeraHertz (THz) techniques constitute promising candidates for realizing the
vision of 6G V2X. It is anticipated that operation of 6G V2X will rely on usage of a wide range
of transmission frequencies including RF, VLC, THz, and mm-wave frequencies. There exists
a trade-off among coverage area, ergodic rate, mobility and latency when dealing with variety
of spectrum. There can be two ways to realize the presence of multiple frequencies namely;
flexible spectrum coexistence and hybrid deployment. In the flexible spectrum coexistence
approach, the base stations (BSs) with different frequencies are deployed separately and each
BS at a certain time can operate on only one of RF, VLC, and THz frequency bands. For flexible
multi-band utilization, the multi-band C-V2X system needs advanced front-end hardware. In
addition, the coexistence of different network spectrum leads to new interference problems[140].
In the hybrid approach, each BS leverages on more than one frequency band. Optimizing
the opportunistic spectrum selection at the users’ end, traffic-load aware network activation
mechanisms, deployment of BSs, and multi-connectivity solutions will be primary challenges
for such multiband vehicular networks (MBVNs).

7.2.5 NOMA and its variants

Multiple access plays a pivotal role in vehicular communication and networking. In DSRC,
carrier sense multiple access (CSMA) is adopted, whereby all vehicles that have messages to
send must constantly sense the availability of the channel. CSMA is simple, however may
lead to large communication overhead and high collision rates in dense vehicular networks.
LTE-V2X and 5G-NR-V2X, on the other hand, use OFDMA for multiple access, but they
could suffer the same problem due to its orthogonal nature. In view of the explosive growth
of communication sensors and connected vehicles, tremendous research activities have been
carried out in recent years on non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) for supporting a massive
number of concurrent communication links. Both power-domain NOMA and code-domain
NOMA may be applied to hybrid RF-VLC based V2X communication systems. In this line
of research, it is interesting to optimize the user pairing, power allocation, codebook design,
and multiuser detection algorithms in order to meet the diverse QoS requirements in future
vehicular networks [141]. Further, it is of practical interest to carry out user grouping such that
some are supported by NOMA and some by orthogonal multiple access (e.g., OFDMA).
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7.2.6 Standardization Activities

The protocols compatible interoperability between V-VLC and IEEE 802.11p is critical in
designing a standard complaint outdoor aggregated RF-VLC systems. The IEEE has introduced
IEEE 802.15.7 standard which comprises of PHY and MAC layer specifications designed for
indoor VLC systems. It proposes three specific PHYs including one for outdoor environment,
therefore, suitable to automotive applications. The authors in [142] provided a comprehensive
analysis of the IEEE 802.15.7 standard in vehicular networking applications. Till now, there is
only one task group (TG) in the scope of IEEE 802.15 working on the revision of the standard
[143] capable of delivering data rates sufficient to support audio and video multimedia services.
However there are no dedicated efforts potentially applicable for V-VLC applications. In
addition to the standard mentioned above, there are two ongoing standardization activities
within the IEEE, viz. TG 13 within IEEE 802.15 working group and TG “bb" within IEEE
802.11 Working Group. IEEE 802.15.13 is a revision of IEEE 802.15.7, focusing on high-speed
PD-based VLC. It specifies the PHY and MAC capable of supporting data rates of up to 10
Gbps in LOS communications over distances of up to 200 meters. V-VLC systems compatible
with the standard are described in [143], [144] . Against above, the IEEE 802.11 TG "bd"
project was formed to develop the standard that complements the next generation of V2X
wireless technology, while maintaining compatibility with the IEEE 802.11p standard.

Recently, a new TG focusing on light communications, named as IEEE 802.11bb has
started working on VLC related standard. The primary motivation of this TG is to to define
the appropriate scope for a potential IEEE amendment on Light Communications. Amjad et
al.[144] proposed a V-VLC system compatible with the IEEE 802.11 standard, which could be
adapted to the IEEE 802.11bb standard. By integrating the PHY and MAC layer changes, the
basic idea is to use the protocol already created for IEEE 802.11 and provide interoperability
with IEEE 802.11 compliant devices. This strategy may have many benefits for indoor VLC
manufacturers, operators and end customers, but its impact on outdoor VLC is still a subject of
further investigation.
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