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Distributed Opportunistic Scheduling for MIMO
Ad-Hoc Networks

Man-On Pun, Weiyan Ge, Dong Zheng, Junshan Zhang and H. Mireor

Abstract— Distributed opportunistic scheduling (DOS) proto- outperform the conventional random access protocol ingerm
cols are proposed for multiple-input multiple-output (MIM O)  of system throughput. Despite its good performance, the

ad-hoc networks_with contentic_)nibased medium access. Thescheduling scheme proposed in [6] is devised for single-
proposed scheduling protocols distinguish themselves fro other
antenna ad-hoc networks.

existing works by their explicit design for system through- . . .
put improvement through exploiting spatial multiplexing and The recent success of multiple-input multiple-output
diversity in a distributed manner. As a result, multiple links (MIMO) techniques has inspired much research interest in

can be scheduled to simultaneously transmit over the spatia MIMO ad-hoc networks. However, compared to the con-

channels formed by transmit/receiver antennas. Taking ind ventional single-link point-to-point MIMO ' transmissioiy
account the tradeoff between feedback requirements and siesm d i it is still - h to fullv h t
throughput, we propose and compare protocols with differem an _ar_gell IS S_' an open issue on how 1o iufly harves
levels of feedback information. Furthermore, in contrast b the the intrinsic spatial degrees of freedom of a MIMO ad-hoc

conventional random access protocols that ignore the physal network in adistributed fashion [2]. Taking an initial step,
channel conditions of contending links, the proposed protools e propose novel MIMO DOS protocols with emphasis on
implement a pure threshold policy derived from optimal stopping ey poiting spatial multiplexing and spatial diversity gaifor
theory, i.e. only links with threghqld-excgedlng channeltmndltlops MIMO ad-hoc networks in this work. More specifically, we
are allowed for data transmission. Simulation results confim - : A v
that the proposed protocols can achieve impressive througiut consider a MIMO ad-hoc network where each user is equipped
performance by exploiting spatial multiplexing and diversty. with M antennas, wherel/ > 2. To exploit the spatial
multiplexing and diversity gains provided by the multiple
) ) ~antennas, we develop MIMO DOS protocols in which multiple
In a wireless ad-hoc network, multiple users communicafgiks (in contrast to a single link in [6]) are probed and
over wireless links by autonomously determining network,nortunistically selected. To facilitate the proposeditimu
organization, link scheduling, and routing. Similarly tther |ink channel contention and data transmission, a groupeas
wireless systems, wireless ad-hoc networks encountecalrit spjitting channel contention scheme is proposed. Based on
design challenges imposed by time-varying fading channeﬂl% channel contention outcomes and the instantaneous rate
and co-channel interference. In the conventional random &ne or multiple links are scheduled to transmit over fife
cess protocols (e.g. CSMA), a link proceeds to transmit if,atia| channels if their channel conditions exceed thulelsh
data after a successful channel contention, regardlests Ofdesigned using optimal stopping theory. The resulting pro-
current channel conditions. This may cause system thraitghgycols are shown to achieve higher system performance by
degradation if the successful link is deep-faded. To cireemb oy |oiting the spatial multiplexing and spatial diversigins.
this obstacle, adistributed opportunistic scheduling (DOS) Fyrthermore, we investigate the tradeoff between feedback
scheme has been proposed for wireless ad-hoc networksdfuirements and throughput gain by developing protocols
[6]. In contrast with the conventional random access pmloC it ejther full channel state information (CSI) at the san
DOS restricts data transmission to the successful linkss&hgyitter (CSIT) or CSI at the receiver only (CSIR). For the
channel conditions exceed thresholds pre-designed uging @ake of presentational clarity, we concentrate on systeiths w
timal stopping theory. For those successful links with ¢f&n 57 — 9 in this work. However, it should be emphasized that
conditions below the threshold, their data transmissiqoep the proposed protocol can be generalized for systems with
tunity is forgone, which allows other links to re-contend fo,; < 9 antennas in a straightforward manner.
the channel. This process continues until a successfulnehan
contention is achieved by a link with good channel condgion !l TWO-GROUPMIMO SCHEDULING PROTOCOL WITH
It has been demonstrated in [6] that DOS can substantially CSIT (TG-CSIT)
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Fig. 1. An example of two-channel probing and data transorishere0 and1 indicate idle/collision state and successful channeleattitn, respectively.

2, before its first channel contention. To facilitate theraiel symmetric white Gaussian noise witth/ (0, I'). Note that[(l)
probing of each group, the channel time is divided im@ia- represents the desired signal modelfer j whereas it stands
slots composed of twanini-slots of durationr, each of which for the interference signal model for£ j.

is exclusively assigned to one group as shown in Eig. 1. Aln this work, we concentrate on a homogenous network and
source node contends for both spatial channels in the miagsume

slots assigned to its group while all idle nodes eavesdrop _Jops =1, @)
communications of both groups. If only one link has contehde PLiL; Pn, & F 7.

in a mini-slot, the channel contention is considered sisfaks
under the assumption that both the designated destinadide n
and other idle nodes can perfectly decode the contend
messages. We define the random duration of achieving at Ieas
one successful channel contention in a meta-slot as onal O qatistics of Transmission Rate with CSIT

of channel probing.
Let i and m denote the group and spatial channel in- Next, we investigate the statistics of transmission ratéen

dices withi,;m € {1,2}, respectively. For presentationalPresence of two successful links for the following two cases
convenience, we denote bft;, o} the channel state of aonly one successful link is selected for data transmission o
meta-slot withc; being “1” for successful channel contentionboth links are scheduled to transmit data simultaneously.

by the i-th group and 0" for either unsuccessful channel 1) Single-link (S) transmission: We start from the case
contention or lack of active links (idle). Thus, each prapinwith only one transmission link, which amounts to the
round is completed with one of three possible channel statgégnventional MIMO point-to-point transmission. Assuming
namely,{0,1}, {1,0} and{1,1}. At the end of each probing node S, has perfect information off;, r, and constructs
round, the destination node of each successful link returparallel transmission channels along the eigenvectors of
information about the link conditions to its source nodeHf. ., Hr, L, the resulting data rate is given by

Based on the feedback information, the source node compares )

the_channel c.ondltlons.aggmst t_hresholds pre—de&gng@lus T(chsm Z 10g (1 + psAL,m) 3)
optimal stopping theoryi,e. if the instantaneous transmission

rate is above a pre-designed threshold, the source node will

proceed data transmission; otherwise, the source node wihiereX., ., is the eigenvalue oH |’ | Hy, 1, form =1,2.
forgo the opportunity and let other links to contend in thé&he joint probability density function (PDF) of the elgehws

Furthermore, we assume that noBg ; has perfect informa-
tion aboutps, p, and Hy, 1, by epr0|t|ng the preambles
psmltted from nodé, durlng its channel contention.

m=1

next meta-slot. has been shown to be [4]
1
B. Signal Model fan, A1, AL, 2) = ief(ALi,lﬂLi,z) (Ap;1— )\Li,2)2.
In this section we develop the signal model for channel state (4)

{1, 1}, assumingL; is the successful link of theth group for  Utilizing @) and [3), the PDF oR(SL M can be computed in
i = 1,2. Extension to the signal models f¢0, 1} and{1,0} the following fashion:

will be outlined in Sec[II-E whereas the trivial case 0} is

excluded from our following discussions. fpistsm (r) = 1 /T o~ (ALa+0) Apot —v)2 dAz, 1, (5)
For channel staté1,1}, L; is the only contending link in Li 2 Jo ’
the i-th group. Thus, the received signal by noBg; from \\here
nodeSr,, j = 1,2, can be written as . 1 |:2T—10g(1+Ps)\Li,1) B 1} . ©)
Y.L, =+/PLi.L; - Hr,r,-dr, +nr;, 1) Ps
Subsequently, the corresponding CDF Bf-“*" can be

where pr, 1, is the average signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), b db
Hj, 1, is the complex channel gain matrix between noge obtained by
and nodeDy, ., d,, is the transmitted data symbols from node

/ fR(SL csm

Sp, with E |dL7;|2} =1 andn, is modeled as a circularly R(SLCS'”

()



2) Two-link (TL) transmission: For the case in which both nodeS;,, will choose the transmission strategy that maximizes
successful links transmit simultaneously, the signal ivece the transmission rate given by
by nodeD;,, becomes the superposition of signals from the  ocsm LS (LGS (TLCsm
two source nodes and is given by TLiLs = maX{ Troy o Toe o TLy L, } : (13)

y(TLCS'T) Vs Hr, o, -dr, ++/pn Hp, 1,-dr, +nr,, (8) For a reasonably large, (more specifically,, > p2), (I3)

can be simply approximated as
where; # i. Clearly, [8) amounts to a point-to-point MIMO
* (TG-CSIT) ~_ ,.(TL-CSIT)

signal model in the presence of interference. Only a few TLiLe X TLiLyo (14)

analytical results on the exact channel capacity are ema”awhich holds when the multiplexing gain outweighs the signal

in the literature [1]. To keep the following analysis trasts to-interference-noise (SINR) loss due to the presence of tw
we approximate the interference term as a zero-mean Gaussj ‘?nultaneously active links. In the following, we u§el(1d) i

noise with variance,,. Thus, the data rate of link; is given place of [T3).

by
(TLCSIT) Z 10g <1 +

and we have the sum-rate of the two links as

)\ ) E. Extension to Channel Sates {0,1} and {1,0}
Lim | >

9 . . .
©) The signal model discussed above can be straightforwardly
extended to channel stat¢g, 1} and{1,0}. AssumingL; is
the only successful link;?-**" and """ can be evaluated
puesm _ puesm s (10) from (@) and [[9), respectlvely, except thgt=*" contains no
Ly,Lz ™ ’
useful information in channel staté¢s, 1} and{l 0}. If node
Recalling thatHp, ; for i,j € {1,2} are statistically S;, overhearsio feedback beyond that from node;,,, node

independent, the PDF d&7' ;7 can be computed as Si, can safely assume that it is the only successful link and
subsequently compar§“*" against the threshold for the data
fR(TL CSIT) / fR(SL esm (rp, ) fR(SL csm (r—rp,) drr,, transmission decision.

(11) F. Optimal Threshold Design

WherefR(SLCS'T) (rz,) is given in [3) except tha, is replaced | i section, we invoke optimal stopping theory to design
by T#5-. F|naIIy, the corresponding CDF can be obtained age rate threshold such that the decision whether to transmi

data or not maximizes the average system throughput. Denote
/ fR(TLcsm

R(T" csm (12) by p, andZ; the channel contention probability of tiieh link
and the link index set of Group for i = 1,2, respectively.
D. Information Feedback The probability of a successful channel contention by lioks
Figure [2 gives a schematic diagram of the chaf?roupi can be computed as
nel contention and feedback for channel stdfe1}. At
: s = 1—-p,). 16
the end of each probing round, nodB;, feeds back P sz H( Pi) (16)
{ (SL csm (TL csim H ) el jeLy
r Li,L, } to nodeSy,. il
Subsequently, the instantaneous transmission rate ahthe e
SO L L, Y Feedback of each probing round can be treated as a compound random
; variable (r.v.) as
SL 1 D L; (TG-CSIT) : (SL-CSIT) (TL-CSIT)
R = Z Dis (1 _pj,s) 'RL,; + P15 D2s RL1 Lo *
L {11}
{1,0} and{o,1}
17)
S >O D Invoking the renewal theorem, the rate of return aftér
L i L2 probing rounds can be subsequently defined as [6]
SL-CSIT) _(TL-CSIT) F :db k (TG-CSIT) |
{r(blfz [?I”Lz , HLz,Lz} cedbac pTeesm _ {R( N) T} (18)

E{Ty} 7
Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the channel contention andbfsgdfor TG- . . . . .
CSIT in channel stat¢1,1}. whereT is the data transmission duration, dfg is the time

duration including bothl" and the time elapsed over thé
rob|ng rounds. As shown in [6], the optimal protocol that
Assuming that the feedback channel is error-free, nognaxmmes the average rate of return[inl(18) is a pure thidsho

(SL-CSIT) (TL CSIT)
2 recelvess{LZSIT T’L-Cg'lf Hy,,} from node Dy, and policy and the maximal throughpuf(55” can be found by
overhears{ ( ) (Lj )7 HLj,Lj} from node DLj- Then, solving @) where) = T/T.



o0 o0

2
Z Piys (1 N pj’s) /(Tg—csmr d {FR(EI;-CSIT)(T)} T PLs P2 /I(Tg—csmrd [FR(LTECLS;T)(T)}

(TG-CSIT) __ i=1,j#1 r
max - 2 ’ (19)
20 + Z DPi,s (1 — pj,s) (1 - FR(I?:-CSW)(I)) + P1,s *P2,s (1 — FR(ITI;CE;I')(I))
i=1,j#i
G. Protocol Summary nj, is the noise term modeled &V (0, I). Since perfect

Here, we summarize the operation of the proposed protoc@(&_‘cii)?‘ssumled to be available to nddeg; , the maximal SNR
Suppose the source node of a successful Ik, receives 7z, IS achieved by pre-multiplying the received signal with
feedback on{r§-cs™, ;- Fr; ;1 from its destination RZ; - After some calculation, we can find the CDFgF®
node D, at the end of each probing round. If nodg, as N
cannot overhear feedback from the other group, it will corapa Fresuesm () =1 — (1 + 5) e 7. (20)
- againstz{>5°™ and proceed to data transmission onl
when r70 > g0 otherwise, Sz, will give up the
transmission opportunity and let other links to contend for R = log(1 + psyr,) (21)
the channel in the next probing round. On the other hand, if kes the following f
S, detects the existence of another successful link from tH0S€ CDF takes the following form.
other group, it will compare{- " 4 (" againstz{¢s, 2 —1Y) -2t

g p p L. + rr. g max FR(SL—CSIR) (7’) =1 (1 + 5 > e 202 (22)
Li Ps

for i # j. Both links will transmit data simultaneously if
quesh . pQuesh exceeds 1655, Otherwise, no links will pro- L

Lo L P For state{1,1}, node Dy, is interfered by node5,, for
1 # 7 and its received signal can be written as

)f'hus, the resulting data rate is given by

max

ceed to data transmission. During data transmisdibn, 1., is
exploited to generate the eigen-beamforming matrix necgss
for creating the pargllel channel_s. y’LfL-CS'FU =/ps .h’L“Li 'dlLi + /_pn'h/Lj,Li 'd/Lj +"/Li- (23)
In the sequel, this protocol is referred to as two-grom:g_ . . _
MIMO scheduling with CSIT (TG-CSIT) since nodes areNcehy, ;. andhj ;. are known to nodeDr,, the opti-

categorized into two groups for channel contention andeperf n1(TaL_ICS<I:F§))mbining (OC) technique provides the maximum SINR
CSl is required at the transmit node. 7L, whose CDF can be shown to be [3], [5]

I11. Two-GROUPMIMO SCHEDULING PROTOCOL WITH Fraesm (7) =1 — <1 i i) R 1 —1420n (24)
L

+ —ce
CSIR (TG-CSIR) 2pn 2pn,

In TG-CSIT, anM x M channel gain matrixH, ;, is Hence, the CDF of the resulting data rat@jcs'm
required to be returned to the source node of each successfyl(1 +~7-**7) is given by
link, which may entail a formidable feedback burden for
a large M. To reduce the feedback amount, we considqu(TL_CS|R) (r)=1- (1+ L) 672:;1 +Lef%(2ul)
a protocol that requires full CSI at the receivers only, and * 2pn 2pn
feedback of two real-valued data rates, which we refer to as .
the two-group MIMO scheduling protocol with CSIR (TG—and the corresponding PDF calm be computed as
CSIR) in the sequel. L\ 72" ¢ _2rn _1den gr_g
Sin:ilar to TGq—CSIT, TG-CSIR also splits the contendind 7%= (") = (1 + ﬂ) Ds (e e e )) '
links into two groups and assigns mini-slots to each group fo (26)
channel contention. As a result, each successful probimgdro Finally, we are ready to compute the sum-rate of the two links
also ends with one of the three stafas0}, {0,1} and{1,1}. defined as
However, TG-CSIR reduces the required feedback amount by PO = O e, (27)
aIIowing_each link to transmit only one data_l stream over t@nceh’b . fori,j € {1,2) are assumed to be statistically
two spatial channels. In other words, each link only reaps th d d’eﬁtr”““”*’ and TSP are also statistically indepen-
diversity gain for stateg1,0} and {0, 1} whereas the spatial |dn epen Ly "Ly (TLCSIR) 1o y P
. ] I : ) . ent. Therefore, the CDF af! is given by
multiplexing gain is exploited only in statgl, 1} by allowing L1, Lz
two links to transmit simultaneously. "
For states{1,0} and {0,1}, the received signal by node <™ (r) :/0 Frguosm (r— TLl)fR(LTﬁ'CS'R) (re,) dr,.
Dy, from nodeS;, can be written as (28)
/sLcsry , , , Upon obtainingFpmcsm (r) and Fpauesw (1), we can treat
Yeir, = VPLiL;hpop - dn T, (19) the instantaneous data rate as a ch;er]zboundH‘.T\?:CS'R) and
where h’LiM is the effective channel gain vector betweedefine the corresponding rate of returfi°cs® in a similar
nodesSy, and Dy, d7,, is the transmitted data symbol andashion as shown i (17) and (18). It is clear that the optimal

)

(25)




strategy for TG-CSIR is also a pure threshold policy in which N
the threshold can be computed from](19) wmgL.c5|T) (r) o
and FR(I'II'I;T:E;T) (T) replaced byFR(LTt-cis) (T) and FR(LTE.T;CLSLR) (7’), e jo-esm i
respectively. It is easy to see that TG-CSIR requires only
node Dy, to feed back{r{“**™, r{-“®1 irrespective ofM,
which results in substantial feedback reduction for a lar§e
compared to TG-CSIT. However, this feedback reduction is
obtained by sacrificing partial achievable multiplexingnga

Maximal Throughput

KTG-CSIR

IV. SINGLE-GROUPMIMO SCHEDULING (SG) RROTOCOL
WITH CSIT (SG-CSIT) !

0 2 4 6 8
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. . . SNR,pS
For comparison purposes, we also consider a straightfor-
ward eXtenSi_On of the DOS scheme pr(?pOSEd m[G] In thiy. 4. Maximal throughput of the proposed protocols as &tian of SNR.
protocol, all links are allowed to contend in each mini-siotl
the transmission rate of a successful ik | is given

by @). Since all nodes belong to one group compared to tWOFigure[Z depicts the maximal throughput as a function of

groups in TG-CSIT/CSIR, this protocol is referred to as kng for the proposed schemes. Inspection of Elg. 4 confirms
group MIMO scheduling protocol with CSIT (SG-CSIT) in thel’s Propose - nspect ; !
sequel. It is straightforward to show that the average rate tgat TG-CSIT ach|eves.substan-t|al performance improvémen
return of SG is given by over SG-CSIT. In particular, Fid.]4 reveals that TG-CSIT
outperforms SG-CSIT and TG-CSIR by0% and 40% at
5S4/ E[reecsny] (29) SNR=20 dB, respectively. It should be emphasized that SG-

> E[TN] CSIT achieves more throughput over TG-CSIR at the cost of
wherep’, is defined in[(I5) withZ; containing all link indices. More feedback amount.
The corresponding maximal average rate of return can be
found by solving[(3D):
(se-csm _ p; fmijsig;(csmT d [FR(SG—CSIU(T)]
max o+ p’s [1 — FR(SG—CSIT)(nga:;SIU)] ’

where Frsecsm(r) can be computed fronil(7).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, three distributed opportunistic schedufingy
tocols, namely TG-CSIT, TG-CSIR and SG-CSIT, have been
proposed for MIMO ad-hoc networks. To fully harvest the
multiplexing and spatial diversity gains provided by nyoiki
antennas in a distributed fashion, links are divided intougs
V. SIMULATION RESULTS during channel contention such that multiple links may beco

In this section, we conduct Monte Carlo experiments fjdered for data transmission simultaneously over paspia-
assess the performance of the proposed protocols. Unlé8schannels generated by multiple transmit/receive rames.
otherwise specified, we sgh , = pa, = ¢!, p, = 1 and Furthermore, to maximize the overall system throughput, a
§ = 0.1. Furthermore, the unit of throughput is nats/sec/Hz Pure threshold policy has been derived using optimal stappi
theory. Thus, data transmission is only scheduled for sissce
ful links with channel conditions exceeding the pre-desitjn
threshold. It has been demonstrated by simulation that all
three proposed protocols can achieve impressive throughpu
performance and that TG-CSIT outperforms TG-CSIR at the
cost of increased feedback.

(30)
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