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Abstract

Consider a lossy packet network of queues, communicatirey awvireless medium. This paper presents a throughput-
optimal transmission strategy for a unicast network whenlthack is available, which has the following advantageseduires
a very limited form of acknowledgment feedback. It is contglle distributed, and independent of the network topoldéagally,
communication at the information theoretic cut-set ratpines no network coding and no rateless coding on the pacKats
simple strategy consists of each node randomly choosinglepérom its buffer to transmit at each opportunity. Howevbe
packet is only deleted from a node’s buffer once it has beenessfully received by the final destination.

|. INTRODUCTION

It is well know that in the point-to-point channel model, dack can never increase the value of the information thieore
capacity [1]. However, there several significant advargagéhaving feedback. Feedback allows coding strategieshad@n
significantly increase the probability of error exponewt, &xample the Schalkwijk-Kailath scheme for additive Gaaus
noise channels [2]. Feedback can also allow transmissrategies with extremely simple coding algorithms. Speailfjc
consider the binary symmetric erasure channel. When fe&dbaavailable, the transmitter can simply repeat each it u
successfully received. Capacity is achieved, and in somsesao coding whatsoever is required.

In this paper, a unicast model of a lossy wireless networkugfugs is considered, similar in spirit to the wireless amsu
network [3], [4]. Our network model is characterized by ipdadent erasure channels/loss probabilities on a dirgetgh,

a wireless broadcast requirement, asynchronous trarismigsiing, and unicast for a single source-destination. p&ith
transmit opportunities occurring as a unit rate Poissorcgss, a transmission by one node will be received indepdgden
with some fixed probability by each other node in the netwditke network model will allow general feedback, but it will
be shown that only a very limited form of acknowledgment feszk is required to achieve the throughput-optimal cut-set
capacity. The primary differences between our model antah@4] are first, the availability of feedback, and second, a
asynchronous, memoryless arrival process (rather thaoteditime model). The authors do not believe the diffeeeimc
timing model to be critical, and conjecture that the giveamsimission algorithm will be throughput-optimal in a sottime
model. Extensive simulation on the slotted-time model Inapired confidence in this conjecture. Additionally, thelitidn

of feedback eliminates the requirement for any side-infitram concerning the location of erasures throughout theaor&

to achieve capacity, in contrast with the decoding stratefgj#].

A similar asynchronous network model was studied in [5]. Bla¢hors’ model demonstrates the usefulness of network
coding: with no feedback, but allowing network coding anditidnally, a packet header describing the linear comimat
of data packets included in the transmission, they dematesthe achievability of the cut-set bound. Our work highigg
somewhat of a dual statement: without any sort of codingwitht feedback, the same cut-set packet rate is achievable.

The paper [6] also is concerned with a similar wireless logagket network model. With a backpressure algorithm,
throughput-optimality in a multi-commodity sense is alshiaved in a multiple-source multiple-destination netkvdrhis
algorithm requires link-level feedback, and for each nadentintain knowledge of the queue state of, in worst caseyeve
other node in the network. It provides a decision proces&mwhultiple nodes in the network receive copies of the same
packet, to determine which (if any) of those nodes shoulg kbat packet and attempt to forward it onward.

In contrast, the routing algorithm described in this pagezampletely decentralized and requires no conferencirapgm
nodes to decide who should “keep” a packet that it has redeivstead, there will in general be multiple copies of each
packet throughout the network.

Specifically, the algorithm is as follows: Whenever a nods ha opportunity to transmit a packet, it will randomly
choose one packet from its buffer. Every time that a packetessfully reaches the final destination node, that node wil
(errorlessly) broadcast an acknowledgment to every nodbdrsystem stating that this particular packet has suadfssf
completed its transit of the network. Only after receivihgtacknowledgment from thinal destination nodevill any node
remove the packet from its buffer. Indeed, the entire nétweitl then flush that packet from all the buffers. This paper
shows via Foster’s Theorem and an application of an apptgeand novel Lyapunov function the stability of all network
gueues under this operation as long as the input data raésssthan the minimum-cut of the network. The authors are
unaware of previous uses of an exponential Lyapunov funaifothe form we consider in showing stability results.

The advantages of this throughput optimal strategy include
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« It requires no coding, particularly no network coding aemmediate nodes.

« The only information that a packet header must contain isdentifier - no additional information is required.

« It is completely decentralized. No coordination or confiiag, other than the acknowledgment feedback, is required

« It is topology independent. No node other than the sourcdsaay information about the layout of the network. The
source must only be given the value of the min-cut, which d@yen be adaptively estimated, if desired.

« The only feedback required, a simple acknowledgment froendéstination, is practically already implemented in real
systems.

The main thrust of this paper: A demonstration that, in tbissy wireless network, feedback obviates the need for godin
network coding in particular.

II. NETWORK MODEL AND NOTATION

Consider a directed (possibly cyclic) grapfiV, E') with n+2 nodes: a source node, a destination node yaimermediate
nodes. Label the source nodethe destinatiorl, and index the other nodes as 1, ..,n. To each edge paiti,j) € V xV
assign an erasure probability< ¢;; < 1. If the directed edgéi, j) does not exist in the graph, then assign= 1. Define
pij =1 — €.

Because of the wireless nature of the model, when a rddEnsmits a packet, each other node in the systdms the
probability 11;; of successfully receiving that packet. The events that @@ckre dropped are independent, that is i.i.d. across
time for any fixed edgé€i, j), and independent between every pair of edges. We will cendlte case where the events
corresponding to combinations of packet drops from a sitrglesmitter at a fixed time can be correlated in a later sectio

Allow an infinite buffer to exist at each node in the networckets will exogenously arrive at the source ne@decording
to a Poisson process with arrival rateAt average raté exponentially distributed intervals, each node in the nekwother
than the destination node) receives an opportunity to tn#ns packet.

Each packet has a unique identifier in its header. Therefbeenode already has a copy of a particular packet and it
receives that packet again, the contents of that node’sibtgimain unchanged.

A feedback mechanism exists such that when the destinatide receives a packet, it instantaneously, via a delay-free
feedback, notifies all of the other nodes in the system of flnett All nodes in the system can then immediately remove
that particular packet from their buffer.

Finally, this asynchronous model does not consider anyiveceterference or the possibility of simultaneous aalsv
It is, however, possible to take into account interferenceadlisions by appropriately assigning the erasure praiials of
the model, accounting for lost packets by increasing théaidity of packet drops.

Ill. CUT-SETUPPERBOUND AND TRANSMISSIONSTRATEGY

Under any transmission strategy, the cut-set upper-boeméins valid. Intuitively, the cut-set upper-bound is aixed
by dividing the network into two part$ and S¢ and creating two super-nodes. That is, by allowing freejmited
communication among the nodes $hand among the nodes i$i”, we can only increase the capacity of the system.

With that in mind, letS be a subset of the + 2 nodes such that € S andd € S¢. There are2” such subsets. Let
S be the set of all such subsets. The super-node created bggaifl nodes inS together will still have opportunities to
transmit at exponentially distributed intervals, but ndwe sum rate will be.S| — a rate ofl for each node inS. For each
nodei € S, because of the unlimited free communication on the rigt sif the cut inS¢, as long as one of the nodes
j € S¢ successfully receives the packet, we can count it in the tommunication throughput. Therefore, define

) =3 (1-II &

€S jESC

as the cut-set capacity for the subset.e. an upperbound on the rate of packets that can be tretednaicross the — S¢
cut, exactly as per [4]. Note that this upperbound is valigthier or not there is feedback in the system. This is becéase t
procedure for obtaining the cut-capacity reduces the nétwma memoryless point-to-point channel, for which feedba
does not increase capacity [1].

For convenience sake, define

Ci(S)=1-]] e 2)
J¢s
for pairs (i, S) such thati € S. C;(S) represents the contribution to the cut-set bound for theScfrom the node; € S.
The total throughputf” < C(.9) then, for every subsef, and

R < min C(S).
Ses



In [4], the authors show that, with the packet erasure looatknown at the destination and the appropriate use of mietwo
coding, this min-cut capacity is indeed achievable in a w#® erasure network.

The authors would like to emphasize the key role that theetslSswill play in the proof and the derivation of the stability
results. The minimum o€>(S) over all S — S¢ cuts must emerge from any stability equations; therefoie ieasonable
that each cut-set represented.$ynust play a role. As will be further explained, the sgtsvill become essential as indices
to the variablesns which describe the state of our Markov chain model. It wiltbme clear that as the state variable
corresponding to the subs&tbecomes large, the requiremenk C(S) becomes a dominant constraint.

The network operates in the following manner: At every traission opportunity for a node, that nodendomlychooses
one of the packets in its buffer to transmit. If the buffer mpty, then that transmission opportunity is lost. Only when
acknowledgment from the final destinatidnis received will a node remove a packet from its buffer; themeein general
there are multiple copies of each packet in the network.

Theorem 1:Under this randomized transmission strategy, all queues wireless erasure network with feedback are
stable as long aa < C(S) for all S € S.

At first glance, this randomized strategy seems unnecéssasteful. Consider a network which is a simple serial line
of queues. In this case, it is obvious that an optimal styateten link-level feedback is available, is to stop atteingpto
transmit a packet (and remove it from one’s queue) as soohiasuccessfully received at the next queue down the line.
Leaving a successfully transmitted packet in the queuedcmsdult in the retransmission of that packet, possibly wgst
transmission opportunity that could be put to better uselisgna new packet.

However, the randomization is crucially important in aefmg the minimum-cut value for this network and for a general
network. To achieve the min-cut, it is essential that athsraitters on the min-cut boundary transmit packets at aleasy
channel use and that these packets be almost always digtgthe input rate\ increases, the min-cut slowly becomes the
bottleneck of the network and the queues on its boundarygnillv large. This will ensure that each transmitter always ha
a packet to transmit with high probability. The randomiaatin packet transmission guarantees that for such longegueu
the probability that two transmitters along the min-cunsmit the same packet is very low. Deterministic strategiash
as FIFO for example, cannot guarantee this without cootidinaand so the randomized strategy is essential to acigevi
the optimal throughput in a completely decentralized manne

In the line network in particular, edges which are not the imimm cut can afford to retransmit a certain number of
packets, since they have extra capacity. In fact, edgeshwildacdownstream of the minimum cut edge will have relatively
short queue lengths (compared to the queues upstream ofitiiaum cut edge) since they can remove packets from their
gueue at a faster rate than those packets can arrive acessithmum cut edge.

All queues upstream of the minimum cut, however, will haveelatively large number of packets. If many packets are
transmitted multiple times across the minimum-cut edgentthe queue length at that edge will grow large. However, as
the queue length grows large (with new arrivals), the prditplof picking a “useless” packet wildecreaseas most of the
packets in the queue have not yet been successfully serst.uRlwanted probability will be made as arbitrarily small as
required (depending on the ratio betwekemnd the minimunyu) as the queue length grows.

Note that strategies such as the one in [6] implement an ighigoto assure that there is only one copy of each packet in
the network at a time. Such strategies necessarily reqoime amount of link-level feedback and inter-node commuitina
to guarantee the single copy, under the broadcast natueeokireless medium. The strategy of this paper eliminates th
need for any additional intra-network communication, otthen the single feedback acknowledgment.

V. PROOFPRELIMINARIES
A. Notation and Description of Markov Chain Model

Before formally beginning the proof of Theordrh 1, some addil notation must be defined.

The subsetS has already been defined to be an elemens ofvhich is essentially the power-set af Precisely,S
differs the power-set ofi only in that all S € S always include the source nodeand never include destination node
Equivalently, each elemerff can represent an index in the det 1,2, ...,2" — 1}. With this notion, the lengthw binary
expansion ofS indicates which of the: nodes are contained within the subsetThis yields a one-to-one correspondence
between subsets, cut-sets, and indices, all representdtehyerloaded notatiof.

A continuous time Markov chain model is used to describe th&e 0f the queuing network. Transitions between states
will occur when one of three different types of events hapipethe network:

« A new packet is received (at rat§ by the source node.

« A packet is successfully transmitted from some node the system to some subset of the receivers.

« A packet is successfully received by the the destinatiorerbdnd therefore exits the network.
By the asynchronous, continuous time model of the netwookiwo of these events can occur simultaneously.

In then = 1 three node network, the size of the buffers at the source mated the intermediate nodeare sufficient
to describe any state of the system. There must be more pagkéte source nodethan at the intermediate nodeat



any point in time. By the given network operation protocad, packet is deleted from a queue until it reaches the final
destination, so that if a packet is present anywhere withéngystem, it must be present at the source node

One option for the state variable of the system is todse(q(s), ¢(1)), representing the lengths of the queues at source
and relay nodes respectively. This notation has the disdega that there would exist constraints such as “the number
packets atl must be smaller than the number of packetsati.e. ¢(s) > ¢(1), on the state space. In addition, when a
network contains more than a single intermediate node, kipthe queue lengths alone is not sufficient to describe the
state of a system where multiple copies of each packet may atdifferent nodes. When a packet leaves the network, the
model must be able to determine at exactly which nodes in ®msythe queue lengths should be decreased. To completely
describe the system state and to eliminate the need for atty sanstraints on state variables, we consider an alternate
notation.

Let m; be the number of packets which appear at both the nedesi1. Let mq be the number of packets which appear
at the source node uniquely. Then the source node has a fota) & m; packets, while the relay node has exactly
packets in its buffer.

This state description can be generalized tonah 2 node network. The Markov chain describing the system stte i
vectorm with 2™ dimensions:

m = (1Mo, M1, ey MG, ..oy Man_1) 3)

The dimensions of the state vectar are indexed by the subsefse S. The valuemg is the number of packets which
appear at every nodec S and at no nodg € S°. Therefore, the number of packet&) which appear any node# s, d
in the network is a function ofn. Let

S; = {S € Slthe i""-least significant bit in the binary expansion $fis a1} .

q(i) =Y ms,

SES;
while the destination nodé retains no buffer, and the source nodbas

q(s) =Y _ ms

Ses

Then

packets in its buffer.
Figure[d illustrates the queue lengths for a network with: 2, using the binary expansion of th¢indices.

/2 q(2) = myo + mu

SO d

q(s) = moo + mo1 + Mg + My
q(1) = mo1 + mu

Fig. 1. Relationship between queue lengths andor the casen = 2

B. Markov Chain Evolution - Transition Model

To understand the evolution of the Markov chain model dbswgithe staten of the queuing system, first take an example
of the network where: = 1.
Successful transmission events can cause four differedskof transitions to the state vectar= (mg,m1).

« There is an exogenous arrival to the system. In this casesahee node receives a new packet; the source is therefore
the only node in the system which has that particular packésibuffer. Thus, the value ofy is increased byl.

« A packetthat is present exclusively at the source nadmn be successfully received by the destinatipand therefore
flushed from the network. Note that this is a subset of the teagmacket transmitted from the source is received by
the destination packets at the source can belong to either the suhsdwith probability mg/ (mo + m1)) or to the
subsetmn;. The value ofm, is decreased by.

« A packetthat is present at the relay nodiee. counted in the variable;, can be successfully received by the destination
d, and therefore flushed from the network. If this packet wassmitted by the source, it must have come from the set
of m; packets (with probabilityn,/ (mo + my)). If this packet was transmitter by the relay nadehen by definition
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Fig. 2. A generaln = 1 wireless erasure network.

it must have been one of the,; packets at both the source and the relay. In either caseathe wfm, decreases by
1.

« If the transmitter selects a packet from the setgf packets, and that packet is successfully received by nodet
not by the receiver, then that particular packet would nownbleoth nodes’ queues. In that case, we have a transition
in which m( decreases by (there is one less packet which is unique to néjlandm; increases byl (there is one
additional packet which is located at both the source nodad the relay nodé.)

Each of these possible transitions and their individuadgatre illustrated in Figuifd 3.

—=0 _m1
Frsd g mn Y Hid +’u3dmo+m1

(mo, my — ]_)

Fig. 3. Possible transitions and transition rates from testag,m1) in then = 1 wireless erasure network.

In general, a network withw relay nodes has these same three kinds of transitions:

« A packet arrives at the source node, with ratdn this casem, increases byl.
« A packet (which exists in the subs6t of nodes) exits the system from some nadeith rate

. mSl
RG]

1€S1

Here,mg, decreases by.

« A packet (which exists in the subsgt) transmitted at some nodeas successfully received at some subset of possible
receiver nodes, at least one of which did not previously hbeé particular packet in its buffer. In this case, &t be
the new subset of nodes which have this packet. This constfai C S;, and this occurs with rate

.. €;4 ms].
S 1w

1€81 \j€S2/S1 Jj¢S2

Here,mgs, decreases by while mg, increases byl. It is important to note that in this kind of transition, thebset
S, whose variableng, increases must always be a superset of the sufjsethose variablengs, decreases.

C. Queue Stability and Foster's Theorem

We desire to show that, for any arrival rate< minges C(S), all the queues in the network are stable. We associate
stability with positive recurrence: A state in a Markov ah# positive recurrent if the expected return time to thatests
finite. A Markov chain is positive recurrent if all states a@sitive recurrent. We first present a review of Foster'soram,
which is the main proof mechanism [7].



Theorem 2: Foster’'s TheoremLet the transition matriXP on the countable state spadé be irreducible and suppose
there exists a functioly : M — R such thatinf,, V(m) > —oco and

> pmkV (k) < o0 forallme F
keM
> pmkV(k) < V(m) -1 forallm ¢ F
keM

for some finite setr". Then the corresponding homogeneous Markov chain is pesiicurrent.
Intuitively, the theorem states that as long as there is @uluyav function which is on average decreasing, then theevalu
of that function cannot go to infinity with increasing time.

V. PROOF FOR THECASEn =1

This section contains a demonstration of the stability pfoothe simplest network, the case whete= 1, illustrated in
Figure[2. Note that for this particular network, the cutisetind evaluates to

min (1 — €s1€54,1 — €10 + 1 — €5q)

Lemma 1:The network illustrated in Figure 2 is stable for
——— ——min (1 — €51€54, 1 — €14+ 1 — €54)

for any fixedNV > 0 andé > 0.
By choosingN >> 1 and§ << 1 appropriately, for any\ less than the cut-set bound, the randomized transmission
policy with feedback stabilizes all the network queues.
Proof: Consider the Lyapunov function

14 (mo,ml) =N (1 + 5)m° + (1 + 5)m0+m1 ' @

This Lyapunov function is “rewarded” (i.e. decreases) whendecreases and penalized whep increases. When a packet
is received at the relay node, the function is rewarded @vhil increasesing simultaneously decreases) and when a packet
leaves the system (i.en; decreases) the function is also rewarded.

We identify three different cases to study. These cases &iri, because several state transitions in the Markownabfai
Figure[3 become unavailable in certain states (for examyllenmg = 0 a packet cannot transition from the subsef to
the subsetn;). Secondly, some of the cases individually give rise to #guired cut-set constraints onthat the cut-set
bound requires.

o Case 1. Whenng = 0 andm; > 0.
o Case 2: Whenng > 0 andm; = 0.
o Case 3: When botimy > 0 andm; > 0.

As previously stated, when one of the variables in the staseriptionm is equal to zero, one or more transitions from the
state transition Figurg]l 3 become unavailable.
A. Casel mog=0
Evaluate the expected change in the value of the LyapunostitmV’(0,m,) to determine when it is bounded away
from zero:
AV (1,m1) = V(0,m1)) + (p1a + prsa) (V(0,m1 — 1) = V(0,m1)) <0
ANA+8)"+ @1+ —N(1+6)" = (1+46)™)
+ (p1a + prsa) (N(L+ )+ (1+8)™ = N1 +8)° = (1+5)™) <0
ANG+ (14 8)™ (1 +8 — 1)) + (p1q + prsa) (L +8)™ " (1= (1+4)) <0
AN + (1+0)™) < (pra+ pra) (1+6)™
(140)™ !
(I1+6)™ + N
The first line represents the change in Lyapunov functiondibmpossible state transitions from the state= (0, m;),
weighted by the appropriate rates to calculate the expentathe right hand side of the final inequality approaches as
arbitrarily close to(14 + usd)ﬁlé as desired for sufficiently large:;. That is, for any givem\ < (14 + Nsd)l_}ra’ there

exists a finitern; such that the expected value of the Lyapunov function deeetor states: = (0, my) for all my > m;.
Note that for this case, one of the two cut-set bounds\ s obtained.

A < (p1a + fsa)



B. Case 2 m; =0
For m = (my,0), Figure[3 indicates that we desire

A(V (mg +1,0) — V(mg,0)) + psa (V(mg — 1,0) — V(mg,0)) + psi€sa (V(mo —1,1) — V(myg,0)) <0
AN (L48)™ 4+ (148)™) < proa (N(146)™0"" + (146)™ 1) + poresaN (1 + )™~
AN+ 1)1+ 6) < tsa€sa(N + 1) + ps1€sqaN

A< Had s+ frog e
Ped s TN 1T+ 6
As long as
N 1 N 1
A 1—3 51_3 ——:1_53 PR
<=t eall =€) Frg735 = 0~ i) 775

then the expected value of the Lyapunov function decreasealif states of the formn = (my,0).

C. Case 3 :mg,m1 >0
All of the transitions in Figur€]3 are possible from the state= (mg, m1).

AV (mo + 1,mq) — V(mo, mq))
m > (V(mo,m1 — 1) = V(mog, m1))

+ (,Uld + pgg———
mo + my

m™m,
+ (usdmof‘)ml) (V(mo — 1,m1) — V(mo,m1))

st€sd— | (V -1, 1H)-V , 0
+(M 1€ dm0+ml)( (mo my + 1) (mo,m1)) <

AN (1 +8)™0 + (14 4)motm™
< (1d + psa) (1 + §)motmi—t
+ Msdﬁ]\](l +6)m0t 4 (1 4 §)motma—t
0 1

mo mo—1
+ pg1€sg——N(1 +6)™°
R e ( )

A(NI+6)+ (1 +0)™ T

m m
< (p1a+ psa) (T+6)™ + (1 — es1€5a) 0

mo + my

By inspection, note that regardless of the valuen@f, an mj can be chosen sufficiently large such thathif <
(s1 + fsd) ﬁ the expected value of the Lyapunov function is decreasin@ff states withm, > mj. Likewise, for any
fixed mq, choosemg > Nmy, and if A\ < min(1 — es1€54, p14 + £s4), then the expected value of the Lyapunov function is
decreasing. Thus, there are only a finite number of statesenthe expected value of Lyapunov function is increasing, an
the requirements of Foster's Theorem are fulfilled. ]

V1. PROOF FORGENERAL NETWORK

Recall Theorerl]1, which we desire to prove:

Theorem 1:Under the given randomized transmission strategy, all gsién a wireless erasure network with feedback
are stable as long as< C(S) forall S € S.

For a general wireless erasure network with 2 nodes, recall the Markov chain describing the system eeolutescribed
in Section[IV-A. Foster's Theorem is utilized to demonstréte stability of this Markov chain for a general- 2 node
network.

A. General Lyapunov Function
For an + 2 node network, define the Lyapunov functidf{m) as

v (m) _ Z N|S| (1 + 5)Zs’gs mgr (5)
SeS



where theN|s; andd are fixed constants. Th¥|g should jointly satisfy

N|S|>NZN|S’|- (6)
558
To form some intuition on the particular choice of EquatiBh consider the three kinds of transitions that can occouin
Markov Chain. When a packet arrives in the systemy, increases byl, and the value of the Lyapunov function increases.
Whenever any other transition occurs, the system is, in seense, advancing a packet towards the final destination, and
we would like the value of the Lyapunov function to decreddss can happen in two ways:

« A packet which appears in the subsgtof nodes can exit the system. Theng, will decrease, and all of the terms in
the summation corresponding 2 S; will decrease in value. (i.e., those terms which containfétogor (1 + §)™s1).
The Lyapunov function therefore decreases in value.

« A packet which appears in the subsft of nodes will arrive at some other nodes, and then will apjredine subset
S, D Si. Then, all the terms in the summation corresponding teuch thatS; C S, but S, ¢ S, will decrease in
value (i.e. those which contain the fac{dr+ 6)™s: but not(1+ §)™s2). However, those which contain both the factor
(1 +0)™s1 and (1 + 6)™s2 will remain unchanged (sinceis, decreases by andmg, increases byl). Note that,
sinceS; C S3, whenevermg, appears in an exponent, so does,. Thus,mg, never appears in isolation and none
of the terms in the Lyapunov function increase.

B. Proof

The proof of Theorerhl1 follows directly from the followingniena:

Lemma 2:The expected value of the functidn(m), defined in Equatior{5), is increasing only on a finite numbler
states whenevex < NLHW minges C(S9).
Thus, for any\ < minges C(S), we can find an appropriate Lyapunov function to show theesy'st stability by choosing
N sufficiently large and sufficiently small.

Proof:

First fix S € S, and examine the term in the main summation of Equafidon (8esponding thatS. Then, determine
which transitions of the Markov chain effect the value ofttteam.

Let

Vs(m) = Nig| (1+8)>s'ss™s" (7)

An arrival to the system effects evelg, since every ternis containsmg. ThusVvs € S,
Vs(mo + 1,mq,...) — Vg(mg, mq, ...)
= Nig| (14 8)=s's ™' _ Nig (1 4 §)=s'cs ™’
= GNjg (1 4 §)>=scs ™’ ®)
These events occur at rake
If a packet appearing in cut-s8t departs the system, precisely the teffigm) whenS O S; will decrease, since they
are the only terms in the Lyapunov function Equatibh (5) whiontainmg,. For S 2 S,
Vs(mo,m1,....,mg, —1,...) — Vg(mo,ma, ...)
= Nig| (14 8)=5'5™s' ™1 _ N g (1 4 §)=s'Ss ™’
= —6Njg| (14 6)=scs™s ™1 9)

These events will occur when any node S; transmits a packet if; which is successfully received by the destination node
msy

d. Given an opportunity to transmit, the noélehooses a packet ifi; with probability —=-, and the packet is successfully
received at the destination with probabiljty;. Thus, packets fron%; will leave the system with rate

m
Z %ﬂid (10)
i€S1 4
The final possible transition type occurs when a packet émtat the nodes in subsgt is successfully received at some
set of nodes which did not previously have that packet, battt® destinationd, resulting in that packet being finally in
the subsefS; O S;. Thusmg, will decrease byl, andmg, will increase byl. The only termsVs(m) that will change are
those containingng, but notmg,. Thus, forS such thatS O S; andS 2 S,
Vs(mo,mi,...,mg, — 1,....;mg, + 1,...) = Vs(mg, mq, ...)
= Nigj (1+8)=s'ss ™' ™1 _ Nigj (14 §)=s'cs™s’
= —0Njg (1 +8)Zsesms L, (12)



These events occur when any nade S; transmits a packet i, and that packet is successfully received by all the nodes
j € S2/51, and not successful in reaching nodg$j ¢ S-}, including the destination nodé The total rate of such events

is
mg
Z (2; H Hij H €ij- (12)
i€S, q jGSz/Sl j¢52
The expected increase in the total Lyapunov function duertivads should be less than the expected decrease due to
departures and transitions on all but a finite number of statd’he sum of changes over all of the terms must therefore
satisfy

Y Nigy (1+6)sres s
Ses

< Z Z Z ms, H [hi; H €ij N\S\ (1 —‘,—6)25/95 mgr—1

SES {(51,82)|81C82,51CS,52¢S} \i€S1 a j€S2/S1  j2Ss

+>D] <Z %ua) N (1 + §)>s'es™s 1 (13)
ses s cs \ies, ¢ 7)
In the second line of Equatiof _({13), the first summation isrdgems in the Lyapunov function. The second summation

is over transitions of the possible pairs . 8f andS: which will effect that particular term, and the third sumioatis over
nodes which could possibly transmit and create that triansiThe final terms of the second line represent the valudef t
change in that tern¥s(m).

Similarly, in the third line of Equation[{13), the first sumftiom is over the terms of the Lyapunov function, and the
second is over the possible departures from the system vdaicteffect the value of each term. Within the parentheses is
the rate of those departures, and the final terms again erése value of the change in the teffg(m).

Note that if¢(i) = 0, that is, no packets are currently in the queue at niodleen for anyS such thati € S, mg = 0.

In this case, take

~

since this node cannot transmit any packets.
Combining the two terms on the righthand side of Equatiorn) {i8lds

ZZZZ; Hid + €id Z H Hij H €ij N‘S‘(1+5)Zs/gsms,f1. (14)

S€S81CSieS {52181CS2,8: ¢S} j€S2/S1  j¢S2,5#d

We can simplify Equatior[(14) by observing the fact thatlit= {1,2,...,n} and0 < p; < 1 then

1=> (IIwIla-p]- (15)

A1CA \JjeAr j¢A

Equation [(15) can be proven by induction on the sizedofor by interpreting thep; as the probabilities that each of
independent events occur. Each product term is the protyathit exactly the subsed; of the events occurs, and so the
sum over all4;’s is 1.

Fix some subsef, another subse$; C S, and anyi € S. Then, we have

1= Z H Hij H €ij (16)

{S52152281} \j€S2/51 Jj¢S2,j#d

1= Z H i H €5 | + Z H Mg H €ij (7)

{52]522851,52CS} \j€S2/51 J&S2,j#d {82|82D51,52¢S} \J€S2/5 J&S2,j#d
b= Il e X [T ow IT )]+ X I[ wy IT «) @8
J&S,j#d {S2]52251,52C8} \j€S2/51 JES/S>2 {82]52281,52¢ S} \JE€S=2/51 J¢S2,j#d

> I wi II es)=1- 11 e (19)

{S2]52281,52¢ S} \J€S2/51 J§¢S2,5#d J¢S.j#d



where Equation[{16) is obtained as follows: for eathD S;, treat theS,/S; as theA; in (I5). Equation[(T]7) splits the
summation,[(I8) factors out sonag, and [19) recognizes that the term in bracketdin (18) isragqual to unity by[(15).
Combining Equationd (13)[(14), (19), and recalling therdg€in of C;(S) from Equation[(R2) yields the requirement

AD D Njg (14 8)=scs ™
Ses

T8 T 5 (Za) s g

Se855:1CSieSy

We must show that Equatiop (20) holds for all but a finite numifestatesm. To begin, consider the states of the form
m = (0,0,...,0,mg~,0,...,0), where all but a single one of tt#" variablesmg = 0. As in Sectior 'V, each of these states
will provide the individual cut-set bounds ok required for stability by the theorem. Fat of this form, Equation[{20)
reduces to

AN N (T+0)™" +X > N (21)
SD8" S’Z_SS”
< Z (ZC >N|5| 1+6)ms” !
SDOS” \ieS"

sincemg, = 0 for all 51 # 5" andms» = q(i) wheni € S”. As long asN|g.| is chosen such that
N+1

N|S”| + Z N‘S‘ < N|S”|
SDO8”

which is equivalent to the requirement of Equatibh (6), we meplace Equatiorl (21) with

1 —Maqgrr
(L+8)+ X D> Ng (148" < C(S")Nsn. (22)
S;_SS//

N +
AN'S//‘

The left-hand side has been increased with the substitufioa right-hand side has been decreased, because all @rths t
are positive, and instead of summing over &l S” in the outer summation, we include only the term whére- S”.
Therefore, satisfying Equatiof (22) assures that EqudEdip holds.

Choosemg such that

N+1 N+1
mgrn+1 2
E N\S\ 1+5) <—N (1+5) N (1+5)

525//

N'S//

and Equation[(22) reduces fo< N+1 (1+5)2C(S”).

Thus, it has been shown that for states of the faurs= (0,0, ...,0,mg, 0, ...,0) whenever\ < N+1 (1+6)2 C(S"), there
exists amg~ sufficiently large such that the expected value of the Lyapu‘uncnon is decreasing fang., > mg.. Each
of the required cut-set bounds onfor all of the different cutsS € S are obtained in this manner.

It remains to show that there are only a finite number of gdnera- (mg, m1,...,mg,...,man_1) Where the expected
value of the Lyapunov function is increasing. That is, wel wémonstrate that the cutset bounds oonbtained above are
sufficient to guarantee that Equatidn (5) is indeed a Lyapudanction for the queuing system.

To do so, first examine the state variable- _; that is, the variable counting the number of packets whigbear at
every node in the system other than the destination. We Willvsthat there exists a finitev5,._, for which, as long as
maon_1 > mjn_q, regardless of the value ok, m;, and every other state variable upsig-_», the expected value of the
Lyapunov function Equatiori (20) will be decreasing.

Let S be the subsef € S which contains allu relay nodes and the source nogle.e. the largest subset of the nodes.
Also, let N|S\ = 1. Equation[(ZD) can be rewritten as

A(1+8)msTRsres s L XN Nigy (1 + 6)>s'es ™’
scs

<X <Z WE&C(S’>> (14 §)ms+Esrcs msr—1

S1CS \i€S1

+ Z Z (Z ZL(S; C (S’)) N\S\ (1 +6)ZS/QS mgr—1 (23)

Sc§S1CS \ieS




By dividing Equation[(2B) through by
(14 5)mstisrcsms =1

increasing the second term on the left-hand side, and dengethe right-hand side by dropping the final term, the caiirst

AL+38)+A1+6)7™s > Nig (24)
Scs
DIPIPLCTIE
S cs¢€51
S "”Ej) Ci(8) =Y Cu8) =c(8) (25)
ics \(siliesy ! ics

is obtained.
Therefore there eX|stsm for which, for all statesn with mg > mg regardless of the values of the other state variables,

the expected value of the Lyapunov function will be decmsvhen/\ < C(S) (1+6)2

Next, consider any seﬁ which contains all but one of the relay nodes. Rearrange the summations in Equafign (20) to
obtain the sufficient condition

AD D Nig (14 8)=ses ™

Ses
i€s,y s, e —
< Z (Z 2{515122)65 } Oi(3)> N\S\ (1 +5)Zs csms—1 (26)
SeS \ieS q

Assume thatng < m3. If me > my Z_, it will be shown that Equatio (26) holds for any< N+1 ——> minges C(S).

(1+5)
There are two cases to con5|der

« None of themgs other thanmS are greater thamézin

« At least one of theng is greater thamn ; 2%.

In the first case, divide all the sefsinto two classesS; = {S|§ C S} andS{. For S € Sy,

2{51\5125,1'651} msl mg _ 1
q(l) mg +6m5// 1+67

so term by term of the outer summation of Equationd (26), when -~ N+1 (1+5)2 C(S), the terms in the clasS,; are satisfied.
Now consider any of the terms in the claSs S¢. Divide both sides of Equation (26) by

aMgr— 1

Mgum = (1 + §)>s'c

and note thain,,,, is greater than the sum in the exponent of tier 6) for any the termsS € S¢ by more thanm
The contribution to the left hand side from these terms bmbltranly small, just as in EquatldE[24) Equau-(%
thus satisfied when none of thes other thanm are greater tham;

In the case where at least one of the othfg is greater thann ;

52"'

Qn , define

sv= U s

{Slms>m o}

as the union of all these sefs The same analysis holds from the above case: For each%efn§ of Equation [26), either
S D Sy and the right hand side is greater thaq;lr% fraction of C'(.S), or the exponent of that term is more thmg less
than the exponent of th8y term, and is thus inconsequential

Definem so that whenevelS | = |Sz| — 1, m%, > m¥ 2-. The same arguments already made are used inductively to
show that as long asis > m} for at least oneS, then Equation[(26) is satisfied. [ ]
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VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

The proposed transmission algorithm was simulated for afpsbconcept. This section contains a description of the
simulation methods and a presentation of the results.

The simulation was preformed in a slotted-time model: Athetime-step, a new packet arrives at the source node with a
probability \. The simulation then loops over each node in the networkgsing a packet randomly from that node’s queue,
determining at which receivers the packet is successfeltgived, and adjusting the remaining queue states acgbydin

The simulation was run on the network of Figlide 1, with thesera probabilities,; = .6, €2 = .5, €24 = .9, and
€14 = .1. The minimum cut of this network is the subset= {s, 2}, where the min-cut capacity i§ packets/timeslot. The
source node received new packets at an arrival rate ef.45. Figure[4 plots the queue lengths for a simulation of 1500
timesteps, averaged over 500 trial runs of the simulation.

The source node and relay no2lewhich are to the left of the minimum cut, have relatively den average lengths than
relay nodel, which is on the right side of the cutset. Additional simidas were performed for all three of the possible
minimum-cut configurations of this network (by adjusting trasure probabilities), and for various other simple ogtw
configurations.

VIIl. M ODEL DISCUSSION ANDEXTENSIONS

The wireless erasure network with feedback model we studgsggned to take into account the most salient charadtsrist
of a wireless network. Namely, we model the wireless brostdcanstraint on our directed graph, and consider the random
erasures to be a model of an on/off type of fading. This moded as something between a strictly physical layer model
and a higher-level abstraction such as the network layerekample, we assume that communication is packet-based and
that the number of bits per packet, the error-protectiomrllevithin a packet, and the modulation scheme are fixed. For
analytical reasons, we assume that the feedback is instoua and perfect, that erasure events are all indepenciassa
both time and space, and that packets are received withterférence. To justify the lack of interference we note,ras i
[4], that we assume some sort of interference-avoidandedady built into the network. Additionally, we conjectutteat in
a slotted-time model, correlation of error events at eackiver can be dealt with similarly as it is in [4]. Feedbackage
and spatial correlation of erasure events are further désmliin this section.

A. Non-Instantaneous and Imperfect Feedback

Consider the case where, instead of immediately beingablailat all nodes, the feedback suffers from a delay which
is exponentially distributed with meah. The model of this paper can easily accommodate this extenafter the actual
destination node of the network, insert at leAstoss-free §;; = 0) links in series. Create a new, virtual destination node at
the end of this sequence of links. Adding in the new links dogsdecrease the cut-set bound, so the new network remains
stable under the given transmission strategy. The new mktacts precisely as the old network, with the inclusion of a
delayed feedback that is at least as bad as exponentialijbdied with meanD, performs.

If the feedback is to contain errors, that it, if some of thlayenodes mistakenly do not receive feedback, this can be
taken care of by allowing some link level feedback: The nekngan include a mechanism by which, if a node receives a



packet which that node has already determined should beeflushcan send a single link-level feedback to the offending
relay. Again, the process reduces simply to a network witdtiack delay.

B. Spatial Correlation of Dropped Packets

It is also possible to consider a model the dropping of packeinsmitted from each transmittere V' are correlated
events. That is, if the nodetransmits a packet, the probability that exactly theldetC V' successfully receives that packet
can be considered to h€:, 7). In the independent model used in the majority of this paper,

p(i, W) = H Hij H €ig»

JEW JEWC j#i

and

> i, W) =1
wes
just as observed in Equatiopn {15).
The cut-set bound for the — S¢ cut can still be interpreted as the sum of rates for which addes can transmit and
at least one node i8¢ will successfully receive the packet:

cW)=> > pli,W) (27)

i€S {W|WNSC#£D}

Replacing the transition probabilities in the Markov chaindel with thesen(i, W) requires no substantive changes in the
proof technique - the values of the cutset bounti$) and the probabilitie€”;(S) change accordingly, and the proof of
gueue stability follows.

Allowing correlations across time for a single or multipdges is a much different problem. An entire new set layers of
the Markov chain would be required, and the whether the eubsund is achievable is still unknown in even the feedback-
free model of [4]. Because of the asynchronous nature of aatein this same difficulty is encountered if it is desired to
correlate erasures of packets from different transmit@ush events would be simultaneous in the slotted-time maded
therefore are dealt with in [4], but would induce correlaoover time in the model of this paper.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have demonstrated a parallel between #sumr channel and a network of such channels: When
acknowledgment feedback is available, there exists a sitnphsmission strategy by which the information-theoredipacity
(calculated by the cut-set bound) can be achieved for a sinigztwork without any need for a coding scheme, and without
any knowledge of the erasure probabilities. We have desgtrgbnovel randomized and decentralized strategy whichresqu
only a surprisingly small amount of information about thewwk (specifically, no knowledge whatsoever about the netw
topology) to succeed in stabilizing the queues and achietiroughput optimality. The main results shows a tradeefileen
network coding and feedback - given one, the the other is egpired to design a throughput optimal algorithm.

While our randomized algorithm is throughput optimal, itlveuffer in the metric of average packet delay. If we desire
to transmitN packets through the network, for example, the total timeuireg will be N/C + o(N), which is optimal, but
the average delay for a given packet may®@V) because of the randomization. Improving the delay perfomaavill
undoubtedly require more coordination and feedback amagodes in the network and is worthy of further scrutiny, but
beyond the scope of the current paper.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Cover and J. Thomaglements of Information ThegryViley, New York, 1991.

[2] J. Schalkwijk and T. Kailath, “A coding scheme for addginoise channels with feedback-I: No bandwidth constfalBEE Transactions on Information
Theory vol. 12, pp. 172-182, Apr. 1966.

[3] A. Dana, R. Gowaikar, R. Palanki, B. Hassibi, and M. E$fr6On the apacity of wireless erasure networks,Pioc. IEEE Symp. on Inform. Theory
pg. 401, Jun.-Jul. 2004.

[4] A. Dana, R. Gowaikar, R. Palanki, B. Hassibi, and M. E$fr6Capacity of wireless erasure networkHZEE Trans. Inform. Theoryol. 52, no. 3,
pp. 789-804, Mar 2006.

[5] D.S. Lun, M. Medard, and M. Effros “On coding for reliabsmmunication over packet networks,” Rroc. 42nd Annual Allerton Conference on
Communication, Control, and Computin§ept.-Oct. 2004.

[6] M. J. Neely and R. Urgaonkar, “Optimal Backpressure Rauin Wireless Networks with Multi-Receiver Diversityfi Proc. Conference on Information
Sciences and Systenidar. 2006.

[7] P. BremaudMarkov Chains, Gibbs Fields, Monte Carlo Simulation, andeQes Springer Science, 2001.



	Introduction
	Network Model and Notation
	Cut-set Upper Bound and Transmission Strategy
	Proof Preliminaries
	Notation and Description of Markov Chain Model
	Markov Chain Evolution - Transition Model
	Queue Stability and Foster's Theorem

	Proof for the Case n=1
	Case 1 : m0=0
	Case 2 : m1=0
	Case 3 : m0,m1>0

	Proof for General Network
	General Lyapunov Function
	Proof

	Simulation Results
	Model Discussion and Extensions
	Non-Instantaneous and Imperfect Feedback
	Spatial Correlation of Dropped Packets

	Conclusion
	References

