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Abstract— A point-to-point discrete-time scheduling problem and the hard delay deadline must be met (i.e., no outage is
of transmitting B information bits within 7" hard delay deadline allowed). These finite-time horizon scheduling problems ca

slots is considered assuming that the underlying energy-brost e gpplicable to regularly arriving packets with hard delay
function is a convex monomial. The scheduling objective isot . . .
deadlines, e.g., VoIP and video streaming.

minimize the expected energy expenditure while satisfyinghe . . ;
deadline constraint based on information about the unserve Delay constrained scheduling over fading channel has been
bits, channel state/statistics, and the remaining time ste to the studied for various traffic models and delay constraintsally
deadline. At each time slot, the scheduling decision is made Biyikoglu and ElI Gamel [1] considered scheduling random
without knowledge of future channel state, and thus there |sI packet arrivals over a fading channel and thus adapt (triansm

a tension between serving many bits when the current channe
is good versus leaving too many bits for the deadline. Under power/rate) to both the channel state and queue state, and

the assumption that no other packet is scheduled concurreit  generally try to minimizeaveragedelay. Many references can
and no outage is allowed, we derive the optimal scheduling fioy. be found in [1]. Most cases do not admit analytical closed-
Furthermore, we also investigate the dual problem of maximzing  form solution for causal (or online) scheduling. Insteduyt
Egeaguerrlgfr O(f:;gggn'?ed bits over T" time slots when subject ,,qh0sed causal algorithms with heuristic modificatiomsrir
24 nt- non-causal (offline) policies. References [2]-[4] takeightly
|. INTRODUCTION different perspective: single packet scheduling (no qued

- . . . a hard delay deadline rather than an average delay corstrain
An opportunistic scheduling policy that adapts to the time- The subject of this paper is the single-packet scheduling
varying behavior of a wireless channel can achieve energ}/-

efficient communication on the average in a long-term pers foblem ‘of [2] specialized to the case where the required
i X . g 9 PESp energyFE to transmitb bits under channel statgis governed
tive. However, this opportunistic approach may not be appr,

. . ) . . 8y a convex monomial function, i.eE = b"/g, wheren
prlatg for short—ter-m deadline constra|_ngd trafﬁc. Th@qra enotes the monomial order. The biggest advantage of using
considers scheduling a packet over a finite time horizonavh

efficiently adanting to wireless (fadina) channel variati@nd his monomial cost function is that it yields closed-form so
) y ping ) ( _g) lutions in various scenarios, unlike the Shannon-costtfanc
taking care of the deadline constraint.

: L L setting described in [4]. As a result, it provides intuition
Our primal problem setting is the minimization of energ

dit biect to a hard deadii traint (i eack ¥he interplay between the monomial order, delay deadline,
€xpenditure subject to a hard deadine constrain (i.ea . #  and the channel states so that it ultimately suggests denera
of B bits must be scheduled within finit&' discrete-time

. ideas for a more general energy-cost function. Although the
slots) assuming th_at the spheduler salknowledge of monomial cost does not hold for operating at capacity in an
the channel state information (CSI). Causal CSI means t

the scheduler knows the past and current CSI perfectly, QHEiGN channel, according to zafer and Modiano [5] and

; ) r reference [6], there is a practical modulation schémaé
does not know future CSI. The scheduler is then required {0, ..o o0 energy-bit relation that can be well approxeuat

make a decision at each time slot given the number of unseryed. o omial. Actually, Zafer and Modinano [5] considered

?:ItSSI _the r;umtber Of SI.OtStLEﬂt bte1;ore the deadhg?[, an%(:ea\u e same problem but for a continuous-time Markov process
» In orderto minimize the tolal energy expendiiure. 4 channel in continuous-time scheduling, i.e., the schedida

time slot, the scheduler deals with the tension betWeenm;ervtransmit at any time instant rather than discrete slottet fi

more bits whgn th_e channel is 900d and leaving too many b&ﬁhough they provided a solution in the form of a set of
to _th_e e_nd. L|ke_W|se, we consider th? <_jqal (schedullng_ OVitterential equations, it is not possible to give a clo$edn
a_f|n|te Flme-hon_zqn) problem of maximizing the t_ransmtesolution. On the other hand, we are able to derive a closed-
bits subject to a finite energy constraint. We also brieflguls orm description of the optimal scheduler for the simplerdsl
scheduling problems when the CSI is available non—causa@

. ) it ing model (note that the continuous model is somewhat
We assume that no other packet is scheduled S|multane0Lfﬁ bmpatible with block fading)
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additive o I the energy cost in time sldt

BT %iﬂ]—» Scheduler J» D : The channel state§g;}/_, are assumed to be indepen-

r—== =5 .- 1
|

(energy/bit) || ! dently and identically distributed (i.i.d.). If the scheeiuhas
A h .
Lot — o= only causal knowledge of the channel state (i.e., at slot
wireless channel
the scheduler knowgr,gr_1,---,9; but does not know
Fig. 1: Point-to-point delay constrained scheduling  ¢;_1,9:2,--- ,91), we refer to this ascausal scheduling

If the scheduler has non-causal knowledge of the chan-
nel state in advance (i.e., at sl@t, the scheduler knows
convex monomial function. We also investigate the dual probr, gr—1,--- ,¢1), we refer to it asnon-causal scheduling
lem of maximizing the number of bits to transmit with a finiteThis paper mainly deals with causal scheduling problems.
energy budget over a finite time horizon. In all cases, we In this paper, we assume that the energy expendifijres
are able to find analytical expressions that are functions iofersely proportionEI to the channel state; and is related
the queue state variables (energy state for the dual prdpletn the transmitted bité; by a monomial function:
current channel state and a quantity related to the fading b
distribution. Ey(bi, giin) = =+, 2
The resulting optimal schedulers determine the ratio of the gt
number of bits to be allocated in the current slot to the deter Wheren denotes the order of monomial./if= 1, the resulting
bits. For example, the optimal scheduling ratio of the numbeptimization becomes a linear program and thus a “one-shot”
of bits to serveb, (from the remainings, bits) at slott (¢ Policy is optimal [7]. We assume that> 1 (to be convex) and

denotes the number of remaining slots to the deadline) o€ R (n is not necessarily an integer), whekedenotes the
the number of bits to defef3, — b,) for the primal energy real number set. A practical modulation scheme that exhibit

minimization problem is given by a monomial energy-cost behavior was illustrated in [5], sehe
. the monomial order i, = 2.67.
be: (Bt —b) =g " M, (1) A scheduler is a sequence of functiofis(3;, g;) }_; with

] ] ] 0 < by < f;. For causal scheduling, depends only on the
wheren is the order of monomial cost functiop; denotes ¢ rent channel statg, and not on the past and future states
the current channel state, angl; denotes a statistical quantityyacause of the i.id. assumption and cau&lﬁﬁhe optimal

determined by the channel distribution and the number gfhequler is determined by minimizing the total expected
remaining slotg. It will be shown later that,, , is increasing energy cost:

with respect tot. If n, . is small, b ~ S;. However, as . T
nn,t term increases); gets more affected by the channel bTmlnb1 E ZEt(bt’gt;n)
1 —
state g/~ *. This suggests that the scheduler behaves very T =t
opportunistically when the deadline is far awayldrge) but subject to th - B 3)
less so as the deadline approaches, sipgeis an increasing —
function of . by >0, Vt,
Il. PRIMAL PROBLEM: ENERGY MINIMIZATION whereE denotes the expectation operator.

We consider the scheduling of a packet Bf bits in
T discrete time slots over a wireless channel as illustrated
in Fig. [1. The scheduler determines the number of bits toAS done in [2] [4], a sequential formulation of the optimal
allocate at each time slot using the fading realizatiotifgtes Causal scheduling of(3) can be established by introducing a
to minimize the total transmit energy while satisfying thétate variables; as in standard dynamic programming [8].
delay deadline constraint. To make the scheduling problehg defined in Sectioflll3; denotes the remaining bits that
tractable, we assume that no other packets are to be sched§inmarizes the bit allocation up until the previous timeste
simultaneously and that no outage is allowed. At time stept, g;—1,---,g1 are unknown buy; is known.
Throughout the paper, we use the following notations: ~ Thus, the optimizatior{{3) becomes:
o T: the number of time slots that a packet®fbits must t—1
be transmitted within; the delay deadline. min <Et(bt,gt;n) +E ZES(bS,gS;n) th , t>2.
« t: discrete-time index in descending order (startingat ~ =t*=F =1
T and all the down ta = 1); ¢ denotes the number of

IIl. CAUSAL ENERGY MINIMIZATION SCHEDULING

i 1The 1/¢: dependence is due to the fact that the received energy is the
remaining slots. . . . product o/f the transmitted enerdy; and the channel statg. Note, however,
« g;: the channel state (in power unit) at time sfot that any other decreasing function gf could be considered by simply
e b;: the number of transmitted bits in slét(there is no performing a change of variable an.
integer constraint Olbt). °The i.i.d. assumption makes us ignore the past €Slgr_1,- - , gr+1
and the causality does not allow to exploit the future @Sy, g¢—2,- -+ , 91-

o Biithe remaining bits at the beginning of time sipthe As a result, the decision at each time slot should be madalb@sdg on the
queue state. current CSlg, i.e., b+(8, g¢) instead ofb:(3, g1, , g1)-



With (2), we obtain the following DP:

: by 7esl .

JENBy, i) =  0Shis (g_t =G bt’n)) e

b t=1,

g1 ) (4)
where the first term% denotes the current energy cost an
the second termy®, (8;n) = E,[J, (8, g; n)] denotes the
cost-to-go function, which is the expected future energst cc
(because future channel states are unknown, only expmtsati
can be considered) to seryg bits in (¢t — 1) slots if the
optimal control policy is used at each future step. Thus, tl
optimal bit allocation is determined by balancing the caotre
energy cost and the expected future energy cost. Becaust
the hard delay constraint, all the unserved bits must beeden
att = 1 regardless of the channel conditigln, iB.= (3 and
thus the resulting energy cost is given é}}y This dynamic L
optimization can be solved: @) (L/&n,t) T

Theorem 1:The optimal solution to the causal energy min .

imization scheduling probleni(4) is given by

1 1o
Bi (go)" T ], t>2
b;:Sl(ﬁtagt;n) = (gt)ﬁ+< 1 )nl—l V

En,t—1

ﬂla tzla

(1/En I)lln—l

where the constants, ; are determined as:

net 10
E ( —— ;) L t>2,
gn,t = (g)m=1+(1/&n,t—1) "1 (6)

£[3] S =2
l —A— n=6
and the expected energy cost is given by e
J t
stl(ﬂ;n) =B"ns, t=1,2,---. (7)

b) én
Proof: We use mathematical induction to fibgf(-, -;n) (®) &n.t
and J&(-;n). At t = 1, (5) and [7) are true by definition. Fig. 2: §,, for the truncated exponential random variaple

If we suppose tha{{7) is true far— 1, the optimization[{4) With threshold0.001, i.e., f(g) = e~(@=%9D) if ¢ > 0.001
becomes and f(g) =0 if g <0.001, where f denotes the PDF qf.

e .
5 = i, (L5 v ). @
whose solution is obtained by differentiating the objee@nd  resholds;, , are increasing in (shown later) which implies
setting to zero to result il (5). Substitutig (5) ino (8Wiahen ¢ the scheduler is moeelectivewhen the delay deadline is
taking expectation with respect §9, we obtain[(¥). Therefore, tar away (larger). When the deadline is far away, the scheduler

the result follows by induction. o B transmits a large fraction of the unserved bits only when
The scheduling functior [5) can be intuitively explained ifhe channel state is very good; because many slots remain

the following way. The ratio of the number of allocated bitgtj| the deadline, there is still a good chance of seeing a
by to the number of deferred bitg); —b;) is equal to the ratio \ery good channel state. On the other hand, as the deadline

1
of g, 10 (1/&n-1)7 1, iie,, approaches (small) the scheduler is still opportunistic but
1 must become less selective because only a few opportunities
b (Be = be) = (90)77 &l/t ©®)  for good channel states remain before the deadline is rdache
P threshold Figure[2 illustratesn,, (: (1/§n_¢)ﬁ) and &, for a
where n,; = (1/§n7t_1)ﬁ. As expected, the optimal truncated exponential distribution. As can be seen in[Big. 2

scheduler isopportunisticin that the number of transmittedr,, ; increases with respect t¢ and this can be shown
bits are proportional to the channel quality. Furthermaémne, analytically:



1 where the last equality is ddén,,, o (IE[d)n])% = Max¢ and

Ent =E - 1 Max¢ denotes the “effective upper bound” ¢f(see Chap. 6
= 1 n—1 . . . . . .

9y +( ) in [9] for mathematical technicality). Hence, the inductio

- (10) follows. ) [ ]

1 Figure2a illustrates the values@f/¢,, ;)= for the truncated

<E N = &n,t—1 exponential variable. This shows thay¢,, ;)™= is increasing

( : ) linearly with respect te for largen, which agrees with Lemma

En,t—1

1
1
—

where the inequality is due tg, > 0. This shows the delay- 'With the limit in Lemmall, we can immediately reach the
limited opportunistic behavior mentioned before. From (g _ simplified scheduling policy summarized below:

value¢,, ; denotes the expected energy cost for a unit bit, i.e., ) . .
By = 1. Thus,¢,, 1, as illustrated in FigJ2b, shows how mucqhgzzzgtgif'sﬁigdj;o’i tehe scheduling policy15) becomes

the expected energy unit cost (for transmitting one bit) lsan

reduced as the time span increases. pes! o) = D —1.9 15
Another interesting fact is that the polidyl (5) utiliZesl the b (Bt.grin=o00)=—=, 't =L2. (15)

time slots. This is because bO(bt)"%l and (1/¢ t—1)”]j That is, when the order of monomial cost function tends

are always positive for typical fading distributions. Faret © infinity, scheduling equal number of bits at every slot

Shannon cost function problem [4], however, there exisetinjegardless of the channel state becomes the optimal policy.

slots that are not utilized depending on the valuesBoand NOte that we considered only monomial orders- 1 in the

T. This does not admit an analytical solution because tAgrivation, as whem = 1, the optimal policy is the one-

associated cost-to-go function takes a complicated form. Shot policy [7], which completely depends on the channel
state. From these two extreme cases, we can deduce that the

A. Special Cases effect of channel state on the scheduling function deceease
In this subsection, we examine the optimal poliEy (5) foRS the order of monomial cost function increases, or in other
two values ofn: n — 2 andn — oco. words the optimal scheduler becomes less opportunisticeas t

1) Quadratic Cost# = 2): By substitutingn = 2 in (§) Monomial ordem increases.

and [8), we have
IV. DUAL PROBLEM: RATE MAXIMIZATION

b3 (Br, giin = 2) = By <%>, (11) Thus far, we have considered problems of minimizing
S energy expenditure to transmit fixdel information bits in a
where finite time horizonT'. It is of interest to consider the dual of

B L ] ‘>0 this, i.e., maximizing the number of bits transmitted with a
oy = gtg | T (12) finite energyE over a finite time horizorf". We refer to this
E l} , t=1. as thedual scheduling problepmwhile referring to the original
g problem as therimal scheduling problemNegi and Cioffi
Thus, the allocated bits, and the deferred bit§3; — b;) have [3] considered this dual problem for the Shannon energy-bit
the same ratio witty, and1/&2 ;1. cost function and provided solutions in DP, but not in closed
2) Infinite Order Cost#{ = oo): We examine the limiting form. In this work, we investigate this dual scheduling peob
behavior of the scheduling polic{](5) as — co. First, we and obtain the optimal closed-form solution for monomiaitco

observe that functions.
Lemma 1: ) Since the energy-bit function is assumed to bk (2), the
lim 1 4 (13) associated bit-energy cost function is given by inverting:
n—oo n,t . . 1
Proof: This can be shown by the induction. Wheg- 1, by = (gtEt)i' . (16)
(I3) holds trivially. If we supposd (13) holds for- 1, then
. Then the dual problem is given by
lim (gn,if)ﬁ
n—oo T 1
L1 o
=T pmax B ; (9¢Er)
1 —
= lim |E s (14) T
nTreo Lo neT subject to E,=F 17
<gt11 + (Eniq) ) ) ; K (17)
_ 1 E, >0, Vt.
=

To derive a DP for causal dual scheduling, we introduce a
3A time slott is calledutilized if a positive bit is scheduled, i.eb; > 0. State variablef; that denotes the remaining energy at glot



Thus, the optimizatio (17) can be formulated as B. Rate Maximization Scheduling

WENE,, giin) = Similarly we can fomulate the non-causal rate maximition
- as T
1 csl .
o5, ()R + W&~ Bam), 122 (8 max Y (9uF)7 (25)
(9161)7, t=1, =1

_ - T
where W, (€:n) = E4[WS, (€, g;n)] denotes the cost-to- Subject toy,_, Ey = E'andE; > 0 forall ¢. _
go function for the dual scheduling problem. This dynamic 1heorem 5:The optimal non-causal scheduling f0(25) is

optimization [I8) can be solved similar to the primal prable 9Iven by o
and its optimal solution is summarized as follows: nesl __ 9i
. - L B =& ————. (26)
Theorem 3:The optimal causal rate maximization schedul- Zt g7
. . . s=1J8
ing (18) is given by Like ([24), we can also observe that
1 1 1 1
£ (ge) =1 t>9 ncsl, gonesl . .opnesl w1 L w1 L L w1
ESE, guin) = <(gt)n]1+(<n,t1)nll y t2 2 Ep™ Epy s B =gp igply g, (27)
&1, t=1, and thus, we obtain
(19) b B (28)
where ) NS N B E
(E [((gt)ﬁ + (Cn,tfl)m) D , t>2, This implies that the optimal bit distribution ratio duririge
Gt = LA T slots for the primal problem is identical to the energy
(E[Q"]) ) t=1 distribution ratio for the dual problem.
(20)
The optimal energy scheduldr {19) has very similar interpre VI. CONCLUSION

tation with the optimal bit scheduldr](5) from their schedgl ~ We have investigated the problem of bit/energy scheduling
formulations. That is, the ratio of the amount of energy tover a finite time duration assuming that the energy-bit cost
scheduleF; to the amount of energy to defé€, — E,) is function is a monomial. In both the primal (minimizing engrg

equal to the ratio 097;%1 toc™ 7. and thus, the similar delay- €xPenditure subject to a bit constraint) scheduling and the

n,t—11 . . .. .
limited opportunistic scheduling interpretation can belaa. dual (maximizing bit transmission under an energy constyai
Notice that the quantities,,, and¢, . are different. scheduling problem, we derived closed-form schedulingfun

tions. The op]timal bit/energy allocations are determingd b

V. NON-CAUSAL SCHEDULING . . - .
) ) ) i the ratio ofg,"~" and a channel statistical quantity. From the
This section briefly considers the case where the schedylesqtonicity of this statistical quantity, we interpretbat the

has knowledge of the channel states non-causally in advangsiimal scheduler behaves more opportunistically in thtéain
.., g7, 971, -+, g1 are known att =T, time steps and less so as the deadline approaches.

A. Energy Minimization Scheduling
In this non-causal setting, the optimizatidd (3) is simplym
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