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Abstract

One of the main issues in the design of sensor networks iggmrdiicient communication of time-
critical data. Energy wastage can be caused by failed packetmission attempts at each node due to
channel dynamics and interference. Therefore transmissotrol techniques that are unaware of the
channel dynamics can lead to suboptimal channel use pstterthis paper we propose a transmission
controller that utilizes different “grades” of channel sithformation to schedule packet transmissions
in an optimal way, while meeting a deadline constraint fbpatkets waiting in the transmission queue.
The wireless channel is modeled as a finite-state Markovralake are specifically interested in the
case where the transmitter has low-grade channel sideniation that can be obtained based solely
on the ACK/NAK sequence for the previous transmissions. €atieduler is readily implementable and
it is based on the dynamic programming solution to the fihiteizon transmission control problem.
We also calculate the information theoretic capacity of fihée state Markov channel with feedback
containing different grades of channel side informatioziuding that, obtained through the ACK/NAK
sequence. We illustrate that our scheduler achieves a givenghput at a power level that is fairly
close to the fundamental limit achievable over the channel.

Keywords: Sensor networks, Markov channel, automatic repeat re@a&s)), transmission scheduler.
|. INTRODUCTION

Energy efficient communication is one of the key concernshandesign of wireless sensor
networks. Without any effort for adapting to the varialyilib the channel, the system resources
are consumed inefficiently. For instance, if bad channelitmms are not anticipated, a high
fraction of the node energy can be consumed by multiplenstngssions per correctly decoded
packet. To avoid such inefficiencies, sensor nodes usentiasi®n schedulers. The objective of
an energy-efficient transmission scheduler is to reliablypmunicate data using minimal amount
of energy, while meeting deadline and/or throughput camnstis. Design of efficient transmission

schedulers is challenging - especially in sensor netwodkge-to limited computational resources

The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Coeplngineering at The Ohio State University. Please direct
all correspondence to Prof. Can Emre Koksal, Dept. ECE, 20di5Ave., Columbus OH 43210, e-mail: koksal@ece.osu.edu,
phone 614.688.4369. Rahul Srivastava can be reached aanie address/phone and e-mailed at srivastr@ece.osu.edu.

This work was supported by NSF grants 0635242 and 0831919.

October 27, 2018 DRAFT


http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.0054v1

and the lack of perfect channel side information (CSI) attta@smitter. Transmitters used in
sensor networks often do not have access to advanced modulathniques, which rules out
the use of sophisticated adaptive transmission schemes.

Consequently we focus our attention on transmission schetimegt do not require a high
computational power. We propose a transmission scheduodgrutilizes different “grades” of
CSI on the state of a FSMC to schedule packet transmissiorsder to meet a deadline
constraint for the packets waiting in the transmission guélfe are specifically interested in
the highly imperfect CSI that can be obtained based soleltherACK/NAK sequence for the
past transmissions. Note that, this level of informatioravsilable at the link layer in almost
all wireless networks without any extra effort (such as segmpdpecial non-information carrying
physical-layer pilot symbols over the channel). Our traitem has a single transmit power
level and the coding and modulation schemes are fixed. Irydvansmission opportunity, the
transmitter can choose to attempt the packet transmissidefer it.

Our scheduler is based on the dynamic programming (DP)isaltd a finite-horizon transmis-
sion control problem. We show how a simple version of it cannbglemented in sensor nodes.
We also calculate the capacity-cost function of the FSMvigtedback containing different
grades of CSI. To our best knowledge, the capacity of chanmith a feedback that is a random
function of the channel state (e.g., ACK/NAK) has not beedrasgised before. We finally evaluate
the performance of our scheduler and illustrate that itexds a given throughput at a power
level that is fairly close to the fundamental limit achielabver the channel.

In the transmission scheduling problem, the parameter wenmie is the number of trans-
mission attempts, subject to a deadline constraint for tkets in the queue. One can realize
that, with the limitation of binary power control (transnut do not transmit), the number of
transmissions is proportional to the energy consumed peedty decoded packet and the
deadline constraint can be translated into a throughputcaint at every point in tin@e Hence
the problem can be viewed as minimizing the energy per patkgect to a throughput constraint.

Transmission strategies based on channel estimation in0SSMve been considered by Zorzi
and Raol[1] as well as Chiasserini and Meb [2]. These papsisvas a two-state Markov chain
and detect the bad channel state upon receipt of a NAK. Bdtarnses reduce the transmission

rate and constantly probe the channel as a responde. Im@{ransmitter switches to a greedy

For instance if the buffer contains 5 packets with a deadtioestraint of 1 sec, then the scheduler has to guarantee a

minimum of 5 packets/sec for the next second

October 27, 2018 DRAFT



transmission mode when the buffer level exceeds a certagshbld, regardless of the channel
state. Our scheme is based on a dynamic program, which thkequeue and the estimated
channel states jointly into account to schedule packetsimégsions in an optimal manner.
Johnston and Krishnamurthyl[3] give an algorithm that mim@s the transmission energy and
latency while transmitting over a fading channel by forntimig the problem as a partially

observed Markov decision process (POMDP) search problemweMer, their threshold-based
policy result is optimal for a 2-state channel only. In amtohif the channel model is assumed to
have a unity packet loss probability in one state. This mayaem like a fundamental difference,
but in such a scenario, an ACK implies a “good” state. Theesponding time dependence is
finite and the associated solution can exploit it. Our rasate valid for a general FSMC.

Uysal, et. al.,[[4] and Zafer, et. all,/[5] have consideree @ntrol policies for transmission
scheduling similar to ours. Howevel,| [4] uses a static ckhmmodel for deriving the control
policy. On the other hand,|[5] considers a Markov channdlasaumes knowledge of the channel
state prior to transmission. In our model, this informatisnnot available to the controller.
Haleem, et. al.,[[6] use ACK/NAK feedback in a learning auadanalgorithm to schedule
transmissions. This method is shown to converge to the @btimoughput in stationary channels.
Ho, et. al., [7] give a sub-optimal rate adaptation schemen&ximize throughput that uses
ACK/NAK feedback. Karmokar, et. all [8] pose the problenratie adaptation in Type-I Hybrid
ARQ systems as a POMDP and provide some heuristic solufidresauthors develop this idea
further and propose a linear programming approach to sblwePOMDP problem_[9],10].

In the second part of the paper, we study fundamental limitatof FSMCs with feedback
containing perfect and imperfect CSl. We will use tools framformation theory to derive
the capacity results for power constrained channels. Ggpaft channels with CSI is a well
studied topic. Goldsmith and Varaiya [11] gave the Shanrapacity of such channels with
instantaneous CSI at the transmitter and receiver. In tge,cCSI implies accurate knowledge
of the instantaneous state of the Markov channel. The optpuaer adaptation for such a
channel model implies “water-filling” in time, which is aogous to the water-filling result in
frequency in a frequency-selective chanrell [12]. Viswhaat[13] extended these results for
delayed perfect CSI at the transmitter. Yuksel and Tatilkoderived the capacity of a FSMC
with imperfect deterministic feedback [14]. Imperfect efetinistic feedback implies that the
transmitter has inaccurate (quantized) information albloeichannel state. The quantizer used is
a deterministic function of the channel state. Althougtstheesults are useful for a wide variety
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of capacity calculations, they can not be applied direcilghannels with discrete power levels
and a long term average power constraint on the input symiabis is due to the fact that the
transmitter might have to defer transmission in order totntfee power constraints.

To incorporate skipped transmission attempts in the daksapacity results, we introduce a
new discrete channel, which we callannel with vacation. We associate a channel with vacation
to each state of the FSMC, and calculate the capacity-costtin for this special Markov
channel. The general problem of finding the capacity of aldaek channel with memory has
been notoriously difficult in information theory; and theplem of feedback capacity containing
a CSl, which is a random function of the channel state has eeh laddressed before. We use
this kind of a feedback in our channel model because the piiilyaof a transmission success
is channel state dependent, which implies that the feedisagkandom function of the channel
state. We generalizé [14] and combine it with|[13] and [15pnder to calculate the capacity-
cost function of our channel with feedback. We compare thjgacity-cost function with the
performance achieved by our scheduler and observe thatdimea throughput requirement, the
power expended by our scheme is close to the theoretical difrthe system.

The paper is organized as follows. We give our system modaktlamassumptions in Sectibm II.
We present the DP formulation of the problem in Seclioh Ile @érive the theoretical bounds
on the system performance in Sectiod IV. In Secfidn V, weyaeathe performance of the DP
scheduler and compare it with the theoretical bounds. We wpawith a summary in Sectién V1.

[l. SYSTEM MODEL
The system model used in this work is shown in Figdre 1. Heee¢onsider a single point-to-

point wireless link with a feedback path. The transmittes Bgpackets in a queue to be sent to the
receiver withinT" time slots. The transmitter is assumed to transmit at a fiaezland we define

a time slot as the time it takes to transmit a packet and redéi® associated ACK/NAK. The
controller, which is attached to the transmitter, detegsithe decision to attempt a transmission
or to defer transmission of a packet in every time slot. Fer Ath time slot, we denote this
packet (or lack of it) as;. The receiver decodes the packgtand sends feedback about the
channel state to the controller over an error-free chare. different types of feedback will be
discussed shortly. At timg, the controller has access to the queue state informat@nfumber

of packets in the queue;) and the feedback;. We use the following notation for a sequence,
& 2 ¢, Cmy1s - - Ca}. The information vector, = {¢,ck} is defined as the information

available at timek to the controller. The controller makes control decisigne {0, 1} based
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on the information vector/,. Here ‘0O’ corresponds to the decision not to transmit and ‘1’
corresponds to the decision to transmit packet
The channel model that we consider for this problem is a FSW& channel state at time
k is denoted bys, € S, determines the packet loss probability during ik time slot. The
state space of the Markov channél,is a discrete set containing the different channel states
of the FSMC. Each channel statec S has a certain packet loss probability denotedehy
The channel state is assumed to be constant during the pafrioalcket transmission, i.e., one
time slot. The steady state probability of statés represented byt(s). While not as simple
as a Bernoulli or an independent loss channel model, Markogiels are used to approximate
channels with memory. FSMCs were first used to model a chamitielbursty errors[[16], and
are popular in the literaturé [17]. We assume that the clatrbas accurate estimates of the
channel parameters, i.e., transition probabilities amdpidicket loss probabilities associated with
each state. Estimation of these channel parameters is thaipenscope of this paper. We note
that this topic has been treated widely in literature, whaared=SMC with unknown parameters
is posed as a hidden Markov model (HMM). Iterative proceddoe the Maximum Likelihood
estimation of HMM parameters are well-understood, e.gurBa&Velch algorithm[[18].
The receiver is assumed to have an error detection scherheawiegligible probability of
undetected error. The decoder identifies whether a paclletsded correctly or not, i.ey = ;.
or y. # x,. Packet error process at timieis denoted byz,, where z, = 1 for a correct
transmission and, = 0 for an incorrect transmission. The receiver sends the faEdbontaining
the CSI to the controller on a channel assumed to be errer-Tilge three cases/grades of receiver
feedback to the controller considered in this paper are:
1) Non-causal Perfect CSl: the controller knows the instantaneous channel state when i
determinesuy, i.e., ¢, = s, and I, = {q}, st}
2) Causal Perfect CSl: the controller knows the delayed channel state when it oheters
Ug, i.€.,cp = sp_1 and I, = {q}, slg_l}.
3) Causal Partial CSl: in this case, the controller knows the ACK/NAK for the pravso
transmissions, i.eq, = 2, and [}, = {q&, zg—l}.
For clarity of presentation, we use a unit delay for the ceG&i cases. The results contained
in this paper can be easily extended to a general fixed delalyelfollowing section, we construct
the finite-horizon DP solution. In SectidnllV, we keep theibatructure of this system model

to derive the theoretical bounds.
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[1l. THE DYNAMIC PROGRAMMING SOLUTION
In this section we develop an algorithm/decision rule fog tontroller that minimizes the

energy expended by the transmitter and the receiver for ticeessful delivery of a certain
number of data packets while maintaining a deadline remerg. Intuitively, without a deadline
constraint, the controller would be inclined to transmitiates only when it is almost sure of the
good channel state to achieve energy efficiency. Howevéeh, the deadline constraint, if there
are packets remaining in the queue close to the deadlineaytmeed to take chances with the
bad state occasionally as well. Thus the controller has tkerdacisions on packet transmission,
based jointly on the queue and channel states. Note thatahteotler needs to consider the
effect of the current decision on future decisions. Foraneg, if the controller decides not to
transmit at a time slot, there will be no feedback on the ckhstate for that time slot. This
makes the available information more outdated, affecthmg duccess of subsequent decisions
made. In our system the CSI used by the controller is provadéely by the receiver. We assume
that the initial queue state is also known by the receivencldhe receiver also has the entire
information vector. Consequently, the receiver has thevkedge of whether a transmission will
be attempted at any given point in time and it can remain ivadb conserve energy during
skipped transmission attempts.

Since the packet-loss process is a stochastic procesrtbiem can be viewed as one of
sequential decision making under uncertainty. In our systedel, both the queue evolution and
channel evolution have a Markov structure. The queue statebe observed completely by the
controller, however for the channel state, we have diffecaises of observation (complete and
partial). The combination of these factors necessitatsi$ie of a finite horizon DP approach|[19]

to achieve energy optimality and meet the deadline comstedithe same time.
A. The Dynamic Program
Using the notation introduced in the previous section, we wdte the state equation for the

gueue occupancy, at the beginning of time slot =0,1,...,7 — 1, as follows,

Q1 = f(Qk, Sk, ur) = Q. — 15%“/@, 1)

wherew;, € {0,1}. The packet loss process is denotedlby, wherel. = 0 with probability
€s, and L, =1 otherwise.

Our objective is to minimize the energy consumption of ttesmitter while transmitting3
packets ovefl' time slots. Consequently, the cost function should be ptapwl to the total
energy of the transmissions required to transmit all packetrectly. In order to do this, we set
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the cost incurred at timé, denoted byyy.(qx, sk, ux), equal tou,. When the controller decides
to transmit, it incurs a cost of unit. On the other hand, if the controller decides to defer
transmission, then it does not incur any cost. Since thegidoks is a stochastic process, there
is always a non-zero probability associated with not tratisrg all packets correctly by the
deadline. To make this undesirable, we use a terminal ¢ogt:) = Cqr, C > 0. Terminal
cost implies that if there argr packets left in the buffer at the end of tirfie then the controller
will incur a cost ofC'qr. One would expect that the decision rule and hence the peafoce is
strongly tied to the choice af’, but we show that, somewhat surprisingly, in most simufetio
the choice ofC' has little effect on the performance of the scheduler as g > 10. We
can express the expected cost incurred from(fhie- 1)th stage to termination, also called the
cost-to-go function Jy_;(I7_1) as,

JT—1(]T—1) = min { E [QT(f(QT—laST—lauT—l))+9T—1(QT—173T—17“T—1)|IT—17UT—1]}

ur_1€U | sT-1
= min {UT—I + E [Cf(CIT—h8T-1,UT—1)\IT—1,UT—1]}- (2)
ur_1 €U sT-—1
The cost-to-goJ,(I;) for stagesk = 0,1,...,7 — 2, can be expressed iteratively by using

successive cost-to-go functions, ;(1x41),

Ji(I;) = min { E  [Jet1 (e, Qesrs Chr1, i) + 9x(qr, Sk,ukﬂfk,uk]}

ur €U | SksCht1

= glég {Uk + skEH [Jiet1 Lk, Qo1 Chog1s i) | L, Uk]} . (3)
We note that these optimization problems reduce to a DP watifept state information when
non-causal perfect CSl is available. In case of causal C&fdpt and partial) these problems
are treated as DP with imperfect state information. At each 0,1,...,7 — 1, the optimal
policy u; () maps the information vectal;, to the control action, € {0,1} that minimizes
the cost-to-go given ir{2) andl(3). The optimal policy isabed recursively, we first solve the
optimization problem[(?2) for all possible values of the imf@tion vector/;_; to getu’ ,(Ir_1).

The corresponding value of;_,(I7_1) is used to calculate’._,(Ir_2) in @) and.J;_,(Ir_s).
This process is continued till; (1y) = J(qo, co) is found. We note that, in general, at each stage
k the state space size ¢f will grow exponentially. However, if the components bf follow a
Markov transition (e.g., perfect CSI feedback) then onky thost recent state observations are

required for determining the control decision keeping tte#esspace size constant.
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Next, we derive the DP equations for the case when causabp@$l is available to the
controller. The DP equations for causal and non-causalepei€SI| are simple applications
of (2) and [B) and are omitted due to space constraints.

B. DP Equation for Causal Partial CS at the Controller
Recall that with causal partial CSI,, = {¢%, 2¥~'}. The queue statey, follows a Markov

transition, so we can reduce the information vectot/fo= {¢,2"'}. We cannot apply the
same reduction to the ACK/NAK sequencg, This is due to the fact that, even thoughis a
function of the channel state., in general, the probability distribution af, does not depend
only on z,_, but all the past observations;~'. The problem with directly applying the DP
approach,[(2) and_13), in this case is that the state spadeedhformation vector will expand
exponentially with the received observations. To avoid problem, we introduce a new quantity
wy, = {wi(1),...,wi(|S|)} which is the conditional state distribution given the pasjience,
i.e., wi(s) £ p(se =s | 2{7"). The conditional state distribution follows a Markov tréius,
wy, = P(wr_1, zx_1, ux—1), Which can be derived using a straightforward applicatibBayes’
rule. Since this quantity depends on observations and @oattions from the previous stage
only, the controller needs to track only the most recent ezalfi this variable. Evaluating the
expectation in[(2) and13), using,, we write the cost-to-go functiod,. For the terminal stage,

Jr—1(qr—1, wr—1) = min {UT—I + ZwT—l(S) (€sCqr—1+ (1 — €,)C(qr-1 — ur—1)) }7 4)

vt =
S

and for the intermediate stagéds=0,...,7 — 2,

Ji(qr, wg) = min {Uk + Z wi(8)€s 1 (g, P(we, 0, uy))
Uk

seS
+Zwk(s)(1 —€s) a1 (qr —uk,é(wk,l,uk))}. (5)
seS
Note that [(#) and[(5) are valid for any discrete SefThe recursive relation fow; is given by,

'wk:—lA(Zk—la Uk—1)P

(6)

wi = @ Wi — Zk—1, Uk— -
k (Wk—1, 251, Ug-1) wk_lA(zk_bUk—l)lT’

with wy initialized as the steady state distribution of states, Vs € S}. Here Alzp_1, ugp_1)
is a diagonalS| x |S| matrix with ith diagonal term defined as,

€, 21 =0 up_1 =1
P(Zh—1 | Sem1 =4 up—1) =<1 — €, 2Zp—1=1lLu,_1=1,
1, Up—1 = 0
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P is the transition probability matrix for the FSMC, amd= {1,...,1} is a |S|-dimensional
vector. We note here that when._, = 0, there is no transmission in thé& — 1)th slot and
zx—1 1S not known. When this “gap” appears in the ACK/NAK sequeneg is updated by
vector multiplication with the transition matrix P. Intiily, the conditional state estimate will
be less accurate when there are gaps in the ACK/NAK sequehioh \eads to a degradation in
the performance of the DP-scheduler. As expected, withea®ing gap size, the state estimate
converges to the steady state probability.

C. Implementation Issues
In this section, we discuss some implementation issuescia$sd with the DP-scheduler.

The computation required to solve the DP equations is beyieacomputational capability of
most sensor nodes. To bypass this problem, we propose thef lsekup tables to implement
the scheduler. This approach requires memory resourcesrridtan computation resources. A
lookup table T;(P, e, €, ..., €5, k, g, wr) Which has been pre-computed and loaded in the
sensor memory is used to determine the control rule. The tattains the control actiom,
for different channel and queue conditions. The contralledatesw,, according to Eq. (6) and
looks up the control actiony;, corresponding to this vector. Since it is not practical d@eéhsuch
a table for all channel realizations, we store tables forsgrdte set of channel realizations,
The major design parameters on the transmitter/controiléhis approach is the amount of
memory to store the look-up table,P, €1, €3, . . ., €5/, k, i, wi), Where{P, e, ea, .. ., €5} € A.
The size of memory will depend on the number of channel ratitins|.A| stored in the look-up
table. In addition, each value @f, and k& will have a set ofw, associated with it. Let each
component ofw, be quantized into 10 levels. If the DP algorithm provides laitsan for up to
100 data packets transmitted over a duration of up to 500 tinies, the memory requirement
will be | A| x 50 x 10/5I=! Kbits (since each the control action will need only one bittafrage).
For | A| = 100 and |S| = 3, the memory requirement for the controller will be 62.5 Myt
Before concluding this section, we would like to point ouattithere is an inherent tradeoff
between accuracy and complexity with increasing numbetaies. The memory requirements
for storing the controller action will increase exponeltiavith the number of FSMC states.
On the other hand, the channel model will become more “ateues more channel states are
taken into account. However, there is no universal rule fecing the number of states in
the FSMC maodel for all possible physical fading processes.divect the reader to _[17] and
references therein for a discussion on the selection of eurobFSMC states.
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V. PERFORMANCEBOUNDS
The DP-based scheduler in Section Il provides a strategyotsume the minimum energy,

PT, to attempt successful transmission®packets by a specified deadlifie This corresponds
to a throughput ofB/T at powerP. In this section, we relax the deadline constraint and find
the maximum achievablasymptotic throughput subject to a power constrait This quantity is
known as the capacity-cost functi@i(P) [20]. The inverse of the capacity-cost function gives
the minimum powerP for a given asymptotic throughpudt [21], linking it to the objective of
the DP problem. Inverting the axes BtC(P) plot will give the plot of P as a function ofC'.

The capacity-cost function will give an upper bound on thaiaable throughput of the
DP-scheduler. To understand this statement, we note teantbrmation theoretic calculations
are asymptotic results, i.e., number of channel uses tentfitity while meeting a throughput
requirement. Any scheduler that transmitspackets ini” time slots will achieve an asymptotic
throughput of B/T packets/time slot by replicating itself evefly time slots. However, the
converse is not true, as ensuring an asymptotic throughpes dot guarantee a throughput for
every block of7" time slots. As a result, the capacity-cost function reculess power to achieve
the same throughput and provides an upper bound on the tipaugf the DP-scheduler.

To adapt our system for information theoretic calculatjoms make some modifications to the
system model shown in Figulé 2. Since there is no deadlinsti@nt in the problem, the queue
in this system is assumed to be infinitely backlogged, andtechirom the figure. The channel
state, as before, is a Markov chafis, € S, £ =1,2,...} and the CSIC} is a function ofSj.
The channel input is denoted B, € X and output is denoted hj, € ). The messages, chosen
from a set of equiprobable set of messad¥s are denoted byl and the decoded messages
are denoted byV’. The size of the message 94t is /. Before presenting the specifics of the
capacity calculation, we define some information theorgtiantities.

Encoder: For a given message sét, an encoder is a sequence of code functiofi$w, ch )} i>1,
where the symbol to be sent at tinkes given by fi(w, cE™1).

Channel Code: For a given message s&V, the (T, M, P,e) channel code consists ofl)
The blocklength of the codewords is equalZoi.e., the number of channel uses to transmit a
message is equal 6. (2) Each codeword fi.(w, ¢ ™)} <pcr V w, ¢, satisfies the constraint,

x ST b(fi(w, ¢57Y)) < P, whereb(x) is the non-negative cost associated with the input symbol
x € X. ThereforeP is a hard power constraint imposed on every sample outcortreeathannel
state or ACK/NAK sequencd3) The average probability of incorrectly decoding a message |
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bounded asfvlv_| Y wew P # w|W = w) <e.

Capacity-Cost Function: Given 0 < e < 1 andP? > 0, a non-negative numbeR is an e-
achievable rate with the average cost per symbol not excgée@iif for every 6 > 0 there
exists 7y such that if 77 > Ty, then an(T, M,P,e) code can be found whose rate satisfies
log M > T'(R—¢). FurthermoreR is said to be achievable if it isachievable for alh < e < 1.
The maximum achievable rate with average cost per symbokrotedingP is the channel
capacity denoted by’'(P), which is referred to as the capacity-cost function.

We cannot directly apply classical channel capacity resadtthe system that we consider has

special properties. The factors to consider while evahgatihe channel capacity are:

1) Skipped Channel Uses. An ON-OFF scheduler is limited to two discrete power levels
corresponding to the decision to transmit (at a fixed powenab to transmit. As a result,
under a power constraint, we should consider an “outagecigpan which the decision
not to transmit is accounted for in the capacity calculation

2) Markov Channel with Delayed Feedback: Deterministic perfect and quantized feedback
in such channels has been treated in literature [13], [14]rdndomly quantized feedback
has not. We have to calculate the capacity-cost functionMfeov channel with feedback
in the form of ACK/NAK. In our channel model, ACK/NAKs are andom function of
the channel state and hence need to be considered accgrdingl

A. Finite State Markov Erasure Channel (FSMEC)
A FSMEC is a special case of FSMC where, during each symbadaltidur is one of a finite

number of erasure channels (ECs) with Markov transitionwéen these ECs. The channel state
Sy determines the channel erasure probability duringktifiesymbol. Note that we describe an
entire packet (or lack of it) as a channel symbol and we modigdtactable packet error using
an erasure. In this problem, since we assume an ON-OFF tia@snthe input symbols are
restricted to discrete power levels and have a long termageepower constraint. Consequently,
it is not possible to transmit data at every time instant.ciite ECs[[12] do not provide any
provision for calculating mutual information rate undeclsypower constraints. As a result, the
channel model has to be designed in such a way that it incatg®the “OFF-period” of the
transmitter in the capacity calculations.

To integrate the idea of no transmission in our channel model add an input symbol
(‘V’) to the traditional EC as shown in Figuté 3 and call the newvarctel erasure channel
with vacations (ECV). Each input symbol has an associatstl (p@wer) of 1 unit and the cost
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required to transmity’ is 0. The transition probabilities of)” are chosen according to the
statistical requirement rather than the physical siggasipstem. We will show in Appendix]A
that the capacity-cost functio’(P) of the ECV in Figure[B isSPN(1 — ;). This can be
intepreted as the capacity of an EC that is activeofraction of time. One can observe that
the unconstrained capacity (i.62, = 1) of this ECV is the same as that of an EC withl
input symbols and erasure probability As a result, addition of)’ to the EC does not change
the mutual information between the input and output symbbierefore, we infer that)” is a
zero-cost, zero-information symbol which can replace ti-Qeriod of the transmitter for the
capacity calculation. For the ON-period, we consider tnaission of N-bit (fixed-size) packets
that require unit cost to transmit. Hence, there will B¢ distinct symbols,{‘1’,...,2V"},
shown in Figuré B representing the ON-period of the trartemiTo make this model equivalent
to the one in Sectionlll, we make the transition and the errobabilities of the two channels
equal. We assume that the probability of packet error ispeddent of the packet “content”. As

a result in states, each packet (symbol) is transmitted correctly with prolitghbl — e,.
B. Capacity of the FSMEC
We state the following results for the capacity-cost fumetof the FSMEC with causal perfect

and partial CSlI at the transmitter. Each state S is associated with an ECV (shown in Figlte 3)
with parametek,, steady state probability(s) and2” + 1 input symbols.
Theorem 1: The capacity-cost function for a FSMEC with transition pblity matrix P,

channel state spacg and causal perfect CSI at the encoder is given by,

Crsmeccs(P) =sup Y > w(3)P(5,5)(1 — €,) NP(3),

P() ses ses

st. > wHPE) <P & 0<P(E) <1, VieS. (7)
The optimization variable i$(5), which can be thought of as the power allocation policy for
states. It is the fraction of unit cost symbols in the codebook fatst.
The solution to[(I7) gives the optimal power allocation ppl{®*(s),Vs € S}. Substituting this
power allocation into the original expression gives thencteh capacity. Following is a brief
sketch of the proof, details of which can be found in Apperflixcach ECV, associated to a
state in the FSMEC, has a capacity-cost function. First we fite capacity-cost function of
the ECVs using the expression given by Verdul [15]. Next, we the capacity expression for a
FSMC with causal perfect CSI at the transmitter given by \dsathan([13]. The capacity-cost
function substituted in the FSMC capacity expression ldadte optimization probleni{7).
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We present similar results when causal partial CSI is avi@léo the encoder. We denote
2 € {0,1}™ as an ACK/NAK sequence of length and p(z7) is the probability ofZ}" = z7.

Corollary 2: The capacity-cost function for FSMEC with each state S associated with
an ECV with parametetr, and causal partial CSI (ACK/NAK) at the encoder is given by,

CrsmecargP) = lim C™(P) = lim | Y p(=}) sup {p(snsil2))(1 — €, )NP(2]) }

n—0o0 n—oo Z{Le{OJ}”L ’P(z’iL)
S7L+1€S
st. Y plE)PE) <P & 0<P()) <1, Vi e€{0,1}" (8)
z{L

Here, the optimization is done ové?(z}), which can be thought of as the power allocation
policy for the ACK/NAK observatiorn:].

This corollary extends Theorem 1 to the case when only ACK{Ni#ormation is available to the
encoder. In this case the power allocation policy becomemetibn of the observed ACK/NAK
sequence instead of the last observed state. The first pdre @iroof, i.e., capacity-cost calcula-
tion, remains unchanged. We change the feedback capagitgssion used in Theorem 1 to one
adapted from[[14]. The proof is mostly kept intact, a modtfmais made in the formulation of
Fano’s inequality in Eq.L(12) of [14] to incorporate ACK/NAl€edback at the transmitter. The
details of the modification are given in Appendik B.

The particular expressiohl(8) provides an indication tovalHilling solution to the optimiza-
tion problem. To evaluate this expression, we calculatgdim probability (s, 1, 2{"). The joint
probability expression can be expandedas p(s,y1/sn)p(znlsn) - -+ 22, p(s2ls1)p(21]s1)p(s1),
which can be evaluated iteratively. The optimization peoblis then solved over all possible se-
quences} which results in a level-filling solution faz" states. We calculate™(P) for different
values ofn and observe that, for most casé€s?(P) is reasonably close t6rsuec-ardP).

Example 1. (A 2-state Markov erasure channel (2SMEC) with perfect abG$1) We consider
a 2SMEC withe; < e, and transition probabilities (R, 2) = p;» and R2,1) = py;. For this
channel,r; = mfjlml andmy = mfﬁm. Applying Theoreni 1, we can find the power allocation
policy {P(1),P(2)}. The plot for{P(1), P(2)} as a function ofP is shown in Figurél4. For
Case 1, wher(l — p12)(1 — €1) + p12(1 — €2) > par(1 — €1) + (1 — por)(1 — €3) and power

constraintP < 71, power is allocated only t6 = 1. This is represented by the solid blue trace.
For P > m;, there are more opportunities to transmit then there aredgates” available. As a
result, (P — ;) part of the power is now allocated o= 2 shown by the dashed red trace. This
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continues till’? = 1, at which point all the states are utilized for transmissidrcorresponding
trend can be shown Whe(rl — plg)(l — 61) + p12(1 — 62) < p21(1 — 61) + (1 — pgl)(l — 62).
These traces can be interpreted as level-filling resultpdover allocation in discrete channels,

analogous to the one in [11].
V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

A. Scheduler Performance and Theoretical Bounds
We conduct simulations on FSMCs to compare the various rrasson schedulers and

compare them against their respective theoretical bouhbds. metric used to compare the
scheduler performance is termewrmalized transmission cost (NTC). We defined as the
number of data packets successfully transmitted in one sloeand NTC{) is the number
of transmission attempts required to achieve this. For lieeretical bounds, the capacity-cost
function C(P), given by Theoreni]l and Corollafy 2, is plotted as a functiérthe power
constraint?. Here P is equivalent to the number of packet transmission attematde in a
time slot. The capacity-cost functiafi(P) is divided by the packet lengthv to represent the
capacity in terms of data packets and offer a direct comparis the NTC.

1) Comparison of DP-Schedulers for FSMCs: Figuresb andl6 show the performance com-
parison of various DP-schedulers for 2- and 3-state Mark@anoels. The transition probabilities
for the 2-state Markov channel (2SMC) awg = 0.1 and p;, = 0.2. The loss probability in
each state is; = 0.2 ande; = 0.8. For the 3-state Markov channel (3SMC), the transition
probabilities arep;» = 0.025, py3 = 0.075, poy = 0.075, pa3 = 0.05, ps; = 0.05 and psz = 0.05.
The loss probabilities are; = 0.2, e, = 0.85 and e3 = 0.95. The time horizonT' for the
simulations is 500 time slots and?® realizations of the channel are simulated. The packet error
process is simulated by first generating a Markov processtia®® slots long and then setting
the loss variable;, according to the given statg.

First, we plot the performance of DP-scheduler (solid reddj and the corresponding bound
(dashed red trace) for the non-causal perfect CSI case. ¢ibr dases (2SMC and 3SMC),
the bound is tight up to the point when the deadline condtra@quires a throughput of 0.2
packets/time slot. This can be due to the fact that for alljgbtided system, the effect of queue
state on decision making is minimal, and the scheduler densiCSI for decision making leading
to a performance close to the theoretic bound. In all peréorwe curves with feedback, for a
2SMC, a knee-point is observed when the NTC7ris equal to 0.33 (for 3SMC, knee points at
NTC = 0.37 and NTC= 0.6). As the number of packets to be transmitted is increasedcaist
will increase at a certain rate since only the good statedbeireg used initially. However after
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all the good states are exhausted, the scheduler will usbatiestates for transmission, which
increases cost at a faster rate as more packets will be dioppe a throughput requirement of
0.25 packets/time slot in a 2SMC, causal perfect CSI scleedatuires 25% more transmission
attempts than a non-causal perfect CSI scheduler (10% f&MC3.

We observe that the performance of the causal imperfect Cis&#dsiler or the ACK/NAK
scheduler (solid black traces) is within 80% of the thecsdtibound (dashed black traces)
for the 2SMC (75% for the 3SMC). The bound is not very tight las tapacity calculations
assume knowledge of the complete ACK/NAK sequence, wheheadCK/NAK scheduler has
access to the incomplete sequence (since ACK/NAK is urevailfor the time slots when no
transmission is attempted). In both the cases, the ACK/NAkeduler, at worst, requires 50%
more transmission attempts than the non-causal perfectb@8d scheduler for achieving a
throughput of 0.25 packets/time slot. The green trace semts a blind transmission scheme. In
this case, the scheduler does not have any channel feedbsigad it just keeps transmitting till
the queue is emptied out. This can be the lower bound on pesioce of any feedback scheme.
The performance of this scheduler has a constant slopes #iecscheduler does not adapt the
transmission policy to the channel state. For a 2SMC, ACK{Ngcheduler outperforms the
blind transmission scheme by up to 25% for 0.1 packets/tiotelsroughput (50% for a 3SMC)
and 15% for 0.25 packets/time slot throughput (20% for a 33MC

2) Look-up Table Sze: Figure[7 compares the effect of look-up table size on theopeidnce
of the ACK/NAK scheduler. The parameters for the 2SMC aye= 0.18, ps; = 0.09, ¢; = 0.23
ande, = 0.78. The 32 MB table contains control action fpd| = 256 channel realizations and
20 levels ofwy. The parameters for the 1 MB table dté¢| = 16 and 10 levels ofw,. Both
tables store control action for upto 100 packets transthitteer a duration of upto 500 time
slots. We observe that the ACK/NAK schedulers using a lopkable perform close to the
exact solution. For instance, the 32 MB table requires 7%aetxansmission attempts (11.5%
for 1 MB table) to achieve throughput of 0.1 packets/timé.d\ote that we have used uniform
guantization for this example, however quantization meshthat perform better might also exist.

3) Time Horizon: Figure[8 compares the performance of the ACK/NAK scheduléh w
different time horizonsl’. The parameters for the 2SMC angy = 0.2, po; = 0.1, ¢ = 0.1
ande, = 0.9. We observe that with increasiri, the performance of the ACK/NAK scheduler
improves. A scheduler witll = 100 requires, at most, 10% more transmission attempts than a
scheduler withl" = 800. The improvement in performance can be due to the schedalendn
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greater flexibility in scheduling transmissions with largée We also observe that the performance
of the ACK/NAK schedulers (for alll') is within 75% of the theoretical bound.

4) Terminal Cost: In Figure[9, we compare the effect of terminal cosbn the performance of
the ACK/NAK scheduler for a 2SMC. The channel parameterspase= 0.2, po; = 0.1, ¢, = 0.2
ande, = 0.8. For C' = {10, 50,200}, we observe that there is not much of a difference in the
performance of the ACK/NAK schedulers formulated usingsthéerminal costs. Other channel
realizations also exhibit a similar behavior. This leadgshe observation that the choice 6f
does not impact the performance of the scheduler, as lorg asl0.

B. Power Penalty

1) Maximum Power Penalty: We define the maximum power penalty for a feedback scheme

Cost-Capacity for raté? using ACK/NAK feedback
Cost-Capacity for rate? using causal CSI| feedback’

using ACK/NAK information asAgs = maxp 1010g10<
The Cost-Capacity function is the inverse of the Capacigt@unction. Maximum power penalty
guantifies the theoretical worst-case extra power requineén ACK/NAK based scheme to
achieve the same throughput achieved by a causal perfectb@®id scheme. We define a
similar quantity for the blind transmission scheme. Fidglife compares the maximum power
penalties incurred by ACK/NAK and blind schemes for 2SMCs &snction of channel memory
©=1—p1y — por. We plot this quantity for different values of loss probitek {¢, ¢,}, while
keeping the steady state probabilitigs(1), 7(2)} constant. The ACK/NAK based schemes do
not incur a maximum power penalty of more than 1 dB. On therdihad, in case of no feedback
(blind) the maximum power penalty can be as much as 4.5 dB.megrasting observation is
that when the channel conditions are “good; € 0.01, ¢, = 0.1) the advantage of using an
ACK/NAK based scheme is negligible. In this case, the défexe in Agg for the two cases is
less than 0.1 dB. This can be explained by noting that unded gbannel conditions, there will

be negligible packet drops and consequently, the valuetohasng the channel is minimal.
2) Actual Power Penalty: Next, we find the actual power penalty incurred by an ACK/NAK

scheduler,Lgz £ 101log,, <a“empts made by ACK-NAK S"he"“'jr for a given throughput. We define a

attempts made by causal CSI schedylér

similar quantity for the blind transmission scheme. Fidlifeshows the power penalty incurred
by the ACK/NAK based and blind schedulers for 2SMCs as a fanobf channel memory..

We plot this quantity for different values of packet losshmbilities,{¢;, eo} keeping the steady
state probabilitied~ (1), 7(2)} constant. For the range of channel parameters consideraar in
simulations and a throughput requirement of 0.2 packetse/lot, ACK/NAK scheduler does
not incur a power penalty of more than 1.5 dB. On the other haraind transmission scheme
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takes a power penalty of up to 4.5 dB (far= 0 ande; = 1).

In Figure[12, we consider different steady state prob&sli{=(1),7(2)}, while keeping
the loss probabilities constant; (= 0.1,e, = 0.9). The throughput requirement is set at 0.1
packets/time slot. In the worst case, the ACK/NAK schedirleurs a power penalty of 2.5 dB
for m = 0.2 andm, = 0.8 whereas the blind scheme incurs a power penalty of almosti&.5
For 1 = 0.9, in all the cases, the performance of the ACK/NAK schedue2 idB better than
the blind scheduler. Singeis an indicator of the burstiness (as bursty channels hayrevalues

of 1), the improvement provided by our scheme will be more proged in bursty channels.
VI. CONCLUSIONS
We introduced a channel aware transmission scheduler imiaptenergy efficiency in sensor

networks. Our transmission scheduler meets the deadlinstraint for all packets waiting in
the transmission queue while optimizing the total energgnswn transmission. To do this, we
used finite-horizon DP and utilized different types of CStkhe optimization process. We also
derived the capacity-cost function of a FSMC with differé¢yppes of CSI at the controller. The
capacity-cost function can be used as a bound for the peafucenof the transmission schedulers.
We showed that the performance achieved by a DP-based $ehexlualose to the fundamental
limits for a wide range of channel parameters. Indeed, fonescases, the ACK/NAK scheduler
achieves performance that is within 80% of the theoreti@alnd. Comparisons between the
performance of different grades of CSI show that the difieeebetween performance of causal
perfect CSI and ACK/NAK schemes for a wide range of channedpaters is not significant.
On the other hand, blind transmission scheme in which the INBK feedback is not exploited
to estimate the channel state incurs a significant powerlfyeirmaddition, the maximum power
penalty incurred by ACK/NAK feedback based schemes proind@ghts into the fundamental
value of using ACK/NAK information while scheduling transsions. For instance, in one case,
the maximum power penalty of not using any kind of feedback tsdB. The use of ACK/NAK
information, which is available to the transmitter in mosteless link layer protocols without

extra effort, can reduce this power penalty to less than 1 dB.
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APPENDIX
A. Proof for Theorem[I

The capacity-cost function of a cost constrained memosyitationary channel is defined
as, C(P) = supE[b[))& 7)I(X;Y). Where b[X] is the cost of transmitting symbak. The
<
transmission of one bit of information requirésC'(P) symbols at a cost gP/C(P). In order

to find C'(P), first we find the capacity per unit costcos, USing the expression in [15],
I(X:;Y) D(Py|x=z||Pyix=v")

Ceost = sg{p W = sgp o) = (1 —€5)N. (9)
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In our casepb(z) = 1 for x = {1",...,°2V"} and b(x) = 0 for z = ‘V". We find that for
an ECV,D(Py|X:‘1'||Py|X:‘y') = ... = D(PY\X:‘ZN’HPY\X:‘V’) =1—¢,. USing Eq @) and
incorporating the power constraint f we can find the capacity-cost function of the ECV,

C(P) = E[b(X)]Ceost=P (N (1 —¢)). (10)
For an average power constraiitand unit feedback delays,(P) is given by [13],

Cip(P) = max I(X:Y]S,S), s.t. Z P(35) <P, 0<P(3) <P, Va. (11)

P(X|5)
Where s € S represents the state information fed bagk=(s; ;) to the transmitter from the
receiver ands € S is state at the time of transmissioR(3) is the average cost per symbol
incurred while in stateé. And we define,

I(X;Y[8,8) =) w(35)I(X;Y]S,S=3) =) 7(5)> P s)I(X;Y|S =58 =3).

seS ses seS
Using the capacity-cost function from Eg. {10) in conjuoﬂiwith the capacity expression(11),
we have the capacity-cost function for FSMECs,

CFSMEC —Supzz 1—63N7) ,Stz <7D O<P()<P, V3.

B. Proof for CorollaryIZ
We calculate the capacity of an energy-constrained findgge dtlarkov erasure channel with

causal imperfect CSI by extending the proof given by Yiksel Tatikonda in[14]. The problem

formulation in that work is very similar to ours. The mainfdience comes from the fact that

we consider a causal probabilistic quantizer (i.e., ACKKYAor state feedback. In order to

incorporate this feature, we first make some modificationsotoverse of the channel theorem.
If we consider a coding scheme such that> 0, Fano’s inequality gives,

HWI|Y{, ST, Z]) < h(pe) + pe log,y (M), (12)
wherep, gives the probability of error. Also,

2|t might appear that the capacity-cost calculations whiakiehbeen made for a memoryless channel are not applicable for
Markov channels (which are not memoryless). Howevel [13]vde capacity results which use the mutual informatiore rat
conditioned on the present state of the channel, which mideesshannel memoryless for Markov channels.
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Combining Eqgs.[(12) and_(113) we have,
1Og2(M) < I(W7 leTv S?a Z{) + h(pe)
T - T(l - pe)
As T — oo, p. — 0 and we can write,

log, (M 1
lim sup Og“‘; ) < Jimsup 1wy ST, 2. (14)

N—oo N—o0
We focus our attention on the right side of EQ.1(14),
1
TI(Wv leTa S{a Z?)

1
T

a

—
N

(W, 2875 Y, S5, ZelYEL SN 2870 — (285 Ve, S ZuYE L b0 281 W)

-

=0

,\
G
N =

M= M-

H(Yk7 Sk? Zk‘}/ik_17 Sf_l7 Zf_l) o H<Yk7 Sk7 Zk‘}/ik_17 Sf_la Zf_lu W> Xk)

k=1

H(Se[Y{ = S17L 27 + HYYE ™ 5171 28, Sk)

IS
N =
Eol
gl

+ (Zk‘}/ik_l7 Sf_l7 Zf_17 Ska Yk) - H(Sk‘Sf_la Zf_la W7 Xk)

T X

(Vi SF=Y, Z62 W, Xy, Sy) — H(Z,,| S5, 281 W, X4, Sk, i)

T
= = HWYF ' SE, 287 S) + H(SklSkmr) +H (Zi| Sk) — H(Sk|Sk-1)
—_——
(d)
— H(Yy|Sk, Xi) — H(Z| Xy, Yi)
(e)
1
= f Z H(qu/lk_l, Sf_l, Z{c_l, Sk) — H(Yk|5k, Uk2+f](Zk|Skl

-~
k=1 | I

Here, (a) and (¢) follow from the chain rule of Mutual Information and entropgspectively,
and (b) is due the fact that the channel inpkij, is a function of the channel observatiod§
and the messagl’. The above expression can be divided into two parts | anddit Pis the
same as that given by [14] and can be written as a cost thatusdaidn of the coding policy
p(z]2F71). This cost expression is used to recast the maximizatioblgmo (14) as a Markov
Decision Process. Consequently, the argument for the cemyast follows the original proof
given in [14]. Part Il of the expression is a constant thatsdoet depend on the coding policy
and can be ignored. The direct theorem can be used withoufioattn to complete the proof.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram showing the system model considereithigiwork.
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Fig. 2. Block diagram showing the system model used for tfierimation theoretic capacity calculations for the FSMChwit
CSI at the receiver and feedback.
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Fig. 3. The Erasure Channel with Vacations (ECWY: is a zero-cost, zero-information symbd1’,'2’, ...,*2""} incur a

unit cost on transmission. The transition labels repret@nappropriate probabilities.

P(1),P(2) Case 1

1

T 1 P

Fig. 4. The power allocation policy as a function of the powenstraintP for Case 1 of the 2SMEC with perfect causal CSI.

The solid (dashed) trace corresponds to the power allatétios = 1(2).
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the energy efficiency performance oious schemes with their theoretical bounds for 2-statekilar
channel. Here; = 0.2, e2 = 0.8, p21 = 0.1 andpi2 = 0.2.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of the energy efficiency performance ofous schemes with their theoretical bounds for 3-statekilar
channel. Herep12 = 0.025, p13 = 0.075, p21 = 0.075, p23 = 0.05, ps1 = 0.05 andps2 = 0.05. The loss probabilities are
€1 =0.2, e2 = 0.85 andez = 0.95.
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