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Abstract

We consider a set of transmitter-receiver pairs, or linkaf share a common channel and address
the problem of emptying backlogged queues at the trangsiitteminimum time. The problem amounts
to determining activation subsets of links and their timeations to form a minimum-length schedule.
The problem of scheduling has been studied under varionsulations before. In this paper, we present
fundamental insights and solution characterizations ith@tde: (i) showing that the complexity of the
problem remains high for any continuous and increasing fatetion, (i) formulating and proving
sufficient and necessary optimality conditions of two baskeduling strategies that correspond to
emptying the queues usingfie-at-a-timé or “all-at-onc€ strategies, (iii) presenting and proving the
tractability of the special case in which the transmissiates are functions only of the cardinality of the
link activation sets. These results are independent of ipalylayer system specifications and are valid
for any form of rate function. We then develop an algorithfineanework. The framework encompasses

exact as well as sub-optimal, but fast, scheduling algasthall under a unified principle design. Through

arXiv:1207.4589v1 [cs.IT] 19 Jul 2012

computational experiments we finally investigate the penfnce of several specific algorithms.

Index Terms-algorithm, optimality, scheduling, wireless networks.

. INTRODUCTION

For multiple communication links sharing a common wirelessnnel, the fundamental aspect of
access coordination is called scheduling. It amounts taddwr which links are allowed to transmit
simultaneously and for how long they should do so. Usualig $election of a schedule is driven by

the goal of optimizing a cost criterion. Scheduling has agldistory of investigation that has ranged

Part of the material of this paper was presented in ISIT 201EEE International Symposium on Information Theory.
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from simple transmission models to fully cross-layeredsotiet combine rate and power control with
overall network resource allocation. In this paper, we exana version of the scheduling problem that
arises from the objective of draining in minimum time the-d@wntents that reside at the transmitters of a
finite number of links. That is, we consider the multiple ascer interference channel with finite traffic
volume that must be delivered in minimum time.

Past work on this problem includés [15] in which a centralizgolynomial-time algorithm was obtained
for static networks with specified link traffic requiremen®he formulation was based on mapping
the network to an undirected graph and on assuming that aoylimks can be successfully activated
simultaneously as long as they do not share common verticgbeo graph. In[[7],[[T4]VP-hardness
was addressed for the problem of determining a minimumtlesghedule under a given traffic demand
in a wireless network with SINR constraints, using a protaoed a geometric model respectively. In
some special cases the structure of the traffic demand allewgolynomial algorithm[]6].

In [4], [5] it was shown that more fundamental resource atmm problems in wireless networks with
SINR constraints, such as node and link assignment, areNdBdhard. In these problems the goal is to
assign at least one time slot to each node, or link, such tigabhtimber of time slots is minimized. Set-
covering formulations enabled a column generation metboddlving the resulting linear programming
relaxations. For the minimum length scheduling problemplimn-generation-based solution method
was also used in_[17], which can approach an optimal solutidth the advantage of a potentially
reduced complexity. In_[21] the minimum-length schedulprgblem was formulated as a shortest path
problem on directed acyclic graphs and the authors obtasnbdptimal analytic characterizations. It is
also possible to “absorb” the scheduling in the general odtwesource allocation problem as done in
[11], where the overall criterion is to maintain networklslity. However basic versions of scheduling
remain important, both from the theoretical standpoint inth that of specific applications.

Our contributions include new results on the combinatarahplexity of the problem, on the structure
of the optimal schedule, and finally, new necessary andfficigunt conditions for optimality based on
the values of the transmission rates that the links canrirdreg, when these rates depend explicitly or
implicitly on the set of links who are allowed to transmit siltaneously. Thus, our results contribute
to the tightening of the joint use of physical and MAC layempagaches and point to practical and
realistic algorithms for approximating, or precisely detming, an optimal schedule. To that effect we

also provide a number of algorithms the performance of whiehevaluate extensively.
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[l. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a set/ = {1,..., N} of links, or source-destination pairs that share a commamicél.
These links are associated with a strictly positive vectodemandd = {d;,...,dy}", with eachd;
representing the amount of bit-traffic stored at the trattemof the corresponding link Without loss
of generality, assume that the entries in the demand vectoinaascending order and that they take
values in a continuum. Lek denote the union of all subsets &f, excluding the empty set. Clearly,
|H| = 2N _ 1. We use the terngroup to refer to a member € H, that is, a subset of the link set.
Scheduling a group means that all members ofare activated simultaneously for a positive amount of
time. For any group, the service rate of each of its membeasfisction of the group composition. Let
F denote the rate function; that is, fore # and linki € N, ;. = F(i, ¢) represents the non-negative
service rate of linki, if ¢ is active. Clearly, the rate values can be positive only far tnembers ot,
i.e., . = 0,1 ¢ c. If cis a singleton linki, we user;; as a more convenient, short-hand notation for
the rate instead of; ;.

In all applications with meaningful physical interpretais, the service rate has the following property:
If two elements are served together, the rates of being darae not be higher than the individual rates,
respectively. Thus, throughout the paper, it is assumddhieaservice rate of any link in a group does not
increase if the group is augmented, i.e., for any two grayps ¢, andi € ¢ N ¢, F(i,¢1) > F(i, ¢2).
We refer to this as theate monotonicity propertyNo further conditions are imposed dn

The minimum-length scheduling problem amounts to, givéhd, F'), selecting a set of groups
¢ ... &k, among the —1 members ofH, along with their respective activation duratidisj = 1. .. k,

SO thath:1 T; is minimized, subject to the requirement that all storeffitréas successfully delivered.
It is important to stress that the problem input does notuigelthe explicit knowledge of the" — 1
rate vectors. If these vectors are all computed a priorivisglthe problem reduces to optimizing a
linear program (of which the size is exponential \). What is provided instead in the problem input
is the functionF, that can be viewed as a black box, or an “oracle”, that rettine rate values for any
given ¢ € H. Thus a scheduling algorithm is regarded of exponentialgiexity, if in the algorithm the
number of times that functioft’ is invoked is exponential ifV. We assume that the computation i6f

is practically efficient, that is, one function evaluatiéiii, c) of any groupc € ‘H andi € ¢ runs in
polynomial time inN. Note that from a communication/information-theoreticgpective the rate values
represent any feasible, or achievable, rates for a givenmgHawith specific coding, modulation and

detection structures. Thus the treatment of the problene&upled from the physical-layer aspects of
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it, although it is directly connected to, and dependent barr.

One specific scenario of interest is the highly symmetrie ¢asvhich the rate is determined completely
by group cardinality, and hence all group members shareaheegate. That isF’ is a function of|¢|
but not of its individual members. It corresponds to a systdmare all receivers are located at a central
point, with N transmitters having the same distance (on a circle) to théecavith identical geometric
channel gain. Such a case is considered_In [6]. This speai¢ ¢s much more structured, and it is
possible to derive strong results on tractability and oglity characterization of the optimal solution.
When the rates depend only on group size, the input can beatenily defined using aiv-dimensional
rate vectorr = (r1,...,ry), €ach denoting the common rate of every link in a group of $ize N
respectively. Rate monotonicity then implies that> --- > ry. We will subsequently use the input

triplet (IV, d, r) to refer to this problem case.

Il1. THE RATE FUNCTION F

Thus far, the minimum-length scheduling problem has beesented in a rather generic form, that
is the functionF could be completely arbitrary, provided it satisfies the otonicity property. If we
assume that transmission is successful at some given radiok it means that for a fairly broad class
of channel models and receiver structures that the signimitérference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the
receiver must exceed a certain threshold [12]. Specificilly channel matrixG' of dimensionN x N,
is provided, where its element;; is the channel gain between the transmitter of lirknd the receiver
of link j and if P; denotes the power of link ando? the noise variance, then for linkin group ¢ the

SINR is given by

PGy

Z P.GL; + o2 .
kec kti

Yie = 1)

The treatment of the scheduling problem in this paper doéslepend on a&pecific formof the rate
function F' and, hence, it applies to emptyiig backlogged queues in minimum time fany system, not
limited to wireless links on a common channel. For this sfiecntext, two commonly used modeling
approaches for defining’ are as follows.

The first is a one-step function returning either zero (nacess) or one (success) as the rate value.
Indeed, many of the previous studies of scheduling in waeleetworks use implicitly this function (e.g.
[4], [B]. In effect, a transmission of a packet is succek#fand only if the SINR meets a threshold

~*. A group ¢ such that all of its links can successfully transmit is somes referred to as teasible
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matching Clearly, an infeasible matching will not be part of the aomi schedule, since if it would be
used, it is de facto replaced by a subset of members havin§Ithie condition satisfied. An equivalent
view is, in the definition ofF, to set zero rates foall elements of any infeasible matching. Thus the
following definition of F provides the SINR-threshold-based model of schedulinghénsequel, we use

Fy to denote this binary function.

v = Fylic) — 1 if i€ candy;. >~*Vjec,
0 otherwise.

The definition can be further generalized to account for aggptation. In this case, the rate values form
a discrete set with cardinality higher than two. Each ratieevés associated with an SINR threshold,
often obtained from the available adaptive modulation aodirgy schemes of some specific wireless
system[[26]. The generalization correspondgtdeing a step-wise function taking multiple values.

The second commonly used modeling approach is to consideratie as a continuous function of
the SINR [12]. We will usef: as a general notation of the wide class of continuous funstibat are
(strictly) monotonically increasing in the SINR. A partiau case of interest is the Shannon formula for

the additive white gaussian noise (AWGN) channel. This eeiflebe referred to asFs, and is given by

ric = F(i, €) = loga(1 +7ic). (2)

The aforementioned property of rate monotonicity cleadyds for bothFy and F-. For F, we have
Tic, = Tic,, TOr tWO groupsc; C ¢ andi € ¢; N ¢y, if and only if both are feasible matchings or both
are infeasible matchings. if; is feasible butc,; is not, 1 = r;;, > ri;, = 0,7 € ¢ N 2. For Fg, strict

inequalityr;., > r;., holds as long as; C ¢.

IV. LINEAR PROGRAMMING FORMULATION

The scheduling problem is easily shown to be equivalentitwesat program (LP). Although formulating
the LP does not give a practically feasible solution aldnit it enables us to gain structural insights.
Denote byT = T,,c € H the non-negative scheduling decision vector of dimeng®n- 1, whose
elementl’; denotes the time duration of running groagE H. We usel™ to denote an optimal scheduling
solution. NotationH* is reserved for a set of groups that correspond to an optimalatien, that is,
H* = {ceH:T} > 0}. By the following lemma, all demands will be met exactly atioum. This is

rather intuitive and has been (implicitly) taken for grah{e.g., [6]). Formalizing this result is useful in
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our case, as it eliminates any doubt about the validity offtlma of LP basic solutions to be discussed

later.

Lemma 1. There exists an optimal schedule such that, before readhi@gnd of the time duration of

a group, none of the link queues in the group is empty.

Proof: Suppose the opposite is true. Then there exists a groum with time durationZ,; > 0
and link ¢ € ¢, such that the demand servedioin the group, denoted by;, satisfies the condition
di <ri T, Lett = f—c Consider splitting the running timg; in two segments, with lengthsand7" — ¢
respectively. In the first segment, groaps run, and for the second segment, the reduced groufi}
is run. The lemma follows from two observations. First, tkeved demand of in segment one remains
d;. Second, any of the links other tharis served for an overall time df, and their rates i\ {i} are

not worse, if not better, than those in [ ]

By Lemmall, we arrive at the following LP formulation.

min Z T, (3a)
cEH

s.t Y rTe=di i=1,...,N, (3b)
cEH
T > 0. (3c)

As (3B) are equalities, the formulation is in so called stadd_P form, hence no slack or surplus
variables will be involved in constructing matrix bases loe torresponding basic solutions.

Even though there aZ — 1 candidate groups, we can conclude the existence of an dtahaduling
solution using at mosiV groups. The result follows from the fundamental optimathgory of LP and

the structure of[(3).
Lemma 2. There exists an optimal scheduling solution using at mdgjroups, i.e.,|H*| < N.

Proof: Note that the feasible region dfl(3) is non-empty as Msingle-link groups would provide
a feasible schedule. This corresponds to a TDMA-basedadictiv of the links one-at-a-time until each
empties its queue. Hence, by the fundamentals of linearanaging (e.g.,[[19]), there exists an optimal
basic solution. For any feasible basic solution, the nunab@ositive values is no more than the number

of rows N, and equalsV if the solution is non-degenerate, and the lemma follows. [ |
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By Lemmal2, there is always a compact representation of afitimn However, finding this best
combination of N groups, among the"V — 1 candidate ones, remains generally hard (see also Section
V). In this regard, optimal scheduling has a combinatoridé seven if formulation[(3) is an LP.

In some of the analysis later on, we utilize the LP duall6f [3tting 7; denote the dual variable of

(30), the dual formulation is as follows.

max Z d;m;, (48.)
ieN

s.t Yy rem<1 ce, (4b)
iec

7w > 0. (4c)

V. COMPLEXITY CONSIDERATIONS

Complexity is a fundamental aspect in the treatment of dpéition problems. By Lemnid 2, obtaining
the globally optimal schedule is equivalent to selectirgyth“best” groups. The question is how difficult
this selection task is. For a discrete rate functigy the problem isNVP-hard [1], [5], [14]. A natural
follow-up question is whether the complexity reduces fantawious (and thus much more well-behaved)
functions of classF. For example, is the problem tractable if the rate functetky, or, even simply
linear (regardless of the fact that it would not be realjstit SINR? In the following, we provide a
negative answer, stating that the problem in the wirelessneonications context is in general hard for

all rate functions that are continuous and strictly increaginthe SINR.

Theorem 3. Given any functionf of the SINR, there are NP-hard instances of the minimumtiteng

scheduling problem.

Proof: Given (N, d, F'), whereF' is of type F¢, the recognition version of the problem, by Lemma
[2, is as follows. Are theréV groups, which can be represented using a bimdry N matrix, such that
the total time of satisfyingl using these groups is at most a given positive number? Theagmois
clearly in class\'P, as checking the validity of a solution (a certificate in foofra square matrix of size
N) is straightforward Consider a general-topology gr@pk- (V,&). Let N = |V|. Thus a link in the
F(1)

scheduling instance corresponds to a verteg.ihetv = F~1(%), andu = EESE i.e, F71(1) = vu,

. . . . . . 2 1 .. .
with u > 1 becausé” is strictly increasing in SINR. Let“ = -.. For each edgéi, j) in the graph, set
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the coupling element;; = G;; = 1. Moreover,G;; = G = min{v, 1.0}, € N. All other elements of
the channel matrix are zeros. Finally, the transmit poWer —,i € N.

Consider linki and any group that contairis but not any of the adjacent vertexesgn The SINR
is vu = F~1(1), thus the rate is 1.0. If is put in a group containing at least one adjacent verted,in
the SINR is no more than/(z- + Ly <v=F13), because;~ > 1 andu > 0. Thus the rate of
1 becomes strictly less thaﬁ. Suppose, at optimum, a groupcontaining two links; and j, that are
adjacent inG, has a positive amount of time duratidh> 0. Note that, inG, ¢ corresponds to at least
one connected component (becaused j are adjacent). Denote byt C V the component containing
i andj, and letm = |m|. Note thatm > 2. By the observation before, for each of the linksrn
including ¢ and j, the demand served in timE within group c is strictly less thanj%.

Consider splitting groug into m groups, obtained by combining\ m with each of the individual
links in m. Each of them groups is given time%. For all links in m, includingi andj, the rate grows
from less than]lV to 1. Sincem < N, the quantity% is strictly more than enough to serve deme?éd
for any link in m. For the links inc\ m, overall they are served with the same time durafiprwith rate
no less than before. Repeat the argument for the remainimgpaoents if necessary. In conclusion, there
is an optimal scheduling solution in which the groups arented by links corresponding to independent
sets ofG. At this stage, it is apparent that solving the schedulingbfgm provides the correct answer
to the weighted fractional coloring problem [18], with thermdand vectord being the weights of the
vertexes, and the result follows. [ |

Theorem[B establishes the inherent difficulty of the schirgubroblem. The result generalizes the
observation made in_[7] on the connection between fractiantoring and scheduling under the so
called protocol model, which uses a conflict graph and damdsythe channel matrix. As our result
applies toany F¢, one should not expect that the use of smooth rate functionkiding linear ones,

would help in reducing complexity.

VI. OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS FORBASE SCHEDULING STRATEGIES

We consider two base strategies that are the most simpleeshwi constructing a scheduling solution.
In the first strategy, denoted I#¢!, the link queues are emptied completely separately, quoreging to
a TDMA activation. That isH! = {{1},{2},...,{N}}. The second strategy, denoted Hy", applies
the very opposite philosophy, namely, all links are acédadt once, and th&-links group is served until
some of the queues becomes empty. The next group consislistlire dinks having positive remaining

demand, and so on.
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Note that both strategies have si2& and hence represent basic solutions (extreme points of the
polytope in the LP formulation). GiveWV out of the2¥ — 1 groups, the computing time of the correct
time share (or concluding that th€ groups do not form a feasible schedule) is normally of comiple
O(N?) due to matrix inversion. Solutiorig! and#¥ are simpler to construct — afté¥ calls of function
F, computing theH' schedule runs clearly in linear time, whereas for #& schedule the computing
time is of O(N?).

Intuitively, strategy! is desirable, if the links, when activated simultaneousihwthers, experience
significant rate reduction. This corresponds to a highdatence environment. The following condition

guantifies the notion.

Condition 1. For all ¢ € H, the sum of the ratios between the members’ rates amd their respective
rates of being served individually, is at most 1.0, that is,
Y <1 veeH

e
icc "

The above condition is simple in structure. Yet, it is exactharacterizing the optimality of/'.
Theorem 4. H! is optimal if and only if Conditiof]1 holds.

Proof: Sufficiency: Consider the LP formulationl (3), and the basgima for the basic solutiori!.
The inverse matrixB~! is diagonal with diagB~—') = (1/r11,...,1/ryn)’, where bya’ we denote the
transpose of vectas. For any non-basic variablg. with |c| > 2, the reduced cost equals- e/ B~ 'r,,
wheree’ is a row vector ofN ones andr. denotes the column vector correspondingtoin (3).

The expression leads to valde- >, =, that is non-negative if Condition 1 holds. Since none of
the 2V — N — 1 non-basic variables has strictly negative reduced dgstis optimal, by LP optimality.
Necessity: If Conditio]1 does not hold for some grayphe reduced cost of the corresponding non-
basic variable is strictly negative. Moreover, fat, all the basic variables have strictly positive values.
Therefore the LP pivot operation of bringing ifi. into the base is not degenerate, meaning that the
objective function will strictly improve, and the resultlifmws. |

Theoreni %4 provides a complete answer to the optimaliti bf The condition consists of one inequality
per group. From the proof, it is clear that reducing the nuntieénequalities is not possible. However,
if we relax the requirement of necessity, and consider a philinks, there is a simpler sufficient

condition that excludes the activation of both in any grotipis occurs, as formulated below, if the

two links generate high interference to each other, but flaéés are not much affected by simultaneous
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transmissions of the other links.

Condition 2. For a pair of links, j € A/, we define the following inequality.
Tidigy | idig) <1
i N\{GY  TIN\{E)

Theorem 5. If Condition[2 is true, then there exisi$* in which: and j do not appear together in any

group, that is, in optimizing the schedule, the conditiosu#ficient for discarding all groups containing

bothi and ;.

Proof: Suppose an optimal schedule has a groupaving bothi and j. Without loss of generality,
assume the time duration ofis 1.0. The demands served equglandr;. for the two links, respectively.

By the property of rate monotonicity we have, < r; 1; ;, andr;. < r; 1; 53, which yields the following

7{7;7]'
inequality

i N\{G}  TIN\{(E)
Consider, instead of, two groupsc \ {j} andc\ {i}. The rates ofi andj are at least; n;; and
i A'\{i}» Fespectively. Activating the two groups for time duraBony. /r; an (;3 andr;c/r; an gy delivers

respectively no less than. andr;, as served demands forand j, hence the conclusion. [ |

Remark 1. Both theoremBl4 arid 5 significantly extend previous resfiltiseooptimality characterization
of two links (see[[23] and the references therein). In faot, tivo links, H! is optimal if Condition[]L

holds for ¢ = {i,j}, otherwiseH" is optimal.

For(N,d,r), i.e., the symmetric case of cardinality-based rates, tineer of inequalities in Condition

[ is reduced taV. This, together with the proof of Theordm 4, lead to the folltg corollary.

Corollary 6. The following condition is both sufficient and necessary tfoe optimality of %' for
(N,d,r).

mrp, <rp m=2,...,N.

The structure of Condition]l2 also simplifies foiV,d,r). In addition, by augmenting the line of
arguments in the proof of Theoredm 5, we arrive at a sufficiemtddion for excluding the use of any

group of a specific sizen. This fact is given in the corollary below.

Corollary 7. For (N,d,r) and a given group sizen € [2, N], if the following condition holds for at

June 20, 2018 DRAFT



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, JULY2012. 11

least onem’ < m, there is an optimal schedule not using any group of size

Mmry, < m/'rp,.

By defining sum-rateas the amount of data served per time unit, Corolldries 6[ahdvé natural
interpretations. The former corollary indicates that ibeneficial to use a TDMA-based schedule when
any grouping of links results in lower sum-rate than singtévation, while the latter one states that if
there is a group size dominated in sum-rate by a smaller dwes, there will be no optimal schedule
selecting the larger size group.

Let us consider when it is preferable to augment the size obapy(of any size, excep). Intuitively,
one can expect that the group should be augmented with a nkwiflithe resulting sum-rate, is higher
than that of any time combination of running the group anditileseparately. Conversely, if it is optimal
to activate grougr, then the sum-rate of, namely) .. r;c, can not be achieved by any combined use

of its |c| subsets of sizéc| — 1. The insight leads to the following condition.

Condition 3. Given groupc, letn = |c| and denote byy, ¢s, . .., ¢ its n subsets of cardinality, — 1,
obtained by deleting each of thelinks of c. Denote byr, € R’ the vector of rates of the links i, and
r. € R the corresponding rate vector far. (with zero rate for:). We define the following condition:
Forany A = (A1,...,\,) € R} with &’ A = 1, the vector inequallityy ", \ir; < r is satisfied for at

least one element.

Remark 2. Note that finding whether or not there exists\avector that violates the condition can be

formulated as an LP of siz€(n). Thus the condition can be checked efficiently for any givenm

What the above condition states is, in fact, that the ratéovesf ¢ can not be outperformed by the
throughput region of the sub-groups. If groug is active at optimum, then the condition must be true,

as formulated below.

Theorem 8. If ¢ € H*, then Conditior B holds.

Proof: Suppose group is activated with any positive tim&. Strictly inequality) ", A\ir; > 7. in
all then elements means that runniwg, c;, . . ., ¢z, with time proportions\;,i = 1,...,n, respectively,
will serve demandl’'r, within less time thari”, and the result follows. [ |

We now turn our attention to the scheduling stratégy. In this solution, theN groups, which are

easily identified, are of size®, N — 1,...,1. To save notation without loss of generality, assume link
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1 has its queue emptied first, followed by lirkin the second group, and so on. Applying Theofém 8

yields immediately the following necessary condition foe toptimality of %% .

Corollary 9. If H" is optimal, then Condition]3 must be true for the-1 groups{1,...,N},{2,...,N},...,
and{N — 1, N}.

Consider the implication of Conditioh] 3 for cardinalitydsal rates(N,d, r). Because of the rate

symmetry, the quantity) ... A;r; can attain maximum simultaneously in all theelements, only if

iec

Ai = 2 foralli =1,...,n. For thisX, all elements ofy_,.. \;r; equal 2=1r,_;, resulting in the

1€C

observation below.

Corollary 10. If H" is optimal for (N, d,r), then the following condition must hold.
(m—1Drp—1 <mr, m=2,...,N.

The inequalities in the above corollary form a hierarchyasftions with a clean interpretation. Namely,
if %4~ is optimal, then the group sum-rate must be monotonicatiyeiasing in group size. Conversely, if
this monotonicity is violated, we conclude” is not optimal. However, the reverse formulation does not
hold, i.e., the hierarchy of relations is not sufficient faisaring that” is optimal. A counter-example
is provided in Sectiof X.

To arrive at a sufficient optimality condition for strategf/" for the general problem settin@v, d, F),
we consider maximum and minimum rates of groups. Denote’f§¢ and " the maximum and
minimum link rates, respectively, of all groups of size Although the exact values of them are difficult to
calculate in general, in practical systems it is typicalbggible to derive optimistic respective conservative
bounds on the rates, using the functiBhand the channel matrig’, as replacements of the maximum

and minimum values.

Condition 4. We define the followingv — 1 inequalities,

1 1 2
,r.min 7Jm'n é pmaz = 2’ . ’N'
m m—2 m—1

where, by convention, the terga}ﬁ, corresponding tan = 2, is taken to be zero.

The inequalities in Conditionl 4 form a chain for group sizesving from one toN. By the following

theorem, this chain of relations is sufficient for the opfitgeof schedule?{™.

Theorem 11. If Condition[2 holds, ther{” is optimal.
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Proof: Without any loss of generality, assume that, by stratggdy, the queue of linkV becomes
empty first, followed by link NV — 1, and so on. Thu${™ = {{1,... ,N},{1,...,N —1},...,{1}}.
In case of any degeneracy, the structure remains, with the diffierence that the corresponding time
duration of some of these groups is zero. Allvariables other than those for thé groups are zeros.
Clearly, LP primal feasibility of[(B) is satisfied by the stain. Consider the LP duall(4), and, for all the

groups inH", set the corresponding rows in the dual to equality, that is,

N
Zri./\/ﬂi = 17 (5a)
i=1
N—-1
Z Ti,N\{N}ﬂ'i = 1, (Sb)
1=1
N-2
Z Ti N\{N,N—1}Ti = 1, (5¢)
i=1
=1,
r117T1 = 1. (Sd)

The aboveN equalities uniquely determine a solution to the LP d&l ®)is, together withH ",
form a pair of dual and primal solutions. Consider the commaptary slackness condition in linear
programming. The condition fof (8b) is always satisfied ndteravhat the values of the dual variables
are, since constraints_(3b) are equalities. For the LP dwahplementary slackness holds for the above
N rows. For the rest of rows, the condition is also satisfiedabee the correspondirif-variables are
zeros. In conclusion, the pair of solutions is optimal, if d&al feasibility holds.

Suppose the derived dual solution is not dual feasible atdeast one of the remaining constraintdin (4)
is violated. We prove a contradiction, assuming a violataustraint concerning groufll, ..., N —2 N}
of size N — 1. The construction for arriving at a contradiction for otlygoups of sizeV — 1 as well as
other group sizes is analogous.

The above assumption of constraint violation means Eé\vzt‘lz Ti N\{N—-1}Ti T TN A\(N-1}TN > 1.

This implies the following inequality.
N-2
PR > w4+ STy > 1 6)
=1
Note that [5b) gives the inequality}*7 Zfi‘llm > 1. This, together with[(6), result in

N N-2
Gt g m > 2 — gt E . (7)
i=1 i=1
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Next, from [5¢), we obta|r§: 1 < MGL" This observation and{(7) lead to the inequality below.

-2

Z ™ > m rjzn . (8)

-1 TNZ9

Scaling [B) byr7" along with applying Conditiofil4 result in the following.

2 1
"mzm>@mmm ) > 1. 9

mzn
'NZ N_2

The strict inequality-7™ 22:1 m; > 1, however, contradicts (ba), and the theorem follows. ®

For (N,d,r), i.e. for the symmetric special case, the result of Thedrénedn be strengthened. We
prove Conditiori % is also necessary for the optimality#oY, as long as{” is non-degenerate, that is,

all the N groups are run with strictly positive time duratigns

Theorem 12. For (N,d,r) and non-degeneraté{N, Condition[4, which reduces to the following
inequalities, is also necessary for the optimality?of'.
1 1 2

—+—<
T'm Tm—2 "m—1

m=2,...,N. (10)

Proof: As in the proof of Theoreml 11, assume without loss of gengrdfiat the sequence in
which the queues empty i are N,N — 1,...,1. Consider the group of sizex — 1, consisting of
{1,2,...,m —2,m}. Note that the group is not part of th¢" solution. The base matriB of solution
HN is triangular for(N, d, ), where columnk consists ofi consecutive elements of valug, followed

by N — k zeros. Hence the basis inverdg; !, has the following form.

% —% 0 0 0
% —% 0 0

0O 0 ... 0 &: —%

0 0 0 0 1

TN-1

For the aforementioned group, the linear programming redwost, for the basi®, is given by the

expression below.

1 1 1 1 1 Tm—1  Tm—1
1—(— — , - =)0, 0, i1, 0, 1y e )T = 2 — (4 B
N TN—-1 TN-1 TN—2 (At Tm T'm—2

For (N, d, r), non-degeneraté(" is equivalent to all links having different demands.
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If the opposite of [(10) holds, then the reduced cost is §tricegative. Thus groudl,2,...,m —
2,m} is an incoming variable in the simplex algorithm for lineaogramming. As long a${" is non-
degenerate, the pivot operation bringing in the group ihi basis will strictly improve the objective
function, and the theorem follows. [ |

It has been commented earlier that the condition of strictigroving throughput in group size, used
in Corollary[9, is not sufficient for the optimality @fV, d, r), whereas the inequalities given in Theorem
12 are. Thus the former is implied by the latter (in a stricisse because they are not equivalent). This

fact is formally established below.

Corollary 13. For (N,d,r), L + 11— < 2 m =2,...,N, implies(m — )rp,_y < mrp,m =

Tm Tm—2 — Tm-1’
2.... . N.

Proof: For m = 2, the inequality gives; < 27, as% is effectively zero by the aforementioned
convention. For the induction step, assuite— 1)r,_; < kr; and considerk + 1. The inequality
1 1 2 H H H H k—1 1 1 2 H
mataT <5 and the induction hypothesis together ylerlk% 5 <aates <o Comparing

the left and right sides, we obtakr; < (k + 1)1, and the corollary follows. [ |

Remark 3. The inequalities in the conditions in this section do notblae d. Except from the non-
degeneracy assumption in Theotremh 12, all results are validmetely independent of the demand values.
This observation can be confirmed fro): Given a feasible schedule in form of a (non-degenerate)
basic solution, whether or not it is optimal depends only loa left-hand side, which does not contain
d.

VIlI. COMPLEXITY OF SCHEDULING WITH CARDINALITY -BASED RATES

From Sectiori MI, one can observe that the optimality coadgifor ! and %" are more structured
and stronger fo(NV,d, r). This raises the question whether or not reaching optiynalit(N, d, r) is
more tractable than the general case. In this section, wéda@ positive answer to the question.

Consider first a more restrictive case, where the deman@ésate uniform. For this setting, we provide

an analytic solution requiring only linear time to compuwted prove it is globally optimal.

Theorem 14. For (N,d,r), let m* = argmax)_,mr,,. If all demand values are uniform and equal to

d, then theN groups,{1,2,...,m*}, {2,3,...,m*+1}, ... {N,1,...,m* — 1}, each scheduled for a

time duration of—2—, is optimal.

m*r, '
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Proof: For all the links, the given schedule clearly meets demdnexactly. For any feasible
scheduling solution (not restricted to the case in queptiblengthT’, the total demandy ;. ., d;, divided
by T', gives the average throughput per time unit. A§_,,d; is a constant, a schedule is minimum
in time if (3,.\-d;)/T attains the maximum possible value. By the assumption inttieerem, the
instantaneous throughput of any feasible schedule carr e&eeedn*r,,-. This throughput is achieved

during the entire duration of the scheme in the theorem, haddsult follows. [ |

Remark 4. Theoreni 14 generalizes a result in [6] concerning the muchemestrictive case offp,
wherem* corresponds to the size of the largest feasible matching6]irhowever, all matchings of size

m* are used for constructing the optimal schedule. In our asiglyonly N groups are needed.

For non-uniform demand,N, d,r) does not admit an optimal schedule in closed form, yet we are
able to conclude its polynomial-time tractability. Thismflamental insight is established in the following

theorem.

Theorem 15. (N,d,r) is in class P, that is, the global optimum of any instance cancbmputed in

polynomial time.

Proof: Consider the LP dual given in](4). For problem cld$§ d,r), the dual has the following

form.
max Z d;; (11a)
ieN
sstrgy m<l ceH (11b)
1€C
>0 (11c)

Observe that there is a symmetry among the occurrences afudlevariables in[(11b). As a result,
given any feasible solution, swapping the values of any twal dariables will preserve feasibility. The
demand vectod is given in ascending order. It follows that there must eaistoptimal solution with
m < me < --- < 7y, because otherwise the objective function value can beawegr or kept the same
by swapping the variable values so that the condition holds.

Based on the above observation, one concludes that, ambognatraints of [(11b) withn variables
on the left-hand side, the inequality, ZiN:NH_m m; < 1 is the most stringent one in defining the
optimum. Therefore, the number of constraints requiredeting optimum can be reduced fra@f — 1

to IV, implying that, at optimum, the scheduling problem is eglént to the following LP.
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max Y dim (12a)
ieN
N
s.t. Y rmm <1, m=12,... N, (12b)
i=N+1-—m
0<m <mp <+ <. (12c)

In conclusion, the optimal solution to problem cld§, d, r) is found by solving an LP of siz&(N),

and the theorem follows. [ |

The above theorem is significant not only for the special sgtnim case(N,d,r), but also for all
scenarios where the transmitters having similar distafeed hence close-to-uniform channel gains) to
their receivers, and the latter are located close to eadr.dtor these cases, one can expect that solving

(N,d,r), which can be done fast, will provide a good approximate tswiuto the global optimum.

VIIl. AN ALGORITHMIC FRAMEWORK

Since optimal scheduling is in general complex, it is imaottto propose algorithms which trade
optimality against reduced complexity and yield decenfqrerance. To this end we propose several
algorithm variations that range from suboptimal ones witlv complexity to one actually optimal with
high complexity. They are all based on a common frameworkubes a natural view of the problem and
that is based to some degree on some of the optimality conditand insights derived in the previous
sections. In fact we will demonstrate that the modular stmécwe propose eventually leads to exploiting
tools from optimization theory so that we may come close toachieve full optimality, at a reduced
complexity level.

As is evident from the LP formulation of the problem, any stilang algorithm will have to have two
basic components:

() a method for generating th& link groups that will be part of the proposed final schedute a

(ii) a method for deciding the duration of activation for baaf these sets.

Later, we will confirm that this structural decompositioriusdly leads to a powerful toolset for eventual
optimization.

Our proposed algorithms use a variety of criteria for fuifdl the two aforementioned requirements.
Each algorithm uses what we call Group Generation Moduldo select the activation sets and an

Activation Duration Moduleto decide the length of the activation of each set. The two utesddo
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not operate independently, but are closely coupled andatgénteractively. Before proceeding to the
description and evaluation of these algorithms, we shomighasize that they are not based on ideas like
those that govern the so-called approximation algoritheng. (27]), or algorithms that impose structural
restriction or additional assumptions on the problem.gadt they are completely generally applicable.
In fact we will show that some of these algorithms do achidwe dptimal solution when some of the
conditions that were mentioned earlier hold (i.e. in theesashere eithe?{!, or #* is optimal).

We proceed now with the description of the algorithms. Reéigarthe Activation Duration module,
we consider two possibilities. Either we activate the chag®up until one of its links empties its queue
or we activate it for a fixed amount of tim& chosen a priori as a parameter. Clearly, in the latter case,
it is possible that the time that the a queue empties is lemtsAh In that case the termination of the
activation period occurs at that time instant, rather thamiouing on until timeA has passed. Therefore
for large values ofA the two criteria become less and less distinguishable. \ée te the first criterion
asTF (for “time at which the first queue of the group empties”) andhe second asA (for “time A,
unless a queue empties earlier”).

Regarding the group generation module, some care needs éadreised because here is the main
source of high complexity. Namely, there &% — 1 possible groups. So to chose groups we must utilize
some heuristic in the selection or, without any knowledgthefrate function?’, we must endure the full
consideration of all groups. In either case, we want to redhe complexity by avoiding the solution of
the full LP in (3). Therefore we must choose a metric by whiah will evaluate the candidate groups.
To this effect we either consider the sum-rate metB&)/{ i.e. the quantityd ;. ;, or the weighted
sum-rate \WSR, i.e. the quantity) .. q;ric, Whereg; is the “current” queue size at the transmitter of
link 7. Clearly, at the starg; = d;; however, as different links get activated at differentdénthe initial
d; keeps diminishing until it reaches zero. Whether we chobe&Ror the WSRmetric, we have two
choices for selecting a group. Either we look at#ll — 1 groups (or all remaining groups, after some
links have emptied) or we look at a judiciously chosen grdwgt tequires a much reduced search. In the
first case, we call the selection methexhct while in the second we call leuristic In fact, we will later
see that the éxact choice can be achieved without necessarily looking at2éll— 1 possible groups.
Thus we have four possible group generation methodsSRiexact(ii) SR—heuristic(iii) WSR—exact
and (iv) WSR-heuristicSince we may pair any one of these four group generationadstvith either
the TF criterion or theTA criterion in the activation module we obtain a total of eiglgorithms.

It remains to describe the heuristic method of choosing ardve propose the following. We rank

the N links according to their currently remaining queue sjzén descending order. To form a group we
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start with the singleton having the link at the top of the raWe then visit the second link of the ranking
and pair it with the first one. Doing so, the rates of concureetivation of both links are reduced. If
the updated metricSRor WSR increases as a result of pairing the two links into a group keep the
second link in the group. Otherwise, we skip it. We then uié third link in the ranking and repeat
the same process. We proceed in this fashion until all linles\asited. Thus one group will emerge
at the end of this process. To hedge against this procesg hajhly suboptimal, we repeat this entire
construction for two additional rank-permutations, whese start with the second and third link in the
ranking respectively. Thus, in the end, we have three plessiéndidate groups from which we select
the one with the highest metric.

Therefore we now have the following algorithms: (IF-SR—exact(2) TF—SR-heuristic(3) TF—
WSR-exac¢t(4) TF-WSR-heuristjc(5) TA-SR—exact(6) TA-—SR—heuristic (7) TA-WSR—exa¢t(8)
TA-WSR-heuristic

IX. GENERALIZING THE FRAMEWORK WITH OPTIMIZATION TOOLS

As we hinted earlier, the simple algorithms that were désgdiin the preceding section can be
embedded in a considerably more general setting that calpieapvariety of optimization techniques
to yield a better combination of performance and complex@pyecifically, we may now consider the
Activation Duration module as a more sophisticated prackstead of choosing a simplistic criterion
for activation (like theTF and theTA ), it can actually obtain a “tentative” set of activation &mthat are
actually optimal for a much reduced set of groups. That isait be thought of as solving the LP over a
small, limited, and restricted set of link groups. Once iesldhis, it feeds back to the group generation
module a “metric” that is based on the dual variables of theTlti®s metric is then used (in lieu of the
SR or theWSRmetrics) to select a new group. The new group is fed to thevAttin Duration module
that proceeds to resolve the LP and obtain a new tentativef sattivation times. It is possible that this
new set improves on the previous one (that is, it does yielioatsr schedule length or it does not). If it
does, the process is repeated until no more improvemenhiswax and the final activation times are then
the ones that are obtained by the last iteration of the psocHss is the so-called Column-Generation
method.

The remaining issue is how to select the new group to be adudkdet partial LP solution at each
step of the iteration. The dual variable values scaled byrdéitves are used as the metric in the group
generation module. These are two possibilities: Eitherwisic can be used (like the one proposed for

the four of the eight algorithms of the previous sectionhvilie only difference that now the the dual
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variable w; is used to sort the links), or an exact determination of thet tf@ptimal” group based on
the dual variable metric. If the latter option is chosenntligere are two further possibilities: either an
exhaustive search performed over all remaining groups oo refficient determination. For the use of
the second possibility one needs to know the rate funciiontroduced in Section Ill. Then, a variety
of optimal (yet efficient) searches, from techniques of exneptimization, to branch-and-cut or branch
and bound and other methods [2]] [3]} [9], can be performedetermine the best group capitalizing on
the knowledge and properties of the function. If on the othemd only the rate values are known (but
not the rate function that produced them) then the only opfiw exact determination of the best group
at each step is the exhaustive search.

Thus, in the arsenal of the eight previously described #@lyns we add two more. The first uses the
Column Generation method along with the rank-based heufist “next group” selection at each step
(we call this theCG-heuristicalgorithm). The second uses the column generation methadehsbut
with an “exact” selection of the next group at each step. We the exhaustive search method for that
while we note the possibility of dramatic expansion of thelgpem sizes (in terms of number of links
N) that are possible to solve if we utilize the knowledge of the function (we call that th€G—exact
algorithm).

Note also that even in the earlier eight algorithms the “Exgioup generation option can be exercised
with significantly reduced complexity if the rate functiamknown. The only difference there is that the
metric for the candidate groups is not the one that dependbemlual variables, but rather tf8Ror
WSR or possibly even a totally different metric. Of course ttse wf other metrics, either in association
with the LP or theTF, or TA methods does not in general lead to the minimum length sédedhile in
the case of the€G—exactalgorithm it generally does. The complexity of th&—exactlgorithm though

is in the worst case exponential.

X. OPTIMALITY PROPERTIES OF THEALGORITHMS

We present now some properties of the proposed algorithatsstrengthen their appropriateness for
the solution to the scheduling problem. In the following, denote an algorithm through the descriptive
terms used in the preceding sections. For exaniffl&,, SR) denotes the strategy of selecting the group
with maximum sum-rate in every iteration, and the time dorabf activation is a constamth > 0
(or until the first queue in the group empties, whichever ogdirst). It is clear that each of the five
designs of the Activation Duration module will empty all ques in a finite number of iterations. Here,

one iteration of the module refers to the activation of oneugrunderTF or TA, or solving a whole
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LP underCG. Obviously, the running time of one iteration is polynomialN in all cases. As for the

number of iterations to empty all queues, the complexityuimmarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 16. 1) The number of iterations unde€€G—exactis polynomial in N, 2) the number of
iterations undeT'F, SR) and (T'F, W SR) is O(N), and 3) the number of iterations B§'A, SR) and
(TA,WSR) is O(Nma’zifnﬁ“di) and hence pseudo-polynomial M, wherer* is either a)min;car i,

for the case of a continuous rate functidny, or b) the lowest positive rate level of a discrete rate

function F.

Proof: An LP can be solved to optimality using a polynomial numbeitefations, or equivalently,
separation of constraints in the dual LP, therefore the dieement holds. The second statement follows
from the fact that at least one link gets its queue emptieds@myeiteration in(7'F, SR) and (T'F, SR).
The last statement follows frof - d; < N max;cnr d;, and that(T'A, SR) and (TA, W SR) drain
at least an amount proportional tor* from one or several queues per iteration. [ |

Among the above desigrGG—exacts an exact algorithm that guarantees global optimality. [bhe
correspondence to the general method of Column Generatiasists of the fact that a column in the LP
(3) corresponds a variable associated with a group. Notethlieacomplexity ofCG—exactby Theorem
[18 does not contradict the geneydlP-hardness of the scheduling problem.

Let us consider the other four options of secfion VIIl. In gead, they are sub-optimal, but significantly
simpler thanCG. In the following, we show that, if the corresponding suffiti optimality conditions
discussed in Sectidn VI strongly hold (i.e., the inequeditin the conditions are strict), the use SR

gives the optimal schedule, i.e., the two base schedulihgisns 7! and ", respectively.

Theorem 17. Both(T'F, SR) and (T A, SR) with anyA > 0 lead to schedule®! and ", respectively
if, under exact group selection, Conditions 1 did 4 strittbld.

Proof: Assume Conditionll is strictly satisfied and, without losgyeherality, that the rates are in
descending order for individual links, that is;; > 99 > --- > ryx. FOr any groupe with |c| > 2, we

have

Tic T11
ZT_“ <ls& Z’I‘ZCT <7ry = ZT“; <T7ri1.

icc icc w icc
The last inequality above follows froft > 1,i € ¢. As a result{1} is the group to be activated. For

TF, the demand of link one is served for time duratibnr11, and the next group to be activated with
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the SRmetric is{2}, and so on. Applyingr'A, the demand of link one is gradually served by repeatedly
activating {1}, after which{2} is used. Hence both strategies lead to sche@lle

If we assume Condition 4 strongly holds, we first prove that— 1)r%% < mr™" m =2,...,N.
For m = 2, r"® < 275" follows immediately from the assumption. Suppdge— 1)rj*% < krimn

holds. Then, Condition 4 written fdk + 1 leads to the following

1 k—1 2

min max max
T kry Ty

which immediately impliestr*** < (k + 1)r/7. As a result, the total sum-rate increases for any
group by adding new links. Therefore, the grand gradiphas the highest sum-rate und&R For both
TF and TA, the group will be activated until one of the links’ queue tmes empty. Repeating the
above argument, the next group to be activated is the onastioigsof all links with positive remaining
demands, and the theorem follows. [ |

The construction of the proof leads to another observatiofZag, SR) and (T'A, SR). Under the
exact, or a deterministic heuristic for group selectiornvifiie SRmetric, TA will be activating the same
group until one of its links’ queue empties, becoming edentto TF.

Theoren{_1l7 supports the choice ®iRas the group selection metric. Below, we illustrate the i

the WSRand that ofTA using the following two examples.

Example 1. Consider a case wher® = 3, dy = d, dy = 2d, d3 = 3d, andr; = 6, 7o = 5,r3 = 4,,
i.e. (3,(d,2d,3d), (6,5,4)). The unique optimum comprises the two gro§ps3} and{2,3}, with time

ned 2d :
durations¢ and %, respectively.

Note that for this exampl8rs > 2ry > rq, yet group{1, 2,3} having the highest sum-rate is not part
of the optimum. Hence preferring the top sum-rate group ¢tvliiself is not a trivial task) in designing

a schedule may not work well.

Example 2. Consider(3, (d,d, d), r), with 2r, > 3r3 and2ry > r1. One can easily verify that the unique

optimum schedule consists of groufds2}, {2, 3}, and {1, 3}, each with a time duration og%

Observe that, for Exampld B2oneof the links has its entire queue emptied in any of the grobps t
it participates in at the unique optimum. Thus fiE-based algorithm may faigven if an exhaustive

searchof all ordered combinations oV groups is tried.
Remark 5. For Example 1, using th&/SR metric enables the construction of an optimal schedule.
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Specifically,(TF,WSR) yields an optimum, and an@’A, W SR) is also optimal forA > %d. For
Example 2, one can verify thdf"A, SR) delivers optimum for allA = 2,%2, (k is a positive integer),

and (TA, WSR) is optimal for A = 54—

upy !

whereu is positive integer that satisfias > logy 52

27"2 —r1 .

XI. SIMULATION SETUP AND RESULTS

In this section we provide simulation results to illustrétte performance of the algorithms developed
within the framework. We consider a set &f = 15 links randomly placed in an area of 10300000
meters. The signal propagation follows a distance-basedemoith a path loss exponent of 4. The
distance between the transmitter and the receiver of a lexk n@stricted to be between 3 and 250 meters
to obtain links of practically meaningful SNR values. Foe tijueue sizes, we defined two different sets:
() uniform demand of 1000 bits, (ii) non-uniform demandjfarmly distributed in [100 ... 1500] bits.
In each setup, 100 link location instances were ran, unlgsrwise indicated.

For the rate values, we consider two cases, namely (i) rates dy the Shannon formula as in
Eq. (2), (ii) rates given by a combination of uncoded BPSKhvwaymbol rate control, at a fixed error
rate, as in[[2R]. In the Appendix we provide a detailed deidraof the BPSK rate formula used, with
the standard assumption that the energy of interferenge froncurrent transmissions is equivalent to
Average White Gaussian Noise (AWGN). For illustration mpses we provide both functions in Figure
of the Appendix. Note that although both are approximai#h 8hannon’s formula giving an upper
bound on the achievable rates, and BPSK giving a more pehdkavor in our investigation, they jointly
provide a useful insight on how the physical layer affeces allgorithms’ performance.

For each of the setups described above, we solved the fullfL{B)pusing AMPL [10], to establish
the optimal schedule length, assuming a unit of bandwidtHzrand error rate: = 10~ for the BPSK
rate calculations. Then, all ten algorithms of the previsestions were ran for all instances. All results
presented below are normalized with respect to the "basetptimal value.

In Figure[1 we present the effect of tide parameter on the performance of fhA-based algorithms.
Intuitively, a small A enables a more “cautious” design since the algorithms teéllaie more times
between the two modules, thus having more opportunitieslexsgroups closer to the optimal with more
refinement. This is directly confirmed by the gredM\WSR—-Heuristicand black TA-WSR-Exagt
algorithms, for which the gap increases whaAngrows. Note that for a very larg& value, theTA
strategy would coincide with th€F one, as can be seen in the rightmost of Fidure 1. In contraBi\te
WSR-Heuristiand TA-WSR-Exacthe red line for algorithnTA-SR—Heuristihas the opposite trend,

as smallA gives larger optimality gap. This is due to the behavior & keuristic — the heuristic sorts
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Fig. 1. Effect of activation time\ on the schedule duration for the folA—based algorithms, under the Shannon rate function

(x-axis in logarithmic scale; each point is an average valer 50 simulation instances).

the links by their remaining demand in group generationnaheugh the sorting may not respond well
to the SRmetric. The mismatch is however rectified for largemvalues since the impact of the heuristic
will be accumulated fewer times. The blue line for algoritih—SR—Exacts horizontal, because, with
exact group selection and tf8Rmetric, the maximum sum-rate group will remain selectedardless
of the size ofA, until one of the link queues empties. ThudTs equivalent toTF, as commented in
the discussion after Theordml17 in Secfion X.

For TA-WSR—Heuristiand TA-WSR—-Exagctthe gain of reducing\ diminishes below some point
(~0.5s in Figurd1l), since, without significant queue drainithgg same group is simply selected over
and over. For the minimum used (i.e., leftmost of the figure), the best performanceaviergby TA—
WSR-Exagtas also suggested by the first example in Seciibn X. On thenmigst (i.e., TF activation),
the WSRmetric is inferior to theSRmetric, because the former may result in a group with low sate;
and the impact can not be mitigated by group activation whighs the group until one link empties
the entire remaining queue. As a result, for latyeor equivalentlyTF activation, the best performance
is achieved byTA—-SR—-ExactFinally, the performance of heuristic selection is cotesitly inferior to
exact selection in Figure 1.

Figures[2 and]3 provide performance comparison for all tigerahms. ForTA-based algorithms,
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Fig. 2. Normalized schedule durations for all the algorshumder the Shannon-based rate function of Fiflire 4.
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Fig. 3. Normalized schedule durations for all the algorghumder the BPSK-based rate function of Fidure 4.

based on our preceding discussion, a small value (0.5s)asechfor the activation duration parameter
A. The last algorithmCG-exact always gives the global optimum, normalized to 1.0 in theirkg.
Overall, the other nine algorithms perform reasonable ,wdlth only one giving an average optimality

gap larger than 20%.
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The first eight algorithms all perform better when the ratesderived from the Shannon formula, in
both demand cases. The explanation lies in the shapes ofvtheate functions. The BPSK rate is must
more robust to interference from concurrent transmissiog®mparison to the Shannon function. Hence,
at optimum for the BPSK rate function, large-cardinalitpgps having similar rates on the links are very
likely to be used. With the Shannon formula, smaller grouphigher link rates are more preferred in
the optimal schedule. Consequently, scheduling with BP&K is much more prone to sub-optimality in
group selection (as many groups perform similarly for BRandWSR, and, more importantly, to sub-
optimality in group activation (cf. Example 2 in Sectioh XhusTF andTA become more sub-optimal
for BPSK-derived rates than those derived by the Shannanuiar. This conclusion is further supported
by the performance o€G—Heuristic In this case, groups activation is carries out group attimawith
LP, which is the best possible solution of determining theetishare among groups, justifying the better
performance of this algorithm for the BPSK case, as oppasithe two heuristic activation strategies.

For both TF and TA, heuristic group selection is always outperformed by thacexone. Hence
enhancing the group selection module alone gives notieeadstribution to the overall performance,
regardless of the activation strategy. As expected, thadangf sub-optimality in group selection is more
striking in BPSK. As was mentioned above, larger groups apeeted at optimum for BPSK-derived
rates. When the exact solution of group selection contaimsynelements, it is less probable that greedy
selection, as used in our heuristic, is able to approachmaity.

Comparing the two metricSRand WSR the latter always yields better results for thA activation
strategy, that is, the notion of remaining demand interbetter with emptying queues progressively. This
was also observed in the discussion of Figure 1. For BR8&Ralso outperform$Rfor TF activation.
The reason is that the optimal schedule with BPSK tends tausgps of similar sizes. WitlsR there
is a higher risk that a small-cardinality group with low suate and high remaining demand will have to
be deployed by the end, making the overall schedule infémiaromparison to balancing the remaining
gueues in group selection. For Shannon-based rates, theuse at optimum is quite the opposite, and
SRbehaves better thaw/SRin TF.

From the above two Figures, Examples 1 and 2, and the resuiigire 1, it is inconclusive whether
the TF, or TA activation should be in general preferred. However, if Wi&Rmetric is employed in
group selectionTA is clearly superior, as discussed above. In addition, tleegnwup activation strategies
coincide inTF—SR—-Exacand TA-SR-Exagtas justified by our discussion in Sectioh X and the results
in Figure 1.

Finally, the demand structure (uniform versus non-unifphas a noticeable impact on performance,
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when heuristic group selection is used. In general, theltesthow improved performance when the
initial demand is non-uniform. This can be attributed to teenand ordering in group construction of
the heuristic that we used. Non-uniform demands aid theisteuto better differentiate among the links,
especially in the BPSK case where the effect of hon-unifoemand is indeed more prominent, as the
links in a group tend to have more similar rates. With exaougrselection coupled witfiF and TA,

the demand structure has virtually no effect on performdoncahe Shannon-based rate function. For
BPSK-derived rates, on the other hand, non-uniform demaadsl to smaller optimality gap. This is
because the sub-optimality dF and TA in group activation is more crucial for uniform demand that

assembles the structure of Example 2.

XIl. CONCLUSION

We have considered the minimum-length scheduling probtamthe case of emptyingy queues over a
shared channel. The generic consideration of rates, whaghba produced by some underlying function,
unifies the previously considered formulations. Severalamental results of solution characterization
have been gained. First, we have proven the hardness ofdb&pr for all continuous and monotonically
increasing function in SINR. Second, optimality condiaf two base scheduling strategies are developed
and formalized. Third, we have demonstrated how the prolaiess with cardinality-based rates can be
solved effectively. On the algorithmic side, we have préseéia framework that accommodates both exact
and sub-optimal scheduling solutions. Extensive simafatiesults have been provided and assessed to
guantify the performance of some specific algorithm designs

The research line of the current paper is subject to sevetahsions. For example, we may consider
cooperative methods among the links, including relayirchesher's messages. In that case we could have
multiple transmitters that transmit to the same receivaiming the same queue simultaneously. Another
extension is the fundamental solution characterizatioteura multi-objective setting that incorporates
both efficiency (i.e., schedule length) and energy exparnglior that includes the aspect of fairness among
the links. Multi-hop or multicasting applications are alsbinterest. Last but not least, it is important
to use the insights from this work in the problem of schedylvith continuous arrivals (rather than the

gueue draining problem).
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APPENDIX

THE BPSKRATE FUNCTION FOR A MULTI-USER ENVIRONMENT

Assuming an uncoded BPSK modulation scheme, in an interferfree environment the bit error

%)

where the function@(x) is the probability that a Gaussian random variable with zeean and unit

probability z is given by

variance exceeds. The f,—z fraction is the system SNR, where the numerator is the bitgsnand the
denominator is the power spectral density (psd) of the ndisth in Joules [12].

In the presence of interference by concurrent transmissibenoting byl the duration of one BPSK
symbol the bit rate will be, = Tio The received bit power is alsB, = % in Watts. Then the error
rate can be calculated as

. 2Eb . 2PbT0 . 2Pb
o)l ) o)

where Iy denotes the sum of all interference energy in Joule (whichcemsider it to be an AWGN

signal) plus the noise psd. Notice thht can be approximated by scaling the sum of the interference
powers received by a time factor, in order to obtain an aptgquantity in Joules.

Observe now that any change in the value, under a fixed and fixedP,, leaves us with the symbol
duration Ty, i.e. the bit rate, as the only control we have to keep the timuabove satisfied. Hence,
solving the error rate equation above yields our approdonab the BSPK bit rate:

2 B

TRy

where@~! is the inversal-function.
Note that for general pulses the BSPK symbol rate must gatist= B/k, wherek is the spectral
efficiency (which for ideal pulses we can assume to be equah&) andB is the channel bandwidth

[12]. Hence, we limit our BPSK rate function results to a nmaxm rate value;"** = r, = B, i.e.
. 2 B
ry = mln{ma, B}
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