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Abstract—The growing popularity of Machine-to-Machine chines and water, gas or other meters, are typically degloye
(M2M) communications in cellular networks is driving the need  jn basements of buildings, water monitoring systems are de-
to optimize networks based on the characteristics of M2M, ployed underground, and some traffic monitoring systems may

which are significantly different from the requirements that ; . . .
current networks are designed to meet. First, M2M requires arge be deployed in the tunnels. Such machines will typicallyehav

number of short sessions as opposed to small number of longdevices that communicate with their controlling applicas
lived sessions required by the human generated traffic. Send, or servers over wireless networks. For such locationsoradi
M2M constitutes a number of battery operated devices that 2 signals have to be substantially stronger compared to what
static in locations such as basements and tunnels, and need t js-raqyired for traditional service. Hence, device trasmi
transmit at elevated powers compared to the traditional deices. . S e

Third, replacing or recharging batteries of such devices mg POWeEr requwed for.commumcanon becomes a critical |§Hye.
not be feasible. All these differences highlight the impornce addition, if the devices are battery operated total trassioin

of a systematic framework to study the power and energy energy from the device is also an important consideration.
optimal system design in the regime of interest for M2M, whit For M2M, the goal of minimizing mobile transmit power is
is the main focus of this paper. For a variety of coordinated 5iqeq py the nature of M2M traffic. In contrast to traditional

and uncoordinated transmission strategies, we derive rests for . . .
the optimal transmit power, energy per bit, and the maximum CONSUMer traffic, M2M typically involves a large number of

load supported by the base station, leading to the following Short payload transactions, as shownlih [B], [9], wheréitraf
design guidelines: (i) frequency division multiple accesFDMA), models for various vertical applications are charactekriz®r
including equal bandwidth allocation, is sum-power optimd in  example, a fleet management application can involve trans-
the asymptotically low spectral efficiency regime, (i) whie FDMA  misqinn of |ocation every 20 seconds by each vehicle to the

is the best practical strategy overall, uncoordinated codelivision - . . )
multiple access (CDMA) is almost as good when the base statio central application server with each transaction invajViess

is lightly loaded, (iii) the value of optimization within FDMA is  than 500 bytes[10]. Similarly, reporting of health datatsuc

in general not significant in the regime of interest for M2M. as blood pressure or heart rate by medical devices involves
payloads less than 200 bytés[11].
. INTRODUCTION Mobile cellular networks, including the fourth generation

The widespread coverage of cellular networks makes th n% 'I;jerm Evol_ution (LTE]Z [[Mlzgg/lage _neither designgd (\;V'fth
an attractive option for handling the growing number ofnk budget requirements o evices, nor optimized for

sensing and monitoring devices. Therefore, M2M commurMZM traffic pattern. The system design is optimized to max-

cations, involving wide area communication of sensor dafd'#® spectral efficiency and minimize latency. Thus mabile

to an Internet based application, is emerging as an imgortérl"fmsm't in short duration bursts at high power levels that

service over mobile cellular networks [2[3-{5]. It spans tiplé maximize the total sector throughput. Mobile transmit powe
vertical industries such as transportation, healthcdil#jas, levels are primarily dictated by maximum transmit powerim
retail, industrial monitoring, banking, and home automnti of mobiles and out-of-cell interference considerationstt®&y

and includes a variety of applications within each verticallnce IS not a primary concern for c;)mmung:at!ons smc% t-he
Projections for growth of M2M communication devices rang%o'g_malm powgr conslumptlolr_l otr_1 uman gwce; atrhe rven
from 24 billion [6] to 50 billion [7] in the next decade with 2 GISPiays and compiex application processing. Furtheemo

over 2 billion M2M devices expected to directly attach tiSers will recharge the|r_de\(|ces_as required. :
the cellular network by this time. Given the potential for a Clearly, M2M communications IMPOSe New requirements on
significant new revenue stream from M2M data services, t S_IIuI.ar networks that Qemand rethinking some of-the design
industry is focusing on ensuring that cellular networks Cagﬂ\r/];:'ﬁ[:gse’tﬁgﬁ:r:isttb;glrozzoi:tg:r:zigtcl)cr)r:]zcliergg?éque
efficiently serve the needs of M2M communications. itself instead of establishing dedicated bearérs [15].sThi
A. Motivation and Related Work depends on the size of the payload, the overheads involved
M2M devices in some verticals are deployed in Iocationasr?d t_he level of base station Iqading. Second,.the optifoizat
that are not frequented by people. For example, vending mc6r1|_ter|on for resource allocation and transmit power lsvel _
’ IS average transmit power or energy consumed to transmit
H. S. Dhillon is with WNCG, the University of Texas at AustiSA. a given payload. This is because for M2M devices battery
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adverse locations. Motivated by these differences, skmerd-

ifications in the current communication protocols to reduce We N, arrivals per slot
signaling overhead [15]=[17] and power consumption| [18] 1 MHz N, ~ Pois(At )
have been proposed in the literature. Furthermore, theatlea Each with L bit payload

cooperative design where several devices are clusterethisg
with a possibility of a controller acting as a common link
between a cellular base station and the devices is invéstiga
e.g., in [19], [20]. The problem of uplink scheduling of M2M Ts=1sec

devices in LTE networks is studied in [21], where it is S‘hownn-ig. 1. lllustration of the time-frequency resource “slioger which multiple
that it is better not to form different classes of the deviceSers are scheduled.

in order to increase the maximum load that can be served at

the base station. Despite these research efforts, theittlas |

understanding of the fundamental tradeoffs in the paramegevery small factor of the optimal allocations both in terms
space of interest in M2M communications, especially from @ transmit power and energy per bit for both TDMA and

power and energy optima| design perspective, which is tF®MA. The bounding factor is derived in closed form for
main focus of this paper. all the cases and is aroud25 for both FDMA sum-power

and sum-energy and also for TDMA sum-energy. It is around
o 2 for TDMA sum-power. This suggests that a simple equal
B. Contributions resource allocation algorithm is sufficient to achieve near

Evaluate different multiple access strategies and identyff optimal transmission in terms of both the power and energy
the minimum power strategy. We study both uncoordinatedminimization.

and coordinated multiple access strategies in this paper.Asymptotically optimal strategies for coordinated trans-
uncoordinated strategies, the payload is carried in thg venission. Using the closed form bounds derived to bound
first message together with the control information such #¢ gap between the optimal and equal resource allocation,
the device identity and thus there are no dedicated respurgeg further show that the FDMA equal resource allocation is
allocated. We consider both FDMA and CDMA random acce§9th sum-power and sum-energy optimal over the space of
strategies. The transmit power, number of frequency cHannEDMA strategies in the limit of asymptotically low spectral

in FDMA and spread factor in CDMA are adjusted based dgfficiency. Since the closed form bound is the same for
the average load on the system, which is known at the devidd8MA energy optimal solution, the result extends in this
by listening to downlink broadcast signaling from the basease as well. Using these bounds and the closed form result
station. Interested readers can refer[ta [22] for a comparisderived for the sum-power required in SIC, we also prove
of the two schemes from a throughput perspective. We th#tat FDMA, including equal resource allocation strategy, i
consider coordinated strategies in which the resources &tgn-power optimal over general resource allocation gjiese
explicitly scheduled to active devices. The base statidarde (not necessarily orthogonal) in the limit of asymptotigdtiw
mines the transmission time duration, bandwidth and powgpectral efficiency.

and indicates this to the devices. Here we consider suseessi The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We introduce
interference cancellation (SIC), FDMA and time divisiorotation and describe the system model in Section Il. We
multiple access (TDMA) strategies and focus on determinirgfiscuss the uncoordinated and coordinated access séstegi
the optimal bandwidth/time and transmit power settings f@nd the associated system designs in Sections Il and IV,
minimizing the total power and/or energy consumed to tranggspectively. We present the numerical results comparifig d
mit a fixed size payload. Comparison of the uncoordinatéerent strategies in Section V. We present our conclusions i
and coordinated strategies shows, not surprisingly, that tSection VI.

coordinated strategies outperform the uncoordinatetesfies

for heavy loading whereas the performance is comparable for Il. SYSTEM MODEL

light loads. Hence for low loads, an uncoordinated strategy
may be preferred when taking into account downlink overhegti System Setup

required to inform the devices of the allocated resources. In this paper, we consider a single cell consisting of an ac-
Bound the gap between optimal and equal-resource allo- cess point lying at the origin and devices uniformly digitézl
cation in coordinated orthogonal transmission.Minimum around it in an annular region with inner and outer radlii
energy and/or power scheduling over time or frequency &hdrg, respectively. The non-zero inner radius is assumed to
known to be a convex optimization problem and variousvoid singularity in the path loss model, which is discussed
efficient algorithms have been proposed in the literafuB3{2 later in this section. We focus on a single cell system with
[25]. We show that, in the cellular setting, it is possibleap no out-of-cell interference, which is one of the simulation
proximate the optimal resource allocation through simptes- scenarios in 3GPP modél]13]. It should be noted that the out-
shot solutions, which leads to closed form expressionshfer tof-cell interference effectively changes the operatirgnal-
optimization parameters in certain special cases. Furtbes, to-interference-plus-noise rati@ INR), which can be incorpo-
we prove that in the parameter space of interest, somewheted in the current analysis to study the multi-cell caséhis
surprisingly, simple equal-resource allocations perfarithin  study, we focus only on the uplink. To characterize the plin




load seen by the base station, we model the arrival process oAn example of the system using a coordinated strategy is the
packets as a Poisson point process with miarrivals per the two-stage setup shown in Fig. 3. In this setup, a dedicate
second. For concreteness, we assume a time slotted syst@timk connection is first established by transmitting otiig
with the slot duration denoted by,. The analysis will be control information in the random access stage. The random
performed on a typical time-frequency resource slice wibh s access design is the same as the one discussed for the gae-sta
durationr, and bandwidtiH? as shown in Fig]1. We denotesystem. The base station then transmits scheduling intooma
the number of packet transmission requests in each block &y a part of the beacon signal, which is used by the devices
N, ~ Pois(A7s). Each packet is assumed to have a payload transmit orthogonally from each other.
of L bits. In all the strategies considered in this paper, we assume
that all the packet transmissions occur in the current slot
and none of them are left for scheduling in a future slot,
thereby introducing a notion of a packet deadline expjicitl
Uplink multiple access is primarily enabled by a broadcagrthermore, we only consider successful packet trangmiss
or beacon signal that is transmitted by the base stationeat {h a single attempt since the packet failure rate will be $mal
start of each time slot. The beacon signal is assumed to cagfy design. The effective deadline for a single slot design is

load information, which is characterized by the average 10g, and for two-stage design @r,, counting time from the
A seen at the base station. We consider two broad categofgginning of the first slot after the packet arrives.

of multiple access strategies: i) uncoordinated: the @svic
transmit data using slotted random access and there is b nee . . . .
to establish dedicated radio bearers, and ii) coordinates; ¢ Modeling Uplink Channel from Device to Base Station
devices transmit data in a separate scheduled transmissio he received power at the base station from a device located
An example of the system using uncoordinated strategy is taedistance-, assuming transmit powe?;, path loss exponent
one-stage setup illustrated in F[d. 2, where both the cbntrp small-scale fading gai, large scale shadowing gaiff
information and the data are transmitted as a part of taed direction based antenna géinis:

random access signal. As_ d!scussed in the seque_l, the titansm P. = PXKGr. )
power and other transmission parameters are independently

adjusted by each mobile device based on the load informatipfistead of treating these link budget parameters individua

B. Multiple Access

A, that is received in the beacon signal. we model their composite effect by defining the reference
_ _ _ _ signal-to-noise ratiogNR) 1 as the average receivedr from
Beacon signal having load information a device transmitting at maximum pow&y, ., over bandwidth
‘ ‘ ‘ W located at cell edge, i.e., at distaneg from the base
/ r\ f \ station. Therefore, the receivetiR 1, at the base station from
) o a device located at distaneecan be expressed in terms of
N_a users having data for transmission as:
Beacon signal used for synchronization P, r\ 7
— o= g () @
max To
Both Id and data transmitted in this slot Please note that refereng#iR is a function of signal band-
Fig. 2. One-stage design where both device Id and data anemiied Width _because of the scaling Qf noise power with band_W|dth.
together in random access stage. We will comment more on this when we study coordinated

access using TDMA and FDMA in the sequel. Now defining
the channel gaig = Xh (T—TO) 7, we get the following simple
expression for the receivegNR 1,.:

|
/ \ f \ o = Pf:xug- 3

N_a users having data for transmission

Beacon signal having load information

In case the information symbols are transmitted over a

Beacon signal used for synchronization bandwidthWW, < W, the reference SNRuys in this case
can be written in terms ofi as:

Random access stage to transmit Id W
AT = B (4)
N
Beacon with scheduling info which is greater thap because of the decrease in the effective
7] noise power. For this modified system, the receig&d can

be evaluated fromi{(3) by replacing with . This will be
helpful in analyzing the multiple access strategies thatlire

Fig. 3. Two-stage design where device Id is transmitted éréimdom access partitioning of frequency resources, e.g., FDMA. Througiho
stage to establish connection followed by the scheduled aetess stage.  this paper, we assume that the channel gaiis known at

Orthogonal transmission of data in this slot



the device both in the cases of uncoordinated and coordinate CDMA Random Access

strategies. In CDMA random access, we assume that each device
For all numerical results, we considét,.x =1 W, 70 =  selects aN, length code randomly from the set of'c — 1

1000 m, v =3, p = =3 dB, W = 1 MHz, 7, = 1 sec and possible binary sequences, whevg is the design parameter.

ignore fading and shadowing. A careful reader would obseryg 5 result of this random code selection, the chosen codes wi

that the value of. is very low for a reference distance 8900 ot pe perfectly orthogonal in general. Since the transoriss

m. This is chosen to account for the high penetration 10ssggyarious devices are synchronized, the cross correlation

suffered by the radio signals when the devices are deployigg randomly chosen codes is assumed tol p&,. For fair

at adverse locations such as basements and tunnels. SinC%cWﬁparison across all the transmission strategies caeside

have choserPy.x = 1 W, we will drop it from (3) to reduce i this paper, we assume that the total bandwidthisover

it to p. = Pug with the understanding that the; is the \yhich the CDMA waveform is transmitted, leading ¥/ N,

normalized byP.x = 1 W. as the effective bandwidth of the information symbols. We
further assume that the devices perform uplink power contro
D. Preliminaries such that the targedINR at the base station ig;.

In the slotted system introduced above, an information1l) System DesigniAs is clear from the setup, the only
symbol of payloadL bits will be transmitted over bandwidthinformation devices have about the number of transmission
Wy < W for time r < 7, depending upon the resourceg§equestsV, ~ Pois(A7;) is the mean load,. Therefore, we
allocated to that packet. To fix the key ideas, we first confif€sign the system fail —¢)""* percentile of the arrivals, which
our discussion to the perfectly orthogonal resource aliooa is denoted byN, whereP[N, > N] < e. This also defines
using TDMA and FDMA, where one of these inequalities wilfirst failure event, i.e., when the actual number of arrivais
be a strict inequality due to the partitioning of time-freqey greater thanV and it is no longer possible to achieve the
resources. Assuming capacity achieving codesnd W, are targetSINR while satisfying the maximum power constraint.
related to the receivesiiR 1, by Shannon’s capacity equation¥ve Wwill use this later in our discussion to bound the overall

as follows: failure probability.
-1 1 5 After determining N from the load information, the next
- Og2 ( + Mr) . ( . . .
TWar step is to determine the lengfli. of the spreading codes. For

It should be noted that the effect of finite block length can H&is, we first define the collision event as follows.

easily incorporated in the above expression by means of @ginition 1 (Collision EventA,). Collision is said to occur

SNR gap. Interested readers can refer(to [26] for more detaij§hen more than one device choose the same spreading code.
Using [3) and[(b), we can find the minimum transmission time
required to transmit bits over bandwidthiVy, under the  Clearly, collision leads to packet failures since thereds n
maximum transmit poweP,,., constraint as: way to differentiate between various devices. For givén

I and N, the probability of collision is given by the following

T > = Tmmin- 6) Lemma.
T Wi 1Og2(1 + Pmaxﬂ/\/g) ( ) o N
Similarly, the minimum transmission bandwidth required fg-emma 1. Defining m(= 27 — 1) as the number of codes

the transmission of. bits over timer is given by the solution and N as the number of arrivals, the probability of collision
of the following equation: can be expressed as

N-1
L w 1
— P.=PlA]=1-(1-— : 8
p log, (1 + Praxit (Wmin) g) . (7 [Ac] ( m) (8)
As will be evident later,[{6) and(7) will be useful in formtda ~ Proof: First note that the probability of a particular code
ing the optimization problems for TDMA and FDMA casesbP€ing chosen by devices is
respectively. These arguments easily extend to the CDMA cas N n N-n
. : N N 1 1
and are discussed as a part of the uncoordinated strategies i P[n] = n oo 1- oo 9
the next section.
The result follows from the fact that
[1l. UNCOORDINATED TRANSMISSION P, =1—P[0] — P[1] = P[A,] (10)
In uncoordinated transmission, we assume thatits are NY 1\ N1
transmitted in each transaction with the understanding tha =1- (1 — —) - = ( — —) (11)
would be small & 50 bits) when only control information, m m

such as device identity, is transmitted and would be reditiv u

large ¢ 1000 bits) when both control information and data arggrollary 1. The length of the spreading sequence required

transmitted together. For device multiplexing, we constd® o restrict the collision probability within a predefined lua
strategies: i) CDMA random access, and ii) FDMA random_ g

access. We start this discussion with the design of CDMA
random access, from which the FDMA random access design N, = [logg (1 n 1 >—‘ (12)
1=

will follow. 1—Pp)¥



N -1
R {logQ <1+ P )-‘

(13)

Proof: The main result follows directly form Lemnid 1

and the approximation follows in the low collision probatyil
regime from the fact that

. & @ In(l—P)
Plclino(l —P)¥1 =1+ N_1 (14)
®) Pc
=1 - = 15
N1 (15)

where(a) follows form the Taylor series expansion @f and
(b) follows from the fact thatim, ,oIn(l — z) = —z. An

alternate way to directly prove the approximate result is H
observing that the collision probabilig; can be tightly upper

bounded by

P. <

(16)

2) Failure Probability: There are three failure events pos-
sible: i) N, > N, in which case we havg, < u; and hence
all the packets are in error, ii) collision evegt. in which
two users pick the same random sequence, an@jiferived
in Lemmal2 is more thar,.. for a particular device so
that the maximum power constraint is violated (device is in
outage). Denote this outage probability ByAs a matter of
convention, we assume that the devices in outage transmit at
their maximum power. This is justified because it is highly
likely (with probability 1 —¢) that the actual number of arrivals
are much less tharV for which the system is designed.
This may ensure successful transmission in certain cagss ev
though the transmit power was less than the designed value.
9 this case, the outage probabilifydefined asP[P; > Poax]
i5 an upper bound on the actual outage. For the given failure
probabilitiese, P. andd, the overall failure probability?; is
upper bounded by the following Proposition.

Proposition 1. The overall failure probability in CDMA
random access case is

To prove this bound, defin®/ as the random variable denoting

the number of unique codes occupied Ny— 1 devices. The

collision probability can now be expressed as

EM] N -1
Po=——<

m m

; (17)

which completes the proof. [ |

For a givenN. and channel gainy, the transmit power
required to achieve targ8tNR 1, can be derived in the closed
form and is given by the following Lemma. This will be useful

Pr<e+(1—e){d+P(1—0)}, (23)

where the inequality reduces to equality whea- 0.

Proof: For a general failure evend, the failure proba-
bility Py =P[A] can be expressed as:
P; = PJA|N, > N|P[N, > N] + P[A|N, < N]P[N, < N]
(24)
= e+ (1 — ){P[A|Ny < N, Py > Pax|P[P; > Prax|+
P[A|Na S N,Pt S Pmax]P[Pt S Pmax]}v (25)

when we compare and contrast various access techniques in

Section Y.

from which the result follows by observing that the failure
events corresponding to the first and second probabilitpger

Lemma 2 (CDMA Transmit Power) The transmit power and are, respectively, device outage and collision of the chose

the energy per bit required by a mobile to achieve tag&iR
e = 2w — 1 with channel gairng and code lengthV, are

P = [ug (New; ' = (N = 1))] (18)
B, = % g (Nepi* — (N = 1))] (19)

Proof: From Shannon’s capacity equation, we have

LN,
W

= logy(1 + pu) = e = 277 — 1 (20)

Assuming cross correlation in spreading codes td k€. and
the effective symbol bandwidth to H&/N.., the targetSINR
1; can be expressed as

Ne

[ —— ':Nc —l_N_l *1’
(N—l)—F;L;l 13} [ My ( )}

(21)

He =

where iy is the fixed receivedNR at the base station. The

required transmit power can now be expressed as
_ - -1
pp=Ppug= P, = [ug (Nepy ' = (N =1))] ", (22)

which completes the proof. [ |

random sequences. [ |

This result shows that given the overall failure probayilit
the error probabilities, P. and § can not be independently
chosen. Observe that the above upper bound is tight for small
values ofd, which leads to the following characterization of
the maximum load supported by a base station.

Corollary 2 (Maximum Load) The maximum arrival rate
(load) supported by the base station for given failure proba
bility p and given outage probability is

Amax = max{A : P (P,(A) > Puax) <6, Pr <p}. (26)

Example 1 (CDMA Maximum Load) For general system
parametersL = 1000 bits, W =1 MHz, u = -3 dB, 75 =1
sec, and CDMA specific parametdrg = .05, ¢ = .01, § = 0,

and no fading, the maximum load that a base station can
handle under CDMA random accessXse 1350 arrivals per
second.

B. FDMA Random Access

FDMA random access design follows on the same lines as
that of CDMA random access, with the only difference that
the devices now choose one of t& orthogonal channels
and when the two devices choose different channels, there is



no interference. Using the collision probability resultided upon its channel gain and are independent of the channel
in Lemmall, the number of orthogonal channels required gains of other devices. More interestingly, we analyticall

this case can be expressed as: show that both the average transmit power and energy under
1 equal resource allocation is within a small factor of tharopt
Ny=———+—, (27) values in both TDMA and FDMA. Furthermore, we also
1= (1=Pc)~—r compare the results with the power optimal multiuser daact
from which the transmit power can be expressed as: strategy, i.e., SIC, and show that FDMA (including simple
LNy equal bandwidth allocation) is power optimal in the limit of
P = 2% —1 (28) asymptotically low spectral efficiency.

ugNy In all the coordinated strategies discussed above, once the

For this new transmit power expression, the maximum lod#se station decides the resource allocation it is relayéloet

supported by a base station can be defined in the same W&yices as a part of the beacon signal, which is then used by
as done for the CDMA case. the devices to transmit over the allocated resources. We firs

_ derive the power required in SIC, which is global optimal
Example 2 (FDMA Maximum Load) For the same system i, terms of total power minimization and will serve as a

parameters as that of Examplé 1, the maximum load thatanchmark for the orthogonal transmission strategiesigésd
base station can handle under FDMA random access 48 |ater in this section.

160 arrivals per second, which is order of magnitude lower
than that of CDMA case. A. Power Optimal Coordinated Strategy

For K users, assuming the channel gains are ordered in the
) ) ) ) ] increasing order, i.eg; < g2 < ... gx, the optimal strategy is

In this section, we discuss the design of coordinated strajge \yeakest-last interference cancellation strategyhiichvthe
gies. We assume that the dedicated uplink connections gt with the strongest channel gain is decoded first asgumin
_already estgbhshed in the random access stage as Q'Scuﬁﬁ%‘ljference from the other users as noisé [28]. This signal
in the previous section. As a result, the base station h@shen cancelled from the received signal while decodireg th
complete information about th¥, arrivals, which are t0 be \;5er with the second best channel gain. The process is egpeat
coordinated. As is clear frori(6) arld (7) derived in Sedfibn lynj| the last user is decoded. Therefore, the user with the
there is a minimum transmission tim&,i, and MINIMUM  gyongest channel gain sees interference from all the other
bandwidth Wi, required for the successful transmission ofisers, whereas the user with the weakest channel gain does

a given payloadZ, which appears due to the constraint oot see any interference. The total transmit power under thi
maximum power at which a device can transmit. Due té’trategy is given by the following theorem.

these constraints on the minimum resources required, there

is clearly a fundamental limit on the number of packets thdfieorem 1. For K users withg; < g» < ...gk, the total
can be scheduled in a given time-frequency resource blo&@nsmit power for the weakest-last successive intertaren
This limit defines the maximum load a base station can handRncellation strategy is:

IV. COORDINATED TRANSMISSIONS

and is dependent upon the resource partitioning strateigyg be o 1 K 2%
employed. Since the devices farther out near the cell edge or P = Z . (29)
deep fade require more resources than the others, we assume H =1 Ik
that the base station deliberately drops a small fractichede Proof: Under this particular decoding strategy, the Shan-
arrivals to increase the maximum load it can handle and 4#@n’s capacity expression of thié" user is:
reduce the overall average transmit power or energy [27].

For concreteness, we assume that the base station always og, [ 1+ Li g : (30)
dropsd; fraction of the arrivals, while ensuring that the total W 14 Zf;ll P;pg;

system _outag_e is always less thé\nWe ‘_N'" co_mment O from which we can derive the following relationship in the
the relationship betweeiy andd later in this section. Denote transmit powers:

the number of devices actually served in each slothby< -
(1—01)N,. It should be noted that the dropped arrivals are the Ry -
ones having smallest channel gains. For resource paition Prpigr = (2W T 1) 1+ Z; Fipgi | - (31)

we consider two approaches: i) TDMA — splitting time sigt ] ) i
into K parts, and i) FDMA — splitting bandwidth into & Starting fromk = 1 and solving for the transmit powers; by

parts, where the goal in both the approaches is to minimigePstutiting all the preceding values in the above expoessi
total transmit power or energy. As shown later in this segtio/€@ds to the following closed form expression y:

the optimization problems to find power and energy optimal ot (2 we 1)

schedules are convex and hence can be solved efficiently usin P, = ’ (32)
known algorithms, such as the MoveRight algorithm][24]. 9kl

However, we show that the numerical optimization is navhich completes the proof. ]

necessary since a near-optimal tractable solution canwedfo We now discuss the TDMA system design in detail and then
where the resources allocated to each device solely depshdw that the results for FDMA case directly follow.



B. TDMA System Design ‘

We first find the optimal power or energy partition of o expressions g oo
1 = {11, 70,..., 7K} such that thei’" device transmits its 0251 Closed form expression: T (1 g2 ° 0 o
L information bits over bandwidthl” in time ;. Using Shan-
non’'s capacity expression, the total transmit power remglir
under this allocation is:

K ovks

P=>"—— (33)
=1

o

0.2

T _1
ngi

0.1

Optimal Transmission Time ()
o
=
o
T

Similarly the total energy per bit can be expressed as:

K W
- (2751

=1 ,ng O0 T 260 360 460 560 660 760 860 960 1000
. X . Distance (r)
As discussed above, the maximum power constraints leads tc 10°
the following constraint on the transmission time: z T o ® . o
o Optimal o %
L 18r Closed form expression:ng’lB o} o ° & J
T > . (35) —— Closed form expression: 1 0 g2 & i
w 10g2(1 + Pmax,u.gi) er
The optimization problem to find the power (or energy) ?1-4’
optimal schedule can now be formulated as follows: C oot
K]
K £ 4
min u(T;) §
{r:} ; 5081
= £
K S osf
s.t. Zn < Ts 04l
=1
L 0.2
Ti Z (: Tmini)
W 10g2(1 + Pmax,ugi) OO 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
1 < Z < K Distance (r)
— — 3

; N i ; - Fig. 4. Comparison of the closed form solution given oyl (4#hvhe power
where the funCtlom(Tl) is chosen approprlately dependlni timal solution (scatter plot). (first) low loac\ (= 10). (second) high load

upon whether the goal is to minimize total power or energ(,&J — 1000). The fading and shadowing is averaged out.

Regardless of this choice, the optimization problem remsain

convex and hence can be efficiently solved using known algo-

rithms [24]. Clearly the power and energy optimal allocasio where K., is defined by ordering the arrivals in terms of

are in general different for TDMA. decreasing channel gains as follows:
Remark 1 (Feasibility and Maximum Load)The above opti- Ko as - 28
mization problem is feasible if the constrafi}’" | 7in, < 7e max = mﬁxz Ti = Ts- (38)
is satisfied. Using this constraint, an approximation on the =l
maximum load can be derived as follows: The parameters); and ¢; should be chosen such that the
K total system outage is less thanThis is made precise in the
i=1 Tmin; _ Ts Ts ) T ollowing Proposition.
> <T k< () foll P t

K K Zszl 7'mini/I( ~ E[Tmin]’
(36) Proposition 2 (TDMA Outage) The total system outagé

o ) can be upper bounded in terms of the failure probabilities
where (a) follows from two approximations: i) Strong Lawgng e as

of Large Numbers (SLLN) holds and the average converges

to the mean of the random variables, i) the meatRs,,i,], §<er+01(l—e). (39)
which is not exact becauseV, arrivals with smallest channel Proof: Using similar ideas as in Propositiéh 1, the total
gains have been removed and hence order statistics Shoumo%‘?agezi can be written in terms of the failure evedtas:
used to compute the mean of the remaining random variables.

Nevertheless, this approximation is tight whe&ns 0, which 6 = P[A|(1 — 1) Ny > Knax]P[(1 — 61)Na > Kyax)+

is the regime of interest in this system design. More foynall PIA|(1 = 61)Ny < Kmax|P[(1 = 01)Ny < Kpax] (40)
the maximum load can be defined in terms of a given outage _ (61— e), (41)

constraint as follows:
where we bounded the terff[A|(1 — §1) N, > Kumax) by 1.
Amax = max {A : P[Ny(1 = 01) > Knax) < €1}, (37) u



0.5

This bound is tight especially when — 0, which will be A 5
the regime of interest for this paper. 008 | o expression « 0 1% ]
1) Near Optimal Closed-Form Solutionfthe form of the 0al o |
optimization problem is such that the exact closed form _ o . o
solutions are not possible. We now show that it is possible g **| o ]
to derive approximate near-optimal closed form resulteneh 5 o3t . % @O 1
the transmission time is solely a function of the channehgai £,/ ° . ° ° 9 o o S
of the device of interest independent of the channel gains of & 6%
other devices. We demonstrate it for the power minimization g o2
problem, where the total transmit power can be expressed as § 015
K - 0.1f
2wm —1
P = _ (42) 0.05-
; HGi °
I}/{ n D0 0 200 300 400 5(50 ()6(;0 760 860 960 1000
- Distance (]
Qﬁ -1 Qﬁ -1 QW(T871§1 " —1 x10°
= + . (43) 2 I 07T %
191 1192 HIK Lo} | o Cpimal R . 5 SE0B
: josed torm expression: T LI g o 0 %
Minimizing the transmit powe w.r.t. 71 we get L6l %
5P oW oWy 14
T1 N —L T
—:Oé—2:—2é7i22wi*lo<g;1 (44)
0T 91Ti  gNTy 12f

Remark 2. For small \, 7 is of the order of seconds, and
for our choice of L and W, L/W = 103, which implies
2ws — 1. Therefores oc g—'/2. On the other hand, for large
A (say A = 1000), and L/W = 10—, we have2ws ~ 2L.
Therefore,r « g—'/3 in this regime.

Optimal Transmission Time ()
o
00 =
T T

o
o
T

o
~
T

0.2
From the above remark, we note that the transmission time o

can be expressed solely as a function of channel gain as % 100 200 00 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
Distance (r)
f(g:)
Ty = 717’57 (45) Fig. 5. Same as F[g.4 except that the scatter point now quonets to energy
Z f(gj) optimal solution. (first) low load X = 10). (second) high loadX = 1000).
J

The same closed form solution works in both the regimes.
which reduces further to

= f(gi) (46) 2) Equal Time vs Power Optimal AllocationWWe now
AE[f(9)] consider an even simpler case in which each device is aidcat
same transmission time and show that the transmit power
that encompasses both theunder this_ simple strqtegy is always within a small constant
of the optimal power in the parameter space of interest. The
result is given by the following Theorem and the proof is give

in Appendix[A.

for reasonably high values of. Ignoring fading and shadow-
ing and assuming(g;) = g; /"
special cases af = 2 andn = 3, it can be expressed in the
closed form as follows:
2 2
T = 2 J;;\Y/nﬂ/" 2+71/B T;ﬂ/n. (47) Theorem_2. The ratio of total trans_mit powers dk devices
o -7 under uniform(Uy, ¢,...4,) and optimal(P,, ,,.. ¢, ) Sched-

In Fig.[d, we plot the closed form resulf{47) along with &!€s is upper bounded by:

scatter plot of the optimal transmission times in two regme U oWE _1

i) low load (\ = 10) and ii) high load & = 1000). We note Pg“”“'”“ < — , (48)
that the approximations for both the regimes are quite ateur 91,92 9K FENVG

which is more surprising for the low load case since the dose 27 =1

form expression was derived assuming that the valug &f whereg; = min{g,}.
reasonably high. Interested readers can referlto [1] fahéur . . - . . .
details on the accuracy of this simple approach. This bound is surprisingly tight as shown in the following
. . .. example.

For the energy optimal solution, we present a similar
comparison in Fig[]5, which shows that the approximatidixample 3 (Bound in the parameter space of intere$®r
T oc g~ /3 is accurate both in the low and high load regimes< = 1000, 7, = 1 sec,L = 1000 bits, W = 1 MHz and no
This leads to the same closed form solution in both tHading, the bound given bfA8) is ~ 2, i.e., it is guaranteed
regimes. that the transmit power under equal resource allocation is



no more than around dB worse than the optimal power. Inand the total energy per bit can be expressed as:

[L] we have numerically shown that the actual gap is much X L
smaller. g N (2 T 1) (53)
b= T -
3) Equal Time vs Energy Optimal Allocatio®n the same LW 1Yi

lines, we now compare the energy per bit required under equallike TDMA case, both the power and energy optimal
time allocation with that of the energy optimal allocationschedules are exactly the same in case of FDMA. This is
Before deriving the main result, we first derive an upper liburimply because the energy per bit can be expressed as a con-
on the optimal time allocated to the device corresponding $gant multiple of power, where the constant is independént o
the minimum channel gain. The proof is given in Apperidix Bhe optimization parameters. The constraint on the maximum
transmit power translates to the minimum bandwidth require
té\él each device depending upon its channel condition. This
minimum bandwidthi¥,;,, is the solution of the following
equation:

Lemma 3. The optimal time allocated to the device corre
sponding to the minimum channel gain can be upper bound
as

Ts
n<—x (49) L 1%
o i =1 14 Poaxcpt | —— ) g: ) . 54
2i—191/9 W o ( + Praxft <Wmini> g> (54)
The energy or power minimization problem can now be

From this Lemma the following result follows. The proofformulated as:

whereg; = min{g,}.

is in AppendixC. K
Theorem 3. The ratio of the total energy per bit under g}r}% ;U(Wi)
uniform (Uy, 4,...9x) @nd optimal (E,, ,4,.. 4, ) Schedules is I
upper bounded by: St ZWZ' <W

U Kg 29 -1 o

qu RER AL S ZZ:}(gl/g LYK g1/9; ’ (50) Wz Z Wmnh

91,9295 o Wn — —1 1<i<K,

whereg; = min{g;}. wherev(W;) is the cost function representing power or energy

Corollary 3. In the limit of asymptotically low spectral Per bit. We note that the form of the optimization problem

efficiency, equal resource allocation is sum energy optiomal iS €xactly the same as that of the TDMA problem discussed
the space of TDMA strategies, i.e., above in detail and hence most of the insights about the exact

and approximate solutions carry over.

lim  Dovgeg _ (51)

Wrs—o0 FE

. Remark 3 (Feasibility and Maximum Load)As discussed for

) ] the TDMA counterpart in RemafRk 1, the optimization problem
The proof of this corollary directly follows from Theordrh 3is feasible if the constraingfl Wi < W is satisfied.

under the “m'tﬁ — 0 by usinglim, o a” — 1 = xn(a). ysing this constraint, an approximate bound @ can be

In addition to this asymptotic result, the bound is surpg¥y  yerived as:

tight even in the parameter space of interest for M2M. This is W

shown in the following example. K< W (55)

Example 4. For the same system parameters as that of Exafine maximum load can also be defined in the same way as

ple[3, the ratio of energy per bit in the uniform and optimajone for the TDMA case.

allocation strategies is bounded above by5. Clearly, the ) ) ) )

value of optimization in terms of energy per bit is also ledit ~ This completes the analysis of the coordinated strategies

for TDMA.. and we now compare the maximum load that can be handled

by a base station using TDMA and FDMA in the following

) example.
C. FDMA System Design . ]
The FDMA svstem desi d v in th Example 5 (Maximum Load: FDMA vs TDMA) Choosing
d_e dslé’s e;rr? _T%%/lnAprocee sbexac \X/'n _ﬁ ?ﬁmefwﬁ‘ye same set of general system parameters as that of Example 1
as discussed for tne case above. YVe Wil thereloff, 5 vanishingly small, the maximum load a base station

highlight only .the ma"? _diﬁerenceg in problem for.mulatjoncan handle using TDMA and FDMA fs 1200 and ~ 14700
The goal here is to partition the ava!lgblg bandwidttinto K _respectively. This clearly shows that it is optimal to péoti
parts{Wy, Wa, ..., Wi} so as to minimize t_he t(_)tal transmit, o frequency. Although TDMA and FDMA are exactly the
power or energy. The total power required in this case can &me from information theoretic sense, the difference @ th
expressed as: optimal solution arises as a result of the peak power coinstra
W oms 1 that affects the two schemes differently as is apparent fimm
P= Z — (52) expressions of.,;, and Wy,i,. We will comment more on this
i=1 Hgi in Sectior[V.
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As done for the TDMA case, we now compare equdde expressed as

resource allocation with the optimal allocation in terms of L K 1
transmit power and energy per bit. Ugrgoge _ 1 2% =1 k=1 5 (59)
L k—1)L ?
1) Equal Bandwidth Allocation vs Optimal Allocation: Py goge Kowm 1 fo:l qik27(vwi

Before deriving the main result, as in the TDMA case we fir
derive an upper bound on the optimal bandwidth allocated
the packet corresponding to the minimum channel gain. T n(a).
proof follows on the same lines as that of Lemhla 3 and a
sketch is given in AppendixID for completeness.

{ . .
?{ m which the result follows by usingim, ,oa® — 1 =
[ |

V. DIscussIiON ANDNUMERICAL RESULTS

] ] Note that the preferred choices for both the uncoordinated
Lemma 4. The optimal bandwidth allocated to the packelnq coordinated strategies are clear from exanigles ZJand 5.
corresponding to the minimum channel gain can be UPP{ case of uncoordinated strategies, exarfiple 2 shows that th

bounded by random access CDMA supports order of magnitude higher
W load than random access FDMA and in case of coordinated

Wi =77, (56) strategies, examplé 5 shows that coordinated FDMA is glearl

2i=1 91/9i a better choice over coordinated TDMA. Therefore, in this

section we will not consider random access FDMA and
coordinated TDMA, except when we compare energy optimal
From this Lemma, the following bound on the ratios of theolutions. Interested readers can refer[tb [1] for a detaile
total transmit powers follows. The same bound holds for tht#scussion on the optimal power TDMA results. Instead, our
total energy per bit as well. The proof follows on the sammain focus in this section will be on random access CDMA,
lines as that of Theorefd 3 and is hence skipped. coordinated FDMA and SIC in various regimes of interest.

whereg; = min{g,}.

Theorem 4. The ratio of total transmit powers (and energies) ) )
under uniform and optimal schedules can be bounded as: A- Optimal Transmit Power
. . We first compare the optimal transmit power required for
Ugi.go...gx - Yoim191/9i 2w —1 (57) random access CDMA, coordinated FDMA and SIC in Elg. 6,
Pyroo g K 2L2%1Tgl/gi ’ where we plot both the mean power and #3¢" percentile of
° - the power. In both the cases, we observe that the performance
whereg; = min{g;}. of random access CDMA is closg to t.hat of FDMA in low
and moderate arrival rates, especially if one accountshfer t
Remark 4 (FDMA Bound and Optimality) Note that this sjgnaling overhead required in FDMA case. This shows that
bound is the same as the one derived for the energy optinghMA random access may be preferred at low to moderate
solution of TDMA. Therefore, Exampilé 4 is applicable in thigrrival rates due to the apparent simplicity of the resgltin
case and hence the ratio of energy or power under uniforgystem design. As expected, FDMA is the only option at
and optimal allocation strategies is upper bounded1by5. high arrival rates and its performance is very close to tiiat o
Moreover, equal resource allocation is both sum power anfle optimal SIC performance. One possible system design for
sum energy optimal over the space of FDMA strategies. Thifis regime is to first use random access CDMA to establish
follows from Corollary[8. uplink connection by sending small payload containing only

2) Equal Bandwidth Allocation vs SIONe conclude this the control information. The load supported by random aces

section with an even stronger result, which proves that FDM%D':AAd'n ,th's ce;]se l;NI” be very high bﬁcauze 0('; thebsmallh
is sum power optimal over the space of general resour@yload size. The base station can then decide about the
allocation strategies — not limited to orthogonal — in theiti 'eduency allocation and relay this information back to the

of low spectral efficiency. The result follows by comparin)%ev?Ces through bro;dcastr;s_igﬁalsall?ec?ll tg_a tthese tatormy
the transmit power under equal bandwidth allocation with t esigns, corresponding to high and low loading, are exéoely

global optimal transmit power achieved by SIC and is give??me as the one stage and two stage design examples discussed

by the following theorem. We denote the transmit power und&f Sectiori]).
equal bandwidth allocation by, 4, ¢, and by slight abuse _ .
of notation under SIC by, 4, g« - B. Optimal Energy per Bit

Theorem 5. Equal bandwidth allocation is sum power optimall_ We now compare the three strategies along with coordinated

. L DMA in terms of the energy per bit in Fif] 7. We first note
over a space of general resource allocation strategies & trtlhat the performance of TDMA and FDMA cases is similar.

This is intuitive because both TDMA and FDMA are exactly
the same from information theoretic sense. The difference i
the transmit powers required in both the cases is a resutteof t
peak power constraint that affects the two schemes diffigren
Proof: From the expressions of the sum power under SI€ow comparing the three main candidate strategies, we again
given by [29) and under FDMA given b (52), the ratio camote that random access CDMA performance is close to

limit of low spectral efficiency, i.e.,

lim  Jovgregx g (58)

Wrs—00 ‘P91792---QK
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Fig. 6. Comparison of power optimal solutions of SIC and FDM#h  Fig. 7. Comparison of energy optimal solution of TDMA and FBIMith
random access CDMA. random access CDMA.

that of coordinated FDMA at low to moderate loading, an | r—s—roma opimal: mean |

coordinated FDMA is the only choice at high loading. The - ¢ - FDMA optimal: 95" percentile .

SIC performance is close to that of FDMA in this case & 12} |~ FDMAequal bandwidth: mean 2’
. . . . = B = FDMA equal bandwidth: 95" percentile e

weII._ These observapons lead to t_he same d¢S|gn gwdellrﬁw v SIC: mean 1 .

as discussed above in case of optimal transmit power. - ¥ - SIC: 95" percentile =’ -0

C. Coordinated FDMA vs SIC at very High Loading

In Fig.[8, we consider very high loading regime and restritg -
our comparison to SIC and coordinated FDMA for whict', 4r a”” . --®
we consider both optimal and equal bandwidth allocatic & P
strategies. We evaluate both the mean optimal poweaid < 2‘;{:{’_'_: ——y-- Ve
percentile of the power for both the strategies. Comparir |
equal bandwidth allocation with optimal FDMA, we note tha
equal resource allocation is near-optimal even at very hi¢ 2 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
loading, which is consistent with our analysis. On the othe 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
hand, we observe comparatively higher gap between the tuwvo BS Load (h arrivals per sec)

.Strate@es In terms w‘r.)th _Percem!'e of the power. The gapFig. 8. Comparison of the optimal power and equal bandwidithcation
is, however, not too significant since evenat= 6000 the solutions for FDMA.

transmit powers differ by less thahdB. On the other hand,

the optimal SIC performance is comparatively much better,

with the performance gap being more thén- 7 dB from strategies, such as SIC, FDMA and TDMA. While the coor-

tbhe gqg;lhbzal?dech Z!ogaégorz) a:d arou@hd_:?a_ fr_om op;tlmtatl dinated FDMA is the best practical strategy overall, random
andwidth aflocation at = - OWever, LIS Importantto- , .oss CDMA is almost as good when the base station is

note that qpt|mal S.IC requires perfect_ channel e_st|mates_ ﬁ%htly loaded and is a strong candidate for the actual syste
all the devices, which may not be realistic especially ahhi

. ) esign due to its apparent simplicity and no signaling over
arrival rates. Therefore, the performance gap, even athigty heag Additionally SVF; have sh%wnythat the vagllue ofgopti-
loading, is unlikely to be significant if we account for high i '

: . : ... -.Mmization is in general small both for TDMA and FDMA, and
implementation _Iosses expected in SIC.. Exact quantn‘matlgimloIer resource allocation strategies, such as equalineso
of these losses is out of the scope of this paper. allocation achieve performance within a small constant of
the optimal performance. In the limit of asymptotically sina
VI. CONCLUSIONS spectral efficiency, equal bandwidth allocation in cooatié
In this paper, we have developed a systematic framewdf®MA is shown to be power optimal over the space of general
to study the power and energy optimal system design in thesource allocation strategies. An important extensiothisf
parameter space of interest for M2M communications. Ferork includes accounting for the implementation losses and
comparison, we consider a variety of uncoordinated sti@¢eg signaling overhead while comparing various multiple asces
such as random access CDMA and FDMA, and coordinatsttategies.

smit Power (in dBm
o]

o
T
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APPENDIXA Note that¥,(x) is a monotonically decreasing function in

PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z Therefore,
Let Uy, 4....qx denote the total transmit power under uni- _, )
form schedule (equal transmission time) a@fgl ,, ,,. denote i(z) = 5 ¥i(x) (69)
the power under the optimal schedule. Furthellgt. ., and 1 L L
P,, .4, be the transmit powers of the subset of users under - Lig; (2’W —1l-2w oW In 2) <0, z>0.
uniform and optimal schedules, respectively. Without los (70)

generality, we assume that the channel gainare indexed in ) o .
the increasing orders of magnltude Let the total trangoriss NOW we derive the optimality condition for the energy optima
time of K devices ber, with 7 representing the optimal TDMA allocation. The total transmit energy per bit can be

J
transmission time ofj’* packet. The ratio of powers under expressed as:

two schemes can now be expressed as: K-1
E = U, (r;) = v U s — i
U.(]l,.(12~~~gK — U.(h + U.(]2 +. UQK (60) ; T Tl) + 2(72) KT ; T)
Pglvg2»~9K Pgl +P92 +"'PQK (71)
U, U, U,
< max { P(h qu . P—‘”‘} . (61) Minimizing the transmit energy w.r.t. 7 we get
9K
. E
The ratioU,, /P,, can be expressed as: 571 =0= V()= V(1) V j, (72)
KL
Ugp _ 27 —1 (62) Which has to be satisfied for the optimal transmission tihe
Py owr _q as well. Therefore,
From the following optimality condition derived if_(#4): p QTTLW LW m2+1— 2T;Lw
1
2L/W‘r,: 2L/W7'1* E = T*LW L ﬁ (73)
9kTy 917 L L L
we note thaty > 777 V k sinceg; < gi. Therefore,[(6l1) can _ T;LW 2HLW In2— =~(2 TlLW -1 (74)
be expressed as: =W\ 277 In2 - I (0TW 1)
Ugi,g2...9x Ug, (a) 7%
5 < (64) < L 75
Pyy.go..9x Py, - 7—1*’ (75)
To bound 5 Usi e first derive the following inequality from where (a) follows from (i) the function®(z) = 27 In?2 —
the optlmahty condition: x(2% — 1) is a decreasing function aof and hence the ratio
o O(x1)/P(x2) < 1 for zy > xo, and (ii) 77 > 77, V i which
Th > T1 4/ 0 vV k (65) follows from the optimality condition along with the factah

U’ (x) is @ monotonic function of. Note that

Te = ZT >leg él_i (76)

Using [6%), we now derive an upper bound ghas follows:

Ts = ZT >7'12 gléﬁ <Ts/Z\/§l- (66) it 91/9i
’ which completes the proof. |
Using @), the ratid/,, /P,, can be bounded as:
KL APPENDIXC
U, 2KL/Wr _q 2w — 1
Z0 = < 67 )
P, 21 - LE m (67) PROOF OF THEOREM[3

——— . 1 Let Uy, 4....q, denote the total energy per bit under uniform
schedule (equal transmission time) afigl 4, 4, denote the
energy per bit under the optimal schedule. Furthet/lgt . ,.
and P,, ., be the transmit powers of the subset of users

APPENDIXB under uniform and optimal schedules, respectively. Rest of

PROOF OFLEMMA [3 the setup remains the same as that of the proof of Thedrem 2.

Assume that the channel gaigsare indexed in the increas-The ratio of energies under two scheduling schemes can now
ing orders of magnitude. For notational simplicity, dentite be expressed as:

which completes the proof.

transmit energy per bit of thé" device transmitting for time Uy, go.arc Uy, + Uy, Uy
0 <z <7, by ¥(z): Eg gnooe  Eg + By + ... By 7"
x 257 — 1 { Uy, Ugx }
U(z) = 220 70 68 : - (78)
( ) L pgi (68) E.(]K



The ratioU,, / E,, can be expressed as:

KL

Up _ 7o 277 —1 (79)
E,(]k KT]: 2TZLW _ 1

From the optimality condition derived in Lemria 8; > 7
v i sinceg; < gx. Therefore,[[78) can be expressed as:

U(Jl 592 9K < U‘]l

Eghgzmgk Eg1

(80)

As stated in the proof of Lemnid 3, is a monotonically

decreasing function of the transmission time. Hence th&eup[?n]

bound on the ratio follows from the result of Lemina 3.1

APPENDIXD
PROOF OFLEMMA [4]

equal bandwidth allocation and optimal allocationly, ...,
and Py, .., respectively. Without loss of generality, assume
that the channel gaing are indexed in the increasing order 5]
of magnitude. Let the total bandwidth to be allocatedio
packets islV, with W representing the optimal bandwidth
of j* packet. For notational simplicity, denote the transmﬁ%m
power of thei?” user using bandwidth < z < W by ¥, (z):

Note that the functional form off; is the same as that in

275 — 1

Lilo) 19

(%)

(81)

(6]

(7]
(8]

El

[10]

[12]

[13]
Denote the transmit powers of the subset of the users unﬂgj

[17]

(18]

Lemmd3. Therefore, the proof essentially follows on theesarﬁg]
lines. Expressing the total transmit power as:

K
P=> " 0(W,)
i=1

(82)
K—-1

=Wy (Wh) + Wa(Wa) +... U (W= > Wi, (83)
1=1

[20]

[21]

and following the same methodology as of Lemimha 3, we can
derive the following lower bound on the ratio of channel gain[22]

g _ W}
=< . (84)
gi W1
Now note that
K g W
w=Swr>wy LT swr<—— (85
; ; 9i ZzK:1 91/9i
which completes the proof. |

(1]

(2]
(3]
(4
(5]
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