arXiv:1410.0431v2 [cs.SY] 23 Dec 2014

Cross-layer design of distributed sensing-estimation
with quality feedback, Part I: Optimal schemes

Nicold Michelusi and Urbashi Mitra

Abstract—This two-part paper presents a feedback-based cross- their sensing-transmission action. We design joint sepasin
layer framework for distributed sensing and estimation of a transmission policies with the goal to minimize the mean
dynamic process by a wireless sensor network (WSN). Sensorgqared estimation error (MSE) at the FC, under a constraint

nodes wirelessly communicate measurements to the fusionnter th ina-t L ti db h SN. Th
(FC). Cross-layer factors such as packet collisions and the on the sensing-transSmission Cost incurred Dy eac : e

sensing-transmission costs are considered. Each SN adapts Optimal policy dictates that, when the estimation qualgy i
sensing-transmission action based on its own local obsetien  poor, only the SNs with the best quality activate to imprdwe t

quality and the estimation quality feedback from the FC unde  estimation quality at the FC, otherwise all SNs remain idle t

cost constraints for each SN. In this first part, the optimizaion ; ; ; ;
complexity is reduced by exploiting thestatistical symmetry and preserve energy, at th(_e cost of estlmgtlon quallty_degltmiat
large network approximation of the WSN. Structural properties This first part provides a theoretical foundation for the

of the optimal policy are derived for a coordinated and a decen-  reduction of the system complexity, arising from the local
tralized scheme. It is proved that a dense WSN providesensing asymmetries due to the decentralized operation of SNg; thei

diversity, so that only a few SNs with the best local observation |ocal state and local view, and the multi-agent nature of
quality need to be activated, despite the fluctuations of th&/SN. the system, whereas Part [[[16], informed by this theory

The optimal policy dictates that, when the estimation qualy is . . . . .
poor, only the best SNs activate, otherwise all SNs remain idle investigates the design of practical schemes with low com-

to preserve energy. The costs of coordination and feedbacka Plexity. If one had to optimize and operate the system under
evaluated, revealing the scalability of the decentralizedcheme to these asymmetries, the complexity would be enormaes,

large WSNSs, at the cost of performance degradation. Simulaan  exponential in the number of SNs, since a policy would need
results demonstrate cost savings from 30% to 70% over a non- 4, pe defined for each SN, and jointly optimized based on the
adaptive scheme, and significant gains over a previously ppmsed o o .
estimator which does not consider these cross-layer facter specific |O(_:a| statistical prOpert'es _Of each SN. ]
We achieve complexity reduction and derive structural
l. INTRODUCTION properties of the optimal policy by exploiting trstatistical
Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) enable the monitorigymmetryand thelarge network approximatianStatistical
of large areas via many low powered sensor nodes (SN&)Mmetryconsists in the fact that, despite the fluctuations in
with data acquisition, processing and communication ciépalihe local state of the SNs and the resulting asymmetriessacro
ities [22]. However, WSN design is challenged by the higihe WSN, all SNs locally experience, in the long-term, the
optimization complexity typical of multi-agent systenig],[2 Ssame statistical view of the system. The design implicaison
necessitating decentralized SN operation baselbead infor-  policy symmetryi.e., all SNs can employ a common policy
mation and limited feedback, and needs to explicitly coasidto map their local state to a sensing-transmission actrors t
the resource constraints of SNs. significantly reducing the policy space and the optimizatio
In this two part paper, we present a feedback-based croegmplexity. An example of statistical symmetry arises in
layer framework for distributed sensing and estimation of @ target tracking application: SNs closer to the target can
time-correlated random process at a fusion center (FCldbagstimate its position more accurately, whereas SNs farther
on noisy measurements collected from nearby SNs, whigway estimate it with poor accuracy; statistical symmetry
accounts for cross-layer factors such as the shared warelggplies that, as the target moves around within the sensing
channel, resulting in collisions among SNs, the sensing aftea along its trajectory, and as we consider a large number
transmission costs, and thecal state and local view of the Of instances of these trajectories in different time frantles
SNs. In order to cope with the uncertainties and stochassigbset of SNs close to the target varies over time but, in the
dynamics introduced by these cross-layer components, thgg-term, assuming "good” placement of the SNs (a survey
FC broadcasts feedback information to the SNs, based @nthis topic is presented in [30]), the statistic of the alisie
the estimation quality achieved, thus enabling adaptatibn to the target experienced by each SN is the same for all SNs.
On the other hand, tHarge networkapproximation implies
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cross-layer factors such as the limited channel shared @mon

SNs and the finite transmission resources available to the Vi @

SNs, only a few SNs with the best accuracy state need to

be activated, so that the local accuracy fluctuations adhass

WSN can be neglected, with a consequent reduction of the y@,

state space and of the optimization complexity. We anadific E

and numerically show that this approximation performs well -

in small-medium sized WSNs as well. m
Despite the complexity reduction, the DP algorithms devel-

oped in Part | still have high complexity. Therefore, the aim Yo

of Part Il is to designrmyopic policiesbased on the structuralFigure 1. A WSN for distributed estimation, with FC qualitgetiback.

properties derived in Part |. which can be implemented Wiﬁf"Ch SN decides to either remain idle with c6sbr to collect and transmit
’ to the FC the measureme¥i}, ;. of X, with local measurement SNRy; , %

lower complexity and _aChieye near-optimal performgn_ce (RAd coster + ¢Sar.... The shared wireless channel results in coliisions
performance degradation with respect to the DP policies hasl packet losses. The FC, based on the measurements deagiveputes
been observed in our numerical evaluations). We consideP'BMMSE estimate ofX,, X}, and broadcasts the instructiddy . ; based

. . on the estimation quality achieved, which is used by the SNadjust their
coordinated schemevhere the FC centrally activates eacRensing-transmission parameters for the next siot.
SN, and adecentralized schemeavhere the SNs activate in
a decentralized fashion, based on the feedback informatidrfact, due to the poor estimation capability of SNs andrthei
and on their local accuracy state. Our analysis and numerieaergy constraints, which force them to remain idle most of
comparison against a technique proposed_in [17], which ddé¢ time, the performance gain achievable by exploiting the

not include these cross-layer factors, reveal the impoetari time-correlation via local Kalman filtering may be small.

stimateX.,*
.

(_/V ProcessYj,

Yk

a cross-layer approactin the design of WSNs, and afdap- This paper is organized as follows. In SE¢. I, we motivate
tation enabled by FC feedbadk cope with the consequentour approach and summarize the main results. In[Séc. IlI, we
uncertainties and stochastic dynamics. present the system model and the optimization problem. In

The problem of decentralized estimation and detection h&ec.[1V, we present the analysis of the coordinated and de-
seen a vast research effort in the last decade, especiallycémtralized schemes. In Séd. V, we provide numerical r@sult
the design of optimal schemes for parameter estimation [28) Sec.[V], we conclude the paper. The analytical proofs are
[28], [29], hypothesis testing [4]. [20], [27], tracking][19] provided in the Appendix.
and random field estimatiori |[8]. Distributed estimation in I
bandwidth-energy constrained environments has beend:onsi ) ] o _
ered in [11], [12], [17], [2L], for a static setting. Estirmtand  Consider a WSN, depicted in Figl 1, with one FC, whose
detection problems exploiting feedback information frdme t 902l i to track astationary Markovprocess{ Xy, k > 0},

FC have been investigated [ [6]] [9], ]10], [28l.g, enabling based on measurements colllecte.d vy nearby SNs. The
adaptation of the SNs’ quantizers in the estimation of adiniProbability density function (ifX), is continuous, or proba-
state Markov chain[]9]. A consensus based approach flity mass function, if X is discrete) of X1 given X

distributed multi-hypothesis testing has been studie@8j.[ S denoted apx (Xy11[Xj). In this paper, we consider the

Differently from these works, we employ a cross-layefc@lar linear Gaussian state space model
perspeqtivel.e., we jointly consider and optimize the resource Xis1 = VaXy + Z, 1)
constraints typical of WSNs, such as the shared wireless
channel, resulting in collisions among SNs, the time-vagyi Wwherek € N = {0,1,2,...} is the slot indexqx € [0,1) is
sensing capability of the SNs, their decentralized dessio the time-correlation parameteand Z, ~ N(0,0%), so that
and the cost of sensing and data transmission, and propos¥sa1| X, ~ N (v/aXy,c%). This model arises, for instance,
feedback mechanism from the FC to enahttaptationand in temperature tracking applications, wheYe represents the
cope with the random fluctuations in the overall measuremdatmperature fluctuations around its meanl [24]. We denote the

s

quality collected at the FC, induced by these cross-laystatistical power ofX; aso% = =, and assume% = 1,
factors. This is in contrast te@.g, [9], where adaptation servessince any other value can be obtained by scaling.
to cope with the distortion introduced by quantization. Vée d Each SN incurs the transmission castx to report its
not consider the problem of quantizer design, and focusaust measurement to the FC. Thés SNs share a set dB<Ng
on acensoringapproachl[l],[[17]i.e., quantization is fixed and orthogonal single-hop wireless channels to report theia-me
sufficiently fine-grained, so that the measurements redeite surements to the FC. We employ the collision channel model,
the FC can be approximated as Gaussian. In fact, in light icf., the transmission on a given channel is successful if and
our cross-layer design perspective, quantization may && lenly if one SN transmits in that channel. This model is
relevant due to the overhead required to perform esseatikét commonly employed in the analysis of multi-access commu-
such as synchronization and channel estimation [1]. nication schemes, and lends itself to analﬂsis.
Distributed Kalman filtering for WSNs has been proposed

in [18], using a consensus approach and local Kalman filtersOther channel models can be accommodated by defining, maesay,

. e a probability mass function (PMR)g 1 (r|t) = P(Ry = r|Ty, = t), r €
at each SN. In this paper, Kalman f”te”ng 1S employed Only ‘F{‘@, 1,...,t}, whereT} and Ry are the number of SNs that transmit and of
the FC, which collects unfiltered observations from the SNgackets successfully received at the FC, respectively.

. MOTIVATION



Referring to the mode[{1), assume for simpliciBe=1 and Using thelarge network approximatioiVs>>1 with fixed ¢,
that each SN measures; noiselessly (the noisy case withits transition probabilities ar®(.J;, 1=5-+1|Jy=7)~1—Ce¢,
B>1 is considered in the rest of the paper). &t ;. be the P(J,11=0|Jx=5)~Ce~¢, and the steady-state probability of
transmission outcom@r SN n, i.e., O, =1 if and only if its  Jy=j is given byr;(j)~Ce~¢(1—e~¢)?, j>0. By averaging
transmission is successful. Then, if at least one measutemever 7;(j), the average SN cost and MSE are
is collected at the FQ,e., [],,(1-0,,x)=0, the MSE is0. On B ¢ B (1—a)(1—ce)
the other hand, if no measurements are successfully reteive CV4 = > cpy, MV = a €_< )

i.e, [[,,(1-0,.x)=1, then X} is estimated via prediction. Ns 1 —a+age

Therefore, if the transmission has been successful in slotUnfortunately, this design approach fails to achieve good
k—Jy,—1, for someJ,, >0, so thatX,,_ s, _ is perfectly known performance in general, since the decentralized SN aictivat
at the FC, but transmission failures or no transmissiomgite and the collisions among SNs result in random fluctuations
occurred in slot&—J;,, k—J,+1, ..., k, thenX, is estimated in the number of measurements collected at the FC (which
as X = \/ajk“inJFl and the MSE at the end of slgt mMay be zero in case of collisions), hence high uncertainty an
is (1—a’**1). Due to the decentralized sensing-transmissidP0r MSE performance. In order to control the uncertainty
decision of the SNs and the shared wireless channel, whighthe system, we propose an adaptive scheme where the
may result in collisions among SNs, random and unpredietaf@ictivation probabilityg, is adapted over time by the FC,
fluctuations in the transmission outcorfi, , may occur at based on the current quality state. Such adaptive policy
the FC, so that the MSE evolves randomly over time. In ordis denoted asg(-)=((-)/Ns. The value of the activation

to control the uncertainty and system dynamics introduged Brobability gx=q(.Jx)=((Jx)/Ns is broadcasted by the FC at
these cross-layer factors, we thus propose a feedback-bdé€ beginning of each slot. In particular, consider the niyop
adaptive scheme where the SNs adapt their activation gyrat®olicy (MP), which determineg,=qx/p(j)=Carp(j)/Ns in
over time,i.e, whether to sense-transmit their measureme#fgte.Jy=j SO as to optimize a trade-off between the instanta-
with costerx (denoted asd,, , = 1) or remain idle with no neous expected MSE and the cost for each SN,

cost (denoted asl,, , = 0), based omuality feedbackrom N N S EE |

the FC, captured by the state variablle The goal is to design Cup(j) = arg mcm(l eI —a”) 426 ()
trjeAactivation policy soJa? to minimize the expected_ MSEhere A>0 captures the desired trade-off,—Ce~¢) is the
M= E_[Hn(l_on)(l_a + )] atthe Fc under SN sensing- probability that no measurements are received at the FC, and
transmission cost constraints,, = E[A,crx] < ¢/Ns, Vn. (1—a?*1) is the corresponding MSE achieved. The solution
We consider the following schemes. to this optimization problem is studied in Part Il, and is
given by (yp(5)=0 if A>(1—a/*1), otherwise it is the

_ ~_unique( € [0, 1] solution ofe=¢(1—a/*1)(1—-¢)=\ (see [16,

In this scheme, the FC centrally schedules the act|vat|%r0||ary 2]). Using the bound—¢<1 in (3), we obtain the

An 1 of each SN. One design approach to optimize the MSkproximate MP (AMP), upper bound ta;p(j),
is to maximize the number of measurements collected at the

FC in each slot, under the cost constraint for each SN. This Canrp(j) = [1 _ A r > Cap (), Vi 4)
is denoted asnax aggregate SNR schelfdAX-SNR) in the 1—aitl] =77 T

rest of the paper. It > crx, the optimal strategy dictates toThe AMP Canp(j) is an increasing function of, i.e.
activate randomly one and only one SN in each slot, resultipg, higher the uncertainty (the larggr=7), the higher the

in a successful transmission, hence the MSH is each slot i\ ation probability, which approachfis— )\]+ for j — oo.
(Theoren(P). We thus haval = 0, C,=FX <y, hence a ence AMP has the desirable property that, the higher the
non-adaptivescheme is optimal in this case. uncertainty in the current estimate, the more the SNs are
incentivized to activate, at higher cost, in order to estiena

_ _ X}, accurately at the FCUnder AMP, we have
Unfortunately, the coordinated scheme is not scalable to

large WSNs, due to the centralized scheduling performeqw(j) _ 170 (1= Canrp(i)eSanr®) >0, (5)
by the FC. Therefore, a decentralized approach, where the Siso Hﬁ;})(l — Capp(i)e—Canp @) = 77
SNs make local decisions, leveraging only local inform o that the average SN cost and MSE are given by
tion and minimal feedback information, is more practical.
We thus devise a decentralized scheme, where each i&ﬁAMP) =32 () samed o

M

A. Coordinated scheme

B. Decentralized scheme

. o
gctivates with common .pro_bability]k ir_‘] _sI_ot k. Follow- (AMP)Zziz T7(7)(1 JZSCAMP(j)e_CAMP(j))(l_O[j‘f‘l).
ing the same design principle of optimizing the expecte '
number of measurements collected at the FC (MAX-SNRY varying(e€[0, 1] in (), A>0 in (@), we obtain the cost-MSE
Scheme)' we define mn-adaptideA) scheme where each trade-off depicted in FIdﬂZ, which shows that AMP reduces
SN activates with probability,=¢/Ng in each slot, where the sensing-transmission cost for each SN by 30% with
we have defined the normalized transmission probability pe@spect to NA. Therefore, adaptation to the quality stagédgi

channel [0, Ng]. In this case,{J;} is a Markov chain. performance gains in the cost-MSE trade-off and effectivel
copes with the uncertainty introduced by the network and

2The slot indexk is removed for simplicity to denote steady-state regimeCI‘OSS-|ayer components.



Table |
MAIN SYSTEM PARAMETERS

random process to be tracked

Sa

local ambient SNR

Yok

measurement of SM in slot k&

In,k

accuracy state with s.s.d (v)

time-correlation parameter

SM.n .k

local measurement SNH

An,k‘

activation of SNn, slot &

Bn,k

channel ID for SNn, slot &

aggregate SNR at FC

PSMnk

sensing cost

CTX transmission cost B # channels available3 < Ng

prior variance

Vi

posterior variance

q SN activation probability Ng # of SNs,Ng > B

normalized unitary sensing cost

Ms

average MSE

C‘]; average sensing-transmission cost of &N
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Figure 2. Trade-off between network cost and MSE= 0.95, crx = 1.

is represented by the error covariance matrix (or by its &ac
for dimensionality reduction purposes).

Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

In this section, we present the system model. The main
parameters are listed in Tablle |. Time is slotted and all SNs
are assumed to be perfectly synchronﬁeﬁhch slot includes
three phases:

1) FC instructionDy, broadcasted by the FC (Séc. 1lI-C);

2) Sensing and transmission to F@iven Dy, each SN

selects its sensing-transmission action (§ec. 111-A);
3) Estimation at FCgiven the measurements collected, the
FC estimatesY;, via Kalman filtering (Sed_1II-B).

] ] ) A. Sensing and transmission to FC
In the next sections, we will extend the analysis to the mo

general casé3>1, where the SNs collect noisy measuremen
of X}, whose quality is affected by an interradcuracy state

ach SN, at the beginning of slat, given the instruc-
tion D, broadcasted by the FC, selects (possibly, in a

evolving as a Markov chain, and by control performed b ndomized fashion) the sensing-transmission parameters

each SN. In Theoreri] 2, we will show that, in the coordi An kS0 k> i), where Ay, €{0,1} is the activation
nated scheme, the MAX-SNR scheme, which maximizes ¢figeision of SNn, Sis.nx20 is the local measurement SNR
expected aggregate SNR collected at the FC in each slot unﬂ%‘?c'f'ed below, andBnyke{O_, L, 2.’ ..., B} is the channel
the SN cost constraint, is optimal in thesty scenario, where index If Ay, =0, SN n remains idle, hencéi,x=0 (no
all SNs have deterministically the best accuracy Stateeun&geasurement collegted) antd, =0 (no channel selected).
some conditions on the maximum cost for each §\Ws. In n the other hand, ifl,, k=1, thean”“E{l’?ﬁ .-, B} and
Theoreni B, we will show that this strategy is near-optimal fcghe measurement of; collected by Shn is given by

large networkdn the Markow~ scenario, where the accuracy (7
state of each SN follows a Markov chain. For the decentrdlize

scheme, we derive structural properties and exploit tm;aelarWhere Wanx~N (0, US{“) is the ambient noise and
WM,n,kNN(O,l/SMyn_,k) is the measurement nois@ntro-

network approximation to design a DP algorithm with lowe ; )
complexity. In Part Il, we will further investigate the dgsi uceq by the sensing apparatus, mdependgnt of each other,
of myopic policies for this more general setting, for botke th®Ver ime and across SNS,4 is thelocal ambient SNRand
coordinated and decentralized schemes. Swmn,k is thelocal measurement SNRRontrolled by thenth
SN, resulting in the sensing cotSys, ., x, for some¢ > 0.

r{\lote that this assumption is practical. For instance, /aN
may compute an average from a controlled numbér ;
of independent measurements, each with fixed ambient noise
and i.i.d. measurement noise with variancg and costcg,
resulting in the local measurement SRy, = Mn,k/crﬂ
and in the overall sensing cos{M,, = (cso3;) S n k-

We assume that a fixed quantization scheme is employed,
i.e, a fixed number of bits is transmitted to the E@nd

Yok = mreXe + Wank + Wk,

Remark 1 This framework and the following analysis ca
also be applied to other time-correlated signadsg, the two
state Markov chain

Xit1 =Xk ® Z, Xk, Z €{0,1}, (6)

where® denotes the sum modulo 2, ag has distribution
pzix (z]2)2P(Zy=2|Xr=x), z,2€{0,1}. This model arises,
for instance, in spectrum sensing applications! [15], wh&© hat each SN is unaware of its own distance to the FC and
denotes the channel occupancy stalg. €0 if idle, X;=1if it qoes not employ power adaptation, but it transmits with
busy). In this case, the quality feedback is captured bydge | constant power, so as to provide a given coverage requitemen
likelihood ratio In(P(X,=1[history)|P(X,=0[history)), re- resuiting in the overall transmission cosfx, common to

flecting the current_detection accuracy, an_d the expected Mgn SNs. The FC is assumed to be within the coverage area
can be replaced with the expected detection error probgbili
The model[{ll) can also be extended to the multi-dimensionaiNote, however, that we also presume random access, whicisafior
case,e.g, in target tracking applications where the vects, ~SOMe robustness against imperfect synchronizatibn [S] ,
h it d d in stotin thi Therefore, the ambient SNR4 and noisél 4 ,, j, can also be interpreted,
represents the position an speed In n this case,/a _respectively, as the quantization SNR floor and the Gausgpnoximation
is replaced by a proper matrix_[29], and the feedback qualityf the quantization error.



Table Il

pf each SN. A varyingsTX can be_ easily inco_rporateql with ECINSTRUGTION POLICY
mcre_ased book-l:eep(;ng. We defln_e t_hermahze_d unitary Seheme Activty A, . LocSalll ggasuremem Chamnel DBy
sensing costd = -2-. No cost is incurred if the SN ‘ , S M.k A
. . CTX . .. . Coordinated Centralized,@ FC Centralized,@ FC Centralized,@ FC
remains idle. The overall sensing-transmission cost is thu _ Local, W.p.qx(wnx) | Local, ~ Sarx(wn k)
A . Decentralized o TR kb nk 1 OM Lk bn’k Local, random
csN (An ks SMonk)=Ank(eTx + ¢Sum,nk). We define the 9e() oven by FC | Sari() given by FC
sample average sensing-transmission cost fonQMer a time Given the transmission outcome at,, V), is a Gaussian
horizon of lengthT” + 1 as random variable with meaX, and variance&,;l, where we
T have defined thaggregate SNRollected at the FC as
1
T T T
Cn (An O’SI\I.n O) = ZCSN(An,kaSM,n,k)- (8) Ns
’ T T+1 A, 2 11
k=0 k= Z On,k:Sn k- (11)
n=1

The accuracy statevy, ,, taking values in the finite set A A
I, models the ability of SNn to accurately measuréy,. Let X—1 andVy_, be the posterior meang., the MMSE
We model it as a Markov chain with transition probestimate) and variance of;_; at the FC at the end of slot
ability P(v,, x+1="2|nr="1)=P,(71;72) and steady-state k — 1, i.e, X1 ~ N (X1, Vi-1) is the belief of X}, at
distribution . (v), i.i.d. across SNs, and we ley, = the FC. Before collecting the measurements from the SNs in
(Yi,k> V2,85 - - - » YNs k). SUCh @ model ariseg.g, in a target slot &, using [1), the belief ofX}, is Xy ~ N (v/aXy-1, Vi),
tracking application, where the power of the received dignwhereV, is the prior varianceof X, defined recursively as
diminishes with the distance, which evolves following Mawk ~ 2 - AT
dynamics as a function of the relative motion of the SN Vi=aVirtoz =1=all=Via) 2 v(Vi). (12)
and the target [29]. The Markov assumption @n;, is used Then, upon collecting the weighted average measureijent
for analytical tractability, but the following analysisqeires (@) with aggregate SNR\,Ji the FC updates theosterior
only the existence of the steady-state distributiorty), and varianceV;, and meanX}, of X}, as
therefore it applies to non-Markov dynamics as well. In S Ve oA A
practice,y, ;. varies slowly over timeg.g, as a function of the Vk T THViAL T V(Vk[ k)’_ R
SN position with respect to the source of the proc&ss and Xi = VaXp-1+ AgVi (Yk - \/an—l) :
therefore it can be tracked accurately from the sample mean R
and sample variance estimates of the measurement noise. \Wg function/(V;._) in (I2) determines the prior variance of
denote the best accuracy stateyas,= max{I'}, and, without Xk, given the posterior variance of; ., whereas/(Vi, Ax)
loss of generality, we assumg,..=1 and . (Ymax)>0. We N @3) determines the_postenor varianceXof, given its prior
denote the general scenario wheyg; follows a Markov VvarianceVy, as a function of the aggregate SNR collected
chain asMarkov-y scenario, and the special cases wheg the FC. The MSE in slot is thus
Tn,k="Ymax, V1, k, deterministically andy, j is i.i.d. over time E {(Xk _ Xk)z‘ Vi Ak} — 0(Vie, Ag). (14)
asbests andi.i.d.-y scenarios, respectively. ’ ’

(13)

1 i 70 A0y g
Remark 2 Note that the local accuracy state may vary sig\-Ne define recursively®(Vo; Ag) = #(Vo, Ao) and, fork > 0,

nificantly over both time and space, yielding instantaneous Vo b)Y =0 (ﬁk_l(%§A§_1)7Ak), (15)
asymmetriesin the WSN. Typically, design of asymmetric N _
systems suffers from the curse of dimensionality. Herein, WhereAg = (Ao, A1, Ay) is the aggregate SNR sequence

assume thastatistical symmetnyholds, in the sense that, in cAoIIectAekd at thke FC from sldi to slotk. Then, we can write
the long term, the SNs have the same statistical view of tH/%Z 0%(Vo; Ag). We define thesample average MSEnder
system, despite the local temporal and spatial fluctuatioins Ao Over a time horizon of lengtll’ + 1 as

the state. As a consequence, we asspaliey symmetryi.e.,, 1 I
all SNs employ the same policy to map their local state to Rr(Vo; AL) = —— 7*(Vo; AF). (16)
a sensing-transmission action, thus significantly redgdime T+1 k=0

policy space and the optimization complexity. Note that the prior and posterior variances and V. take

value betweeri0, 1], where the extreme valuésand 1 cor-
B. MMSE estimator at the FC via Kalman filtering respond, respectively, to minimunX{, perfectly known) and
maximum (X is completely unknown) uncertainty. Therefore,
Rr(Vo; AL) € ]0,1], VT, Vo, AL, and the system is stable.

_ 20 On Snky, C. FC instruction policy

Tn,k
) 9 . . . .
¥ >0 On kS ke © At the beginning of slot, the FC broadcasts anstruction
. - - : D, €D, which, together with the local accuracy statgey, is
is a suff|C|enfc statistic forX, where S, j is thelocal SNR used by SNu t0 Select( A ¢, Sarnr, Bux) @S in SecCIIEA.
for SN n, defined as . T o ’ . . )
We consider the following schemes, summarized in Table II:

E[(Yn,kXk)? [ Vn,k SaSMn,k
Snk = [On. ).k} = 72 S LA (10) 5We assume that each active SN, in additior¥1py,, also provides to the

2 n,k
E[(WA,n,k + WM,n,k) ] Sa+ SMm,k FC the value ofy, ; andS, i, which is employed in the Kalman filter.

The weighted average measurement




1) Coordinated schemeln the coordinated scheme, giverD. Performance metrics and optimization problem

Vi and -, the FC schedules the sensing-transmissigyen the initial value of the prior variance, the initial
action dy, x=(Ank, Sank, Bnk) of each SN, so that gistribution o, and the instruction policy, we define the

Di=(di,k; d2; - - - dns k). Note that each SN is required t0ayerage MSE and sensing-transmission cost ofrSber a
report its accuracy state to the FC, whenever its value &®@nginite horizon of lengthl’ + 1 as

so that~; is perfectly known at the FC at the beginning of r .
slot k. Letting ., be the belief ofy; at the FC, we have ~ M; (Vo,7my0) = E [Rr(Vo; AG)| Vo, my0] (7)
thatW'y,k('Y):X(')’:')’k.), wherex(-) is the indicator func_tion. é?»”(\/(), Tyo) = E [cg(AiO, SJ{I,n,O)‘ Vo,my0], (18)
In Sec.[IV=C, we will analyze the cost of communication ] )
overhead to keep such state information at the FC. The valyihere Rr(Vo; A7) is the sample average MSE given by
D, is selected according to some (possibly, non-stationa ), and.CTF{(AZ,WS%Ln,O) |s.the sample average sensing-
instruction policydy, (d|Vi, ) 2 p(Dy, = d[Vi, 0y 1)- _transmlssmn cqst for SM, given by @)._The expectation

2) Decentralized schemén the decentralized scheme, thdS computed with respect to the activation, local measure-
FC specifiesDy=(qi ("), Sarx(-)), where g,:T+[0,1] and ment SNR, accuracy state and medium access processes
Sap:I'—[0,00) are, respectively, the activation probability,{D’“A“a’“SMJ?J“VW“OW“”, € {172""_’{5}’]“ € N},
and the local measurement SNR functions employed by edgfluced by policys. The goal is to determing” such that

SN_to select their sensing-transmission strategy in a decmargmiangT(Vo,wvyo),s.t. ég’n(vo,ﬂmo)ﬁi,vﬂ, (19)
tralized manner, as a function of the local accuracy state s Ns
Therefore,D;, takes value in the seP = ([0,1]" x RY), wheree>0 is the maximum network cost constraint. Alterna-
and is generated according to some (possibly, non-stagipnaively, we consider the Lagrangian formulation

policy 6k (d|Vk, vak)éP(Dk:dﬂ/k, 7T77k), Wherem,_,k(’yk) = Ng

P_(')’kH'Lk) is_ the belief state pf the accuracy statg veelpr 5+ — argmin Mg“(v()’ﬂ_’%O) 4 i Z Cig’.,n(vo’ 0), (20)
given the history of observations collected up to tifnat the s CTX

FC, Hy. Given Dy=(gx(-), Sa,x(-)) and the local accuracy
state v, x, SN n chooses its action(A, k, Sa,n.k, Bn,k)
as A, =1 with probability g (v,.x), A, =0 otherwise; if
Apn =1, then Sy x=Srm .k (vnx) @and By, i is chosen uni-
formly from the set of channeldl, 2, ..., B} (if A,, =0, then
Sumn,k=DBn =0). Due to the randomized channel access
this scheme may result in collisions among SNs.

n=1
where) > 0 is the Lagrange multiplier, which trades off MSE
and sensing-transmission cost. In particular, we areested
in the infinite horizonT'— oo (average long-term) anty=1,
so that we will drop the dependence @hand V; in the
efollowing treatment, whenever possible. By varyiain (19)
(srbspectively,/\ in 20)), we obtain different operational cost-
MSE points(C§ (m4.,0), Ms(m4,0))-
Remark 3 The choice of a randomized uniform channel agRemark 5 Note that the posterior variance process
cess decision by the SNs is due to their decentralized dperat(y; x>0l may exhibit significant fluctuations over time,
and lack of coordination between them. However, other chaghich may be undesirable. These fluctuations can be reduced
nel access schemes can be accommodated by defining, m@remposing a constraint on the frequency that a given
generally, the PMFppr(rt), r € {0,1,...,t}. MSE thresholdi;, is overcome, defined by thmitageevent

i i i ; Vi > O, and by the time average expected outage
For both schemes, given the instruction poligythe se- k= Uk y g p g

quence{(Vi, k), k>0} is a Markov chain. In fact, the _. 1
instructionDy, is chosen according &, (D|Vi, 7,%). Each O5 (Vo, my,0) = T+1
SN decides its actiof4,, i, Sas,n,k, Bn,x) based onD;, and

Yn.k,» SO that the aggregate SNR collected at the Bg, The constrainD (Vq, 7 0)<o can then be added to the opti-
is a random variable which only depends @ and~, mization problem(19), or the Lagrangian tem®? (V;, 7-.0)
and is independent of the past. Finally, givap, from (I2) to (20). The following DP algorithn{{22) can be straightfor-
and [IB) the next prior variance statelis.1=v(2(Vy, Ax)), wardly extended to this case. Its analysis is left for futueek.
and .1 only depends ony;, whose distribution isr ,

and is independent of other past events, so that the Markov IV. ANALYSIS

property holds. For the decentralized scheme, the nextfoeltor the finite horizoril'<oo, for both the coordinated and de-
state my,x+1 can be computed as a function ef, , the centralized schemes, the optimal instruction policy which
measurements collected in slét and channel collisions. js the solution of [[20), can be found via DP [3], by solving
On the other hand, for the coordinated schemg1 is @ recursively, backward in time frorh = T to k = 0,

function of 41, whose value is fed back by the SNs.

E %777,0 . (21)

T A
Z X(Vk > ﬁth)
k=0

WTik(Vk,ﬂ' ,k):minE V_VTikil(V/H_l,ﬂ' ,k+1) Ok
Remark 4 If a=0, the processXy, is i.i.d., hencel,=1, Vk. 7 Q) [ 7 ’ }

In this case, both schemes do not adapt to the quality feédbac R A s
Vi, but only to the belief on the accuracy statg . On the — +E | #(Vi, Ax) + p— > esn(An g, Sarni)| 0k |, (22)
other hand, in the time-correlated casec (0, 1), adaptation n=1

to the quality statéd, may be necessary to achieve optimalitywhere V.1 =v(9(Vi, Ax)) and W= (Vi1, 7y 741)=0. The
e.g, by instructing the SNs to remain idle if the quality of theninimizer is the optimal instruction policy; (-) in slot %,
estimate is good enough.



and WT(Vo, my0)/(T + 1) yields the optimal cost function structural properties of the optimal policy and of the DPoalg

for the Lagrangian problerfb (R0). The infinite horizon scemarrithm by exploiting the statistical symmetry of the WSN fhbet

T — oo can be approximated by choosifigsufficiently large. best« scenario, yielding a lower bound to the MSE achievable

In general, [(2R) has high complexity, due to the large actiamder theMarkov-y scenario. Based on that, we then design

space, non-convex nature, and the dependence on the accuiag-complexity policies for theMarkov-y scenario, which are

state beliefr, . In particular, in the coordinated scheme, thehown to be near-optimal for large WSNs.

optimization is over the joint actiofA,, x, Sas.n.ks Bn k) Of 1) Best+ scenario: In this case, the belief, ; is constant

each SN, as a function df, and~, and timek. On the and can be neglected. Prgp. 1 states the optimalitgatity

other hand, in the decentralized scheme, the optimizasonsymmetryi.e., due to the statistical symmetry of the WSN, it

over functionsy,:I'—[0, 1] and Sy :I'—10, 00). To overcome is optimal for the FC to schedule actionaiformly randomly

these dimensionality issues, in Se€s. IV-A dnd IV-B wacross SNs. In other words, the SNs incur the same sensing-

derive structural properties of the optimal policy and o thtransmission cost and have the same sensing capabilities,

cost function by exploiting thestatistical symmetryand the hence there is no preference of one SN over another. Let

large networkapproximationNg>>1, which enable a more .

efficient solution of [2R). In Part II, we will further reduce DO ={D €D: Ay > Ans1, Y05 Snin = Saans, ¥}

the complexity by proposing near-optimal myopic policiesse an ordered subset of instructions. We have that any

Theoreni 1 lower bounds the optimal MSE under any schenmgstruction DeD can be obtained by permutation of some
D@ eDO), Additionally, let D(D(©)) be the subset of
instructions inD obtained by permutation of the entries of

Theorem 1 If T = oo, we haveM;.>p*(A*), where D(9), so thatD= Up(o) ¢ poy D(D).

5 () & \/(1—04)2(1—1—962)—1-2(1—042):10—(1—04)(1—1—:10)7 (23)

2ax

Proposition 1 In the bests scenario, one optimal instruction
policy 6* for (X9) or (20) satisfiesyV;,

% €
A :mgiXE [Ak| 6], s.tE [CSN(An,k, SM,n,k)l 6]§N—S,Vn. (24) §Z(D|Vk) _ 6Z(D(O)|Vk), vD € D(D(O)), VD(O) c D(O).

Proof: The proof follows from the fact that Proof: See App[A. L]
Rr(1;A}) is a convex function of AT (Prop. B We denote an instruction policy satisfying the hypothegis o
in App. [E), hence MI>Rr(1;E [AOT\ 5*}), Letting Prop.[1 as z-_xsymmetric instruction poIicyS_uch a policy is
A:ﬁ S, E[A4|6*] be the average aggregate SNR§ymmetric with respect to the SN scheduling, and |ndU(_:_es the
we have Rp(L;E[A7]6*])>Ri(A), where Ri(A) is Same expected cost for each SN, so that the supersciipt
defined in [@¥). SinceR:(z) is a decreasing function of (18) can be neglected. To generate a symmetric instruction
= (Theorem[% in App[E) andi<A* as a result of the Policy, the FC first selects one ordered instructii®

optimization in [2%), we also hav&:(A)>R:(A*). Finally, from the lower-dimensional seP(@), and then assigns, in

in the limit T—soo, using Corollany2 in ApplE, we obtain order, each component ®© = (4, d{”,...,d\)) to
Ms> lim Ri(A*)=0* ([\*) proving the theorem. m a random SN, until all of them have been scheduled. The
T— o0

llowing proposition demonstrates the optimality of abiding

The policy solving the optimization problefn {24) is denote
policy g b b 0 (24) the same local measurement SNR to all active SNs.

as themax aggregate SNR scheldAX-SNR). In each slot,
it maximizes the expected aggregate SNR collected at the FC, . . N
under the cost constraint for the SNs. MAX-SNR is n0r_|F_>rop05|t|on 2 In thebest< scenario, the optimal* allocates
adaptive, since it is independent ®,. The lower bound SMnk = Sark for all n such thatd,, . = 1.

in Theorem[]L can be achieved only if the aggregate SNboof: See App[A. m

Ap=A"is collected deterministically in each slot (Corollaty 2rhis result follows from the concavity of the aggregate SNR
in App. [B). However, this lower bound is, in general, nofjth respect to the SNR allocation of the SNs. Under the
achievable, since the cross-layer factors introduce tmicéies  resource constraints, it is thus optimal for the SNs to egplo
and random fluctuations of the aggregate SNRaround its the same SNR, in order to maximize the aggregate SNR
mean, thus degrading the MSE performance. Hence, MA¥p|lected at the FC. From Progs. 1 did 2, it follows that, in
SNR may achieve poor performance in general, as showntifg bests scenario, it is sufficient for the FC to choose, in

Sec[V. We now analyze both schemes. each slott, the number of SNs to activatg € {0,1,..., B},
) ) and their common local measurement SMR; ;. The t;
A. Analysis of Coordinated scheme active SNs are then chosen uniformly from the set of SNs.

In the coordinated scheme, collisions can be avoided B@r a given pair(ty, Sa i), the aggregate SNR collected at
scheduling at most one SN to transmit in each channtghe FC is thusA, = tk% The MSE performance is
Without loss of optimality, the SNs are scheduled to transmgoverned by the aggregate SMR collected at the FC. Since
in order, in the channels with I00,2,...B. Therefore, if the FC can controltx, Sy ), we can optimize these two
A =1, we letB,, = 22:1 A, k- This channel scheduling quantities to minimize the sensing-transmission cost aepr

is optimal, since theB orthogonal channels are symmetri¢o collect the target aggregate SNR at the FC, denoted as
and interchangeable. We proceed as follows. We first deri@€ (Ax), Si,(Ax)), yielding the following proposition.



Proposition 3 Let A<BS 4 be the target aggregate SNR col-Theorenl® is satisfied, the FC can thus schedule each SN so
lected at the FC. In thbests scenario, ifA=0, thent*(0)=0 as to collect a constant aggregate SNR (the highest possible
and S;,(0) = 0. Otherwise { > 0), let under the resource constraints, as dictated by the MAX-SNR

scheme), thus achieving the lower bound in Theokém 1 (see

254t(t + 1 . . "
Aen(t) 2 Sat{t+1) : comments therein). On the other hand, if the conditioncon
V14480t +1) + 2t +1 is not satisfied, the FC may need to resort to time-sharing in
thent*(A)=min{t, B} and S3,(A) = 7248 —, wheret>1 order to bebst e;f’lf)'t gll avilﬂablljeprglo;gces. The policthie
is the unique value such that € [Ay, (£ — 1), A (2)). case can be obtained via the (25).
Note that, in case (i), the local measurement SR, only
Proof: See App[A. B dependsorb 4 andf. In particular, it is an increasing function

From Prop[B, it follows that it is sufficient for the FC toof S4 and decreasing function & In fact, if S4 increases,
determine, in each slot, the target aggregate SNR,. The the error floor represented by the ambient noise diminishes,
number of SNs activated is then given by = t*(A), and hence more accurate measurements can be collected; §imilar
the common local measurement SNRSg; . x = S},(Ag). if 6 increases, sensing becomes more costly, héfj¢e di-
Note thatAy, () is an increasing function of, implying that minishes. On the other hand, in case (i), sensing-trarssoms
an increasing number of SNs need to be activated as tiesources are abundant to SNs, heBc8Ns are activated in
aggregate SNR requiremeny, increases. Moreover\,(¢t) order to saturate alB channelsSj, ;. in this case is selected
is an increasing function o064 and decreasing function ofin such a way as to use up all available resources.
the normalized unitary sensing cakt so that, asS, grows 2) Markov-y scenario: In this case,y,  fluctuates over
or 6 diminishes, less SNs need to be activated. In fagt, time, thus causing random fluctuations in the aggregate SNR
determines the error floor in the measurement collected byllected at the FC. The optimal policy is difficult to chaexe
each SN. Therefore, aS, increases and the ambient noiséze, due to the high dimensionality of the problem. Hereia, w
becomes less relevant, it is sufficient to activate a smalléefine a sub-optimal policy, based on the optimal DP policy
number of SNs with higher SNR, in order to reduce theerived in the previous section. To this end, tdt;~;) :
transmission cost. Similarly, @sgrows, the transmission cost{1,2,..., Ns} — {1,2,..., Ng} be a ranking of SNs indexed
becomes less and less relevant with respect to the sensihg day ~;, such thatr(m;~;) is the label of the SN with the
hence more SNs can be activated. We thus obtain: mth highest accuracy stateég. v,(1,y.).k = Vr(2ve)k =
COORD-DP: DP algorithm for the coordinated scheme, ,...,> 7, (ng,)k Let 6* be the optimal policy solving
best-y scenario.Fork = T,7—1,...,0, solve VV,€[l—a, 1], (I9) or [20) for thebests scenario,{t},S%, ., As. k > 0}
Tk . S N be the sequence of number of active SNs, local measurement
U\ :AkeI[%}BSA)W W(2(Vi, Ar))) and aggregate SNRs generated by such policy inbtbst-
A ~ scenario. Denote the optimal MSE and cost in Hestsy
+ 0V, Ag) + ——t"(A)esn (1,53, (Ar)) . (25)  scenario asizy»= and C3, respectively. ClearlyA; is
_ ™ o ) ) an upper bound to the aggregate SNR collected at the FC in
wherelW = (Vr41) = 0. The optimizerAj (Vi), is the optimal  the Markov-y scenario, due to the fluctuations in the local
aggregate SNR collected at the FC in stot B accuracy state. Le{Vj,k>0} be avirtual prior variance
Note that, by exploiting the statistical symmetry of theyocess obtained as if all measurements were collected with
WSN, we have enabled a significant complexity reductigfe pest accuracy statg,... Starting fromV, = Vj, this can
with respect to [(22), since the optimization is only ovepe generated recursively &1 = v(2(Vi, A})). We define
the aggregate SNR sequence, rather than the joint actigg syp-optimal coordinated DP polig8CDP) as follows.
(Ank, SM k> Bni) Of each SN. SCDP: Given (Vi,~:), SCDP allocates the; SNs with the

The next theorem characterizes regimeseowhere the pagt accuracy state, with local measurement SNR,
optimal policy is the MAX-SNR scheme. '

Theorem 2 In the bests scenario withT — oo,

(i) if € = terx(1 + /0Sa4), for somet = 1,2,..., B, §* is
the MAX-SNR scheme, with = f, S5, , = /3. Vk;

(ii) if € > Berx(1++v/054)

* * _ 1 €
th=DB Sur=73 (Bch

AT(W;‘Yk),k:LSMJ(W;‘M),k:SX{,kvvm:lv25'"vtzv
Ar(mm)’k:O, Ym > t7. |

We have the following theorem.

i IS::_} MAX-SNR scheme, WlthTheorem 3 In the Markov-y scenario, if Ng > ﬂf;ﬂix),
B ) L under SCDRC;- =Cj™* and

(iii) in both cases,Ms- = i* (t;%) whereo* (x) is )
_ M,k _
given by [ZB), and’s- = . 0< Mso— NJm< 1 exp ~ (Nsmy (Ymax) —B+1) (26)
1-— 2Ny (Ymax)
Proof: See App[B. [ |
Theorem[ 2 follows from the fact that, in tHesesty sce- Proof: See App[C. [ ]

nario, the FC can deterministically control the quality bét Theorem[B states that SCDP achieves the same sensing-
measurements collected in each slot (aggregate 8NRi.e.,, transmission cost as the optimal policy in thestsy scenario.
there are no uncertainties. If the condition engiven by This is by construction and due to the statistical symmetry



property, since all SNs experience the same steady-state GIEC-DP: DP algorithm for the decentralized schemebpest-
tribution of their local accuracy state, hence each of themscenario.Fork=T7,7 —1,...,0, solve,vYV, €[l — o, 1],
belongs to the set of; best SNs with the same frequency. B

On the other hand, the MSE gap with respect to the !OWWT’k(Vk):minsz(r;g)ﬁ <Vk77" SaSu >+£05N(1,SM)
bound represented by the optimal policy in thestsy scenario ¢S SatSm) crx
decreases exponentially with the network si¢e. Therefore, B

SCDP is nearly optimal forVg sufficiently large. Alterna- +ZPR(T;C)WT%71 <V (g <Vk,rﬂ))> . (28)
tively, a densely deployed WSN providesnsing diversity —0 Sa+Su

i.e, in each slot, a sufficiently large pool of SNs can senseh _—
X3 with high accuracy, despite the fluctuations in tbeal where
accuracy state of each SN. SCDP can be optimized efficie
via the DP in [2b) for thebests scenario, and is given b
Theoren{ 2, if the condition on holds.

(Vr41) = 0. The optimizer,(¢; (Vk), Si/. . (Vi)),

niﬁ the optimal normalized activation probability and local
measurement SNR pair in slét ]

y The activation probability whenVs < oo can then be
approximated byy; (Vi) ~ (i (Vi)B/Ngs. Due to the shared
wireless channel, the transmission probability of the SNs

B. Analysis of Decentralized scheme should be bounded, as stated in the following proposition.
In this section, we analyze the decentralized scheme. By N ) o
adapting the DP in{22) to this case, we obtain Proposition 5 WhenNg — 00, the normalized transmission
probability per channel satisfie§ (V%) < 1.
W=+, = i E (2 (Vk, Ak)| g, S
Vi) = i B2V Adla:Sul - proof: see ApplD. =
Ns .
A Remark 6 Note that, if B=1, the success rate
+ ot Z;V 7T%k(7)2q<7”)CSN(1’SM(7")) Nsq(1—q)Vs—! is maximized byg=1/Ng, i.e, (=1. Any
?G;_i_l R " g>1/Ng (¢>1) incurs higher cost and collision probability,
+E[W (v (& (Vi, Ak)) s Ty k1) | @ Sua ] (27) hence worse MSE performance, and is thus sub-optimal.

Therefore, PropJ5 holds trivially foB=1,VNg. For B > 1,
where A=3" On 172 SaSm(7n)/(Sa+Sa (7)), Whose this result holds forNs — oo, since channel outcomes are

distribution depends og(-) and Sy (+) via (Oy.k,n), V. AS  decoupled in this case (Corollafy 1).
in the coordinated scheme, we first study best~ scenario,

and then extend our analysis to therkov-y scenario. From Prop[b, the minimization in the DP sta@e](28) can be

1) Besty scenario: Letting ~,=1,¥n, we obtain confined to¢ € [0,1], thus reducing the search space.

Ap=T3a8u  where Ry= SN O,k is the number of 2) Markov-y scenario: The optimal policy for this case is
packets successfully received at the FC, with PMFRy,; ¢).  difficult to characterize, due to the high dimensionalitytiog

problem. Similar to the coordinated scheme, we define the
following sub-optimal decentralized DP poligg6DDP). To
Proposition 4 If the SNs activate with probability, this end, let(¢;(Vk), S3, (Vi) be the optimal policy under
the bests scenario, obtained via (28).
= (=1)*"Ng!/(B\(B —r\/ q\* g \Ws—k SDDP. GivenV}, the activation probability is defined as
PR(MA)=) _» ( ) (1—k ) :
(NS — k)' r k—r

B

B

k=r 1}3 Y > Vth,
7o Cn (Vi) =2 7y ()
V , = Ng ~k Y>Yih Y _ 29
Proof: See App[D. n 4 (Vi,7) (o) ;Y= (29)
0, ¥ < Yehs

We employ the large network approximatidfis>>1 to ap-
proximatepr(r; ¢). We define thenormalized activation prob- and the local measurement SNR@J@,n,FSTw,k(Vk% where
ability per channel¢ = ¢Ns/B, and letNg — oo with ¢ 4y, €T’ uniquely solvesy m, (v)>B(; (Vi)/Ns>Y (7). ®

fixed. We thus obtain the following corollary of Prdg. 4. ¥>7en ¥>eh
Note that, under SDDP}__ qx(Vk, v) 7 (v)Ns/B=(; (Vi)

i.e, each SN activates witmarginal normalized probability
Corollary 1 WhenNg — oo, R, has binomial distribution ¢;(V}), with respect to the steady-state distributiongfy.
with B trials and success probabilitge ¢ in each channel, For thei.i.d.-y scenario, we have the following proposition.

denoted apr(Ry; (). Proposition 6 SDDP is optimal in thei.i.d.-y scenario, if

>,
S= Ty (Ymax)

The implication is that the successes/collisions are inddpnt
across channels, each Bernoulli distributed. This is nmtfor As in the coordinated scheme, this result is a consequence
finite Ng, since the transmissions are coupled (each active 8N the fact that a densely deployed WSN providens-
transmits on a unique channel), hence the successesfmdlising diversity i.e., in each slot, a sufficiently large pool of
are correlated across channels, but it enables a goodhilact®&Ns can sense the underlying process with high accuracy,
approximation for finiteNg. Using the large network approx-despite the fluctuations in thiecal accuracy state of each
imation, DP is given as follows. SN. In particular, if Ng>B /7y (Vmax), then SDDP yields
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Figure 3. MSE as a function of the network coatg = 20. Figure 4. MSE as a function of the network coatg = 100.
B¢ (Vi) Note that, unlike the coordinated scheme, the decentral-
Qk(Vka'ymaX) = N7y (Ymax) ' Qk(Vk77) = 0,Vy < Ymax, SO ! !

that only the SNis with the best accuracy state may activate, 42€d one incurs no uplink communication overhead cost. If
no loss is incurred with respect to thests scenario. On the B¢sc > ¢v, itincurs also a smaller downlink communication
other hand, ifNs < B/ (Ymax), the FC may resort to the gNsoverhead cost. Therefore, overall, the decentralizedsehe
with lower accuracy to sense and report their measureméftmore scalable to large WSNs. As we will see in the next
The DP [27) for the general case has high complexity, due $g¢tion. this improved scalability and lower communiaatio
the high-dimensional action space (the activation prdibi ©Verhead come at the cost of MSE degradation.

and local measurement SNR are functions of the accuracy V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

state) and state space (the belief, is part of the state). |n this section, we provide numerical results. Unless
Moreover, the optimal DP policy in th&arkov-y scenario otherwise stated, we consider a WSN of si¥ee {20,100}

is cumbersome to operate, since the FC needs to track {bgall and large WSN, respectively). We model
belief 7, . In contrast, SDDP has lower optimization anq%hk} as a Markov chain taking values in the set
operational complexity, since it is optimized for thesty p={,/;/10,i=1,2,...,10}, with transition probabilities

scenario and it does not require the FC to tragk,. Py (7v;7)=0.9, P, (y/1/10; \/2/10)=P,(1; /9/10)=0.1,
P, (1/i/10; /(1 + 1)/10)=P5(1/i/10; /(i — 1)/10)=0.05,
C. Cost of communication overhead Z;é\él/ 9\./§/ZVe Ie)t/ch):l (g/AZ/: 20\/¢(Z: 0)2/5 03: 0.96

In this section, we evaluate the communication overheaddB = 5. We consider the following schemes for thest-y

required to implement the two schemes, assuming the s@lsenario:

optimal DP policy is used in thtMarkov-y scenario. In the e« COORD-DP coordinated scheme, obtained via the DP in

uplink channel (SNs to FC), each SN incurs the costto (25) or given by Theoreml 2, if the condition erholds;

report its accuracy state to the FC. On the other hand, in ®EC-DP: the decentralized scheme considered in Gecl]IV-B,

downlink channel (FC to SNs), the FC incurs the cogtto obtained via the DP i (27);

feed back the quality statl,, andcsc to schedule each SN ¢ COORD-SNRMAX-SNR policy for the coordinated scheme

to activate. The mapping df;. to the corresponding sensing-(see [(3B)), determined in the proof of Theorem 2 in App. B;

transmission action is stored in each SN in a look-up tables DEC-SNR MAX-SNR policy for the decentralized scheme,
1) Coordinated schemetn this scheme, the SNs need to E[Ry| (]S4 S

report their accuracy state, whenever it changes. Therefd¢ aSM):aI"gmaXW

the (average long-term) uplink communication overheadhef t & 5u 4 M

network is Cyor=Nscy 3. cr 7,(7) (1= Py (7;7)), which where, from Corollary LE[ Ry| (] = Be™°.

grows with the WSN size. In particulafy o i =0 in thebestsy The DP policies are obtained aftéf, p=100 DP iterations,

scenario andyon=Nsc, (1— Z'yel‘ my(7)?) in theiid.- and are evalua}ted m_bot\harkovw andbest+ scenarios, using

L . . Monte-Carlo simulation oveF'=10° slots. The above policies

7 scenario; in the genngarkov«y scenarioCyon IS small in the Markov-y scenario are defined similarly to SCDP (Sec.

if Pv('.y;y) ~ 1, Vv, e, the accuracy state varies sIowI;t and SDDP (Sed_IV-B2). Note that COORD-SNR and

g\ll\le:ngr:/%uglthﬁ downt!lnlijcha?nlt(el, the FC. schedules;(u]ea C-SNR are non-adaptive. On the other hand, COORD-DP

. . y, hence t 2 ownlink communication overthea, \y e pp adapt to the quality stdtg fed back by the FC.

is ticsc in slot k, sincet; are scheduled to activate. Since In Figs.[3 and®, we plot the MSE(17) as a function of

t;, < B, the average long-term downlink communicatiorﬂq ;
Py e network cost{(18) folNg=20 and Ns=100, respectively,
overhead satisfie€'poy < Bese. ) s s p Y.

2) Decentralized schemdn this scheme, the SNs do not SNote that the choiceerx = 1 is without loss of generality, since,
report their local accuracy state to the FC, heﬁ)@@H =0. by_ scaling erx and ¢ by the same value, While_: keeping _thg normalized
On the other hand. in the d link ch | the EC broad unitary sensing cogt constant, the long-term sensing-transmission cost scales

n eo_ erhan ’.'n € downlink channel, the roa Ca§$§ordingly, without changing the form of the optimal pgli@and without
the quality statd/;, in each slot, henc€poyg = cy. providing any further insights.

s.t. B((crx + ¢Snr) <€,

)|
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obtained by varying the parameterand A. We plot also the e DIST-DP, normalized sensing“/’l‘x prob. c‘*(w)
lower bound for COORD-DP, given by Theordm 1 for the O DIST-DP, norm. local measurement SNR §4,(Vi) /5.
best< scenario, which is computed in the proof of Theotdm 2 0.8

in App.[B. We notice that, in the large WSN scenario, both 0.7 WLMW
COORD-DP and DEC-DP in th#arkov<y scenario (SCDP o6l

and SDDP, respectively) approach the lower bound given by
thebests scenario. Therefore, SCDP and SDDP perform well

0.5F

at a fraction of the complexity with respect to the globally o4r
optimal policy derived via DP in tharkov-y scenario. This 0.3f
is a result ofsensing diversityi.e., in each slot, a sufficiently 02l

large pool of SNs can sense the underlying process with high
accuracy, despite the fluctuations in tleeal accuracy state
of each SN. On the other hand, DEC-DP in tharkov- % T o2 04 06 08 1

. . R . Norm. prior variance Vj
7 scenario (SD,DP), incurs a small degradatlorl In_the S,mia-lllgure 5. Structure of DEC-DP as a function of the prior vac&@V},. The
network scenario with respect to thests scenario, since, in corresponding simulated network costli$619 and the MSE is0.124.
this case, also the SNs with lower accuracy state activate.

Interestingly, COORD-DP vyields good performance also ieensoring is employed to minimize the transmission cost of
the small network scenario. In fact, despite the fluctuatiothe SNs, based on the informativeness of the measurements
in the accuracy state of each SN, COORD-DP always agellected, similar to[[l1] for a static detection problem.t8lo
tivates the best SNs, whereas the selection is randomizbkdt (i) [17] assumes error-free transmissions; (ii) it sloe
and decentralized for DEC-DP. Moreover, COORD-DP closefyot model the sensing cost and the ability of the SNs to
approaches the lower bound given by Theolgm 1, and, time the local measurement SNR; . x, €.9, by controlling
some cases, achieves the bound (see Theldrem 2). In contthst,number of samples collected; (iii) it assumes a static
we have verified that the lower bound of Theorein 1 for thecenario,i.e,, a single slot is considered and the parameter
decentralized scheme (not plotted in the figure) is loosés THo be estimated does not vary over time. In our framework, in
is because the lower bound of Theolleim 1 can be achieved oodyntrast, (i) transmissions are prone to collisions; i} ...«
if the FC collectsdeterministicallya constant aggregate SNRis a control parameter, with cogtSy, ,, ; (iii) the process to
sequence, as dictated by the MAX-SNR scheme: such constaattracked is time-correlated, and the SNs have an internal
SNR sequence can be closely replicated in the coordinategturacy state evolving as a Markov chain. Our proposed
scheme, by scheduling individually each SN and avoidirfgedback loop enables adaptation of the sensing-transmiss
collisions; on the other hand, in the decentralized schehee, strategy in order to cope with the dynamics induced by these
activation decisions of the SNs are randomized and cafissiocross-layer factors.
occur, so that the FC experiences wide random fluctuationsSince [17] does not consider our model exactly, we have
of the aggregate SNR sequence around its mean. Finally, @ended it to accommodate our cross-layer dynamic setting
note that, by adapting the sensing-transmission strategyas follows. We denote this scheme awdified[17] (Mod-
the quality statel’,,, COORD-DP and DEC-DP can achievg17]). Given the prior varianc®), and mean\/&Xk_l of X
significant cost-savings with respect to the respective- nagt the beginning of slok, all SNs perform a measurement
adaptive schemes COORD-SNR and DEC-SNR, up to 74%tth common measurement SN&,;. Then, SNn censors its
(for Ns = 20) and 20% (forNs = 100) for the decentralized measurement (denoted &% ;=1) if
scheme, and up to 35% for the coordinated one. Therefore, the
maximization of the average aggregate SNR collected at the‘yn,k - %,k\/aj(k_l‘ < T\/%Qlkak +87 + S5k (30)

FC, initially proposed in Se€lll, is not a good design ci@er

since it does not effectively cope with the fluctuations angthere the term within the square root is the variance of
the stochastic dynamics induced by cross-layer factorl sug, 5, given (\/an,l,Vk,'yn,k), and transmits it otherwise
as the time-varying accuracy states, the decentralizesirggn (C,, ; = 0). In other wordsY,, j, is transmitted if and only if it
transmission decisions of the SNs, and the channel callsiosignificantly deviates from its expected valq@f(k,l [@7].

In Fig.[H, we plot the structure of DEC-DP as a functiohe thresholdr, common to all SNs, determines the trans-
of V.. We note that, ad/}, increasesj.e., the estimate of mission probabilityq of the SNs. From the censoring rule
Xy is less accurate, both*(V}) and S3,(Vi) increase, in (30), ¢ = 2(1 — Q(7)), whereQ(x) is the normal Gaussian
order to improve the estimation accuracy;f(V) exhibits cumulative distribution function. Note that, in this schesm
fluctuations due to the numerical optimization). On the pthall SNs sense in each slot, so that a fixed sensing cost
hand, when the estimation accuracy is god@d & 0.2) the ¢Sy, is incurred, as opposed to our scheme, where each
activation probability is zero, so that the SNs can savegnerSN either activates by sensing and transmitting or remains
This result is in line with the myopic policy, studied in PHrt idle. On the other hand, transmissions occur with prokgbili
Finally, note thatt*(V},) < 1, VVj (Prop.[®). g =2(1-Q(r)), so that, on average, the sensing-transmission

Finally, we compare our proposed decentralized techniqoest isqgerx + ¢Sas in each slot. We define the pdig, Sir)
to a technique proposed in_[17]. Therein, the estimation ed as to optimize the aggregate SNR collected at the FC,
a randomstatic parameter is considered, and decentralizathder the sensing-transmission cost constraiat, using the
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Figure 6. MSE as a function of the network cost, comparisotwésen Figure 7. Average number of collisions per slot as a functibthe network
Mod-[17] and DEC-DP;Ng = 100, Markov-y scenario. cost, comparison between Mod-[17] and DEC-D¥s = 100.
approximation in Corollary]1 for the channel successes afflich results in collisions and uncertainty in the number of
(11), and assuming thigests scenario, measurements collected at the FC. This is also confirmed by

_aNs SaSy e  the more frequent collisions incurred by Mod-[17] with resp
(455}) =argmaxqNse™ "™ S, 19 S-Lgerx+0SM=— 1 DEC-DP, as shown numerically in Fifl 7. Additionall

q€[0,1],53 >0 A+OMm Ng , y Ol 7. V,

Mod-[17] is not designed to cope with the time-correlated
Unfortunately for this scheme, the optimal estimator idynamics considered in our model.

not the linear Kalman filter. In fact, censored measurements
provide indirect feedback to the FC, which can be exploited t VI. CONCLUSIONS
infer X. The optimal approach is then for the FC to compute
a posterior belief ofXy, involving cumbersome numerical
integration, given the measurements collected and theeicidi
feedback signal, based on which an MMSE estimateXpf

In this paper, we have proposed a cross-layer distributed
sensing-estimation framework for WSNs, which exploits the
quality feedback information from the FC. Our cross-layer d

can be obtained. However, note that, in our setting, the I%(Lfgn approach allows one to model the time-varying cagtgibili

. . the SNs to accurately sense the underlying process, the
cannot differentiate between a censored measurementiwhic y ying p

provides the indirect feedback signdl, ,—1 given by [30)) scarce channellac_cess resources shared by the SNs, as _vveII as
- : - ~— 7 sensing-transmission costs. We have proposed a coordinate
or a collision (uncensored but lost, thus providing the riedi

feedback signalC’, x—0), so that the computation of thescheme, where the FC schedules the action of each SN,

: 4 . o and a more scalable decentralized scheme, where each SN
posterior belief requires a cumbersome marginalizatiogr ov

these events, and over the value of the accuracy stajein performs a local decision to sense-transmit or remain idle.

G0 I order 0 overcome s ity we us e sz HESPIC S i f dmensinaly b of e desr o
assumption that the FC is genie-aidied, it knows which SN 9 y y '

. we have exploited the statistical symmetry of the networtk an
censored its measurement, as well as the accuracysttef large WSN approximation to derive structural properties o
each SNThis information is not available to the decentralize 9 PP brop

scheme proposed in this paper, thus yielding a lower-boond pe optimal policy, which enable a more efficient optimiaati
the cost-MSE trade-off achievable by Mod-[1The posterior via DP. We have shown that a dense WSN provigessing

distribution of X, given the observations collected at the chlversny, €., only a few SNs §uﬁ|pe to sense accu.rately
- . and transmit, with no degradation in the MSE, despite the
the collision outcome, the censoring outcome and accur

C . . . . .
state of each SN, is evaluated numerically. Based on it, ﬂqoéal fluctuations in the observation quality. Our analy

. . 4 : .numerical results show that the proposed schemes achieve
MMSE estimate ofX;, (posterior mean) and its posterior vari- : . .

~ : . ..~ near-optimal performance also for small-medium sized WSNs
anceV}, are computed. Finally, the Gaussian approximation |s

. : o ~ and outperform non-adaptive schemes that do not exploit the
US.Ed’ so that t_he next prior be“.emé’““NN(‘/an’V(Vk))‘ quality feedback from the FC and a technique proposed in
This scheme is then repeated in each slot.

the literature. We have evaluated the communication owaethe

In Fig. [, we evaluate the trade-off between network 98t both schemes, proving that the decentralized one meets

and MSE under Mod-[17] and DEC-DP, via Monte-Carlg, . goals of energy efficiency and scalability, requiring n
simulation over 3000 slots. We notice that Mod-[17] incurs C - . :
oordination and minimal feedback information.

a significant performance degradation with respect to DECS
DP, despite the idealized assumption that the censoring and
collision outcomes, as well the accuracy state of each SN,
are known to the FC under Mod-[17] (such information i®roof of Prop.[1:We refer to the optimization problerh {(19)
not available to DEC-DP). In fact, Mod-[17] does not emplognly. In fact, for any\ > 0, there exists > 0 such that the

a cross-layer perspectivee., it neglects the cost of sensingoptimal policy for the problem[(20) is also optimal for the
(each SN senses in each slot), and the shared wireless ¢hammeblem [I9). Lety be an optimal instruction policy fof (19).

APPENDIXA
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. : : +
Let 5 be a new policy defined agD(©), yielding 5%, (t)=S4 (ﬁ - 1) £S5, Vt. Optimizing with

5k(D|Vi) = DD% Z 6x(D|Vi), VD € D(D©)), respect taSy in (33), we obtainS;, = & (meX - 1), where
ID( )|D6D(D(")) = thlp( )t. Finally, optimizing overm,

o obeys the statement of the proposition. The distribution 5. _ max mSa(e — crxm) (34)

of the aggregate SNR collected at the FC under the two me[0,min{e/crx,B} M (PS4 — cTx) + €

instruction policies§ and § is identical, since the SNs
are symmetric. By induction o, it follows that V}, has
the same distribution under the two instruction policies
and §, hence My (Vo) = M[' (Vo). Similarly, C1" (V) =

Computing the derivative with respect tm, it can be
shown that the argument of the optimization is increasing
H — H = € — ok
in m if and only if m < T Vo SO thatm* =

| <Ns AT min{ ——ft—— e ,B}. Then, ife = terx(1 + v/6S54), for
FF Xf:nf1pc [:(2 C)ZS _d Y\:lv her(;ced (;S. alfo OtPt'lg?(lj') " somef = 1,2 A. .TXB as in the statement ofST?eoréIh 2, we
roof of Prop. onsider two ordered instructio = g x A
(d( ) d(o) d(o)) B©O)_ (J§O> cZéO) CZE\?))GD(O) obtainm™* = ¢, SM = ./S4/0, henceA* = tSAJrS;I. If € >
) 3t s 1 HYSCoR Qx l € _
such thatdC —(0,0,0),¥n > t, d'®) = (1, Sarm, By) BCTX(}“OSA)' we obtainm® = B, Si; = # (555 — 1),
andd'©) = (1 SM, ), Vn < t, where henceA* = SSAfé‘{ The achievability of the lower bound

follows from the following Pro (17, when;, = A*, Vk.
SA{ _ Zmzl AmSM,m/(SA + SM,m) g p k=

: ; (31) -
> m=1 Am/(Sa + Sum) Proposition 7 Let V,=1 and AL=A17r,; be a constant se-
for somet € {1 B}. If D© (respectively,D(?)) guence, wherd,,, is them-dimensional vector of ones. Then,
is chosen in slotk, then the actions/!”) (resp.,d\’) are Jim Rr(1;Alriq) = *(A). (35)
—00

scheduled randomly to the SNs, so théf) (resp.,J%O))
is assigned to SN with marginal probabilityl /Ng. Then, Proof: Due to space constraints, a proof outline is provided.
the aggregate SNR collected at the FC under HatR) and Note thato*(A) is a fixed point ofVi=0(v(Vi-1),A)= Vk 1

D©) is A, = ZZ 1 siAJrSsAL"n = Z; 1 SiAfSM Therefore, so that, if Vj,_=0* (A) and A=A, then Vi=Vi_1=0 *(A).

D©) and D@ attain the same MSE performance in sigt First, we show by induction tha{V,k>0} is a strictly
Vi = 0(Vi, Ag). On the other hand, the cost for each SIQecreasmg sequence andl,>0*(A),Vk. In fact, let

underD(©) andD(©) satisfies Vie(P*(A),1] (this is true for k=0, since V,=1). Since
~ " ~ 7*(A) is a decreasing function of, there exists a unique
CSN(An ks OM,n,k = - ¢snil, oM €(0,A) such thatV,=v =v(v(Vi),A), hence
Elesn (Ang, Sarng) D] ~ (1, Sar) (32) Ae(0,A h thatVj,=0*(A)=0(v(V4), A), h
5

Virr = 0(v(Vi),A) < o(w(Vi),A) = Vi, (36)

< —CSN < ZSI\{n> = Elesn (Ank, Sarn k)| D], .
sincer(V, A) is a decreasing function of. Sincei(v(V), A)
where we have used the fact tHafl(31) is an increasing functi§ increasing inl” andV;, > *(A), we obtain

of Sa, henceS‘M < %Zgil AnSA{_’n, and CSN (1,51\,{) is 5% (A) = 5% (A)). A <D V A) = V 37
increasing inS;;. We conclude that a lower cost is incurred 7H(A) = 2" (A)), A) < #(v(Vi), A) ke (37)

by the ordered instructiod(©), while achieving the same hencef/ke( “(A), f/k“) It follows that limg_,o, V=0 *(A)

MSE accuracy ab(?). The proposition is thus proved. B andlimy_,o Ry (1; ALy )=0*(A). [
Proof of Prop.[B: The target aggregate SNR, can be Theoreni® is thus proved. ]
collected at the FC by scheduling > A;/S4 SNs to sense

with local measurement SNRy; = & gAAkA and to transmit. APPENDIXC

The MSE and the next stalg,,; is a function of the current Proof of Theoren]3:The equality O}:ﬂ“ Cs« is trivial,
state V, and aggregate SNR ;. Hence, givenA, t; can since the sequencety, Mk,k>0} is common to the
be uniquely chosen to minimize the expected cost in slpesty and Markov-y scenarios. LetA] and AJ* be
k, t*(A) = argmth—CSN (1, Ty _A . Its solution yields the realization of the aggregate SNR sequence collected
Prop.[3, but is omitted due to space constraints. m at the FC in the Markov<y and besty scenarios,
respectively, when {t;, S}, ,,k>0} is scheduled. Let
- - Qr=x(less thanB SNs have accuracy,, x="vYmax)- Then,
Proof of Theorenil2From Theorenl]1Ms.>0*(A*), where (1-Qr)A;<AR<A;,Vk. In fact, if Qx=0, then at leastB
B B SNs have the best accuracy state, and the FC will schedule

A= max M,s.t&(t)t(ch+¢SM(t))ge.(33) t;<B of those SNs to activate, so thay=A;. Let V, Vi

PrSny— Sa+ Sum(t) =1 and V}*, Vk* be the prior and posterior variances in slot
in the Markov-y and best« scenarios, respectively, so that
ML = 74E [zk 0V,€|V0} and 77 = ST

SaSu(t) Note that, sinceA, <A, vk, then V>V vk, from which
Sh argmax p(t [7-# erx + ¢Sy (t))|. Note that, sinceA, <Ay, Vk, then V>V, Vk, from whic
i Z Sa+ Su(t) (erx m() the left-hand inequality in Theorem 3 follows. Letbe a slot

APPENDIXB

Using the Lagrangian method to optimize 0wy (-), we have
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index such tha®;_,=1 andQ;=0,Vj=k,k+1,...,k+J—1, channels;B! is the number of combinations to allocat&Ns

for someJ>0. SinceAy=A; when@,=0, we have to B channelspg(r; q) is then given by
k+J-1 k+J-1 Ns /N B\ tWU(t—r,B—r)
> ~k—k * . _ S\ tr1 _ \Ns—t ey =nb=r
Sy e o =X () dn-on (7)
k=Fk k=Fk =
yielding Prop[# after algebraic manipulation. ]

Sinceﬁk*E(VE;Ag’*) is an inc_reasing concave functionﬁ;ﬁ_, Proof of Prop.[5:Let ¢V > 1 and¢® = 1. We show that
andl > Vi > Vi* > 1—a, using [46) andD,, > 1 we obtain  the cost-to-go functiof’”—* (V) computed unde¢(® lower
- - . bounds the cost-to-go function computed undé?, for any

k+J—1 k+J-1 sk—T (). AK*
Z Vi < 7AdnE do = ( ’AE ) (Vi — V) value of the SNRS),, so that, necessarily, the minimizer of
= e k dv v—v,]j k the DP stage(28) is such thgt(V) < 1. Neglecting additive
;H ) B _Ej_J ) and multiplicative terms independent ¢fand letting Sy =
— ~ . -1 SaSm i -to- i i
< [Vk* 4ok k+1} <V TS, we write the cost-to-go function under a genefias
pl — =
k=k k=k+1
| . - _ 0=~ ZPm>M) (40)
By using the inequality, < 1 when@;, = 1, we obtain ot
T T X [0 (Vi, (r — 1)S7) — 0 (Vi,7St) — W (r — 1) — W(r))],

Ve (1= Qo5+ [(1 — Q)1 = Qe-1)Vi + Q’“} whereW (r)2W7T=+=1 (v (& (Vi,7S7))). It can be proved by
=1 induction thatW (r—1)>W (r). Hence, from[(40) we obtain

d e\ o o FCY< F(CW) since P(Ry > r|¢C)>P(Ry > rlcD), vr
Qo) (1-Q1) Qi <V’C T a)_z b+ Qo(1=15) (from Corollary[1) andy (‘ﬁk,_(r —1)87) >1>IEVZ, rSt), thus

k=0

d kzll k:i;) proving the proposition. -
+> {%JFQJCG—VJ)] SZ(A,:Jr 1@“ ) APPENDIXE

k=1 - k=0 ~ %/ Proposition 8 7 (Vy; AT) and Ry (Vo; AT) are convex func-
Assuming~y; is at steady-state, and letting tions of A{', decreasing in\, concave increasing if.

Bl /ny _ ~ Proof: We prove the property fo#* (Vy; Af). The same prop-
Q2P(Qr=1)= Z ( Z.S> Ty (Yamae) (1 =T (Ymax))V* ™%, erty holds forRy(Vy; AL), using [16). LetX, :JNk,Dk]T

) =0 ) be defined recursively aX_; = {W,l} and, for
we obtain M%L = E[Rp(Vo; AD)|Vo] < MI™ + &, k>0, X = PyX;_1, where

. (N5 (Ymax) = B+1)?
Finally, QG)_ follows_ fromQ < exp < — SQNSM(%&X) } P, — a 1—a . 1)
(Chernoff’s inequality) whenVg 7y (Ymax) > B — 1. [ | alp 1+ (1—a)Ag

APPENDIXD Then, it can be shown by induction, by using the update

Proof of Prop.[#:Let U(t,b) be the number of combmauonsequa;'(onsjg ;(() n (IE]Z) ‘;‘;‘d KIBI?’ th%V’“ - N’“/Df’f' \fNe
of ¢ transmissions ovelf channels, all unsuccessful. We hav&® >e f\l_ koh }1( w {e/re kll/_A X g1 X X &, Tor
U(t,1)=1—x(t=1), since the transmission is successful if anfi.= ** ofice thatXo=(V0, 1+VoA)">0 (non-negative en-

only if t=1, whenb=1. Forb > 1, we have the recursion tr|e§]3, S0 thkatX _>O (entry-wise)_by |_nduct|on The derivative
of 0% (Vo; A§) with respect toA; is given by
t

¢ diok (Vo AF) 0 1]dX
U(tvb) = ( > U(t - nvb - 1)a 7D ( 9 0 = ——XT —k 42
n_oz,;# n dA; D? —1 0| dA; (42)
i.e, n SNs transmit in the first channel (where # 1, :_Xg{ 0 1 ]Pk-i+1 [ 0 ] Ni _ _ak—isz ’
otherwise a successful transmission occurs), and the namgai -10 D} Dj

t —n SNs in the remaining — 1 channels. By induction, it where the last equality follows by induction d&n Therefore,

can be proved that, far> 0, b > 1, % (Vo; A) is a decreasing function of;. We now compute
min{t,b—1} | the Hessian matrifl of 0% (Vp; A), with componentd; ; =
25k
U(t,b) _Z(_1)’“< Z) £ (b~ k)R bl (t = b)(—1)°, % Forj > i (the caseg < i is obtained by symmetry
k=0 (t = k)! of H), sinceNN; is independent of\;, from (42) we obtain
B t! Ult—-nrB-r) 25k (1. Ak 2, k—i k—i
henceppr(r|t) = ( ) (39) _ A% (VgAR) 2NPolt dXy 2NPNjo 0
r ) (t—r)! Bt ’ H; ;= [0,1] [0,1]Pk:j41
(t=r) TTahan, | DF UYaA, T DY Sl

since there areB!/r!/(B — r)! combinations ofr channels |t p pe a(k +1) x (k + 1) diagonal matrix with diagonal
where the transmission is successfie.( one and only one entriesD; ; = N2a*~. Then

SN transmits),; T ways of selecting- SNs to transmit in T
the successful channels, abidt — r, B — ) combinations of [D'HD Y], ; = 13 [0, 1]P’“-7:1[_0’ 1]
allocating ther — r remaining nodes to th& — r unsuccessful Dy Njar=J

2 [ (43)



Note that D~'HD~! = EFE”, where E is an upper-
triangular matrix with all non-zero entries equal toon the

diagonal and upper off-diagonal entries, and all otherientr
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and Aj€[Af

0,m»

given by [(BI) A=

A ,,—1) uniquely solves, for\] and A7,
A+ (T—m—1)AT+AS_
T+1 :

equal to zero, andF is a diagonal matrix with diagonal Proof: Note that there is a one-to-one mapping between

elementsF;; = f; — fiy1,i < k andFy ; = fx, Finally, we
obtainH = (DE)F(DE)T, and therefordd is positive defi-
nite if and only ifF is, that is, if and only iff; > fiy1,Vi <k

and f, > 0. From [43) we havg) = DSN > (0. On the other
hand, fori < k, f; > fiy1 1S equwalent to

[0,1]Pki11[0,1]" Niy1 > a[0,1]Pr.it2[0, 1] N;,  (44)
and, using the fact th&y.;11 = Pg.i12Pit1, Nig1 = [, 1 —
a]X; and N; = [1,0]X;, we obtain

[0, 1Pgeir2 [Pi1[0,1]"[e, 1 — o] — [0, 1] [, 0]] X,

= (1 -)[0,1]Pp.i12Pi11X; = (1 —a)Dy, >0,  (45)

hencer* (Vo; AF) is convex with respect ta%. We have
A (Vo AK) [0 17dX,
dVO - _ﬁx -1 0| av (46)
Vo, 1+ VHA P 0 P = ’ 0
D2 [ 0, + 0 0] -1 0 k:1 AO - D_]% > )

where the last step follows by induction. Furthermore,
d20F(Vo; AE) 208 dXp  2a 1
. e —_— 0,1|P 0
dv2 D,?;[ v = D3[ ] ’“[AJ< ’

thus proving that* (V,; AX) is concave increasing ifp. ®

The next theorem addresses the optimization problem

Rr(1;AY), st ———

Fr(h) = T+1

min
AT A >0,V

ZAk = A, (47)

whose minimizer is denoted ag*(A). To this end, we define

A5y =A] _; =o0and, form>0
1_a7n+2
* T—am¥T ™ 1 PN 1- am+l
AO,m: 1—a ’ l,m:AO,m -« 1_gmt2 |

Theorem 4 Let A > 0, and letm > 0 uniquely solve

Aj it (T—m—=1)"AT . o Aj 1t (T=m) AT,
<A< 48
T+1 - T+1 - (48)
Then, ifm > T, and omitting the dependence &f* on A,
AG = (T + 1A € [A§ A1) Ax =0, k>0;  (49)

- I 1-aof* (T+1)A
Ry(A)=1- —. 50
r(A) T+1 1—a 1+(T+1)A (50)
Otherwise,

- T—m 1—amtt v(0*(AY))

* A :1_—“': A* _ 1
Rr(A) T+1”( 1) (T+1)(1—a) 1+v(0*(A}))A%
whereA; =0, VE>T —m+1,

1+ Aj
A = Af———"0 < T-m-1 51
k ( ) 01+(1_ )A*a = m ) ( )
1+ Aj

*

TemT (- Q)Aj

{\/1 amtly [ (14A3) —aA*2 ]

AT*(A) defined in the theorem and. In fact, A} is a
non-decreasing, contmuous function &f, so that the sam-
ple meanA = T+1 Z A? is an increasing function of
Aj. Moreover, the condltlon[:@8) is equivalent b <
[AS s AS.m—1)- Therefore, we can equivalently prove that, for
any 7>0,m>0, Af € [AG s AS 1), AT as defined in the
theorem m|n|m|zesRT(1 AT) among aII the SNR sequences
with sample meam\ = S AL

Letm > 0,7 > 0,Ag € [Ao,m,AO,m 1), andAT as in the

theorem. We havé%ﬁ“) —

T
1 N?
S - k—i__%
Zi $T+1kz_:a D?

(see proof of Prod.]8 in Apfi.]1E). Sindér(Al) is a convex

function of AT (Prop.[8) andA; = 0,Vi > (T — m)* + 1,
Lis opt|mal if and only |fZ -0 BZZQ <0, for all ¥ such

that ZZ o Bi = 0 (due to sample mean constraint) a,ﬁ,d>

—Z2, where

(52)

0,Vi > (T —m)™ + 1. Equivalently, using, = — Zl 1 B,
T T

BoZo + Y BiZ; = Bi(Z] - Z5) <0,  (53)
=1 1=1

for all vectorsg! such thatg; > 0,Vi > (T —m)*

Z; = Zi_l,ViS(T — m)+, Z; < ZT_m,Vi>(T— m)

+1,i.e,
* (54)

By rearranging the terms and using the expressio,0fn

(52), (B3) is equivalent to

Q12 T ok ’
N2 —OLNQ = Z ﬁ7 sz(T_m)Jr_l, (55)
i+1 7 k=i+1 k
Equivalently,Z; < Zp_,,)+, Vi >T —m+ 1, and
VA o1 L —amtt
Uk =VZ ——  ifm<T-1, (56
1_aNTm1/N{Z2“ Tml , Tm < a( )
V2, V2
Vi<l —m—1, if T—-1(57
1—aNZ 1/N2 T—ang/ng,, Vst —m=Litm<T=1(57)
where in [G6) we have wused the fact that
Ap=0,Vk>T—m+1, hence Dp=Dy_1=Dp_.; in
(50) we have combined the equationg_1(55) far
and i+1. From [5T) for i=1,2,...,T—m—1, note
that V;>V;_; if and only if N <NZ 1Niy1. This
in turn is equivalerJt to V<V 1, thus we must
necessarily have Vi=V,_,1=Vq,Vi=1,2,...,T—m—1,
and therefore  A;=A{,Vi=1,2,...,T—m—1 and
Vi=0*(A1),vi=0,1,...,T—m—1. It follows that, for a

givenAg € [A,,,Af,,—1) With m < T — 1 andVp =1, we

haveVy = 1/(1 + Ag). Then, [5¥) implies

Vi=0o(w(Vii1),A;) = ﬁ(u(f/o),A )y=Vo, Vi<T —m—1,
yielding A; = A, = 11+AQ)AO Vi<T—m—1.
thus proving the optlmahty o[@l) for<T —m—1.
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Finally, using [56) and the fact th&t_,,,_; = V;, we have [10]

by 1—amtt Ve Ve (1-a(l 1))
Vi_m = AZTAZ ~ o 0 [11]
e L—alAg/A]  1—a 1—-a(l-Vp)
LVT—am /1 —a(1-Tp)% -1 [12]
= AT—m ==L )

1—a(l - V)
yielding (51). To obtain a feasible solution, we must ha/g®]
Ar_m >0, i.e,Ag> Af ,,, Which holds by assumption.
Finally, we prove by induction om thatZ; <Zp_,,+, Vi.
This trivially holds with equality fori = 0,1,...,(T —m)™*,
as proved in the first part of the proof. Therefore, we need to
prove the inequality foi > (7'—m)* + 1. We have thatZ; is  [15]
a continuous function of\y. Now, letm > 0 and assume that
Zi < Zip_my+, VAo € [A}, 1,A,_10)- We show that this [16]
implies thatZ; < Zp_p,—1y+, VAo € [A}, 1 1,7;,0)- Let
Ao € [AS,111,M0). FOri > (T —m —1)" — 1, using the

[14]

— [17]
fact thEAltAl- =0,¥i >T —m, we hf'alveZi: %VZ
Using V; = 1 — o/~ (T="=D"(1 — Viy_,,_1)+), we obtain  [18]

Zirmo1yt = ZioVig 1y V1 — T = (T=m=1)T+1 [19]
_ P )
R A B I FANSS) R

By inspection, using the fact thaf_,, 1)+ = Vo = A,
Z(r—m-1)+ — Z; is a decreasing function of,, minimized [21]
by AO = am. Using [Z(T*m)JF_Z(T*m*l)Jr]AU:A:(’;g and

the induction hypothesis, we thus obtain

Z(r—m—1y— Zi 2 [ 20 —m—1yi— Zi=Z(r—m)i—Zi)  _y> 0

0=Ag
thus proving the induction step and the theorem. [ ]
Corollary[2 follows from Theorerl4 and Prdg. 7 in Apg. B.
Corollary 2 R% (A) £ limp_,o R5(A) = 0% (A), achiev-
able by the constant aggregate SNR sequence- A, Vk.

[22]

[23]

[24]
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