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Cross-layer design of distributed sensing-estimation
with quality feedback, Part II: Myopic schemes

Nicold Michelusi and Urbashi Mitra

Abstract—This two-part paper presents a feedback-based cross- FC broadcasts feedback information to the SNs, based on
layer framework for distributed sensing and estimation of ady- the estimation quality achieved, thus enabling adaptation
namic process by a wireless sensor network (WSN). Sensor resl  ,qiy sensing-transmission action. We design joint sepsin

wirelessly communicate measurements to the fusion centeFC). . . . S

Cross-layer factors such as packet collisions and the sengr transm|53|0r_1 po_I|C|es with the goal to minimize the mean
transmission costs are considered. Each SN adapts its semgi squared estimation error (MSE) at the FC, under a constraint
transmission action based on its own local observation quiy on the sensing-transmission cost incurred by each SN.

and the estimation quality feedback from the FC under cost In Part I, we provided a theoretical foundation for the
constraints for each SN. In this second part, low-complexit my- e qyction of the system complexity, arising from the local

opic sensing-transmission policies (MPs) are designed to optire . . . .
a trade-off between performance and the cost incurred by edt asymmetries due to the decentralized operation of SNg; thei

SN. The MP is computed in closed form for acoordinated scheme, local state and local view, and the multi-agent nature of the

whereas an iterative algorithm is presented for adecentralized system, by exploiting thestatistical symmetryof the WSN

one, which converges to a local optimum. The MP dictates that with respect to the local view of the SNs and tlage

W?]e” the eslflmanon quality 'Idsl poor, only thebest SNs aCt'Vabte'h network approximationHowever, the dynamic programming

O e, e L2 rser®™ %, T b (©) lgarims designed i Pat il have igh comper

the SNs remain idle is derived in closed form, and is shown to In this second part, building on the results derived in Part |

be independent of the number of channels. It is also proved it we design low-complexitynyopic policiesfor a coordinated

a single channel suffices for severely energy constrained WS. schemewhere the FC schedules the action (sense and transmit,

The proposed MPs are shown to yield near-optimal performane - ramain idle) of each SN, anddecentralized schemehere

with respect to the optimal policy of Part | [16], at a fraction he SNs d . hei . . d lized fashi

of the complexity, thus being more suitable for practical W the S determine t e_lr aCt'On In-a ecent_ra 1zed tashion,

deployments. based on the feedback information and on their local acgurac
state. These myopic policies are designed in such a way as

|. INTRODUCTION to optimize a trade-off between the MSE at the FC and the

Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) enable the monitori§§nsing-transmission cost incurred by each SN.
of large areas via many low powered sensor nodes (SNsfor the coordinated scheme, we derive the myopic policy
with data acquisition, processing and communication cidkpatin closed form. For the decentralized scheme, we present an
ities [22]. However, WSN design is challenged by the higtierative algorithm based on the bisection methad [5], Wwhic
optimization complexity typical of multi-agent systenig),[2 converges provably to a local optimum of the myopic cost
necessitating decentralized SN operation baselbeai infor-  function. Similar to the optimal policy derived via DP, the
mation and limited feedback, and needs to explicitly comsidmyopic policy dictates that, when the estimation qualityhat
the resource constraints of SNs. FC is poor, the SNs with the best observation quality activat

In this two part paper, we present a feedback-based croB¥-collecting high accuracy measurements and transmit them
layer framework for distributed sensing and estimation of t& the FC, to improve the estimation quality. In contrast, if
time-correlated random process at a fusion center (FCldbaghe estimation quality is good, the SNs stay idle to preserve
on noisy measurements collected from nearby SNs, whi€Rergy. For both schemes, we derive, in closed form, theevalu
accounts for cross-layer factors such as the shared wsrelesthe threshold on the estimation quality below which thesSN
channel, resulting in collisions among SNs, the sensing afgnain idle, and show that it is independent of the number
transmission costs, and thecal state and local view of the Of channelsB employed. Additionally, we prove that, for
SNs. In order to cope with the uncertainties and stochasgeverely energy constrained systems, one orthogonal ehann

dynamics introduced by these cross-layer components, f#&=1) suffices. Numerically, we show that the myopic policies
achieve near-optimal performance with respect to the dfipba
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detection problems exploiting feedback information frdme t
FC have been investigated in [7], [10], [11], [24]g, enabling Vi @
adaptation of the SNs’ quantizers in the estimation of adinit
state Markov chain[[10]. A consensus based approach for
distributed multi-hypothesis testing has been studie®8j.[ y@,

Differently from these works, we employ a cross-layer Estimate.¥;,”
perspectivei.e., we jointly consider and optimize the resource .
constraints typical of WSNs, such as the shared wireless YM
channel, resulting in collisions among SNs, the time-vagyi
sensing capability of the SNs, their decentralized dexgsio Vi
and the cost of sensing and data transmission, and propogégare 1. A WSN for distributed estimation, with FC qualitgetiback.
feedback mechanism from the FC to enahtiaptationand tEach SN decides to either remain |d|e_ with c6sbr to collect and transmit

. . i 0 the FC the measuremeVi, ;. of X, with local measurement SNRy; ,
cope with the random fluctuations in the overall measuremeil costery + SSM k- The shared wireless channel results in collisions
quality collected at the FC, induced by these cross-layer faand packet losses. The FC, based on the measurements deaziveputes
tors. This is in contrast t@.g, [10], where adaptation serves tg?" MMSE estimate oy, Xy, and broadcasts the instructiaby. ., based
. . .. N on the estimation quality achieved, which is used by the SNasdjust their

cope with the distortion introduced by quantization. We @b N sensing-transmission parameters for the next slot.
consider the problem of quantizer design, and focus instead
a censoringapproachl[1], [[17]j.e., quantization is fixed and A. Sensing and transmission to FC
sufficiently fine-grained, so that the measurements redeave Each SN, at the beginning of slot, given the instruc-
the FC can be approximated as Gaussian. In fact, in light@n D, broadcasted by the FC, selects (possibly, in a
our cross-layer design perspective, quantization may &8 lgandomized fashion) the sensing-transmission parameters
relevant due to the overhead required to perform esseatiast (Ank, Sarnk, Bnk), Where A, x€{0,1} is the activation
such as synchronization and channel estimation [1]. decision of SNn, Sy, x>0 is the local measurement SNR

Distributed Kalman filtering for WSNs has been proposespecified below, andB,, x€{0,1,2,..., B} is the channel
in [18], using a consensus approach and local Kalman filtérglex If A, =0, SN n remains idle, hence&y, ., ,=0 (no
at each SN. In this paper, Kalman filtering is employed only ateasurement collected) anf,, =0 (no channel selected).
the FC, which collects unfiltered observations from the SN@n the other hand, if4,, =1, then B, ,€{1,2,..., B} and
In fact, due to the poor estimation capability of SNs andrthethe measurement oX;, by SN« is given by
energy constraints, which force them to remain idle most of
the time, the performance gain achievable by exploiting the Yoo = MnsXe + Wank + Wit e, (@)
time-correlation via local Kalman filtering may be small.  \yhere Wank~N(0,1/S4) is the ambient noise and

This paper is organized as follows. In Secs. I, we preseWMyn_’kN/\/(o, 1/Synk) is the measurement noiséntro-
the System model and some preliminary results from Part I. dﬂjced by the Sensing apparatusl independent of each Other’
Secs[Ill and 1V, we derive the myopic policy for the coordipyer time and across SNS§,4 is thelocal ambient SNRand
nated and decentralized schemes, respectively. In[EeceV,g\;M,mk is the local measurement SNRontrolled by thenth
provide numerical results. In Sdc.]VI, we conclude the papgN, resulting in the sensing cosy, ,, x, Wwhere¢ > 0 is a

(_/d ProcessXj

Yk

The analytical proofs are provided in the Appendix. constant. The transmission cost is denoted-as, common
to all SNs, so that the overall sensing-transmission cost is
Il. SYSTEM MODEL csn(Ank, Svnk)=An k(cTx+0Sn n k). We define thenor-

malized unitary sensing coéé%, and thesample average
g nsing-transmission cost for SN over a time horizon of
9 ngthT + 1 as

In this section, we present the system model, whose parasne
are listed in Tabl¢ll. Consider a WSN with one FC, depict
in Fig.[d, whose goal is to track a random procé&s,, >0}
following the scalar linear Gaussian state space model T
° P OE(AZ,(»S%M,()) = TL—i-l ZCSN(An,k, Sunk)  (3)
Xiy1 = VaXy + Zx, (1) k=0
The accuracy statew, ;, taking values in the finite
based on measurements collectedy nearby SNs. In[{1), get I, models the ability of SNn to accurately mea-
keN={0,1,2,...} is the slot index,a€0,1) is the time- gyre X,. We model it as a Markov chain with transition
correlation parameterand kazN(O,o—%). We denote the probability P(v,+1=72|ns=71)=P-(71;72) and steady
statistical power of{;, aso} =14, and assumex =1, since state distribution 7, (y), i.i.d. across SNs, and we let
any other value can be obtained by scaling. Each slot is@lividy, =(v1 x,v2,x, - - -, Yng,k). We denote the best accuracy state
in three phases: as ymax= maxI', and, without loss of generality, we assume
1) FC instructionD;,, broadcasted by the FC (SEC_I-C); Ymax=1 and 7 (ymax)>0. We denote the general scenario
2) Sensing and transmission to F@ach SN, giverDy, Where'yn_,,_c follows a Markov chain atMarkov-y scenario, and
selects its sensing-transmission action (§ecl II-A); the special cases wherg, ,="vYmax, V1, k deterministically

3) Estimation at FC given the measurements collected, thand Tnk is i.i.d. over time asbests andi.i.d.-y scenarios,
FC estimatesY; via Kalman filtering (Sed_T[=B). respectively. TheVg SNs share a set @8 < Ng orthogonal



Table |
MAIN SYSTEM PARAMETERS

{Xk} random process to be tracked Sa local ambient SNR Y, r | measurement of SM inslotk | v, | accuracy state with s.s.d(v)
@ time-correlation parameter SMonk local measurement SNR A,, , | activation of SNn, slot k By | channel ID for SNn, slot k
Ay aggregate SNR at FC dSnmon,k | Sensing cost crx | transmission cost B # channels available3 < Ng
Vi prior variance Vi posterior variance q SN activation probability Ng # of SNs,Ng > B
[E Cf normalized unitary sensing cosgt M average MSE C‘]; average sensing-transmission cost of &N

single-hop wireless channels to report their measurentents

Table Il
FCINSTRUCTION POLICY

the FC. We employ the collision channel modeg., the
transmission on a given channel is successful if and only

if Scheme

Activity A,, 1,

Local measurement
SNRSM,n.k

Channel IDB,, .

Coordinated

Centralized,@ FC

Centralized,@ FC

Centralized,@ FC

one SN transmits in that channel.

Decentralized

Local, W.p. g (wn, k)
g () given by FC

Local, ~ Sar x (wn k)
Sak(:) given by FC

Local, random

B. MMSE estimator at the FC via Kalman filtering

Let O, ; be thetransmission outcom®r SNn, i.e,, O, =1
if and only if its transmission is successful. Then, the m&igl
average measurement

= A Zn On,k
k =

Sn,k
TYn,k n,k

Zn On,kSn,k

is a sufficient statistic foX;,, where we have defined ttecal
SNRfor SN n

S, n= E[(’Vn,ka)Ql'Yn,k]
T E(Wank + Warnn)?]

(4)

9 SaSMonk
N :
S A+ SMonk

= (5)
Given the transmission outcome add,, V) is a Gaussian
random variable with meaX; and variance&,;l, where we
have defined theaggregate SNRollected at the FC as

Ngs

Ay 2 Z On.kSn k-

n=1

(6)

Let X;_; andVj_; be the posterior mean.€., the MMSE

We define thesample average MSEnder A" over a time
horizon of lengthT” + 1 as

Ry (Vo; L) = (10)

Wheref/k =0 (V(Vk_l), Ak)

C. FC instruction policy

At the beginning of each sldt, the FC broadcasts anstruc-
tion D, € D, which, together with the local accuracy state
ks IS €mployed by SN to select(A,, i, Sarn.k, Bnk). We
consider the following schemes:

1) Coordinated scheme:In the coordinated scheme,
given ~, the FC schedules the sensing-transmission action
(An.k, SMonk, Bnk) Of each SN. Note that each SN is re-
quired to report its accuracy state to the FC, whenever iteeva
changes. The communication overhead required to collett su
information at the FC is analyzed in Part I. Therefore, the
instruction takes the forD,=(d; x,d2 i, - - ., dNg k), Where
dp s=(An ks SMon.ks Bnk)- Sinceyy is perfectly known at the
FC at the beginning of slat, letting 7, 1, be the belief ofy;

estimate) _and variance oKy, at thg FC at the end of at the FC, we have that, j(v)=x(v="x), Wherex(:) is the
slot k-1, i.e, Xp1~N(Xy—1,Vi1) is the belief of the indicator function. The valu®; is selected based dn;, and
FC of X;_1. Before collecting the measurements from the. , according to some (possibly, non-stationaindtruction

SNs in slotk, using [1), the belief of the FC of(} is
Xi~N(aXy—_1, Vi), whereV}, is theprior varianceof Xy,
defined recursively as

Vi = af/k_l + U% =1- a(l — Vk—l) £ I/(Vk_l). (7
Then, upon collecting the weighted average measurem

Y:. @) with aggregate SNR;, the FC updates thposterior
variance V), and meanX,; of X as

{

The functiony(f/k,l) determines the prior variance ofy,
given the posterior variance of_;, whereas/(Vj, Ay) de-
termines the posterior variance &f,, given its prior variance
Vk, as a function of the aggregate SNR, collected at the
FC. The MSE in slot: is thus

o Vi AN
Vi = v = 2Ves M),

. . - . 8
X, = \/an—l + AL Vi (YgC — \/an—l) . (8)

E [(Xk - X,ﬂ Vk,Ak] = 5(Vi, Ay). 9)

policy 5k(d|Vk,7T%k) £ ]P)(Dk = d|Vk,7T%k).

2) Decentralized schemdn the decentralized scheme, the
FC specifiesDr=(qx(-), Sa,x(-)), where ¢:I'—[0,1] and
Sum e I'—[0,00) are, respectively, the activation probability
and the local measurement SNR functions employed by each
SN to select their sensing-transmission strategy in a decen
falized manner, as a function of the local accuracy state
Yn,x- Therefore D, takes value in the seb=([0, 1] xRL),
and is generated according to some (possibly, non-
stationary) policydy (d|Vi, 7.k) 2P(Dy=d| Vi, 7% ), Where
Ty, k(Ve)=P(v:|Hi) is the belief state of the accuracy state
vector v, given the history of observations collected up
to time k at the FC,H;. Given Dy=(qx(-), Sam,x(-)) and
the local accuracy statey, ,, SN n chooses its action
(An,k, Sinks Bn,k) as A, ;=1 with probability qk(vmk),
A, =0 otherwise; if A, =1, then Sar . =Sk (Vnk)
and B, ; is chosen uniformly from the set of channels
{1,2,...,B} (if A, =0, thenSys,, r=Bn r=0). Due to the
randomized channel accesses, this scheme may resultin coll
sions among SNs. The distribution of the number of successfu



transmissions when each SN transmits with probabilits SNR collected at the FC in sldt, from which the optimal

denoted agpr(r;¢), and its distribution is characterized innumber of SNs activated i, (Vi )=t*(A;(V%)), with local

[16, Prop. 4] and, for the cas¥s — oo, in [16, Corollary 1]. measurement SNR (Vi) = Si;(Af (Vk)). [ |

D. Performance metrics and optimization problem In order to w_nglg:nent the above DP algorithm, the cost-
to-go functionW*~%(V},) is evaluated only inVy equally

Given the initial prior variance and distributiofip, 7 ,0), spaced sample points, rather than the intefvaky, 1], i.e.,
and the instruction policy, we define the average MSE and

sensing-transmission cost of S over a finite horizon of V= {1 ot 4
lengthT + 1 as Ny —1

M} (Vo,my0) =E [RT(Vo;AoT)\ Vo, Ty0] (11) For each sample poir?{tf,C eV, the_ optimal aggregate SNR
AT.n T/ AT oT A% (Vi) can be determined approximately as follows: first, the
Cs " (Vo, my.0) = B [C (A5 0, Shrn0)| Vo my0] s (12) spacel0, BS,4) is quantized intaV;, equally spaced points,
where Rr(Vo; Al) is the sample average MSE given by i

@0), andCL (AL, ST, o) is the sample average sensing- L= {N—BSA, Vi=0,1,...,Np — 1} (16)
transmission cost for SM, given by [3). The expectation L

is computed with respect to the activation, local measuréhe sample point3S, is not included since it correspond
ment SNR, accuracy state and medium access procedfe&n infinite local measurement SNR, which is unfeasi-
{Dy, Ak, SMnks Ynks Ongsn € {1,2,...,Ns}, k € N}, b_Ie). Assuming an approximation of the cost-to-go function
induced by policys. In particular, we are interested in theW” "' (Viy1), Viy1€V in (@) is available from the previ-
infinite horizonT—oc (average long-term performance) an@us DP stages, the terf ™ —*~1(v(0(V;, Ay))) in ([@4) can
Vo= 1, so that we will drop the dependence @h 1, and then be approximated via linear interpolation. An appradm

a, W_O,l,...,NV—l}. (15)

740 i the following treatment, whenever possible. tion of A} (Vi) can then be obtained via exhaustive search over
In Part I, we have studied the problem of determining tHBe setC, with precision roughly given by\;, = BS4/N.
optimal instruction policyy* such that Therefore, in order to accomplish a target precisiop, each
Ns DP stage require®S4 Ny /A evaluations of the cost-to-go
&* = arg min Mj + A Z cr, (13) function. If I'p p stages are performed, the overall complexity
3 oTX = scales withBSANyTpp/Ar.

where) > 0 is the Lagrange multiplier, which trades off MSE _Similarly, the DP algorithm for the decentralized scheme is
and sensing-transmission cost. The problem (13) can bedol “éecngl); DP algorithm for the decentralized schemebest-
via DP [3]. Due to the high dimensional optimization invalye scenar.io Forg T 0, solve, ¥Viell — a, 1]
in Part | we have derived structural propertiesdéoffor the " ' o o Yk @ s
bests scenario, by exploiting thetatistical symmetrpf the _ B S48 A
WSN and thelarge networkapproximation, based on WhiChWT_k(VkC)ETOHHI}g ZPR(T;O’? (VJM‘M)

s Lo M

DP can be solved more efficiently. For the coordinated scheme r=0

we have also shown that a constant policy which collects a & k1 . SASu
constant aggregate SNR sequenge= A, Vk in each slot is +ZPR(T;<)W (’/ (” (Vk’rm))) , (17)
optimal in some special casés [16, Theorem 2]. We have then "=°

extended these results to tMarkov-y scenario. where W =1(Vr,1)=0, (=qNs/B is the normalized activa-
E. Complexity of DP tion probability per channeland pr(r;¢) is the distribu-

Despite the significant computational reduction achieved Bon of Ry for Ng—oo [16, Corollary 1]. The optimizer,
exploiting the statistical symmetry and large network appr (Ci (Vi), 3, (Vi)), is the optimal normalized activation prob-
imation, DP has high complexity. In fact, the optimizatiobility and local measurement SNR in slatfrom which the
problem in each DP stage is non-convex, and the action spaé€éivation probability is given by; (Vi)=B(; (Vi)/Ns. ®

is very large. Specifically, the DP algorithm for the cooatzd ~ In this case, for each, €1, an approximation of the optimal
schemd provided here for convenience, is given by (G (Vk), Sir (Vi) can be obtained via exhaustive search over
COORD-DP: DP algorithm for the coordinated scheme, the grid[(Z\ {0}) x Sa]J U {(0,0)}, where
best-y scenario.Fork = T,T—1,...,0, solve VV,€[1—a, 1], i
_ ) z= L Vi=0,1,...,Ns—1%, 18
WIFWV) = min - WT " w(d(Vi, Ar))) {Nz -1 z } (18)
Ak€[0,BSA) ’L—|—1
A Sar = Sa Vi=0,1,... Ny—101, (19
+ (Vi Ak) + =" (ArJesy (1, S (Ak),  (14) M {NM —74 M } (19)
TX

and Nz, N, are the number of samples. Note that the choice
of the samples for the local measurement SIS, is such
that the interval of feasible values for the local SNR (5),

lWe remark that, owing to the large network approximatiore BP (0,54), is uniformly quantized. The point§0} x Sy, are

algorithms are defined only in theesty scenario, where the belief;. is
constant, based on which an heuristic scheme is defined éoM#rkovy 2However, notice that, since the cost function [ml(14) is gelhe non-
scenario, see Part I. convex, the precision of such solution cannot be guaranteed

whereW=1(Vr,1) = 0, and (t*(Ax), S%;(A)) are given in
[16, Prop. 3]. The optimizer\; (V% ), is the optimal aggregate



not included in the search grid, since, when the transmissiSy; ,, x = Sk, Vk, the MP is defined as

probability is zero, all SNs are inactive and their local mea §,5
surement SNR i§. Similarly, 0¢S,,, since the measurements  (t(M%), S](fpr))(vk) =argmin ¥ <Vk,tSA7fg)
collected with local measurement SNRare not informative t€{0,1,..,B},Sp >0 A+ OM

and do_ not Teed Fo be transmitted. The precision in the + 2 esn (1, 8m)., (21)
evaluation of¢; (Vi) is roughlyAz=1/(Nz—1), whereas the CTX

optimal local SNR [(b) is evaluated with precision roughly, o e tMP) ()
given by Ay=S4/(Ny+1). Each DP stage thus involves(mp)
Nv[(Nz — 1)Nas + 1] evaluations of the cost-to-go function) (i p)
(D). so that the overall complexity aftdipp stages scales SNs. The following theorem derives a closed-form expressio

approximately asVy TppSa/(AzAwn). e )
Since the SNs typically have limited computational capabi?]c the MP. We denote by for = € R the ceiling operation.

ity, in this paper, we focus on low-complexity control podis, Theorem 1 Let /\Smé/\thv ven (A, —1)£0,

which can be implemented in practical systems. Specifically
we investigate thenyopic policy(MP), defined as the solutiont = [\/ ﬁJri_%w’ and, for0<t<t",
A VA +HX(E+3)

is the number of SNs activated and
(Vk) is the common local measurement SNR. The
(Vi) SNs are selected randomly from the set /6§

of the optimization problem

vn( A\ 1) & ————— (22)
§(MP)(Vk, Ty k) = argmlsinE (Vi Ag) (20) 1—A(t+1)tSa
\/X\/\/Ae(zt + 1)+ A0t + 1)tSa+ 3 + 5=
ns - 1= At +1)tSa '
+— ZCSN (A, Smnk) | Vies Ty ks 0|
X = We have the following cases:

wheres depends on the specific scheme considered, and théf Vi>vin (A, %), thent™ P (V)= min{t* + 1, BY;
expectation is computed with respect to the aggregate S8R~ if A{J‘ka:Uth(/\vff)’ ~ for some 1€{0,1,....t"},
collected at the FC, induced by policy and the sensing- thj@r}l ¢ )(Vk)? min{i+1, B} with  probability p;,
transmission decisions of the SNs. Such policy neglects e~ (Vi)=min{t, B} otherwise, for some;€|0, 1];

impact of the current decision on the future, and only optll) otherwise t"”) (V;)=min{t, B}, wheret is the unique

mizes the current cost, hence it corresponds to the first If)@‘[ov 1,....t*} such thatom (A, {~1)<Vi<ven (A, f).

stage Tpp=1). In particular, the overall cost balances th&) In all cases,

expected MSFT in slot, _E[?(Vk,AkNVk,w.y,k,é], and thg S(MP)(V)— 11 SaVi (23)
expected sensing-transmission cost incurred by each SNtins  “ M T\ Vi) 1+ tMPY (V) SAV

k, Elcsn (An ks San,k) | Vi, 7y 1, 0). We denote the average )
Iong-[term(MSE and se)ersingj[rans]mission cost under the MpoOf: See AppendiX A. . . u
for a specific value of\, as M3, andC?, , respectively. ~ NOte that, whenVi=v, (A, 7), for somete{0,1,...,1"}, the

_ o choice oft(™ ) (1},) is probabilistic. This is because both solu-
Remark 1 We note the following beneficial Propertyyong #(MP) (V)= min{Z, B} and t{MP)(V;)= min{i+1, B}
of the AMP: given Vi aqd Ar, the next state IS juqin the same cost if_(21). By varying the probability
V’?*?:.V(V.(Vk’Ak))zl_o‘(l_y(vk’Ak}); therefore,  the p;€[0,1], different trade-offs between MSE and sensing-
minimization of the expected MSE[s(Vi, Ag)[Vi, 7y x| 9], transmission cost are obtained. The case)y, is of no

im.p!ici.t iq the definition of th? MP[_:QO)' _also yields %nterest, since the sensing-transmission cosEin (21) roeso
minimization of the expected prior variance in the next,sl%o large, thus forcing the trivial MBXMP) (V;,)=0, ¥V,

E[v(0(Vi, Ar))|Vi, 7y.| 9], i.€., the MP not only minimizes 0 “resholdug, (), ¢) is an increasing function of.

the present cost (;n slot, but, on av_era%e' also moves therye jmpjication is that, the poorer the estimate Xf, i.e.,
system to a "good” next state associated to a more acCurajge |argerv;, the more SNs activated, and thus the larger
estimate 0fX}1. Furthermore, note that the MP is optimaly, o sensing-transmission costs incurred. In other wotus, t

when the processX;, is i.id. (a=0) and + is i.id. over jiieq resources available are allocated only when the FC
time. In fact, in this case, the sensing-transmission @®TIS jg st yncertain about the stafee, when the estimate of
in slot & does not affect the next statg., and the future y g poor and needs to be improved. On the other hand, the
cost, hencé’, = 1 in each slot. SNs are kept idle when the FC has an accurate estimate of
X, in order to preserve energy. Moreové\fﬁlp)(vk) is a

l1l. M YOPIC POLICY: COORDINATED SCHEME piecewise increasing function &f,, except at the boundaries
In this section, we analyze the MP for the coordinated schemg, (\,¢) corresponding to transitions in the number of SNs
As in Part |, we first investigate thigests scenario, and then activated, increasing function ¢4, and decreasing function

extend the analysis to tHdarkov-y scenario. of #. In fact, S 4 determines the error floor in the measurement
) collected by each SN, so that, 8g increases and the ambient
A. Besty scenario noise becomes less relevant, or the sensing cost decresses (

In this case, the beliet,  is constant and can be neglecteda consequence of decreasifiy there is a stronger incentive
From [20), using the structural properties|ofl[16, Propi.2], to collect more accurate measurements.



The next proposition gives properties of the performanée. the ambient noise is non-zero, it may be desirable to
achieved by the MP, in the asymptotic regithe> {0, \¢,}.  collect multiple measurements from multiple sensors, teor

to average out the effect of the ambient noise, despite the

Proposition 1 In the limits A — 0 and A — Xy, the MP  fact that a large transmission cost may be incurred. On the

attains the following average long-term performance: other hand, whenS, is infinite, i.e., the ambient noise is
S U zero, there is no need to average out the ambient noise,

;13%) Mjyp = 07 (BSa), hm Chrp = 0, (24) " hence it is beneficial to collect a highly accurate measuneéme

lim M yp =1, hm CMP =0, (25) from one SN only, in order to minimize the transmission
A= Aeh A=A cost. This result implies that one orthogonal chantd=()
where suffices in this case. Alternatively, in order to collect theget
o (2) & VI=a)2(1+2?)+2(1—a?)z—(1—a)(1+x) aggregate SNR\;>0, the FC should activate>0 SNs with

5em . (26) local SNR Sy =A% /t. The resulting overall network cost

_ . is terx + @Ak, minimized byt = 1.
Proof: See AppendiX B. u In the next theorem we characterize, in closed form, the

As expected, whem\— )\, the sensing-transmission Cosberformance of the MP whefi, — oo. To this end, we define
becomes dominant in the overall MP cost function, hencge

%€ to be the unique solution ofj(A;) = 0, where
the SNs are forced to remain idle in each slot. The resultlné
sensing-transmission cost is zero, and the MSH, isince 21-ad7(1 - \/E) —vn(A,0), 7>0,2>0. (29)
no measurements are received at the FC. On the other hgn
whenA—0, the MSE cost becomes dominant. In this case, 9‘}
B channels are used to transmit the measurements to the
in each slot, and each measurement is collected with infinite
large measurement SNRy;—oo, so that the aggregate SNRI.heorem 2 Let Sa—oc, J>1, Ae(X5_,, \], V7 vl
collected at the FC i3S 4, hence the sensing- transmlssmr) If X\ = \* then
cost converges tec and the MSE ta>*(BS4) [16, Prop. 7]. '

1) Complexity of the MPNote that the MP for the coordi- {1—a/[1-(1—a)(1—po)]}(1—-V™) (30)

dthe statement of the theorem and in its proof, we make use
eropertles ofy;(A\) and)\}, stated in Profi.]5 in AppendiX C.

Apo 1
nated scheme can be determined in closed form, and thereforé/[ > =1 (J+1—po)(1—a) )
its complexity scales withVy,, the number of sample points 1 1 R
in the prior variance state spade Therefore, a significant  Cafe = k+ Neh b1 —po) |° + d)f/* (1-V") (31)

complexity reduction is achieved with respect to DB (14}hwi i
complexity BS, Ny Tpp/A (Sec[I=E). Y - -« ]

In the next section, we further specialize the analysis ¢o th Pz aJ 1— V*) 1—a/+1(1-V~)
caseS4 — oo, which provides further insights on the structure .
of the MP. In this case, the measuremént;, collected by ) Otherwise & € (A7_1, 7)),
SN n is only subject to additive Gaussian measurement noise, _ AL g (1—-a’)(1 - f/*)

whereas the ambient noise is zero. MP= J(1— a) a (32)
B. Best+y scenario withS, — oo M 1 orx 4 1 (1-a))1—=V*) (33)
We have the following corollary of Theorefm 1. MP =N T [T Ve 1l—al/(1-V*
Corollary 1 Let A < Ay, = ——— and Proof: See AppendikD. o u
(1+v9) Consider the casge (A% _;, %) (a similar argument holds for
A\ \ the case\=\%). The parametey represents theansmission
ven(A,0) 2 VA0 + 5 + VMV + 1 (27) period i.e., one SN is activated once evedyslots, whereas
all SNs stay idle in the remainind—1 slots. On the other
i) If Vi, > ven(X,0), then the MP ig(MP) (1) = 1 and hand, V* is the minimum posterior variance achieved when
1 1 one SN is activated and its measurement is collected at the FC
(MP) . . .
S (Vi) = \/— A (28) During the idle period, no measurements are collected,eéenc

the posterior variance increases in each slot. As discussed
i) If Vi<vn(X,0), the MP istMP) (13,)=53") (13,)=0. [16, Remark 5], this pattern of periodic transmissions with
iii)  Finally, if Vi= 'Uth(/\ 0), the MP is tMP)(V,)=1, period.J can be reduced by including a term which accounts
S(MP)(Vk) \/_ - with probaility po, and ¢ (MP)(1,)=0, for theoutage event;, > o1, in the MP cost function. Clearly,
S(MP)( V3)=0 with probability 1—po, for somepy€0, 1]. as A increases,.the transmission periddau.gmgnts, hence
the SNs are activated less frequently resulting in a lowst co
Corollary[1 dictates that, whef 4—o0, only one SN may and poorer MSE performance. Similarly;* increases since
activate,i.e., the sensing-transmission burden is concentratadsmaller local measurement SNR is employed by the active
on a single SN, whereas all the other SNs remain idle. In fa8N (see[(2B)). By varying\, pp)€L, where
the ambient noise provides an SNR floor in the quality of
the measurement collected by each SN. Wisenis finite, == ;¥ {2 e (W AU po) s po € [0,1]3]



we obtain different operational point&y;20, M;/%). The Proposition 3 Under the SCMP, if ) (Ymax)<1 and
n§>§t prqp/\osition states properties of the cost-MSE grap}hszm?v;ix), thenCy =C3,p and

(CWR M3iE) (xpo)ec- To this end, we define the following

ordering of the elements ii: let (/\(i),p(()z)) € L,i=1,2with

eXp {_ (NSW'y('Ymax)_B+1)2 }
_ _ Nsmy (Ymax
OSM&P_M&’};H&X S 2Nsm (v ) . (35)

(AW, pi) £ (A2, pP); then, WD pY) = (M@, p) if I-a
. 1 2 . .
either A1) > A2, or A1 =A@ andpl" < p{¥. Note that SCMP achieves the same average long-term cost as if
- - all the SNs could sense with the best accuracy statg. This
Proposition 2 i) (Cy%, M%) (xpe)ec IS CONtiNUOUS. is a consequence of the fact that SCMP is generated according
iy C270 is decreasing in(\,po) € L, whereasM;;» is to the virtual prior variance stafé,, whose evolution emulates
increasing in(\,po) € L, i.e, that of thebest« scenario. In the next section, we analyze the
D0 @@ w0 e MP for the decentralized scheme.
Cup™® <Cyp™® , Myp™® >Myp""° , (34) IV. MyoPIC PoLICY: DECENTRALIZED SCHEME
VOO pDy e, i=1,2st AD p) = A® . We first investigate théest+ scenario, and then extend our
analysis to thevlarkov-y scenario.
Proof: See AppendiXE. B A Bestq scenario

Prop.[2 shows a desirable property of the MP for the speci%l
caseS—oo. In particular, the largek, i.e. the more resource
constrained the system, the smaller the sensing-tranismiss (q(MP),SI(\yP))(Vk) —argmin E [V (Vk, R’CSASM)]
cost and the larger the MSE. The implication is that we can q€[0,1),50>0 Sa+Su
tune X\ in order to achieve the desired trade-off between cost + ANgq(1 4 0Sn), (36)
and MSE. Note thai{34) is not expected. In fact, the MP
designed to minimize only the instantaneous cbst (21),
the average long-term performance. The more general ca
Sa < oo is difficult to analyze, due to the complex structurd
of the MP and the resulting evolution §¥}, k£ > 0}. In the
next section, we analyze thdarkov-y scenario.

the decentralized scheme, the MP is defined as

{ﬁhereRk is the number of packets successfully received at the
&, as a result of having each node transmit with probability
S one of theB orthogonal channels available.

We focus on thdarge networkapproximationj.e., on the
asymptotic scenario of large number of SN§ — oo, where
we fix the normalized activation probability=¢Ns/B, and

C. Markov-y scenario optimize over the values of and S;;. Then, the MP for
Ng—oo is defined as

In this case, the accuracy state of each SN fluctuates over tim MP) o(MP) .

according to a Markov chain, thus causing random fluctuation (¢™"7),83""))(Vk) = ar min_f(C, 8w, Vi), (37)

in the aggregate SNR collected at the FC. The optimal poli ~ oM

is difficult to characterize, due to the high dimensionabfy

the problem. Herein, as in Part |, we definesab-optimal B [ rSaSy

coordinated MP based on the MP derived in Sdﬂl-A.f(QSAffaVk)ZZBB(T;P(ﬁ))”(VkasAJrSM)‘i‘)\QB(l+95M)a

Specifically, letr(-;vx):{1,2,..., Ns}—{1,2,...,Ns} be a r=0 ' . _

ranking of SNs indexed byy,, such thatr(m;~;) is the We have used the fact th&t, converges to a binomial random

label of the SN with themth highest accuracy statée, Variable with B trials and success probabilipy(¢) = ¢e™*

Vo) = V@) ks s > V(N k- [16, Corollary 1], and we have defined the PMF of the
Let {Vi,k > 0} be avirtual prior variance process binomial distribution5 (r;p) = B p"(1—=p)P 7" The

. . r
generated as if all measu_rements were collected with thie bf%?lowing theorem characterizes the Solution BfI(37).
accuracy statey,... Starting fromVy, = V4, we thus have

N o _ - (MP) ¢ Theorem 3 Let A < A\, Wwhere)\yy, is defined in Theorefm 1,
Viyr = v(0(Vi, Ax)), whereA, = t(MP)(Vk)%%- and vy, (A, 0) be giver:hby[(ZZ) fc;;:o.

We define the sub-optimal coordinated MP (SCMP) as followg. If Vi, < ven(X,0), then (¢(MFP) gvk% SUPY (W) = (0,0).
SCMP: Given A<\, the virtual prior variance statd}, ij) Otherwise,(g(f"fp)(vk),Sﬁ“) (Vi)) = (¢, Sar) must si-
and-y;, the t*7)(V;) SNs with the best accuracy state argnultaneously solve, for songec (0,1), Sar > 0,

activated in slotk, with local measurement SNR](\?JP) Vi),

Where, lettingNs — oo in (38), we have defined

p(Q)[HABO=0,

2 2
S i) & B (1 A e

Armig) b =1 a1y e =S5 (Vi) ¥m < (TP (V),
n), T (miyn) kT8 . .\ Re—p(O)B
{Ar(m;'yk),k :07 vm > t(MP) (Vk) u g(SM’ C’ Vk) éE v (Vk’Rgfﬁsi?I) p(Clg(lp—(ng)) ‘p(C):|

6< j—
In the bests scenario, SCMP simplifies to the MP give +/\BT<(1 +05u) =0,
by Theorenil. In the next proposition, we derive a bound tghere the expectation is computed with respect to the PMF of
the average long-term performance of SCMP in kherkov- R ~ Bp (-; p(€)). Moreover,
¥ scenario,(CjIP, Mrp ), with respect to the performance Vi
. . i . A Amax T\ Ymas (MP) : Yk A ~max
achieved in théests scenario(Cy L, M=), Its proof 0 < ¢77(Vi) < min {L 2In (N)} i (Ve) (38)

is similar to the proof of([16, Theorem 3], and is thus omitted . (MP) )
and i, < Sy (Vi) < Shp, where (39)



A —AOS4 — A1+ ViSa) + VkQSA

gmin A& (40) Note that Algorithnf 1l is guaranteed to converge tocal min-
’ 200(1 + Vi Sa) imum of the MP cost functiod (37), since, at each step 2-8), th
VIO +V2)Sa — A1+ ViSa)]2 — 4N0V2SE function f(-) is minimized while keeping the other parameter
- 2A(1 + ViS4) ’ fixed, and the MP solutiorfi¢ ™) (V4,), S§7"" (Vi) lies in
max A - —)\QSA—/\(l—i-VkSA)-i-V]fSA the bounded SG@O,Ctnﬁax(Vk)) x (Slr&”tlhasﬂ??h) In st_eps_ 2-
Shith = { 2\0(1 + Vi) (41) 3), we have used the fact that-) andg(-) are the derivatives
of f(-) with respect toSy; and ¢, and these functions are
VIAI+HVE) = A(1/Sa+ Vi) 2 =40V SA< Vi _1> increasing inSy; and¢, respectively (see Appendi F).
2M0(1/Sa + Vi) VN ' A corollary of TheoreniB is given below, for the caBe-1.
Proof: See AppendixF. [ |

The MP dictates that the SNs activate only when the estirrmati@oro”ary 2 Let B=1.

quality at the FC is poorj.e, Vi>uvyn (A, 0), in order to i) If Vi, <ven (), 0), then (¢CMP) (1) S(MP)(Vk)) = (0,0).
improve the estimate, and remain idle to preserve energywhs o enise ’ M ’

it is accurate {x < vin(),0)). Therefore, the MP induces an '

efficient utilization of the scarce resources available he t (MP) e M (Vi)/2 1 Vi Sa
system. Interestingly, the threshold on the prior variastege, Su (Vi) = VoY) Vi | 1+ ViS4’ (44)

ven (A, 0), and on the Lagrange multipliek,,, have the same
expression as in the coordinated scheme (see Thebremah) (M) (V;) is the uniquel € (0, (%*(V;.)) solving
These thresholds are independent of the number of channels ¢ ¢

B. This is because, wheh— )}, the sensing-transmission i‘gf‘(x/k_eé\/ﬁ2_g+ € /\_9)+ Ae —
cost dominates the cost function defining the MP, hence thel+Vi5a 1-¢ 1-¢Vi) 1-¢

SNs activate with (normalized) probability close to zer. ko this case, a stronger result can be proved: the solution

follows that, with high probability, only one channel wileb 5 4 global minimum of [[37), rather than a local one for

occupied, and the remaining channels remain unused. Thg general cas@>2. (MP) (V) € (0, C2x(V;,)) can be

practical implication is that, when — A, i.e., the WSN  getermined using the bisection methad [5], by exploiting th
is severely energy constrainefi=1 suffices. fact that [@5) is an increasing function @fNote that, for fixed
Note that the MP, vXpIDen Vi>ven(A,0),  must C(MP)(Vk)’ SJ(\f[\JP)(Vk) is an increasing function of4 and

simultaneously  solve h(S§;"" (Vi), (M7 (Vi) Vi)=0 1, and decreasing function afandd (however( (M) (V) is
and g(S4"" (i), ¢CMP)(V,),V3)=0. This is a set of also a function of these parameters Vid (45)). In fact, thgela
necessanconditions, but they may not be sufficient. In facts, (i.e., the smaller the error floor induced by the ambient
the cost function defining the MP i _(37) is, in generahoise) orV;, (i.e., the poorer the quality of the estimate), or
non-convex with respect td¢, Syr). We now present an the smalled (i.e., the smaller the sensing cost) dr(i.e., the

0. (45)

iterative algorithm to determine lacal minimum of [37), for
the casel, > v (A, 0).

Algorithm 1

1) Let Sy € (S, S5, O € (0,¢(Vi)), i = 0;
2) given¢®, determine

FCD, S0, Vi) (42)

arg min
SMG(SAm/Ii,IZh'rSAmffh)

S _

as follows: if A(Sp™,, ¢, V3)>0, set ST =smn - if
h(S3, ¢, Vi) <0, set S§=5max: otherwise, deter-
mine SI(&“) as the uniqueSye(Sy,, Shfs,) such that
h(Sar, ¢™,Vi)=0, using thebisection methods];

3) givens\\™, determine

<(i+1): arg min f(QSI(C;rl),Vk) (43)
CE(0,¢™ (Vi)
as follows: if  g(SUTY ¢mex(1),V4)<0,  set

(U =¢max(V,); otherwise, determine (! as the
unique C€(0, ¢m#<(V4,)) such thatg(S(,™), ¢, Vi)=0, using
the bisection method

milder the cost constraint), the stronger the incentiveetose
with higher local measurement SNR. By further specializing
Corollary[2 to#=0 (no transmission costh 4=oo (no ambient
noise) andV,=1—a”’**!, we obtain the MP[[16, Sec. 11.B].

1) Complexity of the MP:Unlike the coordinated scheme,
the MP for the decentralized one cannot be determined in
closed form. For eacli, € V, in order to determinﬁ}fjl)
in step 2) of Algorithm[Il with precisiorAME using the
bisection method [5], at mogb £ K, —log, Ay evaluations
of f(¢, Sy, Vi) are needed (each corresponding to an
iteration of the bisection method), wheil€, is a constant
which depends on the initial search interyak}" , S ]-
Similarly, in order to determing*+1) in step 3) of Algo-
rithm [I with precisionA, using the bisection method, at
most I3 = K3 — log, Az evaluations off (¢, S](\}“), Vi) are
needed (each corresponding to an iteration of the bisection
method), whereK3 is a constant which depends on the
initial search interval0, (7™ (Vi)]. For Ay, Az < 1 we
thus obtain/;~ — log, Aps and Io~ — log, Az. Assuming
steps 2) and 3) of Algorithr] 1 are repeatEg p times, the
overall complexity thus scales asNy Ty plog,(ApAyz).

We conclude that the complexity of the MP algorithm scales

4) uPdatei:i + 1 and repeat from steps 2) and 3) until 3The precision is evaluated with respect to the local SNRitBprder to

convergence; returg (M7 (V3,) = ¢, SO () = 517,

have a fair comparison with the analysis in Jec.Jll-E
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Figure 2. MSE as a function of the network cdsést- scenario,Ng = 20. Figure 3. MSE as a function of the network cdststs scenarioNs = 100.

with the logarithm of1/(Aj;Az), and thus provides a sig- V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
nificant complexity reduction with respect to DP17), whose . ) ) ) )
complexity scales linearly with /(A Az) (Sec.IEE). We In this section, we provide numerical results. Unless atise

have verified numerically that Algorithf 1 typically conges Stated, we consider a WSN of siz€s € {20,100} SNs
in few iterations Tar»~5). In the special cas®—1 studied (Smallandlarge WSN, respectively). We letrx=1, 54=20,
(MP) =0.25, «=0.96, and B=5. We consider thdests scenario

in Corollary[2, S Vi) can be determined exactly as e ) i )

function OfZ(Mp) é‘{/k) E/vﬁéreag(MP>(Vk) can be deterr?/ﬂned only. Similar considerations hold for tidarkov-y scenario.

via one run of the bisection methdd [5] to solgl(45), readti Thg interested reader is referrgd to Part | f_or a numerlczdljev

in the overall complexity— Ny log, (A ) uation of theMarkov-y scenario. We consider the following
2 ' schemes, evaluated via Monte-Carlo simulation &vet 10°

B. Markov-y scenario slots:

We now discuss thilarkov-y scenario. As for the coordinatede COORD-DP optimal coordinated scheme, obtained via

scheme, we define sub-optimal decentralized MBSDMP), Tpp = 100 DP iterations (see Part I);

based on the MP derived in Séc. TV-A. e DEC-DP. optimal decentralized scheme, obtained via
SDMP: Given A < X\, and the value of/, fed back from the Tpp = 100 DP iterations (see Part I);
FC, the activation probability is defined as ¢ COORD-SNR max coordinated aggregate SNR scheme;

1 ¥ non-adaptive policy which maximiz_es the expected aggeegat
(MP) _ N’LCWP)(V;C%Z () ’ SNR at the FC, under cost _constralnts for the SNs (see Part I);
q (Vi) =4 == o G s Y = Yths e DEC-SNR max decentralized aggregate SNR scheme; non-
0, ¥ < Yth, adaptive policy which maximizes the expected aggregate SNR
(MP) at the FC, under cost constraints for the SNs (see Part |);
and the local measurement SNR%S,, . =5y, ~ (Vi), where  , coorD-MP MP for the coordinated scheme (SEG] 11I):
Yen UNiquely 50|V9327TW(V)ZN%C(MP) (Ve)>2m, (7). B DEC-MP. MP for the decentralized scheme (Sécl 1v),

Y>7Yth Y>7th . . .
Note that>>_ ¢MP) (Vi,, 7). (v)Ns/B=CMP) (), i.e, all derived via Algorithr{L.
o ; ; Tt (M P In Figs.[2 and B, we plot the MSE_{[11) as a function of

SNs activate withmarginalnormalized probability ) (), ' ot .
with respect to the steady state distributiomgfy. the network sensmg-transmlss[on cdstl (1.2) for the sm_ajl an

The performance of the sub-optimal decentralized Mp {&r9e WSN scenarios, resp_ectwely, .obtamed by varying the
difficult to characterize. In fact, due to the Markov prog;@rt"agrange mult|pl|ep\_. We notice that, in both cases, C_OORD'
of the accuracy state, », the number of collisions and MP and DEC-MP incur no performance degradation with
successful transmissions are correlated over time. HaweJ&SPect to their DP counterparts COORD-DP and DEC-DP,

the following proposition holds in thii.d.-y scenario. To this "6SPECtiVely, at a fraction of the complexity. As conjeetir
end, we denote byC?, ., M7 )and(@A,wmx Mme) the N Remark[l, this is because the MP not only minimizes
’ MP> MP

MP ’ MP .
performance in thei.d.-y andbests scenarios, respectively. 1€ Present cost in slat, but, on average, also moves the
system to a "good” next state. Therefore, as shown in Part

Proposition 4 In thei.i.d.-y scenario, ifNg > B/ (Ymax). l, sim_ilar to the DP policies, also the MP outperforms the
thenC?, p = C—v]/\\ﬁnax, M p = N[I/\\I,y;,,ax_ technique proposed in_[L7]. On the other hand, the non-

' adaptive schemes COORD-SNR and DEC-SNR incur a signif-
As shown in Part I, this is a consequence of the fact thatgif ticant performance degradation, since they greedily maemi
conditions of the proposition hold, theg, =ymax, hence only the expected aggregate SNR collected at theE{&;], but do
the SNs with the best accuracy state may activate under SDMBt take into account the fluctuations A, and hence, in the
so that there is no degradation in the aggregate SNR cadllectpiality stateV},, resulting from cross-layer factors such as the
at the FC A, compared to thbests scenario. In other words, decentralized access decisions of the SNs and the uncertain
a densely deployed WSN providesnsing diversity channel outcomes.
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Figure 4.  Structure of DEC-DP and DEC-MP as a function of therp Figure 5. Structure of COORD-DP and COORD-MP as a functiothef
varianceVj,. The corresponding simulated network costis1.66 and the prior varianceVy. The corresponding simulated network costig).312 and
MSE is ~ 0.12 for both schemes. the MSE is~ 0.25 for both schemes.

In Fig.[4, we plot the structure of DEC-DP and DEC-MP athis second part, we have designed low-complexity myopic
a function of the quality stat&. We note that, aj, increases, policies. For the coordinated scheme, we have shown that the
i.e, the estimate ofX; is less accurate, both*(V,) and myopic policy can be characterized in closed form. For the
¢MP) (V) increase, in order to achieve a higher estimatiasecentralized scheme, we have presented an iterativethigor
accuracy. On the other hand, when the estimation accuracyvisich converges provably to a local optimum of the myopic
good (/;, < 0.2 for DEC-DP andV}, < 0.1 for DEC-MP), the cost function. Numerically, we have shown that the myopic
activation probability is zero, so that the SNs can saveg@nerpolicies achieve near-optimal performance, at a fractibn o
The threshold on the estimation quality below which the SNRe complexity with respect to the optimal policy derived
remain idle,uy, (A, 0), is given in closed form by (22) far=0. via dynamic programming, and thus are more suitable for
Note that the normalized activation probability is larger f implementation in practical WSN deployments.
DEC-MP than for DEC-DP. The resulting higher transmission

. . APPENDIXA
cost for the former is balanced by employing a smaller local ] o )
MP) Proof of Theoreril1We first optimize[(2l1) with respect to the

measurement SNI%‘](W (Vi)<Si;(Vk), incurring smaller : ) ;
sensing cost, so that the overall sensing-transmissidrisctie 108! measurement SNRyy, for a fixed¢ > 0. Since [21) is

same for both schemes. Finally, note that, for both schem&@Nvex with respect &, by computing the derivative with
the local measurement SNR is approximately constant for SiSPECt 105, and setting it to zero, and forcing the solution to
values of the quality state}, thus suggesting that adaptatiorP® Non-negative, sincéy; > 0, we obtain the optimaby, (t)
of the activation probability is more critical than adajiat . 1 1\"T SaV.
of the local measurement SNR. A practical implication ig tha Su(t) = <\/—)\—9 - 7) [ERTIAT
a lower optimization complexity can be achieved by adaptir{;\;/ o _ g ATk _
only the former, while using a constant value for the latter. V& Now optimize with respect to the number of active 3Ns
Finally, in Fig.[8, we plot COORD-DP and COORD-MP ad0: 1.---. B}. Note that, if Vi < V2, then S}, () = 0, Vt,
a function of the quality stat®,. Similar to the decentralized ence the optimal number of active SNstis'® (V%) = 0.
scheme, as proved in Theoréin 1, activations are of thresh@iherwise ¥k > v/A9), after pluggings;, (t) into the cost
type, i.e, one SN is activated only i/, > 0.35, otherwise function [21), we obtain the cost function

(46)

all SNs remain idle. Moreover, as can be observed from o Vie +2tS4VivV/ A0 — tAOS 4
the figure and analytically froni{23), the local measurement f(t) = LT 5.0, + At, (47)

SNR increases witl¥y, in order to achieve higher estimation

accuracy when the estimation quality at the FC is poor. hencet™ ") (Vi) = argminye (0.1, 5y £(1). In order to solve

V1. CONCLUSIONS this problem, we study the functiofit). We have

In this paper, we have proposed a cross-layer distributed(t) = (f(t+1) = f()(L + (¢t +1)SaVi) (L +tSaVi)
sensing-estimation framework for WSNs, which exploits the = —5, (v A0 — V)2 + A1 + (£ + 1)SaVi](1 + tSa Vi),
quality feedback information from the FC. Our cross-layer d

sign approach allows one to model the time-varying capgbili"€Nce/(t +1) = f(t) « g(t) > 0. Note that

of the SNs to accurately sense the underlying process, the ;4 1) — g(t) = 254 ViA[L + (t + 1)SaVi] > 0,
scarce channel access resources shared by the SNs, as well as

sensing-transmission costs. We have proposed a coordindt@ncey(t) is an increasing function af Solving with respect
scheme, where the FC schedules the action of each SN, a@l ¥k 9(¢) < 0 is equivalent to

more scalab_le_z decentralized scheme, Where_ea_ch SN performs V2SA(A(t+1)tS4 — 1) (48)
a local decision to sense-transmit or remain idle, based on

the FC quality feedback and the local observation quality. | + ViSal2VA0 + A2t + 1)] + A(1 — S46) < 0.



11

Note that [4B) cannot hold ifA(t + 1)tSa — 1]>0, since hencel(5R) is equivalent td > Ay,.

V>V A0 and the left hand expression would be strictly Combining the cases 1) and 4).{51) holdaif)\.,. Hence,
positive. Therefore(t + 1)tS4 — 1 < 0 for (@8) to hold. in order to avoid the trivial MP solution® ) (V},)=0, VV4,
Solving with respect toV}, it can be shown thaf (#8) is A must satisfy the condition of the theorem.

equivalent to the union of;, > v, (A, ¢) and Finally, the optimaISﬁ“D)(Vk) is given bySI(\yP)(Vk) =
A+ A2t +1) Sx, (tMP)(14,)). The theorem is thus proved. [ ]
< 2V 7 49
Vi < 1-At+1)tSa (49) APPENDIXB
\/X\/\/E(2t+1)+/\9(t+1)t5,4+i+si Proof of Prop[1:WhenX — 0, we havev, (0,)=0, Vt>—1,
_ 1 5 <V, t*—o00. Therefore, sinceV},>uv,(0,t),Vt> — 1, from The-
1= At +1)t54 orem[1 we havet™?)(1;)=B, hence all channels are

where the second inequality in_{49) can be proved using thgcupied. Moreover,S'](yP)(Vk)%oo, so that the sensing-
fact thatA < 1/[(¢+1)tS4] for (48) to hold. Note that, since transmission cost in each slot és, and the aggregate SNR
Vi > VA0, the inequality [(4B) cannot hold, hence collected at the FC in each slot i,—BSa,Vk>0. The
g(t) <0 Vi > vin(\ ) andA(t+ 1)tSa — 1 < 0. (50) result foIIow; from [16, Prop. 7]. Now, consider _th.e_ case
. .. A=A In this case, we have, (A, 0)=1, by definition
Let t"=max{t : A(t + 1)t54 — 1<0}, whose solution is o ) = Therefore, it follows that™?)(V;)=0, so that the
given as in the statement of the theorem. Cleailyf"<oo.  sansing-transmission cost in each siptand the aggregate

From [30), we then have(r)>0, v7>t*. On the other hand, gNR collected at the EC in each slotfig,=0. -
for 7 < ¢*, we have thatg(7) < 0 & Vi > vm(A, 7).
Note that vy, (A, 7)>vim(N, 7 — 1). It follows that, if APPENDIXC

Vie<vin(A,0), then  Vi<wwn(A,7),Y7, and therefore Proposition 5 (Properties of7;(A) and X¥) 7;()) is a de-
g(7)>0,v7. In this case, f(r + 1)>f(r)>...>f(0), creasing function of A€[0,\q,] and increasing func-
hencet™?)(V})=0. On the other hand, i}, >ven(A,t*), tion of j>0. Additionally, \5=0, A;_1<\;,¥j>1, and
then  Vi>um(\ 1), Vr<t*, hence  ¢(7)<0,vVr<t*, N2 Tim; o Ai=A¢h.

g(7)>0,vr>t*. In this case, f(t*+1)=min; f(t), '

hence tMP) (V. )=min{t*+1, B}. Finally, if Proof: The first part can be proved by inspectione.,

V(A ) >Vie>v (A, 0), lettingf= min{t<t*:Vi,<wvy, (N, 1)}, Dby solving N 20 and nj41(\)—n;(A)>0. We have

we have Vi<wvy (A1), or equivalently g(£)>0, hence 70(0)=0, hence \{=0, lim; . 7;(A)=1-vm(A,0), and
g9(r)>0,vr>t, and Vi>vw(\,7),V7<i, or equivalently A5 =Aw. Finally, 0=n;_1(Xj_,)<n;(Aj_,), and thus neces-
g(7)<0. In particular, g(£_1)§0 and g(£)>0, i.e, sarily /\;*->)\;Ll, sincen; () is a decreasing function of. B
f(t)=ming>o f(t) andt(MP)(Vk):miAn{t,B}.Alf g(t_—l_):_O, APPENDIX D

we havef(t)=f(t—1), hence bothr=t andr=t—1 minimize
#(t) and the choice of™P)(V;) is probabilistic. Proof of Theoreni]2We prove the theorem only for the case

To conclude, we show that it suffices to considex Ay, <At @ndVo=1. A similar proof holds for the case=A, or
We show that, ifA > Ay, then the MP solution is forced to Vo<1, the only difference being in the initial transient behavio
t(MP) (V) = 0, VV}, so that all SNs remain idle at all times.(Which does not affect the average long-term performarice).

This occurs ifl < v (X, 0), sinceVy, < 1, i.e, the proof, we defing; £ 1 — a/(1 — VA@), for i > 0.
Let Ae(N\%_,, A%], for someJ > 1 (for any A<\, suchJ

V[V + A + 1 > 11—V — é’ (51) exists and is unique). Since< Ay, we havevy, (A, 0)<1=Vj,
4 Sy 2 hence, from Corollargl ™) (V;)=1, Aozﬁ—l. Then we
or equivalently: o _ 3 have Vo=v/\0, Vi=fi, with costerx + ¢(1/vVA0 — 1).
1) If thi right hand expression irl_(51) is negativies., In the following stages: > 1, let Vi, = f; for somei > 0.
A> (M+¢§)2; _ _ This is true fork = 1, sinceV; ;pfl' Then, from CorollaryJL:
2)If A< IRIvVe and, by squaring each side 6f[51), 1) if f;<vw(),0), then _t( >(V,€.):0, Ar=0, Vi=fi,
Vk+1:1—a(1—Vk):fi+1, with costO;

AL —=0+1/54)+2VA0 —1>0. (52) 2) if fi=uw(\,0), then, with probability (1—po),

We further distinguish the following subcases: pr)(Vk)ZO, Ap=0, Vi=fi, Vipi=l-a(1-Vi)=fis1,
2.a) if @ =1+ 1/54, then [G2) is equivalent ta > with cost 0; otherwise, with probabilitypo, t(MP) (_Vk)zl.
2.b) if 6 < 141/, then [G2) is equivalent t& > Ay M=z =7 VimVA, Vigi=1-a(1-Vi)=f1, with cost

2.c) finally, if > 1+ 1/S4, then [52) is equivalent to crx+o(1/vV/ A0 — fi_l);

Aih <A< ! : 3) it fi>vm(X,0), then {MI(Vi)=1, Ar=Tg5-7.,
(V1+1/S4—V0)? V=V, Viy1=f1, with costerx+¢(1/vVA0—f;1).
Note that the upper bound is redundant since, using the facSince {fi,i > 0}* is a non-decreasing sequence, and using
thatd > 1+ 1/S4, we obtain the tighter bound the definition of \} as the unique solution ofj;(A}) = 0
4 1 (see [(29)), we have that < v, (N, 0) & i < J, and f; =
A< < , vn(A,0) & A = A5 andi = J. It follows that, if Vi, = f;
(VO+2+V0)?  (V1+1/S4=V0)? for somei < J, thenViy; = fiy;,Vj < J —i. If Vi = fy,
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then, with probabilityp, (wherepy = 1if A € (\5_;,A%)), hencelXiir g“’ <0&F;2jal — =22 <0, This is verified, since
Vi1 = f1; otherwise Vi1 = fy4q1. Finally, if Vi = fr+1, [ —Fj=—(j+1)a/(1-a)<0, so that F;<F,=0,V;>0.
then Vi1 = f1. The prior variance procegd/, k > 0} thus = Similarly,

follows a time-homogeneous, finite-state Markov chainingk

value from the se{ f1, fo,..., fs+1}. Letm; be the long-term dCMP _ ¢ 1+ 1 (59)
time-average probability thdt;, = f;, defined as dpo  (G+1-po)2 \0 /X0
ES! i ]

¢
WZ—TIEI;OT—HZXVk—fZ G3) TG (- A0 T-ar (1o /A0

By solvingn;(\j) = 0 by definition of A7, with respect to

By solving the steady state equations, it is given by as a function ob6, and using[(29) and.(22), we obtain
J 1 1

—L i=1,2,...,J " ;
T¥i-po ‘= D4 A0l — o? (1 — /A%0)]
M=\ gty i=J+ (54) = =P = ey (60)
0 41 (1= a1 = VAj0)
1 .

Replacing[(€D) inl(89), and letting=, /\;0<|0, 1], we obtain
By averaging with respect the steady-state distributigrthe

average long-term sensing-transmission cost incurrecabi &l M@ s l—ad— _ joda?(1 — 0‘_) 2 G(x)
SN under the MP is thus given by dpo 1-—a/(l—2)][1—-ait(1-2x) ’
1 1 1 We have
Cup = ~—mipo [crx + ¢ | —— — — il
MP = Fo VT, dG(z) _ jolz(l —a) (61)
| T &~ I-a(l-2)Pl-at(1-o)
+ N—STFJ-i—l |:CTX +¢ (\/E - fJ+1>:| ) (55) x [I(2 —odt = aj) + 2(1 _ :17)(1 _ Ozj)(l _ ajJrl)] <0.

since transmissions occur only ¥, = f, (with probability It follows that G(z) > G(1) = 1 — o/ — ja/(1 — @) > 0,

po) or Vi = f741 (with probability 1), yielding (31). Similarly, hencechP > 0, thus proving[(3K). ]
the average long-term MSE is given by

APPENDIXF
J—1
_ Proof of Theorem|3Let, for V;, € (0, 1],
MI\{P:Zﬂ'ifi_Fﬂ-KA(pov /\9—|—(1—p0)fj)—|—7TJ+1\/ /\97 o) k ( ]
i=1 S]u (Ca Vk) = arg Smiilof(Ca SM, Vk)a C > 07 (62)
M Z
since no transmissions occur in stafgsi =1,2,...,J — 1, (MP) (g .V} — . S Vi) Su >0 63
henceV}, = Vi, = f;, yielding (30). [ ] ¢ (Shr3 Vi) argrqnzlgf(é’ M, Vi) S 20 (69)
APPENDIXE

A. Optimal¢MP)(Sy,: Vi) givenSy, > 0

Proof of Prop[2:Using the fact thapo=1 for A€(A\_;,A%), |t can be shown that

we obtain that the average long-term expressionis (30) al)d (3 df(C, Sars Vi)

are continuous functions ok € (\7_;, \7). Similarly, (30) 7d§ :

and [31) are continuous functions @f<0, 1], for A=\, Vj.

Continuity at the boundarles holds by mspectlon@ (@1])(3 +e S(1-0)E [ B — p(¢)B o <Vk, RkSASM) ‘ p(g)} ,
Now, we prove thatMj;}, and Cy;} are, respectively, P(Q)(1=p(C)) Sa+Su

increasing and decreasing functions ofe (A*_;,\%),Vj, where we have used the fact that

* * =17
and thatiZ,7;”" and (7,7 are, respectively, decreasing and dBs (rip) _ (r:p) = pB (65)
increasing functions gy € [0,1], V4. The property[(34) then dp - B p(1—p)

follows from this and ihe continuity. Fror (80) arld¥31), forrhe argument within the expectation [n64) is concav&jn
j=1landX e (Aj_;, Aj) we have If ¢ > 1, using Jensen’s inequality![4], we thus obtain

My, 1—al VB df (G Sm Vi) o\ gy

= — 7 > +6Sy) >0, 66
D Toagvn (56) d¢ (1+85) (60)
déiﬁj7—¢(1—aﬂ')[1—aj(1—«//\0)2] where we have used the fact th@[Ry|p(¢)]=p(¢)B.

= : <0, (537 It follows that f(¢,Sa, Vi) i for¢>1, h
EBY AN — i (1 — Vg2 (¢, Sm, Vi) increases for(>1, hence
1= ) ¢MP)(Syr; Vi)€[0,1) and we optimize over€[0,1) here-
where we have used the fact that< )\, hencev\d < 1. after. By multiplying each side of(64) byf— we obtain that
Similarly, for j > 0, A = A} andpo € [0,1], we have 42V >0 is equivalent tag(Si, ¢, Vi) >0. We have the

_ . following property ofg(.S Vi).
dM]i\jz}-? 1_\/W (-j 1_0[3) (58) gp p y g( Man k)
p— " = a —— y

dpo G+1-po? \’ -«

Proposition 6 g(Sa, ¢, Vi) is an increasing function of.



Proof: See Appendix . [ |
Using Proplb and the fact thiat:_.1 g(Sar, ¢, Vi) = oo, we
obtain the following cases, depending on the sign of
SaSu
Sa+Sm
if g(Sar,0,Vi) > 0, then L&V > 0 v € (0,1) and

CMP)(Syr: Vi) = 0; otherwise (M P) (Syr; V4,) is the unique
¢ € (0,1) such thaty(Sa, ¢, Vi) = 0.

9(Swm,0,Vi)=B [u (Vk, )—Vk] +AB(14+60S5y):

B. Optimalsgyp)(g;vk) given¢ € (0,1)
Let ¢ € (0,1). It can be shown that

4705 Vi) _ gy, ¢ i), hence

dSn

d2f(<aSMaVk) — dh(SMaC7Vk) (67)
a5z, a5
. RiSaSw \ 2RS35 (1 + VkRkSA)‘

=E Vi, >0,
”( b SA+SM> Vi(Sa + Sar)? ‘p(C)

hencef (¢, Sy, Vi) is convex inSyy, for a fixed¢ > 0, Vi, €

(0,1]. We haves lim A(Swm, ¢, Vi) = A0¢CB > 0 and
M—>00
h(0,¢, Vi) = —Ce SBV}2 + \CB. (68)
Then, if h(0,¢,Vi)>0, ie, (>¢(p(Vi), we have

h(Shr, ¢, Vi) >0,¥8,,>0, henceS() ™ (¢; Vi,)=0. Otherwise
(< (Vie)), S](\}{P)(Q;Vk) is the unique S;;>0 such

that h(Sy,¢,Vi)=0. By evaluating h(Sn, ¢, Vi) in
Sy=S4 (%—1), it can be shown that

h (SA (Vk/m - 1) .G, Vk) >0 (69)
Therefore, necessanlyﬂyp (¢; Vi) € (O, SAW%/@).

We now prove that the MP i 7) (V) =04 Vi, <vwn (A, 0).
In fact, if there exists som&,; > 0 such tha’y(SM, 0, Vi)<0,
for such Sy, we have that((MP>(SM ;Vx)>0 and, for
all Sy>0, Vi=£(0,Sum, Vi)>F(CMP)(Sar; Vi), Sur, Vi),
hence the MP satisfigg? ") >0 (in fact, (=0 has sub-optimal
cost f(0, Sar, Vi)=Vi).

On the other hand, if g(Sa,0,Vi)>0,VSp>0,
it follows that (¢MP)(Sy;V;,)=0,¥S>0, hence
the MP satisfies ¢((MP)(V;)=0. We conclude that
¢MP)(V)=0< ming,, >0 ¢(Sar,0,Vi)>0.  We  thus
minimize ¢(Sa,0,Vi) with respect to Sy,. It can be
shown thatg(Sas,0, Vi) is a convex function ofSy,>0. By
setting the derivative with respect ), to zero and forcing
the solution to be non-negative (sinSg;>0), we obtain

5t — <; _ 1)* _SaVi

M7V Vi) 1454V
By evaluating the functiory(S3,,0, Vi) whenV, < V),
henceS3, = 0, we obtaing(S%,,0,V,) = AB > 0, hence
CMP) — 0 if V,<v/A6. We now consider the cadé,>v/\é.
After rearranging the terms, we obtain

Sa
=B B——— V0)2.
A 1+SAVk(V A9)

(70)

g(S]*ha 07 Vk)
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Solving ¢(S3;,0,Vx) > 0 with respect toV}, it can be
shown that this is equivalent g, < v, (A,0), and therefore
CMPY VL) =0 < Vi < vwm(N,0).
Finally, we show that the MP
and [39), when Vi>vn (2, 0). By contradiction, if
CMP)(V)>cmax (),  then  SUMP)(1,)=0,  hence
CMP) (V)= argmmf({ 0,V4)=0, yielding a contradiction.
Hence, necessarily( MP)(V,C)<§"1°‘X(V,€). On the other
hand, if g(S(MP)(Vk),O,Vk)ZO, then ¢MP)(13)=0
yielding a contradiction. Therefore, we must have
g(S(MP)(Vk) 0,V%)<0. By solving it with respect to
S(MP)(Vk), we obtain[(3D). Using the fact th&f, >wvy (), 0),
it can be shown thatSyj% >0. Moreover, in general,
Sy > S, so that the upper/lower bounds are not tight.

lies within [(B8)

APPENDIXG
Proof of Prop[6:We have
dg(Sm, ¢, Vi) Be ¢(1-() 5
= g (%
X [(Rr—p(¢)B)? = Ri(1—p(¢)) + (R — p(¢) B)p(¢)]

8<72 _C
AR TSE

> Be{(1-Q)(1— pl0))* s (

RrSaSym
Sa+Su

)

p(C)}
p(C)  SaSwm )
1-p() Sa+Sm )’

where the inequality is obtained by minimizing with respect
to A, yielding A = 0, and we have defined, far € {O

and St > 0,
( ):C v (Vie,7ST)

.I' ST :%Z
X [(7’(1—|—x)—:er)2—7’(1—|—x)+(7’(1—|—:c)—:er):c}.

/\B2(1 +0Sm)

v e—1

(71)
r=0

By rearranging the terms, we obtain, fBr> 1.

sp(z,S7)=B(B—1)(1+z) 22( >:cu (Vi, (r +2)ST)

B-1
—2B(B-1)(1 + @Z(BT‘ 1) "0 (Vi, (r + 1)S7)
r=0
B
+B(B-1)> < Jf > "0 (Vi, St . (72)
r=0

We now prove thatz(x, ST) > 0, by induction onB. For
B = 1, from (73) we obtains;(z,Sr) = 0. Now, assume
that, for someB > 1, sp_1(z, Sr) > 0. We prove that this
implies sg(x, St) > 0. It can be shown that the derivative of
sp(z, ST) with respect tar is given by

St
1+ Vi Sy

dSB(:Z?,ST)_ 1
dx B 1+ V.St

BSB_l (w, > > 0, (73)

The result follows since
| ]

hence sg(z,Sr) > sg(0,S7).
sp(0,57) > 0 by inspection.
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