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Performance Analysis of Asynchronous Multicarrier
Wireless Networks

Xinggin Lin, Libin Jiang, and Jeffrey G. Andrews

Abstract—This paper develops a novel analytical framework decoded by a typical UE at a given SINR? This is a key

for asynchronous wireless networks deploying multicarrier trans-  consideration for soft handover or multiple-BS coverage or

mission. Nodgs in t_he network_ have dh_‘ferent notionfs of tim’ng, offloading in dense heterogeneous networks [3].
so from the viewpoint of a typical receiver, the received sigals

from different transmitters are asynchronous, leading to aloss

of orthogonality between subcarriers. We first develop a detiled

link-level analysis based on OFDM, based on which we propose A. Background and Related Work

a tractable system-level signal-to-interference-plus-sise ratio The answer to the posed question obviously depends on how
(SINR) model for asynchronous OFDM networks. The proposed  the transmitting nodes are spatially distributed. We asstirat

model is used to analytically characterize several importat . s . .
statistics in asynchronous networks with spatially distrbuted the transmitting nodes are distributed according to a Boiss

transmitters, including (i) the number of decodable transnitters, ~Point process (PPP), which has two main advantages: (i)
(i) the decoding probability of the nearest transmitter, and it captures the randomness inherent in the positions of the
(iii) the system throughput. The system-level loss from ldc transmitting nodes (which are usually unknown to a recejivin
Compare. and discuss four possible solitions nclucing oaded 1°0€), and (i) the PPP has nice properties which make
cyclig prefix, advanced recepiver timing, dynamic recei\?er iming it particularly appealing from an analytical perspecti. [
positioning, and semi-static receiver timing positioningwith 1he PPP also has been recently shown to accurately model
multiple timing hypotheses. The model and results are genat, (with small modifications or shifts) a very large class of

and apply to ad hoc networks, cellular systems, and neighbor wireless networks, including even regular grids (with sint

discovery in device-to-device (D2D) networks. shadowing) [[5] and most random spatial distributions with a
small and constant SINR shift![6]. It is therefore reasoaabl
|. INTRODUCTION to assume that the conclusions in this paper also will hotd fo

most plausible network topologies.

Consider a wireless network in which some nodes areBecause of its excellent analytical properties, the PPP has
broadcasting multicarrier signals and some nodes araiiigje L Y prop ’ .
found numerous applications in various types of wireless

A listening node can decode the signal broadcast by atrans”ryetworks including the analysis and optimization of Aloha i
ting node if the received signal-to-interference-plussaatio 9 y P

(SINR) exceeds some detection threshold, which depends\%'rtuleIess ad hoc networkgl[7] and coverage and rate analysis i

the used modulation and coding scheme. In reality, the l\larioCeI ular systems.[8]. More recently, the PPP has been applie

nodes in the network do not have precise synchronizatiam W|tf) hDgDr ne_twlcz)lrklr;glg_ |n'cl'lgl;d|[r]% ﬂtf ar;alysf ar;dtdee[;%l of
one another. Therefore, this paper investigates the fallgpw scheduling in FlashlinQ [9]L110], the interaction betw

guestion: if we take a snapshot of the network at a randoma}nd cellular systems [11]-[13], and message dissemination

selected time-frequency slot and randomly select a retgaiviV‘Xth intermittently connected D2D links [14]. More applica

. L tions of the PPP may be found in [15], [16] and references
node, then how many (if any) transmitting nodes can % . TR
decoded by the selected receiving node given that the nketw: erein.

r . . . . .
nodes each have different notions of timing? Despite this encouraging progress in applying the PPP to
The general question posed above is of interest in malh

ireless networking, existing works nearly universallgase
wireless networks. For example, in device-to-device (D2I5

at the networks are perfectly synchronized. In cellulet- n
node discovery, a user equipment (UE) seeks to identifyrot o;ks, BSs |nDQ|ﬁ§renltDce:ls ml%Dnotj bel synchtronlze;]d n
UEs in its proximity via periodically broadcasting/redeiy a Frequency Division Duplex ( ) deployment, or have
discovery signals[]1]. The number of transmitting device

nchronization errors in a Time Division Duplex (TDD)
that can be decoded is an important metric of discove ployment. These facts also lead to synchronization sssue
effectiveness. A similar metric can be used for neighb

D2D discovery. In particular, UEs participating in the
discovery in wireless ad hoc networks [2]. Cellular netveor iscovery are synchronized with their associated BSs amsl th

are a third important example. For example, in the downlifk®Y not be synchronized or at best imperfectly synchronized

of a cellular network, how many base stations (BSs) can mong themselves even when other factors like propagation
' elays are not considered, let alone the UEs that are out of
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of timing. From the viewpoint of a typical receiver, whichand may be applicable in different scenarios for mitigating

also has its own notion of timing, the multicarrier orthogbn the loss due to asynchronous transmissions.

frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) signals from the The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sedtibn Il de-

transmitters are asynchronous and also do not align with theribes the system model. In Sectio I1l, we propose a théeta

receiver’s timing, leading to a loss of orthogonality beéwe SINR model for asynchronous OFDM networks. System-level

subcarriers. analysis is carried out in Sections!IV. Sectioh V presents fo
The impact of synchronization errors on single-user OFDgossible solutions for mitigating the impact of asynchnaso

has been extensively investigated in the literature (sge dransmissions, and is followed by our concluding remarks in

[17]-[21]). Extension of the analysis in single-user OFDM tSectio V). Numerical and/or simulation results are présgn

multiuser OFDM, however, is not straightforward as theelatt throughout the paper to help understand the various analyti

involves a much larger set of random variables. Analysis oésults and build intuition.

asynchronous OFDM in the uplink of cellular systems inchide

[22]-[25], while the downlink counterpart may be found in Il. SYSTEM MODEL

[26], [27] and ad hoc networks in_[28]. The works [22]- . . . .

[25] are focused on a single-cell setting and do not considerWe consider a network in Wr."Ch trar!smltters use an OFDM

other-cell interference that plays a key role in systenellevwa\./eform' The ba_sepand equwa_lent time-domain sigria)

performance. In contrast, cochannel interference is aneFm'tted by transmittef can be written as

and studied in[[26]+[28]. But [26]=[28] do not consider or <1

leverage the randomness inherent in the positions of nktwor si(t) :\/E' Z N Zsi[k; m]

nodes, and the system-level studies therein are mainlydbase e k

on Monte Carlo simulations. x 2 =TI (= mT), (1)

whereE; denotes the transmit energy per sample of transmitter
B. Main Results and Contributions i, m is the OFDM symbol index)NV denotes the total number

The main goal of this paper is to incorporate the impact gf subcarriersk is the subcarrier index3;[k;m] denotes

asynchronous OFDM transmissions in the system-level stuﬁ?nsmo'ggms datz T)/;pb_()l;ﬂ tg,é:'tg subcarrt;er ((jjurln_g thef
of wireless networks in which the positions of transmittin 5 symbol, s =1q + 1., denotes the duration o

nodes are modeled by a PPP. The main contributions & OFDM symbol Wit_th denoting _the du_ration of the data
outcomes of this paper are summarized as follows. part andT, the duration of the cyclic prefix, ani(t) is an

1) A tractable SINR model for asynchronous OFDM nejndicator function: it equald if ¢ € A and zero otherwise.
works: We carry out a detailed link-level analysis on the he data symbol$;[k; m]} are complex and assumed to be

impact of timing misalignment in OFDM transmission. Base dependent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) with aenean

on the link-level analysis, we propose a tractable firsteordand unit variance.

SINR model, which can be conveniently used in system—lev«.=],l]AS indicated n SeCt'om' we are |nFerested N asyn-
studies. chronous scenarios where different transmitters havereifit

. notions of timing and so do the receivers. The more commonly
2) System-level analysis of asynchronous PPP networks. " .
studied synchronous scenarios where all the nodes are syn-
We apply the proposed SINR model to study the system-lev . : . )
- chronized is a special case of this model. In an asynchronous
performance of asynchronous networks where the IocatlonstWork We are interested in what a tvbical receiver “s@s”
of transmitting nodes are modeled by a PPP and an OF ' yp

waveform is used. Taking from a typical receiver’'s point of random time-frequency resource unit. Note that the sglectr

. . : width can be arbitrary. It can be a complete OFDM channel or
view, we derive analytical results for the average number .

’ . o a subband of an OFDM channel. In the latter case, transmitter
of decodable transmitters, the decoding probability of the

nearest transmitter, and system throughput. Further, weede * 3L221¥i§|its;:€2-éall%eh(j :Iata symb@igk; m| on the unused
an upper bound on the distribution of the number of decod: ' )

able transmitters. Note that, according to Palm theory [4}1 The a_c'uve transmitters at the tlme-frequ_enpy resource uni
e : . - Il question are assumed to be randomly distributed acaprdin
the statistical performance experienced by a typical vecei

is equivalently the spatially averaged performance ovér éi 3ePnZtP(;I:j V\gﬂ}(qer[ljscl,?é)\ih-;?eolorci?gge?fdtgigsr:gtteiree((j’ de
receivers. The analysis of perfectly synchronized net&/gdn ! yti. u preciu

be treated as a special case of this work. For example EHS possibility that there may be other transmitters acive
' .. .some other time-frequency resource units. For example, we

result on the decoding probability of the nearest trangmitt ) s ,
reduces to[[8] that studies a perfectly synchronized catlulm®Y consider a super PR O ©, Whereq)_ denotes the set_
of all the nodes in the network, and a time-frequency grid

network. composed of orthogonal time-frequency resource @tﬂach
3) Solutions for mitigating the impact of asynchronou$ P 9 q y

ST . . node randomly selects a time-frequency resource unit and
transmissions: We compare and discuss four possible s

) . ; : . Sransmits an OFDM waveform. Then the active transmitters at
lutions including extended cyclic prefix, advanced receive

timing, dynamic receiver timing positioning, and semitista a randomly selected time-frequency resource unit comestau

receiver timi.ng pOSitiO.ninQ.With multiple timing_ hypotres ~ we ignore possible leakages from other time-frequency ureso units
These solutions, detailed in Sectibn V, differ in complgxitwhen considering a particular time-frequency resource. uni



PPP®, thinned from the super PRP’. This described random Case 1:—(N + N,,) < D; < —N. The N samples used
access scheme is in fact part of the D2D discovery design usedthe FFT of them-th OFDM symbol are
in LTE Direct [29].
In this asynchronous network, we will study system—levely[n’ m} = siln = Di = N = Nepim 4 1},n = 0,..., N = }3)
guestions such as the number of transmitting nodes thatean b
decoded by a typical receiver. To this end, since the tratesmi The received signal on théth subcarrier during then-th
process is stationary, we may assume without loss of getyeraOFDM symbol is given by
that the typical receiver is located at the origin. Further, R 27 £ (—Di—Nep) @[ ).
we consider flat-fading OFDM channels, i.e., the multipath Yitim] = \/Eej v )Sz[g’er 1, )
spreads are small (w.r.t. sampling period). The last assamp which is derived in AppendikJA. Thus, the received symbol
holds for example in the following three scenarios: (1) ¢heion the ¢-th subcarrier during OFDM symbol time: is just
are not many obstacles in the radio environment and theaairria phase rotated version of the transmitted symbol orvithe
times of the multipaths are not resolvable at the recei®r; (subcarrier during OFDM symbol time: + 1. If S;[¢;m] is
the received signal power is dominated by a single path, edgsired, the useful signal power @s Otherwise, transmitter
the line-of-sight path if it exists; and (3) the transmitrsag) i's signal appears as interference and its interference powe
is restricted to a flat-fading subband of a frequency-sefect (energy/symbol) on thé-th subcarrier during the:-th OFDM
channel, as in OFDMA. We leave the important extension gymbol equals
frequency-selective OFDM channels as future work. 5
More specific modeling assumptions related to the system- Pilt; m] = E[[Y{t;m]|"] = Gi[m] E; )
level study will be given in Section V. where we have included the effect of channel gajfmn] from
transmitteri to the typical receiver during OFDM symbol
time m. Note thatG;[m] is independent of subcarrigr as
I11. TRACTABLE SINR MODEL FORASYNCHRONOUS we assume that the channel is flat-fading.
NETWORKS Case 2:—N < D; < 0. The N samples used for the FFT

, . o , of the m-th OFDM symbol are
A. Link-Level Timing Misalignment Analysis

. . . o y[nym] =

In this subsection, we analyze the impact of timing mis-
alignment from a link-level perspective. Though similaahn si[=Di +n;ml, 0<n<N-1+Dy
ysis may be found in the rich OFDM literature (see €.g] [19])| si[» — (N + D;) = Nepym +1], N+ D; <n <N —1.
we briefly revisit this analysis to motivate our proposed BIN (6)
model that captures the impact of asynchronous transmissi . : : :
To this end, we shall focus on the link between transm'vtterﬂIlhe received signal on theth subcarrier during then-th

and the typical receiver and ignore the signals from theroth(gFDNI symbol is given by

transmitters for now. Y[t;m] = \/E_N +Di Si[¢; m]e*j2ﬁ§Di
Note that then-th time-domain sample of the.-th OFDM D
symbol from the signaé;(t) is given by — /Eiﬁisi[é;m + 1]6.7277%(—D1:—Ncp)
Ty j2m k=t (N+D;)
ilnsm| = s; | mTs +n— 1 1—e"x '
k£l

E; ok

i . M _]271'—77, = — —_ . .
N %Sl[k,m]e NN Ncp,..-7N 1, (2) > (Si[k;m]engTr%Di —Si[/{;m+1]632ﬂ%(7Di7NCP) ’
whereN., = NT,,/Ty is the number of cyclic prefix samples. ™
Denote byD; the timing misalignment between transmitier which is derived in AppendixJA. Thus, the total received powe
and the typical receiver. Without loss of generality, weuass on the ¢-th subcarrier during then-th OFDM symbol from
D; D2 [—(N+ Ng), N +N,,) transmitter; is

In each OFDM symboin, the typical receiver would like 1 9 9
to decode then-th OFDM symbol sent by transmitter To Piltym] =Gi[mlEi| 75 (N + Di)* + D7)
this end, it discards the firs¥,, samples falling in the current . 2 N+D;
. X P : 2 sin® (w8 (k — 0))
receiving window and performs a fast Fourier transform (FFT + =5 Z —5 7 . (8)
on the remainingV samples. We consider the following four N*iZ sin (mx (k= 0))

cases, in which for notational simplicity we drop the adaiti
noise term and assume that the channel gairl ignless
otherwise noted.

where we have used the assumption th&iffk; m]} are i.i.d.
and have zero mean and unit varianceS}f¢; m] is desired,
the useful signal power iéN;rVig’i)zGi[m]Ei; the remaining
- , , o _ terms in [8) contribute to self-interference includingtbtter-
This assumption can be easily relaxed by using differeratiosts m and

m' to respectively index OFDM symbols at the transmitter anthatreceiver carrier !nterferencg (ICI) _and 'nter'symbOI_ |nterferer(t$|).
in the following analysis. Otherwise, transmitter's signal appears as interference whose



power is characterized bj/1(8). given by

Case 3:0 < D; < N,p. The N samples used for the FFT SINR/[1] 9(D;)GLE; (14)
of the m-th OFDM symbol are " P - g(D;)GE; + >z Bill+ No
yln;m] = siln — Dizm], 0<n<N-—1. (9)  where we have dropped the OFDM symbol index N,
As in Case 1, we can show that the received signal ori-the d€notes the noise power, and
subcarrier during then-th OFDM symbol is given by 0 ~(N +N.) <d< —N;
ST G g a2 Ds (Nd)® ~N<d<0;
m] = v/ E;S;[¢;m]e . (20) g(d) = ) N 0 de N
. N . — cp»
If S;[¢;m] is desired, the useful signal powerG§[m]E;, and (NHX;g_d) Ny <d<N+N,,.

there is no self-interference. Otherwise, transmittersignal
appears as interference with pow&m]E;

Case 4:N,, < D; < N + N,,. The N samples used for In a system-level study, the subcarrier SINR values are

(15)

the FFT of them-th OFDM symbol are usually mapped to a unique SINR, based on which the decision
on whether the block is decodable is made. For example,
ylnym] = the exponential effective SINR mapping (EESM) is a popular

<n<D;—N,, —1: mapping method [30]. In an asynchronous network with timing
N " misalignment, the calculation of SINR] can be difficult

because the detailed modeling of timing errors in a system-

siin+ N+ Nep —Dism—1], 0
siln — Dy;ml, D;— N, <n<N-1.

(11) level study can be cumbersome. Further, the received power
As in Case 2, we can show that the received signal orf-the P;[¢] depends on timing misalignment in a delicate way (c.f.
subcarrier during then-th OFDM symbol is given by (@) and [IB)), which makes the analytical evaluation ofesyst
N_D.+tN ., level performance even more challenging.
Yt;m] = \/E#Si[&m]eﬂ%ﬁm To solve the above mentioned difficulties, we propose a
simple first-order model, which can be conveniently used in
+ \/_ CPS [6;m — 1)e™92m % (Di=Nep) system-level studies.
2m k=t (D~ N.,p) System-Level Abstraction.In a system-level study of the
1 — 275 (Di=Nep o S
+ \/_ Z ( — ) asynchronous network with timing misalignment, the subcar
k# — eI rier SINR [¢] may be approximately calculated as follows.
% (—Si[k;m]e_jz”%[’i + S;[k;m — 1]e—j27r%(D1:—Ncp) ) 1) Model and cglculate the timing misa!ignmeﬁiti be-
(12) tween transmittet and the typical receiver.
2) Calculate the useful signal power g@$D,)G; E;, where
Thus, the total received power on tligh subcarrier during g(d) is defined in[(Ib).
the m-th OFDM symbol from transmitter is 3) Approximate the total received signal power from trans-

1 ) mitter j as P;[¢] = G E;,j =1,2, ...
Pi[t;m] =G;[m]E; (N2 ((N = Di+ Nep)? + (Ds — Nep)?) 4) Calculate SINR/] according to [T4).
o ( Di-N., The proposed system-level abstraction has two main ad-
+izbm (WTU‘?_@)) (13) vantages: (1) when evaluating SINR it only needs to
N2 = gin? (w%(kz _ g)) consider the timing misalignment of the receiver with respe
to transmitters; and (2) compared to the original complicated
If S;[¢;m] is desired, the useful signal power isexpressions (c.f({8) anf{{13)), the total received sigoalgr
W=Dt Nep)® 1, (m] ;; the remaining terms if(13) contributefrom transmitterj is simply approximated a#;[(] = G, E;.
to self-interference including both ICI and ISI. OtherwiseThese two facts greatly simplify system-level studies.
transmitteri’s signal appears as interference whose power isThe validness of the proposed system-level abstraction
characterized by (13). hinges on the condition that the total received signal power
from transmitterj can be well approximately a®;[¢(] =
G, E;, regardless of the timing misalignment;. As shown
in a numerical example in Figl 1, this approximation is quite
B. From Link-Level to System-Level Studies accurate: the received powers are almost uniform on the used
subcarriers except a few edge subcarriers under varioursgtim
In this subsection, we discuss how to apply the previousisalignment cases. Fid.] 2 further shows how the timing
link-level analysis on the impact of timing misalignment tanisalignment in OFDM transmission affects the power of
OFDM transmission in system-level studies. In an OFDMseful signal as well as the power of self-interference. For
system, a transmitter sends a block of coded bits on the use@mple, the received SNR of the central subcarrier would be
subcarriers. The probability that the receiver can decbde timited to less thar20 dB when the receiving window is later
block sent by transmitter depends on all the SINR values ofthan the actual timing of the received signal Bysamples
the used subcarriers. Transmitiés SINR of subcarrie is (mainly due to the self-interference).




or transmitters use constant transmit powey (ii) the timing
ol mismatcheq D;} are i.i.d. with cumulative distribution func-
tion (CDF) Fip(+), and (iii) the channel gaid?; is modeled
& ~1lor as
by _ —«
. Gi = || X[~ F, (17)
§ where«a > 2 is the pathloss exponent, arfd denotes the
§‘20 fading of the link from transmitter to the typical receiver. For
gizs e EER T S|mpI|c!ty, we consider independent Ra_ylelgh fading insthi
—D= -2 samples paper, i.e.F; ~ Exp(1); more general fading and/or the effect
w0 —Bi :g Samp:es ~ of shadowing may be treated by further applying Displacegmen
samples . . .
D= -32 samples theorem for the PPR|[5], which is not the focus of this paper.
_ask ‘ ‘ . [=—D="256samples] ‘ ‘ ‘ With these assumptions, the SINRow can be written as
-500 -400 -300 -200 _mosubcarr(i)er inde)iI.OO 200 300 400 500 W
SINR, = (D)X~ F; _
Fig. 1. Received power of an OFDM signal with timing misatigent. (1 = g(D))|| Xs||~F; + Zj;&i | X;||~*F; + No/E
N = 1024; Np = 72; the used subcarriers afe-299, ...,0,...300}. (18)
or We let & be the event that a packet from transmitier
_2/\ is decodable. Then the eve#t occurs if and only if the
received SINR is above some detection threshdlt] which
e is a function of the used modulation and coding scheme.
T -6r Mathematically, the numbel of decodable transmitters is
g -of RN given by
] ~ K
g -0 N T=>"1&) =D ISINR; > T), (19)
g -12r . i i
S ~ wherel(€) is an indicator function which equalsif the event
16l | : £ is true and) otherwise. ClearlyY is a random variable and
: : will be the central object studied in the sequel.
-18p H : ’W
\ ' - - -Self interference

-20 i i i i
—200 -100 0 100 200 300

Timing Misalignment (Samples) A. Mean Number of Decodable Transmitters

Fig. 2. Signal and self-interference powers of an OFDM digeeeived on We first consider the average number of decodable trans-

the central subcarrier with timing misalignme¥. = 1024; N, = 72; the mittersE[T],

used subcarriers are-300, ...,0, ...299}. . . .
Proposition 1. The mean number of decodable transmitters is

given by
T efh(‘r,T)SN!Tlu%
1+T

IV. ON THE DECODABLE TRANSMITTERS OF ATYPICAL
RECEIVER —77)‘// <
—amsine}(2) (TS vdy B (dr),  (20)

In this section, we apply the proposed system-level abstrac

tion to study several important statistics about the tratters

whose packets can be decoded by the typical receivervi;mereh(q-, T) = W,

the asynchronous network. Such statistics include theageer sin(rz)

number of decodable transmitters, the decoding probgbilit ™ ° ]

of the nearest transmitter, the distribution of the number o Proof: See AppendiXB. u

decodable transmitters, and system throughput. To gain some insights from Propl 1, we next focus on the
To this end, we first notice that with the proposed systerfiPecial case that the network is interference-limited, Ng —

level abstraction, the subcarrier SINR now can be written 0

as Corollary 1. In the interference-limited case witN, — 0,
SINR/[1] = g(D;)GE; (20) reduces to a simpler form:

(1 - ( l))GlEz + Zj?gi GjEj + NO. (16)

Noting that the right hand side df{[L6) is independent,afre E[Y]=Ep

can simply use the subcarrier SINR as the block SINR

based on which the decision on whether a packet is decodafgich can be upper bounded as

can be made. Therefore, in the sequel we drop the subcarrier o

index (¢ in (I8) and treat it as a block SINR. E[T] < 5’”0(5)' 22)
In the following system-level study we assume that (i) T&

SNR= E /Ny, and sin¢x) =

;@D
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Fig. 3. The upper bound on the mean number of decodable tittes1(c.f. Fig. 4. Mean number of decodable transmitters versus psatfdponent in
(22)) versus pathloss exponent. synchronized networks.

The upper bound(22) follows because by definitign) < the true values shown in Fidl] 4. In the sparse case with
1 (c.f. (I8)) and thusi(7,T) > T for all 7 € D satisfying A\ = 1/400> m~2 where the noise has a more pronounced
g(t) > T/(1 + T). The upper bound is attained whereffect, Fig[# shows that a moderate pathloss exponentridrou
timing misalignmentD is restricted within the range of cyclic 3.3) is preferred as it strikes a balance between interference
prefix. This simple upper bound only depends on two networkduction and preserving the useful signal power.
parameterse and7'. In particular, the upper bound decreases Next let us turn to the impact of timing misalignment. As
as the detection thresholdincreases, agreeing with intuition:expected and shown in{22), there is a loss in the mean number
the mean number of decodable transmitters decreases wherpthdecodable transmitters due to the timing misalignment.
modulation and coding rate are chosen such Tha higher. However, if the timing misalignment is restricted withineth

The dependency of the upper bound on the pathloss eange of cyclic prefix, i.e.D € [0, Ng,), theng(D) =1 and
ponenta is more complicated and is illustrated in Fld. 3thus the upper bound ifiL{(R2) is attained. In this case, tisane i
Note that sin¢2) is increasing withx € (2, 00). In contrast, loss due to the timing misalignment. Otherwise, the losstexi
when0 < T < 1, T+ is increasing witha € (2,00), but and depends on the distribution of the timing misalignment.
whenT > 1, T= is decreasing withy € (2, 00). Therefore, Note that the integrand ifi{R0) is zerogfr) < T/(1+T).
whenT > 1, the upper bound increases with € (2,00). The physical interpretation is that whetir) < 7'/(1 +T),
The intuition is that in order to decode packets from moii&e self interference caused by timing misalignment isaalye
transmitters in the median-to-high modulation and codatg r large enough to cause the decoding failure.
regime, it is important to reduce the interference powehst To obtain a more concrete understanding of the impact
interference-limited scenario and thus high pathloss egpb of timing misalignment, we show some numerical results
is favorable. When0 < T < 1, it is possible that the in the sequel. As a null hypothesis, we assume that the
upper bound first increases and then decreases as the pathlistribution of the timing misalignment is Gaussian withane
exponent increases. This is because in the low modulatiorand standard deviatiom but is truncated within the range
and coding rate regime, it is also important to preserve tfe(N + N.,), N + N,,). The specific parameters used in
useful signal power while reducing the interference powsslotting numerical or simulation results in this paper are
In particular, for very lowT, as a increases beyond somesummarized in Tablg | unless otherwise specified. Note that,
point, the loss of the useful signal power will outweigh thevith the OFDM sampling period normalized 19 N denotes
gain of interference reduction and thus the mean numb&e duration of the data part of an OFDM symbol. Accordingly,
of decodable transmitters will eventually decrease. Aaothwe normalize timing error deviatiom and measure it in terms
interesting observation from Fiff] 3 is that the mean numbef NN, as indicated in Tablg I.
of decodable transmitters is very small: it is less tRagven Fig. [§ shows the mean number of decodable transmitters
whenT is as low as—9 dB. We will explore this fact more versus the detection threshold. From Fig. 5, we can see
in later sections. that asynchronous transmissions have a remarkable effect o

Though the above discussion is carried out in thiie performance; for example, when aiming at decoding one
interference-limited case, the overall insights stillchethen transmitter on average and = 1/202 m~2, the loss in
noise is taken into account. For example, Elg. 4 consideéeenothe supported detection threshold is abeutdB (resp. 4
(whose power is given in Tablé 1) and shows the performandB) with ¢ = 0.2N (resp.c = 0.4N). Similarly, with
under two two transmitter densities. The dense case witte detection threshol@® = —4 dB, the loss in the mean
A = 1/20%2 m~2 is interference-limited; in this case, we camumber of decodable transmitters2$% (resp.44%) when
see that the upper bound shown in Hig. 3 is quite close d0= 0.2N (resp.c = 0.4N). Fig.[8 also shows that the
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andC is a normalization constant such that,_ ' P(T( =

PL exponenk 3.8 n)=1.
Tx power 23 dBm ) .
Channel bandwidth 10 MHZ Proof: See Appendix L. .

To gain some insights from Projpl 2, we next focus on the

Noise PSD —174 dBm special case withl" > 1. Then Prop[1l implies that
Rx noise figure 9 dB is a Bernoulli random variable: it equalswith probability
Detection threshold” —12dB A/(1+X) and0 otherwise. The mean of @ is A/(1 + A).
(]_V’ _NCP) _ (1024, 72) If the network is very sparse such that ~ o(1), then
Timing error deviations 0.2N A/(14X) ~ X = ©()\). When the transmit power is fixed, the
TABLE | performance of sparse networks is noise-limited. Thisdatgis
SIMULATION /NUMERICAL PARAMETERS that in the noise-limited case the probability that the nesre
can decode a packet from some transmitte? (). So is the
mean number of decodable transmitters. In the next subsecti
3 we will show that the probability i$2(\) as A — 0, and thus
xoomuatonio= o the probability actually scales &&()). ) }
2505, x Simulation: 6 = 0.4N If the network is very dense, i.e\,— oo, then\/(1 + \) ~
) _ﬁz::ﬁ:z o oo 1. Clearly, the performance of dense networks is interfezenc
J — Analysis: 6= 04N limited. As a result, one might think that in the interferenc

limited case the probability that the receiver can decode a
packet from some transmitter is close to The fallacy of

the above argument is thay (1 + \) is an upper bound and
may not be tight as\ — oo. In fact, the right intuition
should be that the received SINR from any transmitter in
T ‘ . the interference-limited case would not be large and thas th
A = 1/4002 %=  probability that no transmitter can be decoded can be velgti

‘ ‘ high if the detection threshold@ is large. The last intuition
can be further confirmed by examining Fig. 3. For example,
Fig.[3 shows that the mean number of decodable transmitters
is less than0.5 at « = 4 andT = 3 dB, implying that the
probability that no transmitter can be decoded is greatam th

. . .. 0.5.

relative loss in the mean nqmper Qf decodable transmltterﬁ\‘Ote that the parametér may take more explicit form in
due to asynchronous transmissions increases as the dBterIb
threshold increases, implying that asynchronous trarssoms

have a more significant impact on high-rate communication.- 73X /SNR T
9 P g \/ TED []1 (g(D) > 1+—T) Q(D)] . (24)

Therefore, ifl" > 1 anda = 4, the probability that the receiver
can decode a packet from some transmitter is proportional to
the square root of SNR in the noise-limited case, agreeing
B. An Upper Bound on the Distribution of the Number ofvith intuition: the radio link length is proportional to SNR
Decodable Transmitters when o = 4 and thus the decoding probability should be

. 2 . 2 . . . e
In the previous subsection, we studied the first order ﬁtatispropomonal to SNR' in R2. Similar intuition may be used

of the numberY of decodable transmitters. In this subsect-0 explain why the probability is inversely proportionalttee

tion, we take a broader view and study the distribution grluare root of the detection threshafd

the numberY of decodable transmitters. Though an exac(:j}. I?gbs.? anﬂ compgr?fthfedanalémg?l tjpper ﬁf“”‘i O’?h the
characterization is possible, the resulting expressionslve istribution of the humbet of decodable transmitters to the

very high dimensional integrals even in the case of pelsfecﬁ,orrespondlng true distribution obtained from simulatioer

synchronized network5[3]. Instead, we provideasimpleempptwo different transmitter densities. It can be seen that the

bound on the distribution of" in the following proposition. analytical upper bound is more accurate when the network

- ] ~ is sparser (i.e. less interference-limited).
Proposition 2. The numbell' of decodable transmitters is (first

order) stochastically dominated by a truncated Poissothaiain

1.5)

Mean # decodable TXs

0.5r

I
912 -10 -8

-6 -4 2
Detection threshold: T (dB)

Fig. 5. Mean number of decodable transmitters versus datettireshold.

me special cases. For example, whes 4,

Similar observations hold whek = 1/4002 m~—2. Note that 2
the simulation results clearly match the analysis in Eighs
provides a sanity check for the derived analytical results.

variableY®, ie, P(TW > n) > B(T > n),n = 0,1, ... C. On Decoding the Nearest Transmitter
The distribution oft ¥ js given as followsP(Y) = n) = According to Prop[2, the receiver can decode the packet
%/\n_’f’, n=0,..., L#J, where from at most one transmitter if > 1. The decodable trans-

- 2 mitter is typically the nearest one, though fading and tgmin
2\ = 7T/\/ Ep []I (g(D) > L) e%—?] dv, (23) misalignment may affect the result. Further, the probgpbili
0 1+T of decoding the nearest transmitter indicates the coverage
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Fig. 6. Analytical upper bound vs. simulation on the disttion of the Fig. 8. Impact of timing misalignment on the decoding praligbof the

number of decodable transmittets:= 1/400% m~—2. nearest transmitter.
l . N
. can decode a packet sent by some transmitter scal€g)gs
0.9 - . .
When the network is interference-limited, i.&/y — 0, (28)
o reduces to
I(g(D) > £
. 9(D) > 7=
06l Analytical upper bound P(SINR, > T) = E ( 1+T)
= — LD
Los 1+ p(h(D,T), )
0.4 1
< — " 26
0.3 : -1 + p(j“'7 a) ( )
02 Simulation where we have used the fact thatr, T) > T, for all 7 € D
01 satisfyingg(7) > T'/(1+T), in the last inequality. The above
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ upper bound is attained wheh = 0, i.e., the network is

18, Jecodable Tx 3 35 4 perfectly synchronized, which has been studiedin [8]. bt,fa

as long as the timing misalignment is restricted within the
Fig. 7. Analytical upper bound vs. simulation on the disttibn of the range of cyclic prefix, the upper bound can be attained. As in
number of decodable transmittecs:= 1/800% m2. the case of the mean number of decodable transmitters, there
is a loss in the probability of decoding the nearest trartemit

. due to the timing misalignment, and the loss depends on the
performance of cellular networks where the positions of BS§stribution of the timing misalignment.

are modeled by a PPR][8]. Therefore, it is of particularly _. . .
interest to study the probability that the receiver can deca Fig.[d shows the decoding probability of the nearest trans-

packet sent by the nearest transmitter. We answer thisiqnes{nltter versus the detection 'Fhreshold. I_:_rom Elg. 8, we an s€
: . o hat, when aiming at decoding probabilitys and A = 1/20
in the following Propositio 3.

m~2, the loss in the supported detection threshold is aBout
Proposition 3. The probability that the receiver can decode @B (resp.6 dB) with o = 0.2N (resp.c = 0.4N). Fig.[§ also
packet sent by the nearest transmittgris given by shows that the impact of asynchronous transmissions bexome

o0 T more significant as the detection threshold increases.l&imi
P(SINRy = T') = W/\/D/O I <9(T) > 1+—T> observations hold wheh = 1/4002 m—2.

x e MMV E (=mA(1bp(hm D)0y Fiy (d7),  (25)

o0

wherep(z,a) = % [Z2 H;%dv, andh(r,T) is defined in

Prop[1. ’

Proof: See AppendiXD. ] The average number of decodable transmitters charaalerize
From Prop.[B, it is easy to see the probability that the Prop[] is monotonically increasing as the detectionsthre
receiver can decode a packet sent by the nearest transmiitdrl” decreases. However, reducing the detection threshold
is ©(\) as\ — 0. Thus, the probability that the receiver canmplies that we adopt lower modulation order and/or coding
decode a packet sent by at least one transmitté2(is) as rate. This may be undesirable from a throughput point of view
A — 0. The last fact has been used in the previous sectitm order to take into account this tradeoff, we defgystem
when stating that witd” > 1 the probability that the receiver throughput¢ as the mean of the sum rate of all the transmitters

D. Optimizing System Throughput
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*A=1720% o= 0 2) Advanced receiver timingf the timing mismatches are
A=1/20% o=0.2N ; concentrated in the range-N,., N,) whereN,, N, > 0 and

~-A=1/20% 0=04N N, + Ny, < N, we can solve the timing misalignment
#-\=1/400%0= 0

A = 1/400% 6 = 0.2N
-\ = 1/400% 0 = 0.4N

o
)

problem by simply advancing the receiver timing bBY,.
Then the timing mismatches will be concentrated in the range
[0, N, + N,). As N, + N, < N, there will be no loss due

to the timing misalignment after shifting the receiverisitng
earlier. This approach is very simple but is only applicable
to the scenarios wher®, + N, < N,, and it also requires
knowledge ofN,.

3) Dynamic receiver timing positioningThe receiver may
estimate the timings used by each transmitter through reithe
o ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ pilot-based or non pilot-based synchronization methodseO

10 - a transmitter’s timing is obtained, the receiver can adajti
adjust its receiving window to decode the transmitter'skgac
Fig. 9. System throughput versus detection threshold. Compared to the previous two approaches, dynamic receiver
timing positioning is applicable to many more scenariosdiut
the cost of higher complexity. In particular, as the trarttsms

o
3

B ot O
*‘* **k

o o
w S

o

System throughput (bit/s/Hz)

©
B N
X :

0
Detection threshold: T (dB)

to the typical receiver. Mathematically, have i.i.d. timing mismatches, the typical receiver neesls t
estimate every transmitter’s timing and accordingly posg
E=E ZH(SIN& >T)log(l+T)]| . (27) its receiving window to decode a transmitter's packet.
i 4) Semi-static receiver timing positioning with multiple

With this definition, the following result follows immedey. timing hypothesesinstead of estimating each transmitter's
Corollary 2. The system throughput equais = log(1 + timing, the receiver may simply adopt multiple timi.ngl hy-
T)E[Y] with E[Y] given in Prop{1L. p_otheses:—nlA, U | R 7 PYAW wht_arenA denote_s the 'qm_mg
o . . difference between the hypothesisand the receiver’s timing.
Now we may optimize the detection threshdldby maxi-  £q every timing hypothesis, the receiver accordingly atfju
mizing the system throughpgt This optimization is of single s receiving window and performs decoding; the packets
variable and thus can be solved efficiently. To gain SOmg, the transmitters whose timings happen to be around the
intuition, we show the system throughput as a functio’of ., rent timing hypothesis may be decoded. This semi-static
in Fig.[d. From Fig[, we can see that the optimal detectiq@ ejver timing positioning approach reduces the compylexi
thresholds are respectively ,dB_’ _1, dB and -3 dB when of dynamic receiver timing positioning but still requirdset
o =0, 02N aqd 0',4N' Th|s implies th"’?t we have to bereceiver to use multiple timing windows. Further, a careful
more conservative in setting the detection threshold whepgice ofni, ns andA is important for the design. In general,

the networks are asynchronous (vs. synchronized networkgl, more the used timing hypotheses, the smaller the loss due
Another interesting observation from Fid. 9 is that the ot to timing misalignment but the higher the complexity.

detection thresholds are nearly unaffected by the tratesmit The above proposed solutions may be combined depending

density. on the application scenarios. For example, advanced mceiv
timing may be jointly used with extended cyclic prefix to
V. SOLUTIONS TOMITIGATING THE LOSS OF make the conditionV, + N, < N, hold. In practice, the

ASYNCHRONOUSTRANSMISSIONS design decision on which solution should be used or how they

_ ) should be combined is best made based on the specific scenario
In the previous section, we have seen that asynchronQRjer consideration. Note that if our target is not to decode

transmissions may have a remarkable effect on the systela-p,,ny transmitters as possible but for example is to decode
level performance. In this section we discuss four possibigs hearest transmitter, synchronizing directly with teanest

_solcll.!gons, which d_n‘fer In c_qmplexr:ty Iand (;nay be applicablg,nsmitter is of reasonable complexity and recovers the.lo
in different scenarios, to mitigate the loss due to asyrobus Let us consider the solution of semi-static receiver timing

transmissions. , - . ) positioning with multiple timing hypotheses since it can be
1) Extended cyclic prefixif the timing mismatches are 5y jied to many scenarios while having reasonable contglexi
concentrated in the rang®, N,) where N, > N, we can We take the mean number of decodable transmitters as the

solve the timing misalignment problem by simply extending,eyric to evaluate its effectiveness. The following camfl
the length of the cyclic prefix beyond/,. However, using immediately follows from Prog]1.

cyclic prefix of extended length comes at the cost of more

power and time spent in sending the cyclic prefix insteddorollary 3. Denote byH = {—-m A, ..., 0, ..., noA} the set

of being used to communicate data. This is a tradeoff, t9 timing hypotheses. The mean number of decoEiabIeAtrans-
characterization of which is beyond the scope of this pap&Ritters is given by[(20) but witly(x) substituted byj(x) =

The general principle is that this approach is applicablihéo ™MaXrex gl —7).

scenarios wherév, is not too large. The rationale of Corollarlyl3 is straightforward: a trangarit
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. é —Synchronized APPENDIX
: -4-H={0}
: H={-0.2N, 0}
1.ANN ~7-H={-0.2N, 0, 0.2N}

-2 H={-0.4N, -0.2N, 0, 0.2N, 0.4N}

A. Derivation of Equationd {4) and](7)

[
T

We first derive[(#). By the definition of discrete-time Fourie

Mean # decodable TXs
o
=

transform,
0.6/
N-1
0.4f Yt;m] = y[n;mle 72T "
n=0
0.2 N-1
-12 -10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 _ Tm— 1. — N — . —j2r£n
Detection threshold: T (dB) - Si [n DZ N epy M + 1]6 N
n=0
Fig. 10. Using semi-static receiver timing positioning lwinultiple timing N-1 E _— o,
hypotheses to mitigate the loss of asynchronous transmissi — Z ¢ Z S;k;m + 1]e?2m~ (n=DimN=Nep) o —j2m
n=0 N k
1 i k—¢
ok o ke
. o = FE; Silk;m + 1]e27 v (= Di=Nep) — 2N
is decodable as long as it is decodable under any of the used ¢ ; ilkym +1] N ZO
n=

timing hypotheses. Fid. 10 shows the effectiveness of using ol (Do
multiple timing hypotheses. As expected, the more the usedt V Eie’>™~ P Ner)Si[0m 4 1), (28)

timing hypotheses, the more the mean number of decodapjgere we have plugged(3) in the second equality and used
transmitters. Also, we can see from Fig.]110 that in thigy i the third equality, and the last equality follows frahe
numerical example using timing hypotheses helps recover, i that L ZN—l er2mEgtn _ Sk — 0]

the majority of the loss. N £=n=0

We next derive[{[7). Using the definition of discrete-time
Fourier transform,[{6) and2) yields

N—-1
VI. CONCLUSIONS Y[l;m] = Z y[n;m]e—g2w§n
n=0
N—-1+4D;
In view of the lack of network-wide synchronization in — s[-D; +n;m]efj2w§n

many wireless networks, this paper has presented a baseline ;=

SINR model for asynchronous OFDM networks, which can be ~-1

conveniently used in system-level studies. The model ia thet > s[n — (N + D;) — Nep;m + 1)e~92mxn

applied to characterize several important statistics ynas n=nN-+D;

chronous PPP networks, including the number of decodable N-1+D; VE L L,
transmitters, the decoding probability of the nearestsmeitr = Z Nl Z Si [k:;m]eﬂ’fﬁ(*Dﬁ")e*ﬂ”W”Jr

ter, and system throughput. The derived results complement n=0 k

existing analysis of synchronized networks using stoéhast V-1 VE: ok (r (NADO N gL
geometry. Further, this paper has compared and discusse(E N Zsi[k;m-Fl]ej TN (e (VD) = Nep) =72,
four possible solutions for mitigating the loss of asynetoas »=N+D: k

transmissions. (29)
This work can be extended in a number of ways. Amhe first sum in[(20) equals

extension from the studied flat-fading channels to frequenc N + D, Com kD

selective channels would be highly desirable, since OFDM’s \/ETSM; mle /TN T

main application is in such channels. It would also be ofrinte N—1+D;

est to explore scenarios where the notions of timing of ckffie + \/Ei Z S;[k; m]e 927w Di Z eﬂ"“%", (30)

transmitters are not i.i.d. For example, a cluster of trdtiens N [ n=0

may synchronize with a common anchor node or base statié)ﬁld the second sum i {29) equals

and thus their notions of timing may become correlated. Also

if propagation delays are modeled, farther transmittery ma _ \/E&&[f'er 1]6,7'%%(—131-—1%,)) + \/Ei

likely have larger timing offsets with respect to the refare N N N

receiver, leading to non i.i.d. timing mismatches. One ma ok ~ ket

further considergextending this work ?o study non-PPP ndtwo yx Z Silk;m + Hé%ﬁ(_Di_Ncp) Z 2N (31)

n=N+D;

models and compare their performance to that of PPP model *7*
studied in this paper. Combining the above two results, and plugging in the follow-
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ing two equations C. Proof of Propositiofi 2

N—1+Di - 1_ 6727Tk kL (N+D;) . .
E : IR — ~ The set of transmitters i whose packets can be decoded
1— ei2m'5"

can be upper bounded as

n=0
N-1 = rl=kp. ~
Z Jmstn _ 72 (N+Di) (] — ei2m 5" Di) (32) &= Z 6x,I(SINR; > T)
n=N+D; 1— ei2m'yt ’ X;€d -
. F X -« T
. < CASA 2 | et ] -
we obtain [(7) < 26 ]I( No/E _T)]I(g(D)>1+T)
X,€0
2 oW, (36)
B. Proof of PropositiofiL Not?D)t?‘?;Hgi(yen o the Berno;;lli r’andom variables
| o H(QIWZT)]I(g(Diplf—T),Z - 1,2,
For notational ~ simplicity, denote by Is = are independent. It follows tha® is an independent
> x,ea 1 X;]|7“F;. Then by definition, thinning of ® with thinning probability
E[Y] = p() = E [H (g(Di)Fi|Xi|_ > T) I (g(Di) T )}
e 3o gD, F: .- No/E T
(L= g(DXil~Fi + Io—sx, + No/E ~ _ T A 1
X;€® ol H_a; Ep |I(g(D) > T ) &P J(DISNR) | (37)
X
/2// [ ( el f + Io + No/E ZT)] where we have used the independencelbfand F’, and
® Fr(df)Fp (dr)M(d e o F ~ exp(1). Therefore " is a PPP with intensity measure
#(df)Fp( T) (da), (33) A4) = [, p(z)Adz. Further, T® — 31 (R?) is Poisson
where M (-) is the mean measure of the PRPi.e., M (A) = Wwith parameter
E[®(A)] for any measurable set ¢ R?, and we have used
the reduced Campbell formula for the PRP [4] in the lad(R) = / (z)Adz

equality. Noting that;’s are i.i.d. Rayleigh fadingF'r(df) = T Tlle
e~fdf, f > 0. For the homogeneous PRR M (dz) = \dz. :/ Ep [}1 (g(D) > _) exp <_¢>} Adz
Using these two facts and changing the integral with respect /R L+T g(D)SNR

to x € R? into polar coordinates, we have o T Tvs
=T7A Ep|I{g(D)> —— ———— | | dv.
om0 ) e (msw) |

—%N/ //’ i
0 D 0 Next we show thaft'“) can be truncated gt |, follow-

> T>] e~ dfFp(dr)rdr ing a similar argument as ial[4]. To this end, suppose theze ar
)r “f + L1> + No/E — n decodable transmitters, without loss of generality assume

27TA/ // T to be Xo, ..., X,—1. Denoting byl = I, 15+ No/E,
B 14T Then we have Y

x L(f > r*h(r,T)(Is + NO/E))]efdfFD(dr)rdr 9(D -)HX-H*‘“F .
—g(D) | X~ Fs + X520 1]~ F; + 1

= 27T/\/ / ( T T) for i = 0,...,n — 1, which implies that
—rR(r, T)NO/EE[ 7'r°‘h(‘r,T)Lp:| Fp(dr)rdr | X:|| = F; >
T Sh(r.T)No/ B Z] =0,j#1 ||X H FJ +1
= 27”\// ( —1 +T> e” " TR for i = 0,...,n — 1. With some algebraic manipulations, we
have the following set of inequalities:

T, (38)

T, (39)

- Amsine (2)((rT)E 2 g (dr),  (34) n—1

where we have used the shorthand functigw, T') in the (L4 D)Xl ~F > T |1 X|7“F; + D), (40)
second equality and applied in the last equality the Laplace 3=0

transform of the interference generated by a Poisson fieldfgf ; = 0,...,n — 1. Summing the above set of inequalities,
interferers with Rayleigh fading [31]:

n—1 n—1
A o sl Arsa L+T) Y X517 F > nT(O |1X)7“F; + 1)
Lr,(s) = E[e™*'*] = exp —w : (35) =0 ngj)
With a change of variables’ — v in (34), we obtain[{20) >nT Yy || X;] 7 F;. (41)

and complete the proof. §=0



It follows thatn < [+£L |, and thus the proposition has been[s3]
proven.

D. Proof of Propositiol B [4]

To begin with, we condition on the location of the nearesis
transmitterX, = = = (r,6) and its associated fadin, = f
and timing misalignmenD, = 7. Then

P(SINRQ Z T|XO = IaFO = f’ DO frnd 7')

_ gzl f
- P((l =gz~ f + To—s, + No/E =1

’XOZ‘TaFO:faDOZT>

(6]

(7]
(8]

= ]P’(f >r*h(1,T)Io—s5, + No/E) [

T

’XOZ‘T’FO:faDOZT>H(g(T) > 1—|——T>

[10]
=07 (2 P T T, + Mo/ )

|®(B(o,7)) = 0)]1 (g(T) > H%) ,

whereP*/7(.) denotes the Palm distribution with respect to1
®, i.e., the probability law conditioned on that there exists
a point at locationz with the marksf and r. Note that, [13]
conditioned on that the nearest point is locatedrinthere

are no other points i® located in the balB(o, r) centered at

o with radiusr, i.e., ®(B(o,r)) = 0. This condition has been [14]
made explicitly in [4R). Further, the first term b {42) ecual

[11]
(42)

[15]
e (f 2 M7, T)(Tange(o,r) -5, + No/E)

#(B(o.r) ~0)
= PI’f’T(f > Tah(Ta T)(I(I’F]BC(O,T)—(?m + NO/E))
= P(f > Tah(Ta T)(LI?F]BC(O,T) + NO/E)) (17]

The first equality in [(4B) is due to the independence of
IsnBe(o,r)—s, and ®(B(o,r)) = 0, which follows from the
complete independence property of PPP. The second equa{ﬁ%]/
in @3) is due to Slivnyak-Mecke Theoreim [4].

Following a similar derivation as in[8], we can unconditior!®]
on Fy = f and Xy = « to obtain

[16]

(43)

T
P(SINRy > T'|Dg = 7) = wAl <g(7’) > 7 - T> [20]

% /Oo e—v% W T)No/ B g =mXv(1+p(h(rT),0)) gy, (44)
0 [21]
wherep(t, ) is defined in Prod.3. Unconditioning further on
D = 7 yields [25). This completes the proof.
[22]
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