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Abstract—We derive a closed-form approximation of the sta-
tionary distribution of the Age of Information (Aol) of the
semi-persistent scheduling (SPS) protocol which is a core part
of NR-V2X, an important standard for vehicular communica-
tions. While prior works have studied the average Aol under
similar assumptions, in this work we provide a full statistical
characterization of the Aol by deriving an approximation of its
probability mass function. As result, besides the average Aol,
we are able to evaluate the age-violation probability, which is of
particular relevance for safety-critical applications in vehicular
domains, where the priority is to ensure that the Aol does not
exceed a predefined threshold during system operation. The study
reveals complementary behavior of the age-violation probability
compared to the average Aol and highlights the role of the
duration of the reservation as a key parameter in the SPS
protocol. We use this to demonstrate how this crucial parameter
should be tuned according to the performance requirements of
the application.

Index Terms—Age of Information, Semi-persistent Scheduling,
C-V2X, Medium Access Control, Semantic Communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the manufacturing and automotive industry, there has
been a significant increase in applications that require con-
tinuous control decisions based on the perception of a remote
target. This has led to new requirements for wireless commu-
nication systems. The focus is shifting from providing reliable
transmission of individual data points to providing reliable
transmission of the right information at the right time. Hence,
classical metrics such as latency or throughput are no longer
sufficient to evaluate communication, and new metrics must
be employed [1], [2].

A metric to quantify the freshness of information at the
receiver is the Age of Information (Aol). The Aol quantifies
the time elapsed since the most recent information avail-
able at the receiver was generated at the transmitter [3]],
[4]]. Optimizing the communication system to minimize the
average Aol will thus lead to fresh information at the receiver,
providing a basis for continuous control decisions. For some
applications such as, e.g., platooning in autonomous driving or
automated guided vehicle (AGV) maneuvering in automated
factories, particularly strict requirements on the freshness of
information are necessary to ensure the intended functionality.
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These requirements can be expressed using an age threshold
[5]l, [6]. The communication system should then be optimized
to minimize the age-violation probability, i.e., the proportion
of time spent above the age threshold. To facilitate this form of
optimization, the generation time and the age threshold need to
be available on all communication layers, for example through
the use of a semantic header [7] or, more generally, through
the introduction of a semantic-effectiveness (SE)-plane [8].

A. Prior Work

The concept of information freshness has been first in-
troduced in the context of vehicular communications [3]],
and since then the Aol has been extensively studied in the
literature (see, e.g., [9] for an early overview). While earlier
works focused mostly on point-to-point settings, more recent
approaches target multiple access settings, with the objective
to re-evaluate channel access mechanisms (in particular grant-
free), with regard to the Aol behavior in the system.

For some simplified system settings, the effects of basic
parameters such as, e.g., channel utilization, on the Aol are
studied in [10]-[18]. Among the methods already investigated
are classical protocols such as slotted ALOHA (SA) [10],
[11] and Aol-optimized versions of SA [12] or Carrier-Sense
Multiple Access with Collision Avoidance (CSMA/CA) [13]],
[14]. In addition, modern channel access methods [19]], such
as Irregular Repetition Slotted ALOHA (IRSA) [20], have
been investigated with respect to Aol [[15], [[16]. Especially
for set-ups such as Massive Machine-type Communications
(mMTC) [15] or Vehicle-to-Everything (V2X) [16]], these pro-
tocols achieve particularly low average Aol and age-violation
probabilities.

Another important protocol is Semi-Persistent Scheduling
(SPS). SPS, which falls in the class of reservation-based
protocols, forms the basis of the 3rd generation partnership
project (3GPP) New Radio V2X (NR-V2X) standard [21]] for
uncoordinated transmission on Sidelink. When optimizing an
already deployed protocol such as SPS, the specifics of the
protocol should be well understood so that any adaptations
remain compatible with the protocol. A detailed description
of the SPS protocol, especially with regard to interactions
with other communication layers, can be found in [22[]. An
evaluation of the protocol with regard to classical metrics such
as packet error rate and throughput (e.g. as a function of the



channel utilization and the distance between two vehicles) is
performed in [23]], [24]. The challenges of SPS with non-
periodic sampling are investigated in [23[], [25].

In the context of SPS, several efforts were also made to
characterize the average Aol or Peak Aol (PAol) (defined as
the value that the Aol reaches immediately before a reset
triggered by an update). In [17], a model was developed
that shows the dependence between the expected PAol and
the packet generation interval. The model considers collisions
with up to two nodes. In [18]], a model was developed that
characterizes the influence of the reservation duration on the
Aol and the PAol.

B. Contribution and Outline

Despite extensive research in this area, the Aol-related
behavior of reservation-based access protocols is not yet fully
understood. While current research is focused on the average
Aol as a metric, understanding the age-violation probability
of reservation-based protocols is of great significance when
optimizing a wider range of automotive and other applications.
Motivated by this, we provide, to the best of our knowledge,
the first model for the age-violation probability of the SPS
protocol. Specifically, we consider a setting in which devices
send time-stamped status updates to all devices in communi-
cation range on a shared channel without feedback. In this
setup, we make the following key contributions:

o We characterize the Aol process as a Markov model,
prove its stationarity, and derive a closed-form approx-
imation for its stationary distribution. Thus, we pro-
vide first quantitative insights into the ON-OFF behavior
of SPS, establishing an analogy with the Gilbert-Elliot
channel, which results from the periodic reservation of
resources.

o We study the behavior of the tail of the age distribution
and derive a closed-form approximation of the age-
violation probability (i.e., the probability that the Aol
exceeds a certain pre-defined threshold).

« In addition, we investigate the critical role of the reser-
vation duration parameter and the sampling rate of the
perception data for information freshness. Based on this,
we discuss the best operating conditions under different
channel loads.

Initial results with regard to this topic were discussed in [26].
Paper Outline: The remainder of the paper is organized
as follows. In Sect. we introduce the system model,
focusing on the key features of the studied reservation-
based protocol. In Sect. we present a closed-form
solution for the probability distribution of the Aol and
discuss numerical results for the average Aol and the age-
violation probability. The assumptions necessary to derive the
probability distribution of the Aol are discussed in Sect.
Sect. [V] summarizes the results of the paper.

Notation: We use N = {1,2,...} to denote the set of natural
numbers and Ny to denote N U {0}. The indicator function is
denoted as 14 in the domain A. Further, we use

Bin(n, p; k) = (Z)pk(l —p)rk (1)

to denote the probability mass function (pmf) of the binomial
distribution with #n trials and success probability p. We define

?_if)(ﬁ('))(x) = (fox fiees £5) ) @)

to be successive convolutions.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a network consisting of V' € N homogeneous
nodes. The nodes share a communication channel, which we
model as slotted in time (i.e., all time-related quantities are
expressed as multiples of the duration of one slot). Assuming
a frame size m € N (m > V) and that all nodes are frame and
slot synchronous, we decompose the time ¢ € Ny into a frame

index k(t) € Ny and frame position 7(t) € {0,...,m — 1} as
k(t) == |t/m] 3)
T(t) =t —k(t)m. (€))]

Throughout the paper, we consider an arbitrary but fixed
node v € {l,...,V}. It monitors a time-varying proces
® that all other nodes need to be aware of. This process
is sampled at the beginning of each frame (i.e., at position
zero), corresponding to periodic sampling with periodicity
m. The content of a sample can be transmitted in exactly
one slot. The position in which node v transmits during
frame x is denoted as DV(x) € {0,...,m — 1}. Thus, the
channel occupancy pattern can be described as a sequence
D(x) = (D'(x),...,DY(x)) In the following, we will
refer to DV (x) as D(x).

The number of simultaneous transmissions with node v on
the shared channel in frame x is denoted as the frame state
A(x) and defined as
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In this system model, we consider nodes that rely on half-
duplex for sending and receiving. This means that a node
cannot send and receive at the same time. Further, all nodes are
in communication range of each other and, as a consequence,
there are no hidden nodes in the system. Considering a

collision channel model, we interpret

e« A(x) =1 as a singleton, i.e., the transmission of node
v was not simultaneous with any other transmission. In
this case, we assume successful decoding at every node
in the network.

e« A(x) = 2 as a collision, i.c., the transmission of node
v was simultaneous with at least one other transmission.
In this case, we assume that neither transmission can be
decoded correctly.

A. Age of Information

For a node u # v € {l,...,V}, the Aol describes the
freshness of node u’s maintained information about ® at time
t. Formally, the Aol AY7%(t) is defined as the time between

IE.g., the velocity of the node or the temperature measured at the node.
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Fig. 1: Example of realization of the Aol A(z). The time is
structured into frames of m slots. At the beginning of each frame, a
packet is generated (sampled from ®) and afterwards transmitted. The
green checks mark singleton transmissions while the red crosses mark
collided transmissions. The solid line shows the Aol at the receiver.
In addition, the dashed line shows the channel access delay. For this
example with a singleton transmission in frame k(#;), respectively
k(t), and a collided transmission in the previous frame, the collision
duration C(k(t;)) equals zero according to (7).

the sampling of the last singleton transmission and the time of
observation ¢ [3]. Since collisions and half-duplex operation
are the only error sources we model, all nodes receive the same
information at the same time. Thus, without loss of generality,
we can drop v — u and use A(f) to denote the Aol. In the
considered system model, node v samples @ at the beginning
of each frame at position 0. Thus, we define the Aol as

AQE) = m-Clk(t)-1)+m+7() (1) < D(k(t)) ©)

T m-Ck(n) +7(2) (1) = D(k(1)),

where the collision duration C(x) describes the number of
frames since the most recent update of node v in frame x, and
is defined as

C(x) :=min{c € {0,...,x}: A(x—c) =1} @)

In order to exclude the possibility of this and similar minima
definitions being over an empty set, we use the convention
that D(0) = (0,...,0),D(1) = (1,...,V). We will see in
Lemma [I] that the system can be described by a Markov chain
with a unique stationary distribution. Since our later analysis is
confined to the stationary state of the system, this convention
does not affect the results of our analysis.

In Fig. [T} we show an exemplary evolution of the Aol.

B. Channel Access Model

In this paper, we consider decentralized access to a shared
channel based on the 3GPP standard (see, e.g., [21, Section
5.22.1.1]). The SPS protocol allows users to reserve a position
within the frame for future transmissions so that other users
can anticipate further transmissions and avoid collisions, by
listening to the channel. In Fig. 2] we illustrate an example of
the protocol operation showing the transmission pattern for a
system with four nodes in two subsequent frames.

According to the main idea of SPS, new reservations are
only made on positions that were empty in the previous frame.
The empty positions in frame x are defined as

N(x):={0,...,m—1}\D(x). )

NODE
NODE
(@]
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Fig. 2: Example of operation for SPS. In (a), the transmission
pattern for four nodes during a generic frame x is presented. With
probability (1 — pg), the nodes keep their reservation and transmit
in the same position as they used in frame x and with probability
PE, they perform a reselection, selecting a new position for their
transmission. During the reselection, the nodes exclude all slots that
were already occupied by any transmissions in the previous frame
and randomly select from the remaining slots according to a uniform
distribution. In (b), the transmission pattern in the subsequent frame
x+1 is depicted. In the example shown, node C performs a reselection,
giving up position 4 in frame x and reserving position 3 in frame
x + 1. During the reselection, C only considers empty positions in
frame x (in this case {1,3}). In the example shown, node C selects
position 3 for its transmission. The reselection of node C has resolved
the existing collision between nodes C and D. Such a collision can
potentially last for several frames until one of the two nodes performs
a reselection.

Considering the example in Fig. [2] this would correspond to
N(x) ={1,3} and N(x+1) = {1}. From the empty positions,
the reselecting node selects one position uniformly at random.
To denote the number of empty slots in frame x, we use

N(x) := IN(x)]. )

At the beginning of each new reservation, the reservation
counter is selected from a predetermined distribution. Each
time the node makes a transmission at the selected position,
the reservation counter is decreased by one until it reaches
zero, and a new reservation begins.

If the reservation counter is drawn from a geometric dis-
tributiorﬂ with success probability pg (henceforth called the
ending probability), the transmission rules can equivalently be
summarized as follows:

At t = mx, before the first transmission of frame x is made,
each node v

«» with probability (1 — pg) keeps the same position
s = D(x — 1) for the next transmission;
« with probability pg selects a new position
s ~ Uniform{N (x — 1)} for the next transmission.
The transmission then takes place at ¢’ = mx + s. We refer to
the selection of the new position as reselection.
In this context we define the reservation duration B(x) to
denote at frame x the number of frames since node v changed
its transmission slot as

B(x) :=min{b € {1,...,x}: D(x-b) # D(x—b+1)}. (10)

We use &, (x) to characterize the end of the n-th reservation
prior to frame x, where &, (x) is recursively defined as

Ens1(x) 1= &n(x) = B(£n (X)), (1)

2in practice, a finite distribution such as the uniform distribution is used



with &y(x) := x. To characterize the start of the n-th reserva-
tion, we use ¥, (x) := &,41(x)+1. We use node C in Fig.[2]as an
example to explain the notation. According to the definition,
in frame x+1, the start and end of the zeroth reservation would
be in frame yo(x + 1) = &y(x + 1) = x + 1. In addition, the end
of the first reservation would be in frame & (x + 1) = x, while
the start of the first reservation is not shown in the example.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this chapter, we present two results. The first result,
Theorem [T} describes the segments into which the Aol can be
decomposed. The second and main result of this paper, Theo-
rem [2} is an approximation of the pmf of the Aol. In addition,
we show numerical results for the cdf of the approximated
Aol and discuss the quality of the approximation. Finally, we
conclude this section with numerical results for the average
Aol and the age-violation probability.

A. Decomposing the Aol

The Aol A(t) can be expressed as the sum of different
segments. To separate the segments, we use the collided
reservation count W(x) to describe the number of reselections
node v has performed up to frame x since its last singleton

transmission as
W(x) :==min{n € {0,...,x} : A(&(x)) = 1}. (12)

Theorem 1. The Aol for node v at time t can be written as

A(t) = (1) +m(1 SO Bk - 1)) 13)
if 7(t) < D(k(t)) and as
A =T +my T B, k@) 4

if T(t) > D (k(1)).

For a better understanding of the result, the theorem is
illustrated with an example in Fig. [3] The proof of Theorem [I|
can be found in Appendix

B. Approximation results for the Aol

The core result of this paper is an approximation that
describes the pmf of the Aol in stationary state (see Lemma [I)).
The approximation is based on the assumption discussed in
Sect.[[V-B|implying that the dependence of the state at the start
of a new reservation on the state of the previous reservation
is negligible. A more detailed discussion can be found in

Sect.

Theorem 2. For a stationary system, the probability distribu-
tion of the Aol P(A(t) = §) can be approximated as

(1)

B0 =0) = “Dgk(s) - 1)+ =Y

m

q(k(5)), (15)
if (1) = 1(5) and as

P(A(t)=6)=0 (16)

otherwise, with
w—1

w b
00 = Y. 3 (e = e = p(0))

w=0 b=1 n=0

(p(~))(0) (17)
and

p(b) = pe(1 - pg)” -

V-1 1
= [(1—(1—p5)b-1)
A=1

m

> Py(n) -Bin(V - 1,@;1)]) (18)
n=1 n

The parameter w describes the maximum number of col-
lided reservations that we take into account within the model.
The parameter b describes the maximum number of trans-
missions per reservation that we take into account within the
model. The accuracy of the approximation increases as w and
b increase.

Clearly, the pmf approximation of the Aol given in The-
orem [2| depends on the time of observation r. However,
it is worth noting that this dependence concerns only the
position 7(¢) and not the frame index k(f). For a compact
representation of the different distributions for the different
positions, we average the distribution of the Aol over all
possible positions and represent them as

m—1
PA=6):= )] (%]P’(A(k(t)m +n)=6)|. (19

n=0

C. Numerical results

In order to validate the accuracy of the pmf, we have imple-
mented the system described above in Python for comparison.
The source code used for the simulations is available as an
electronic supplement with this paper. Each individual sim-
ulation consists of 550,000 frames, whereby the first 50,000
frames are not evaluated in order to avoid transient effects.
For the numerical evaluation of Theorem 2, we consider
reservation durations up to a length of » = 1000 and a
maximum collision number of w = 50. As describing Py (n) is
difficult, we assume, as in [[18]], that the number of empty slots
in each frame is approximately equal to the expected value of
empty slots E[N]. We discuss this assumption in more detail

in Sect. [V-Cl

Based on this assumption, p(b) can be approximated as

V-1
p(b) ~ pe(1 = pp)” - (1 - [(1 ~(-pe )’
=1

PE

B[N] ’”])'

In Fig. 4| we show P(A < ¢) for different combinations of
frame size (sampling period), channel load, and the ending
probability pg. For all combinations of parameters shown,
the proposed approximation matches the simulation results
closely.

Let us now take a closer look at the evolution of the cdf of
the Aol P(A < §). For all combinations, it is noticeable that the
distribution has a strong growth before 2m and a slow growth

-Bin(V -1,

(20)
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Fig. 3: Segments contributing to the Aol. The transmission pattern of node v is illustrated frame by frame. The transmissions are shown
here as circles. Green squares signify singleton transmissions and red circles collided transmissions. In addition, we mark the start and end
of a reservation using inward-pointing triangles. Based on (TT)) and (T2), we label the final transmission of the last reservations before k(r)
(a) and, k(t) — 1 (b), respectively. Thus, the distance between two reservations, for example, the first and second reservation before frame
k(1), is mB(€1(k(1))). According to definition (@), the Aol is the time between the sampling instance of the last singleton and the time
of observation 7. In this example the last singleton is in frame &y (r))(k(2))(a) respectively &y (k(r)—1)(k(#) — 1)(b) and the sampling
occurred at the beginning of this frame. The last singleton transmission before ¢ is always the last transmission within a reservation. Thus,
the Aol is characterized by the sum of w reservation durations (in slots) plus the slots already passed in frame k(7).
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Fig. 4: Cdf of the Aol comparing analytic (solid line) and simulative
(dashed line) results.

with a long tail afterwards. The higher the Aol, the longer
there has been no successful transmission. As in [[18]], we refer
to time periods without successful singleton transmissions as
OFF-times. The length of the tail represents the duration of
OFF-times, and the slope represents the rate at which OFF-
times are observed.

Furthermore, we observe that smaller pg and therefore
longer reservation counters (compare green and blue curves)
lead to significantly higher probabilities below 2m and a longer
tail. This means that there are fewer prolonged OFF-times,
but those that remain can be even longer. When we increase
the channel load % (compare the orange and blue curve),
we observe that the number of OFF-times is becoming more
frequent and longer. Reducing the slots m per frame by half
(compare the red and blue curves) leads to a shift; the values
adopted by the Aol are only half as large.

D. Application of the Aol distribution

These correlations can now be used to adapt the parameters
to the requirements of the respective application. Consider,
for example, the role of the reservation counter. In the 3GPP
standard, the distribution from which the reservation counter is
chosen is given as a function of the sampling rate (e.g. uniform
in [5,15] for a sampling rate of 100ms). In our model, we
assume a geometric distribution of the reservation counter. We
use the pmf from Theorem [2] to calculate the average Aol and
the age-violation probability and thus determine the optimal
working conditions.

The average Aol can be computed from the pmf as

E[A] =26~P(A=5) 1)
5=0
and the age-violation probability as
0
ggzl—ZP(Azé). (22)
5=0

Average Aol: For the average Aol of SPS, there is already a
model [[18] against which we compare our results. The assump-
tions of the system model in [18]] are largely identical to ours.
V nodes send samples based on the rules presented in Sect.
The first main difference is the introduction of probability
PKeep» Which specifies the probability with which the same
slot D (x) is used for the duration of a further reservation. If
the reservation counter is drawn from a geometric distribution
with probability prc, the parameter pg in this paper is related
to the parameters prc and pgeep in 18] as follows:

PE = (1 = pro)(1 - pKeep)- (23)

The second difference is the sample generation. In both [[18]]
and our model, a new sample is assumed for each frame. In
our model, we additionally consider the time of sampling. We
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Fig. 5: The average Aol as a function of pg for a system with 195
nodes and 200 slots per frame. Analytical models versus simulation
(cross markers)

assume that samples are always generated at a fixed time in
the frame (e.g. in the O-th slot) and thus model a periodic
upper-layer application.

Fig. 5] shows the average Aol as a function of pg for 195
nodes and 200 slots per frame. As a baseline, we used the
analytic results of [I18] and simulation results. We include
simulation results for two cases. In the first case, we assume
that the reservation counter is drawn uniformly at random from
[5,15] according to [27]]. In the second case, we assume a
geometric distribution with prc = 0.9. In both cases pkeep
is varied from 0 to 0.8, resulting, according to (23), in pg
varying from 0.02 to 0.1

First, we observe that the curves of our model are very
similar to those of [18]]. The difference between the curves is
caused by the slightly different system models, specifically our
additional consideration of the sampling instance. This shows
that both models can reproduce the average Aol well. As in
[18]], we also see here that in the range of small values pg,
a uniform distribution of the duration of the reservation can
reasonably be approximated by a geometric distribution.

Age-violation probability: In Fig.[f] the age-violation prob-
ability is illustrated as a function of pg for frame durations
of 100 and 200 slots and system sizes of 66, 130 and 195
nodes. For the evaluation, we assume an exemplary application
threshold of 8 = 400 slots, however, other thresholds in the
range of 200 to 2000 slots show the same tendencies. For
all parameter combinations, we observe that the age-violation
probability increases with higher pg and therefore shorter
reservation length. Furthermore, we observe, as expected, a
lower age-violation probability for equal load but smaller
frame size. This is not surprising: E.g., with a sampling
period of 100 slots, two transmissions could be lost without
exceeding the Aol threshold. With a sampling rate of 200 slots
on the other hand, the threshold is exceeded as soon as a
single transmission is lost. Due to the increased reservation
duration, consecutive collisions are longer lasting but occur
less frequently. This means that the case of two collisions that
can be compensated for with shorter sampling rates basically
no longer occurs. Thus, instead of sending twice as many
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Fig. 6: The age violation probability for a threshold 6 = 400 slots as
a function of pg and for frame durations of 100 and 200 slots and
channel loads of 0.66 and 0.98 nodes/slot, comparing the analytical
model (lines) against simulations (markers).

samples per node, we could accommodate almost twice as
many nodes at half the sampling rate without increasing the
age-violation probability.

Further, we observe that the performance with regard to
age-violation is complementary to the performance with re-
gard to average Aol. The age-violation probability increases
(worse performance) while the average Aol decreases (better
performance) with higher pg. This illustrates the relevance of
a model that is capable of representing both.

IV. ASSUMPTIONS

In this chapter, we take a closer look at the assumptions
made for the results and discuss the implications. Before we
discuss the assumptions in detail, we summarize them here:
(i) The system is in steady state. (ii) The state A(y;(x)) at the
beginning of a reselection is approximately independent of the
state A(&;41(x)) at the end of the last reselection. (iii) For the
numerical evaluation, we have also assumed that the number
of empty slots in each slot is constant.

A. Stationarity

The system described in Sect. [lI] is fully described by the
channel occupancy pattern D(x) = (D!(x),... ,DV(x))xeNo.
Based on the transmission rules in Sect. the transition
probability of the channel occupancy pattern from one frame
to the next can be stated as

P(Q(x+1) - (d',...,dV) ID(x) = (c‘,...,cV))

) Z\\;/:l ]ld";éc"

= (1 = pg)¥vmt Tar=e” ( = (24)

N(cl,...,cY)

for all (c!,...,cY,d",...,dV) e S(x+1), where

Sx+1):={(",....c%d",....d")e{0,....m-1}*V:
Iv,ue{l,...,V}:d"#c" Ad" =d" ANu #v}



and as
P(Q(x+ 1) = (dl, .. .,dV) ID(x) = (cl, . .,cV)) -0 (25)

for all (c¢',...,c¢Y,d',...,dV) ¢ S(x + 1). Therefore, the
system is a Markov Chain.

Lemma 1. The sequence D(x) = (Dl(x),...,DV(x))XeNO
is an aperioidc, irreducible Markov chain with state space
{1,...,m}V. Therefore, the Markov chain is ergodic and a
unique stationary distribution exists for D (x).

The proof of Lemma [I] can be found in Appendix [B] The
number of empty slots N(x), which is calculated determin-
istically from the occupancy pattern (@) and (8], also has a
stationary distribution, defined as

Pn(n) :=P(N(x) =n). (26)

In the remainder of the paper, we make the simplifying
assumption that the Markov chain D (x) is in its stationary dis-
tribution for the value of x considered. Lemma [I] ensures that
this is asymptotically true for large values of x independently
of the initial state of the system. The numerical evaluations we
have made for Sect. [[lI-C| suggest that the simulated system
reaches its stationary state within maximum 50000 iterations,
indicating that this assumption is a reasonable one in practice.

B. Independence

For better readability of this subsection we introduce ab-
breviations for the frame state and the number of ongoing
transmission at the end of the i-th reservation as

AY = A(x))
B? := B(&(x)).

In this paper, we assume that the dependence between the
frame state A(&p(x)) and the frame state A(&,,(x)) is negligi-
ble. Therefore, the distribution of collided reservations W(x),
as defined in (I2)), can be approximated as

P(W(x) =w)
@ p(pf £ £ _
Zr(Af 22, AL 228 = 1)

~P(AL =1) ~ﬁP(Af >2).

27)
(28)

(29)
Further, we assume that the dependence between the number
of ongoing transmission in the i-th reservation and the frame
state of any other reservation before or after is negligible. More
specifically, the approximation we need is

& _ 3 & & _
P(BY =g 22, AL 2208 = 1)

~ p(B;f = Af > z). (30)

It is clear that these approximations cannot hold with
equality and therefore necessarily introduce an error into any
calculation of Aol based on them. Therefore, the usefulness
of our approximations depends on the question of how large
the error introduced in this way is. For this reason, we provide
numerical comparisons with the exact values of the Aol along

with the numerical evaluations of our formulas that we give
in Sect. This comparison is important because it gives
insight in the overall applicability of our approximations that
depends not only on how big the error in (29) and (30) is but
also on how it propagates to the Aol estimates.

However, we believe it is also worth evaluating some aspects
of the approximation (Z9) and (B0) directly. To this end,
we first observe that according to the transmission rules,
the frame state Ai at the end of the w-th reservation only
depends on the frame state A(y,,(x)) at the start of the same
reservation. This is because the only way the value can change
during the reservation is if some colliding nodes end their
reservation, which according to the transmission rules occurs
independently of all other events. Moreover, it is reasonable
to expect that among the random variables that appear in
the approximations, the most strongly correlated ones are the
frame states in successive reservations.

In order to get an idea of how accurate the approximations
are, we therefore compare the probability distribution of the
frame state A(y,,(x)) at the beginning of a reservation with
and without presence of the conditions Ai . = land Afv 22
on the frame state at the end of the preceding reservation.

As a measure of similarity, we use the variational distance
n(P,Q), which describes the area between the two probabil-
ity functions P and Q. In discrete domains, the variational
distance is defined as

n(P,0) =05 |P(x) - Q(x)|

X€Z

€2y

and assumes values in [0, 1], with O corresponding to iden-
tical distributions. In Fig. we illustrate the variational

distance between P := P(A(yw(x)) = /llA’E > 2) and Q =

w+l
P(A(yyw(x)) = Q) as a function of the channel load % for dif-
ferent numbers of slots per frame for pg = 0.1. For small frame
lengths, the variational distance is comparatively large. For
longer frame lengths (min. 50 slots per frame), the variational
distance becomes smaller and the approximation therefore
more accurate. This can be explained by the observation that
the probability P(A(y,, (x)) = 1) depends on the number of
empty slots in frame x. The number of free slots is influenced
by a collision in frame x in that there are more free slots
available (collided nodes occupy fewer slots). The greater the
number of slots in general, the less weight these additional
slots have.

In Fig. 8] we illustrate the variational distance between
P = ]P(A(yw(x)) =S, = 1) and O = P(A(ys (%)) = )
as a function of the channel load % for different numbers
of slots per frame for pg = 0.1. The overall low variational
distance shows that the approximation is satisfactory. The
approximation is particularly accurate for longer frame lengths
(= 50) and low channel loads (< 0.7).

With this we come to the conclusion that especially for large
m the distributions are similar enough to use the approximation

(29).
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Fig. 7: Approximation validation. The variational distance for
probabilities P := P(A(yw(x)) = AUA(&ps1(x)) =2) and Q =
P(A(yw(x)) = Q) is illustrated as function of the system load for
different values of the frame length.

0.025 -| === number slots m =10
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Fig. 8: Approximation validation. The variational distance for
probabilities P = P(A(yw(x)) = AYA(éps1(x))=1) and Q :=
P(A(yw(x)) = Q) is illustrated as function of the system load for
different values of the frame length.

C. Number of empty slots

In this paper, we approximate the number of empty slots
per frame according to the derivation of the expected value in
[18]].

N(D(x)) = E[N], (32)

Therefore, we give a detailed account of the derivation in [18].
In [[18} (2)-(16)] E[N] is determined iteratively by starting with
E[N]o = 3 using

m

E[N]jy = — 33
[ ]+l 1+Kl‘(l_é)_1€ (33)
with w, == (w!, ..., wY);
\4 PE kK DE vk
k
Lo (V) —PE__F(p__PE__} 4
Wi (k)1+E[N]i( 1+E[N],~) (34)

—— V=130; m= 200; p:=0.1

0.35 4 V=195; m= 200; pe=0.1
—< V=130; m= 200; ps=0.02
0.30 1 —— V=66; m= 100; ps=0.1

0.251

=n)

0.20 1

P(Ne(x)

0.151

0.101

0.05 1

0.00

0:6 0j8 ltO 1?2 lt4
normalized number of emptly slot n/E[N,]

Fig. 9: Probability distribution empty slots.

Further, [ is the V XV identity matrix and e denotes a column

.....

is defined as

0 else
As we show in Figure 0] using some example parameters, the
distribution of empty slots is concentrated around the expected
value. At very high loads, the approximation is less accurate
than at low to moderate loads.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we derived an approximation for the pmf of
the Aol for reservation-based channel access schemes, specif-
ically focusing on SPS. We validate the approximation using
simulations. With this model, we are able to better quantify
the typical ON-OFF behavior which arises from reserving
resources periodically, and thereby repeating collisions and
successful transmissions alike. In addition, our model offers
the first tool for quantifying the age-violation probability,
which is important for safety-critical applications. Further,
we demonstrate the necessity for cross-layer optimization
by showing, for example, that one can accommodate almost
twice as many nodes in a system with almost the same age
violation probability if the reservation probability and the
sampling period are chosen properly. We conclude by the
observation that it is of critical importance to properly define
the requirements of the application, since, as have seen from
the examples, minimizing the average Aol does not lead to a
minimum age violation probability in general.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

First, we show that the collision duration C(x), compare
(]ZI), can be decomposed into reservations. The number of
reservations into which we can decompose C(x) is described
by the collided reservation counter W(x) as defined in (12).
The duration of each reservation is described in terms of the
reservation duration B(x) measured from the respective end
of the reservation &, (x).



Lemma 2. For all x € N, we can write the collision duration

as
Wi(x)-1

C= ), B,

w=0

(36)

where we use the convention that a summation ranging from
0 to —1 has value 0.

Proof. If W(x) = 0, then by (I2) we have A(x) = 1, so by
(@), we have C(x) =0 and the lemma holds. Now let W(x) €
{1,...,x}. Then, clearly, the following holds:

Wi(x)-1 m Wi(x)-1
D BE) T D (G - (1)
w=0 w=0

=&0(x) = Ewx) (%)
@y Ew(x) (%),

where (a) stands for the definition after (TII). The proof is
complete if we can show that x —&w (x) (x) = C(x). According
to (7), this follows if

Alfw(x)(x)) =1 (37
and if for all j € {0,...,x = Ew(x)(x) — 1}
Ax—j) =2 (38)

Setting i := x — éw(x)(x) — j, we equivalently have for all
ie{l,....x=¢éwx)(x)}

A(éw(x)(x) +1) > 2.

follows from and can be argued in two steps.
First, according to the transmission rules in Sect. the
position D (y,,(x)) is occupied in every frame from frame
vw(x) to frame &,,(x). That is, no nodes other than those
already transmitting at D (7y,, (x)) transmit at this position.
Therefore,

(39)

Ayw(x)) 2 -+ 2 Aléw(x))

for all w € {0,...,x}. Second, by (I2), the frame state at the
end of a reservation is for all w < W(x)

A(éw(x)) = 2.

Finally, we note that by the definition of y,(x) after (T,
Ew(x) (X)+1 = yw(x)-1(x). Hence, the term &w () (x)+i which
appears in (39) is between y,,(x) and &, (x) with w < W(x)
for all possible values that i ranges over, which concludes the

proof of (39). i

Proof of Theorem[I} Theorem [I] now follows by substituting

(36) into the definition of the Aol (6). mi
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA[I]

Proof. To prove irreducibility, we show that the transi-
tion from any (d',...,dY) to any other state (c',...,c")
where ¢,d € {l,...,m} is feasible for all v €

{1,...,V}. For a system with V < m, as described in

Sect. {(1,....mN\{c',...,c¥} is not empty. Let 7 €
{1,...,m¥N\{c',...,c"}, then according to (24)

P(Q(x+1)=(7',...,‘r) ID(x) = (c‘,...,cV)) >0
and
]P’(Q(x+1): (d‘,...,dV) ID(x) = (T,...,T)) > 0.
The proof of aperioidcity follows from (24) as
P(Q(x+1): (dl,...,dv) ID(x) = (dl,...,dv)) >0. O

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM [2]

A. Determining the duration of one collided reservation

First, we derive all pmfs necessary to specify the pmf of
the duration of a collided reservation. We begin with the
probability P(A(y;(x)) =A4) that at the start of the i — th
reservation y; (x) a simultaneous transmission of A nodes takes
place.

Lemma 3. For the system in stationary state and all pg €
[0,1], x € N and i € Ny, the probability distribution
P(A(vy;(x)) = Q) is stationary and described as

m
P(A(i(x) =) = ) Pr(n)-Bin(V - 1.EE:a— 1) 40)
n=1
Proof. For this proof, we define the number of nodes perform-
ing a reselection Vr(y;(x)) in the same frame y;(x) as node
Vv as

\%4
Vr(7i(x)) = Z Lpi (v (x))#D7 (i (x)-1) - (41)

=1
NEAY

Clearly, the probability distribution follows a binomial distri-
bution described by

P(Vr(yi(x)) = Vg) = Bin(V - 1, pg; Wr). 42)
Further, according to the transmission rules
in Sect. the  probability distribution
P(A(yi(x)) = AVr(yi(x)) = VR, N(£is1(x)) =n) is  also

described by a binomial distribution as

P(A(yi(x)) = AVR(yi(x)) = VR, N(i1(x)) = n)
_ 1

=Bin(Vg, Z;/l -1). (43)

Due to [28], chapter 2.1., first example], we can write

P(A(y; (x)) = AIN (41 (x)) = n) = Bin(V — 1, %; A-1).
(44)
Thus, we can write P(A(y;(x)) = 1) as

P(A(yi(x)) =)

LENTP(N(£31(x)) = ) PA(yi(x)) = AN (€41 (x)) = 1)

M=

=1

N

!

M=

PN (mP(A(yi(x)) = AN (&ir1(x)) = n) .

S
I
—_



Combining this with (@4) concludes the proof. ]

Knowing the state A at the start of a reservation vy, (x), we
can derive the transition probability P(A(x) > A|B(x) = b) to
a collision in frame x under the condition that the reservation
started b — 1 frames ago, where the reservation duration B(x)
is defined as in (10).

Clearly, the probability that a node changes position from
one frame to the next is given by

P(D(x -1) # D(x)) = pE.

Therefore, the distribution P(B(x) = b) is stationary.

(45)

Lemma 4. For the system in stationary state and for all
b € {0,...,x}, with x € N, the probability distribution
P(A(x) = 2|B(x) = b) is described as

P(A(x) > 2|B(x) = b)
V-1

=13 (1= =" ) BAGIE) =) @6)

=1

Proof. For node v,u € {1,...,V} and x € N, we define the
number of frames RY(x) in frame x until a new reservation
starts for node u as

R'Y(x) :=min{r e N: D(x+r—-1)#D(x+r)}.
According to (@3])), the cdf of R“(x) can be described as
P(R*(x) <r)=1-(1-pp)"".

(47)

(48)

Further, we use the set S} to denote all nodes transmitting
in the same time slot in frame x as node v. It is defined as

Sy ={ue{l,....V}:u+v,D"(x) =D"(x)}. 49)

The set of all possible values of S} is denoted by a.
Finally, we can derive the probability for a collided trans-

mission of node v in frame x given the number of ongoing

transmissions B(x) = b since the last reselection of node v

(compare (I0)).
P(A(x) > 2|B(x) = b)

@ _P(Ax) = 1|B(x) = b)

2= P(AG) = 11SY = 5. B(x) = b) P(SY = 5)
2= (st =9) [ PR @) < b)
@1—ZP(S;=s)ﬂ(l—(1—pE)b’l)
=1_ZP(S;zs)(l—(l—pE)”“)|SI

v 2
=1- Z P(|SY| = 1) (1—(1—pE)b_l)
s ﬂ
Y=Y BA@ =+ (1-(1-pp))

=0

\4 -1
=1-) BA®@ =2 (1-(1-p)’")

A=1

where ¥ := y;(x) and (a) is because A(x) can only take
values in {1,...,V}. In (b), we leverage the information that,
according to the transmission rules in Sect. only the
nodes in S} can contribute to a collision in x. To determine
the probability of a singleton transmission of node v in x we
need to determine the probability that each node in S} has
a reservation length below b. As the reservation length of
each node is independent of all other nodes, we can write
it as a product. For each node, the number of frames until the
reservation ends is described by and is independent of
the reservation length of any other. (c) is due to the definition

@) and @9). ]

Lemma 5. For all x e N and b € {1,...,x} the distribution
of B(x) is described as

P(B(x) = b) = pg (1 - pp)”. (50)

Proof. This clearly follows from (I0) and (@3). i

B. Combining the durations of multiple collided reservations

So far we have looked at the transition probability within
a reservation. To derive the probability distribution of C(x),
we need to consider the transition between reservations. To
facilitate this analysis, we introduce a simplifying assumption
in Sect.

Using this assumption, we approximate the probability
distribution of the collision duration P(C(x) = ¢).

Lemma 6. The probability distribution in stationary state that
node v in frame x has been in collision for ¢ frames can be
approximated as

P(C(x) =c¢)
X w-1
< Dr(af=1) % (P(af = 218 =) 7(55 =) o

(D

using and 28).



Proof. Using the definitions (27) and (28), let x € N, then

P(C(x) =¢)

Wi(x)-1
@P( Z Bg—c)

1
@ Z]P’(W(x) W) - P(Z = c|W(x) = w)
w=0 i=0
@ Z]P’(W(x)
w1
P(Z B =c|AS = 2,...,A]_ > 2,Af = 1)
i=0

© zx:P(W(x) =w)
w=0

w—1
O P(Bf = JAE 22, L AE 22,Af = 1) (c)

@)ZXZP(W()C)—W) >!<O ( =|Af 22) ()
@ Sp(af = 1) TTe(af

;)P(AW 1) [] P(Al > 2)

.gp(gf = A 22) (0

x w-1
:;)P(Ai =1). * B(BS =+ Af 22) ()

x w—1
:;)P(Ai = 1) * (P(Af > 20Bf =) p(B{ = -))(c)

where (a) is due to the law of total probability, (b) is due to
the fact that the summands each refer to reservation durations
of different reservations (L)), so they are independent of each
other (I0) under the specified condition and a convolution is
possible. O

C. The influence of the time of transmission on the Aol
In the following lemma, we derive the distribution of D (x).

Lemma 7. For the system in stationary state, the probability
distribution of D (x) is described as

1
- 0<d<m-1
P(D =d)y=4qm - T 52
(D) ) {O otherwise (52)
and hence
0 d<0
P(D(x)<d)=14 0<d<m-1 (53)
1 d>m-1.

Proof. From (Z4) and (23), it is clear that
P(Q(x+ 1) = (dl .,dV) ID(x) = (c1
=1P’(Q(x+ 1) = (d;,...,dx) ID(x) = (c;,,...,cx))

for every permutation 7 on {0,...,m — 1} with 7, := n(7).
Since D(x) has a unique equilibrium by Lemma this implies

o)) =

whenever the system is in its stationary state. Now let c,d €
{0, ..., m—1} be arbitrary and 7 be the transposition of ¢ and
d,ie.,

P(Q(x) - (c P(Q(x) - (c},,...,cx)) (54)

c, 7=d
() :=1d,
7, otherwise.

T=c

Then by the definition of D (x) with
c_y = (cl,...,c , ¢’ L,

and V :={1,...,m— 1}V‘1, it follows that

P(D(x) =c)
= Z ]P’(Q(x):(cl, ..,c"_l,c,c"”,cv))
c_yeV
& — (el e d et Y
= C_VZE(VP(Q(X) (c,r, c d,cr,c ))
(ﬂ) _ v— v+
= C;:VP(Q(X)_(CI’ .., C l,d,c l,cv)>
=P(D(x) =d)

where step (a) is by reordering the summands. Since this holds
for all ¢,d € {0,...,m — 1}, we can conclude that D (x) is
uniformly distributed, which proves the lemma. m}

Taking into account the case distinction in (6]), we can finally
specify the pmf of the Aol.

Proof of Theorem 2] (16) is clear by (6). For (I3), the follow-
ing holds:
P(A(1) =96)
2 P(D (k(1) < T(1) P(A(r) = 8|D (k(1)) < 7(1))
+PB(D (k(1) > (1)) B(A(1) = 61D (k(1)) > (1))
© ™Wpa) = s k(1) < (1)

+ _T(’)P(A(;) =0|D(k(1)) = 7(2))
@ T(’)P(C(k(r) - 1) =k(5)-1)
+ TT(I)P(C(k(t)) =k(9)),



where (a) is due to the case distinction in () and 7(z) = 7(9).
Further, using (51), we can write P(C(x) = ¢) as

P(C(x) =¢)
AN )% . -
< ;)P(Ai = 1) * (P(Af > 2B =) P(Bf ))(c)

[+
-
jac]
—_—
o~
M
1l
S
S —
—
—
|
jac)
—_—
>
T
I\
)
o
=~
1l
S
S —
N —

S
t,z (P(Af - o =) (B = ) )<c>

= ;);) B(BY =b) - 2(Bf =b)p(Af > 2B =0) )
”;;{ (p(Af > 218¢ =) B(Bf =) )(c>,

where (a) is due to the law of total probability.

For large x, the summations over w and b are dominated
by the first few summands, so we approximate them by
summations that only go up to w, respectively b. This allows
us to approximate

P(C(x) =c¢)
§ w b e\ ‘_ £ £ _ )
5,2 [P =)0 =)l =20 =),
K (e =27 = )e(ot =)o

independently of x. Finally, substituting ]P’(Bf = b) with (50)

and ]P’(Al'?c > 2|Bf = b) with (@6) and @0) respectively, it is
clear that

P(Af > 2|Bf = b) ~P(B§ - b) = p(b)

and
P(C(x) = ¢) = q(c),

which concludes the proof. O
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