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Connecting the Unconnectable through Feedback

Yimeng Li and Yulin Shao

Abstract—Reliable uplink connectivity remains a persistent
challenge for IoT devices, particularly those at the cell edge,
due to their limited transmit power and single-antenna config-
urations. This paper introduces a novel framework aimed at
connecting the unconnectable, leveraging real-time feedback from
access points (APs) to enhance uplink coverage without increasing
the energy consumption of IoT devices. At the core of this
approach are feedback channel codes, which enable IoT devices
to dynamically adapt their transmission strategies based on AP
decoding feedback, thereby reducing the critical uplink SNR
required for successful communication. Analytical models are
developed to quantify the coverage probability and the number
of connectable APs, providing a comprehensive understanding
of the system’s performance. Numerical results validate the
proposed method, demonstrating substantial improvements in
coverage range and connectivity, particularly for devices at
the cell edge, with up to a 51% boost in connectable APs.
Our approach offers a robust and energy-efficient solution to
overcoming uplink coverage limitations, enabling IoT networks
to connect devices in challenging environments.

Index Terms—IoT, coverage analysis, feedback channel coding.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the rapidly expanding realm of the Internet of Things
(IoT), reliable connectivity for devices at coverage edges
remains a persistent challenge [1]-[3]. Fig. [I(a) depicts a
frequently encounter situation where an IoT device at the cell
edge is still able to “hear” downlink transmissions from its
access point (AP), yet the AP struggles to detect the device’s
uplink signals. This disparity arises from the limited transmit
power and single-antenna design typical of many IoT devices,
resulting in a pronounced imbalance between downlink and
uplink performance. Overcoming this “unconnectable” gap is
essential for unlocking the full potential of IoT applications
— particularly those spanning smart cities, healthcare, and
industrial automation — that demand wide and deep coverage.

To mitigate such uplink coverage limitations, conventional
strategies have involved increasing uplink transmission power,
employing repetitive transmissions (e.g., NB-IoT [1]]), or ex-
ploiting multi-antenna diversity (e.g., the Transmission Mode
(TM) 2 of LTE and TM 9 of 5G NR [2]). However, these meth-
ods are not favorable or impractical for energy-constrained,
single-antenna IoT devices.

In this context, we seek an alternative that boosts uplink
connectivity without raising the transmission power of IoT
devices. Our proposed solution is a feedback-aided deep and
wide coverage communication approach, built on the innate
asymmetry between downlink and uplink communications of
IoT cells. Specifically, APs typically have multiple antennas
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Figure 1: (a) Typical asymmetric communication scenario,
where downlink is successful while uplink fails. (b) Enhanced
uplink with real-time feedback, where IoT devices leverage
feedback to improve uplink coverage.

and virtually unlimited power resources, allowing them to
achieve extensive downlink coverage, as shown in Fig. [I[a).
By exploiting this capability, the AP can transmit real-time
feedback — indicating its current decoding status — to the IoT
device, thereby boosting the IoT device’s uplink coding effi-
ciency through feedback channel codes [4], [S]l. As illustrated
in Fig. [T{b), this feedback mechanism effectively extends the
uplink coverage radius at the same device power consumption,
thereby connecting the unconnectable.

The cornerstone of our proposed approach lies in the innova-
tive use of feedback channel codes [4]]—[8]. Unlike traditional
forward-only error correction codes, feedback channel codes
utilize real-time feedback from the AP to dynamically adjust
the coding strategy and address mis-decoding at the receiver.
This capability enables the receiver to decode data at much
lower SNR levels, effectively extending the communication
coverage. The introduction of feedback brings a dual depen-
dency: uplink decoding performance is now influenced by
both the uplink and downlink channels, a phenomenon we
term dual-channel coupling. This interplay allows the AP’s
abundant energy resources to be effectively utilized to extend
the uplink coverage of energy-constrained IoT devices.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.
« We introduce a new uplink coverage extension approach

that harnesses AP’s real-time feedback to enhance the

coverage probability in uplink-downlink asymmetric com-
munications, a typical scenario in mobile edge networks.
« We quantitatively analyze the uplink coverage probabilities
and the resultant number of connectable APs under the
feedback-aided coverage extension paradigm. By solving
the uplink-downlink dual-channel coupling, we show that
real-time feedback effectively mitigates the exponential
decay in coverage probability with distance, enabling the

IoT device to establish links with more APs — even those

previously out of reach — without increasing transmit power.



Figure 2: An IoT Device connects with distributed wireless
access points. The communication can operate either in the
forward mode or the feedback mode.

e Our results show that the coverage improvement is most
pronounced for devices at the cell edge, where uplink SNR
is weakest. By significantly boosting coverage probabil-
ity in these challenging regions, the proposed feedback-
based approach offers a robust pathway to “connect the
unconnectable”, thereby enabling dependable IoT services
in demanding environments.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an IoT environment comprising distributed
wireless access points (APs). Focusing on a single IoT device,
our primary interest lies in its uplink transmission coverage,
specifically, the number of APs that fall within the communi-
cation range of the device with the real-time feedback from
the APs.

We model the spatial distribution of the APs using a Poisson
Point Process (PPP) with intensity A, representing the average
number of APs per unit area. The uplink path loss from the
IoT device to an AP at a distance R can be written as

Lu(R) = CyR™v, (1

where Cp; is the uplink path loss intercepts and ay is the
uplink path loss exponents.

The transmit power of the IoT device and the AP are
denoted by Py and Pp, respectively. Due to energy constraints
typical in IoT devices, we have Pp > Py. The uplink signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) at the AP can be expressed as
_p, GG, Ly (R)
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where GG; and G, denote the transmit and receive antenna
gains, respectively; o7 is the additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) power; hy is the uplink small-scale fading coeffi-
cient. We model hy by Rayleigh distribution, i.e., |hy|? ~
Exp(uy)- In this paper, we will also write SNR in decibels,
in which case a ‘dB’ will be added in the subscript, e.g.,
nuas = 101gny.

Downlink path loss is similarly modeled but with different
parameters Lp(R) = CpR™*P, where ap, Cp are the
respective downlink path loss exponents and intercepts. The
downlink SNR received at the IoT device can be written as
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where 0% is AWGN power; hp is the downlink Rayleigh
fading coefficient, and |hp|?> ~ Exp(up).

To transmit a packet of K bits, the IoT device convention-
ally employs a forward error correction code C(K, N, e*) to
protect the information bits, where N is the number of uplink
channel uses, and ¢* is the target packet error rate (PER),
reflecting the target throughput. By the finite length coding
theorem [9]], the PER ¢ is determined by the uplink SNR 7y:

VAVQ ™) = > log(1 + ) — K + O(log N), )
where V = % log? e is the channel dispersion, and Q
represents the Q-function.

We refer to this conventional approach, where only forward
channel coding is employed, as the forward mode. In forward
mode, the critical uplink SNR required to achieve the target
PER €* is denoted by (2.. Therefore, an AP is said to be
connectable for the IoT device, or the IoT device is under the
coverage of the AP, if the uplink SNR 7y > Q..

When the AP provides real-time feedback to the IoT device,
the channel coding efficiency can be significantly improved.
This enhancement effectively lowers the critical uplink SNR
required to achieve the target PER, thereby increasing the
probability that an AP at any distance R is connectable.
We refer to this enhanced communication approach as the
feedback mode.

In feedback mode, the IoT device employs a feedback error
correction code Cy(K,N,N’ €*), where K, N, € are as
defined in C(K, N, €*), while N’ is the number of downlink
channel uses dedicated to feedback. In this paper, we consider
the feedback coding architecture in [|6], [8]], in which case
N’ = aN, where a € ZT is a positive integer. The critical
uplink SNR in the feedback mode required to meet the target
€*, denoted as (), follows a logistic function:

1
exp (uoNp.a + U1a + 2N p apa@ + ug) + Ua

+ us,
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where {ug, u1, ug, us, ug, us } are constants, determined by the
target PER €¢*. An AP is deemed connectable for the IoT
device if the uplink SNR ny > Q.

As can be seen from @ unlike the critical SNR (). in the
forward mode, which depends solely on the target PER ¢*, the
critical SNR €2y in the feedback mode also depends on the
feedback channel quality n7p and allocated feedback channel
resources a. Consequently, €2 becomes a random variable due
to the inherent randomness of the downlink channel quality
np. This dual dependency — on both uplink and downlink
channel conditions — introduces a unique coupling effect
between the two channels. Specifically, the uplink channel
determines the IoT device’s ability to meet the SNR threshold
for a given distance to the AP, while the downlink channel
impacts the efficiency of feedback communication, which in
turn affects the required critical SNR in the uplink.

Qpap =

III. UPLINK COVERAGE ANALYSIS WITH FEEDBACK

In this section, we analyze the number of APs that are con-
nectable in the feedback mode and quantify the performance



gains achieved by leveraging real-time feedback. Specifically,
we focus on a circular coverage area centered around the IoT
device with radius D. The number of connectable APs in this
feedback scenario is denoted as My (D).

In feedback mode, the interplay between the uplink and
downlink channels introduces a coupled dual-channel fading
behavior. This coupling complicates the analysis of feedback
communication systems, as the statistical properties of both
the uplink and downlink channels must be jointly considered.
Accurately characterizing this interdependence is critical for
evaluating the system’s coverage performance.

We define the probability that an AP at a distance R is
connectable under feedback mode as ¢;(R) £ Pr (nu(R) >
Q). Note that both ny(R) and € are random variables:
the randomness of ny(R) arises due to uplink small-scale
fading, while the randomness of {); is introduced through the
downlink SNR 7 (R), which influences the feedback quality.

Substituting the expression for ny(R) into ¢¢(R), the
coverage probability can be reformulated as

Qro?
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To simplify the notation, we introduce a function g(R, |hp|?):

Qsof
PyG.G,.CyR—av’

where Qy, as given in (§), is governed by the downlink
received SNR np.

Since both |hyy|? and |hp|? follow exponential distributions,
the coverage probability can be rewritten as

9(R,|hpl?) =

er(R) = Pr (\hUF > (R, |hp|?))

iy

“+oo
/ e /LUg(Rx)M e HDT o

— oI £(|hp 2)d|hp 2

(=)

—
5
=
o

K k
Zwke_wg ”‘D), @)

k=1

Q

where f(x) is the probability density function (PDF) of the
exponential distribution; (a) follows from the Gauss-Laguerre
quadrature [10f], in which xj represents the roots of the
Laguerre polynomials and wy, are the weights associated with
these roots.

To derive the number of connectable APs, an accurate
approximation of g¢(R,|hp|?) is necessary. We start by
approximating the downlink SNR in decibels, denoted as
, as follows:
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capsulates system parameters for the downlink and uplink,
respectively.

Substituting () into (3)), the critical SNR in decibels Q¢ 45
can be approximated as

en-

1
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where B; k = 1+u1a+U3 +us+10(ug+uza)(lg Z1 1 —
and By = ln 0 (’LLO + UQ(I)

Using the first-order Taylor series expansion e = 1 4+ x +
R{", the approximation of €2 45 becomes

1
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Applying another Taylor series expansion 17— = 1— m—i—Rg ),

we further simplify Q¢ 4p as
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Here, the bounds of the Lagrange remainder terms satisfy
R >0and R > 0.
We now approximate g (R,

%), defined as the effective
threshold function:

g (Rv ,f;) = ZyR*V 1070 %har (12)
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where R§3) represents the remainder of the Taylor expansion.
Substituting (TT)) into (I2), we obtain
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In particular, the Lagrange form of the remainder Rf” can be
approximated by
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Since Rgl) =0, R?) >0, and (14 2)* = 1+ az, Rﬁ?’) can

be further refined as
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Substituting (T3) into (T3) yields

X
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Given the coverage probability ¢ f(R), the number of con-
nectable APs M (D) within a circular area of radius D can
be expressed as

D
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Substituting the approximation of g( —D) in (T6), we
finally have
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where (-, -) is lower incomplete gamma function.

To provide a benchmark for comparison with the feedback
mode, we derive the number of connectable APs in the forward
mode, where no feedback is employed, and the coverage
performance depends solely on the uplink channel conditions.
Let M (D) denote the number of connectable APs within a
circular area of radius D. This can be similarly expressed as
M.(D) = fOD ve(R)N2mRAR, where ¢.(R) represents the
probability that a AP at a distance R is connectable in forward
mode. Specifically, we have

(18)

pc(R) =Pr(nu(R) > Q) = e *F", (19)
where A £ % Substituting (T9) into M.(D), the

number of connectable APs in forward mode is given by

27N - y(= ADO‘U)

D
M,(D) = 2m/ e AR RdR =
0 oy A O‘U
(20)
Remark (Coverage probability improvement with feedback).
The comparison between the coverage probabilities p.(R) in
forward mode and ¢(R) in feedback mode highlights the
substantial improvement brought by feedback.

In forward mode, the coverage probability decays expo-
nentially with distance R, as captured by the fixed term
e~ AR \vhich depends solely on the uplink channel quality.
In contrast, feedback mode leverages both uplink and down-
link channels, where the feedback gains are encapsulated in
the terms Jyj and Jo . These terms effectively reduce the
required critical SNR, thereby slowing down the decay in
coverage probability as R increases.
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Figure 3: Comparison of analytical and simulation results for
validating the accuracy of the analytical expressions, where
Py €10.5,1,2) mW, Pp =50 mW, a = 1, and A = 6 x 1073,

This improvement is particularly pronounced at larger dis-
tances, such as at the cell edge, where the uplink SNR is
typically weak, and connectivity is more prone to failure. By
increasing the coverage probability through feedback, the con-
nectivity in these edge regions can be significantly enhanced.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section evaluates the performance of the proposed
feedback-aided coverage enhancement approach through nu-
merical simulations. To establish an evaluation framework, we
configure the system parameters as follows. The density of
APs is set to A = 6 x 1073, with path loss exponents and
intercepts set as Cy = Cp = 107*7 and ay = ap = 4
[11]. The uplink and downlink Rayleigh fading channels are
modeled with parameters puy = pup = 2. We consider a short
block length K = 48, a code rate of 1/3, resulting in N = 144
channel uses, and a target uplink PER ¢* = 10~*. In the
forward mode, Polar and Turbo codes with the same block
length and coding rate are utilized as benchmarks, enabling a
direct comparison of their performance against the proposed
feedback-aided approach. The downlink transmit power is
fixed at Pp = 50 mW, while the uplink transmit power is
varied across Py € [0.5,1,2] mW to examine the impact of
different power levels on system performance.

We begin by verifying the accuracy of the analytical models
established for feedback-aided connectivity in Section [[1I} To
this end, we compare the derived expressions for the number
of connectable APs with simulation results, as illustrated



Forward (Polar)
Forward (Turbo)
Feedback (a = 1)
> Feedback (a =2) | ]
= Feedback (a = 5
E : Feedback (a = o0)
©
z 24 |
o 15%] | \\
a. =
o =
T \
@ 10° ¢ N\ 3
S \
[9) \
>
S \
108 x 1000 \ \ 1
\
\\
b
10710 . : A
100 150 200 250 300

Distance to the 0T device D (m)

Figure 4: The coverage probability gains of the feedback mode
versus the forward mode with Polar and Turbo codes.
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Figure 5: The gains in the number of connectable APs achieved
by the feedback mode versus the forward mode using Polar
and Turbo codes.

in Fig. 3] This comparison focuses on two key steps: the
approximations of coverage probability and the computation
of connectable APs. The results in Fig. [3| reveal a strong
alignment between the analytical predictions and simulation
outcomes across varying uplink transmit power levels and dis-
tances to the IoT device. This close match confirms the validity
and robustness of our analytical method, demonstrating its
effectiveness as a reliable tool for evaluating feedback-aided
IoT coverage performance.

Next, we explore the transformative impact of feedback
on connecting previously unreachable APs. Fig. |4 illustrates
the substantial enhancement in coverage probability achieved
through feedback at varying distances. Notably, its benefits
are most pronounced at larger distances, particularly for IoT
devices situated at the cell edge. At 200 meters, for instance,
feedback boosts the coverage probability by three orders
of magnitude, effectively bridging the gap where traditional
forward-only communication fails. The extent of this improve-
ment is closely tied to the amount of feedback, a. More
feedback allows the user to precisely assess the decoding
status of the AP, significantly extending the coverage range.
Without feedback, Turbo codes ensure a coverage probability
of 10~* up to 166 meters. In stark contrast, feedback extends

this reliability to 205 meters — a remarkable 24% increase in
range, enabling connections far beyond the traditional limits.

The benefits of feedback extend beyond probability gains.
Fig. E] showcases the number of connectable APs, M, at
varying distances. At a distance of 200 meters, feedback
enhances the number of reachable APs by 51%, transforming
what was previously an unconnected region into a significantly
more connected zone. These results emphasize the power of
feedback in “connecting the unconnectable”, redefining the
boundaries of IoT network performance.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This work has laid the groundwork for a transforma-
tive approach to enhancing IoT uplink connectivity through
feedback-aided communication. By introducing and analyzing
the dual-channel coupling effect, we have shown that real-time
feedback fundamentally redefines the coverage possibilities
in edge scenarios. Our findings underscore the strategic use
of feedback to counteract the asymmetry between uplink
and downlink performance, bridging what was previously an
“unconnectable” gap.

Beyond validating the proposed approach, this paper rep-
resents a paradigm shift in IoT network design. The results
highlight the potential of feedback-based systems to maximize
connectivity and energy efficiency, providing a robust foun-
dation for practical deployment in real-world systems. Future
work would explore the scalability of this framework in diverse
network topologies and dynamic environments. Additionally,
integrating advanced techniques, such as multi-device coor-
dination or adaptive signal processing, could further extend
the capabilities of IoT networks, steering them toward more
intelligent, adaptable, and sustainable solutions.
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