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Abstract— We consider a wireless system with a small number queues. Thus, a general problem with many queues has an
of delay constrained users and a larger number of users withat  ntractably large state space. This creates non-polyridmia
delay constraints. We develop a scheduling algorithm thateacts plementation complexity for offline approaches such asaline

to time varying channels and maximizes throughput utility (o ) . .
within a desired proximity), stabilizes all queues, and sasfies programming [2][3], and non-polynomial complexity and/or

the delay constraints. The problem is solved by reducing the learning time for online or quasi online/offline approactesh
constrained optimization to a set of weighted stochastic shitest as Q-learning [5][6].

path problems, which act as natural generalizations of max-  \We do not solve this fundamental curse of dimensionality.
weight policies to Markov decision networks. We also presén Rather, we avoid this difficulty by focusing on the special

approximation results for the corresponding shortest pathprob- - . - . .
lems, and discuss the additional complexity and delay incued structure that arises in a wireless network withrekatively

as compared to systems without delay constraints. The soion  Small number of delay-constrained users (say, K < 5),
technique is general and applies to other constrained stoastic but with an arbitrarily large number of users without delay

decision problems. constraints (so thafV can be large). This is an important
Index Terms— Constrained Markov Decision Processes, scenario, particularly in cases when the number of “best&ff
Queueing Systems, Dynamic Scheduling users in a network is much larger than the number of delay-
constrained users. We develop a solution that, on each slot,
. INTRODUCTION requires a computation that has a complexity that depends

ﬁg(ponentially inK, but only polynomially inN. Further, the
resulting convergence times and delays are fully polynbimia
rWe total number of queuds+ N. Our solution uses a concept
méorcw renewals that introduces a deviation from optimality
at can be made arbitrarily small with a corresponding

This paper considers delay-aware scheduling in a mul
user wireless uplink or downlink withi delay-constrained
users andN delay-unconstrained users, each with differe
transmission channels. The system operates in slotted ti

with normalized slotg € {0,1,2,...}. Every slot, a random ) . . .
€{0,1,2,..} y g%ynomlal tradeoff in convergence time. Finally, we shbatt

number of new packets arrive from each user. Packets le Robbins-M terati b qt imat
gueued for eventual transmission, and every slot a sched e'Mple ROoDbINS-VIoNTo 1eration can be used o approximate

looks at the queue backlog and the current channel sta grequwed computations when channel and traffic stedisti

and chooses one channel to serve. The number of pacl&"‘er unknown. Our methods are general and can be applied to

transmitted over that channel depends on its current chan ;rI'\fDdPS for netvlzorks(;/wlth &m;l_ar T_'E[ru(f:ture. i
state. The goal is to stabilize all queues, satisfy averadpyd elated prior work on defay optimaiily for mufti-user op-

constraints for the delay-constrained users, and dropwas t%o(rjtumlstlc Zc_hed7ull8n% undzr _spe|C|aI symrgeltrlc ast.srl:]..mptlo
packets as possible. is developed in [7][8][9], and single-queue delay optintiza

Without the delay constraints, this problem is a cIassicgrOblems are treated in [19].[11][12][13] using-dynamic pro
opportunistic scheduling problem, and can be solved withdramming and Markov Decision theory. Approximate dynamic

efficient max-weight algorithms based on Lyapunov drift an@rogifmmldng rf:llgorltrms afre apphe”d _to rr_1u|t||-(1_ueueosmt/_$chle
Lyapunov optimization (see [1] and references thereinke b [14] and shown to perform well in simulation. Optima

delay constraints make the problem a much more compl@ymptotiC energy-delay tradeoffs are developed for eing|

Markov Decision Problem (MDP). While general methods for queue systems in [15]Z and optimal energy-delay ‘f.’md utility
solving MDPs exist (see, for example, [2][3][4]), they tpily delay tradeoffs for multi-queue systems are treated in17$]

suffer from a curse of dimensionality. Specifically, the rgn The a:)llgonthms of [1§]I[<:IL7] havef velry low fomilex't?:“znd
of queue state vectors grows exponentially in the number jovably converge quickly even for farge networks, aftfioug
the tradeoff-optimal delay guarantees they achieve do not
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ciples. We extend the max-weight principles to treat neltworat most one ON channel per slot, as in [7]. In this example,
with Markov decisions, where the network costs depend or§(t) is a binary vector of channel states, aing;, restricts
both the control actions taken and the current state (suchgg$) to be a binary vector with at most one non-zero entry
the queue state) the system is in. For each cost constra@nt with u;(t) = 0 wheneverS;(t) = 0. We assume that
we define avirtual queue, and show that the constrainedor each possible channel state vecfrthe setl's has the
MDP can be solved using Lyapunov drift theory implementearoperty that for anyu € T'g, the vectory’ is also inT'g,
over a variable-length frame, where “max-weight” rules anehere i/ is formed fromu by setting one or more entries
replaced with weighted stochastic shortest path problents.0. In addition to constraining(t) to take values i'g
This is similar to the Lagrange multiplier approaches usexery slott, we shall soon also restrict the,(¢) values for

in the related works [12][13] that treat power minimizatiorthe delay-constrained queuks K to be at most the current
for single-queue wireless links with an average delay conumber of packets in queue This is a natural restriction,
straint. The work in [12] uses stochastic approximatiorhwitalthough wedo not place such a restriction on the stability-
a 2-timescale argument and a limiting ordinary differdnti@onstrained queues € N. This is a technical detail that will
equation. The work in [13] treats a single-queue MIMMe important later, when we show that tféective dimension
system using primal-dual updates [22]. Our virtual queued the resulting Markov decision problem fs, independent
are similar to the Lagrange Multiplier updates in [12][13]of the number of stability-constrained queugs

However, we treat multi-queue systems, and we use a differenLet Q(t) = (Q1(¢),..., Qx+n(t)) represent the vector of
analytical approach that emphasizes stochastic shoréiss pcurrent queue backlogs, and defidg(t) = A, (t) — pn(t).
over variable length frames. Because of this, our approanh ¢The queue dynamics for the stability-constrained queudg ar
be used in conjunction with a variety of existing technigfoes
solving shortest path problems (see, for example, [5]). ¥ u Qn(t +1) = max[Qn(t) + dn(1),0] VR €N (1)

a Robbins-Monro technique that is adapted to this conteyhere themax|-, 0] operation allows, in principle, a service
together with adelayed queue analysis to uncorrelate past yariable ., (t) to be independent of whether or n@t, (¢) is
samples from current queue states. Our resulting algoriﬂgfhpty_

has an implementation complexity that grows exponentially  The delay-constrained queues have a different queue dy-
the number of delay-constrained queuésbut polynomially namic. Because of the finite buffer, we must allow packet
in the number of delay-unconstrained queweésFurther, we gropping. LetDy(t) be the number of dropped packets on

obtain polynomial bounds on convergence times and delaysjot +. The queue dynamics for the delay-constrained queues
The next section describes the network model. Se¢fion Hte given by:

presents the weighted stochastic shortest-path algarigac-
tion IVl describes approximate implementations, and Sectio @k (t +1) = Qi (t) — pk(t) — Di(t) + Ak(t) Yk € £ (2)

[Vlpresents a simple simulation example. Note that this does not have amax|-, 0] operation, because

we will force the uy(t) and Dy (t) decisions to be such that
Il. NETWORK MODEL we never serve or drop packets that we do not have. The
. : . . precise constraints on these decision variables is giviar af
Consider a wireless queueing network that operates in d{ﬁ . . : .
; o e introduction of gorced renewal event, defined in the next
crete time with timeslots € {0, 1,2, ...}. The network hag{ subsection
delay-constrained queues and N stability-constrained queues, '

for a total of K + N queues indexed by sets2{1,..., K}
and NVA{K +1,..., K + N}. The queues store fixed-lengthA. Forced Renewals

packets for transmission over their wireless channelsryeve To force the delay-constrained queues to repeatedly visit a
timeslot, new packets randomly arrive to each queue, apghewal state of being simultaneously empty, at the end of
we let A(t) = (Ai(?),..., Ax4+n(t)) represent the randomevery slot, with probabilityp > 0 we independently drop
packet arrival vector. The stability-constrained queuaseh all unserved packets in all de|ay constrained QUdUQSIC

an infinite buffer space. The delay-constrained queues &avghe stability-constrained queues do not experience suckdo
finite buffer space that can stobepackets (for some positive drops. Specifically, lets(t) be an i.i.d. Bernoulli process that
integerb). The network channels can vary from slot to slofis 1 with probability ¢ every slott, and0 otherwise. Assume
and we letS(t) = (Si(t),...,Sk4n(t)) be the channel 4(¢) is independent ofA(t), S(t)]. If ¢(t) = 1, we say slot
state vector on slot, representing conditions that affectexperiences #orced renewal event. The decision options for

transmission rates. We assume the stacked vedta, S(t)] 1, (t) and Dy(t) for k € K are then additionally constrained
is independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) ovésts, gzs follows: If p(t) = 0, then:

with possibly correlated entries on the same slot.

Every slott, the network controller observes the channel pe(t) € {0,1,...,Qr(t)}
statesS(t) and chooses #&ansmission rate vector u(t) = Dy(t) € {max[Ax(t) + Qx(t) —b,0],..., Ax(t)}
(u1(t), ..., nr+n(t)), being a vector of non-negative integers.

The choice Ofu(t) is constrained to a SﬁS(t) that depends on 1For simplicity of exposition later, we have allowed the #tgbconstrained

. . . ueuesQn, (t) to serve newly arriving data. This can be modified easily by
the currentS(¢). A simple example is a system with ON/OFFﬁ]troducing a delay by one slot, so that the “new arrivals'thie stability-

channels where the controller can transmit a single packat oconstrained queues actually arrived one slot ago.



so that during normal operation, we can serve at nipgit) z(t), and in particular the queue stat€s,(¢t) for n € N do
packets from queug (so new arrivals cannot be served), andot constrain our decisions.

we can drop only new arrivals, necessarily dropping any newRecall thatd,, (t)2A,(t) — pn(t). The a(t), Q(t), 2z(t)

arrivals that would exceed the finite buffer capacity. Hoerev together affect the vectod(t) = (d,(t))nen through a

if ¢(t) =1 we have: deterministic functiond,, (a(t), Q(t), z(t)):
m(t) € {0,1,..., Q1)) dn(t) = dn(a(t), 1), 2(t)) Yn € N 3)
Di(t) = Qut) — p(t) + Aw(t) Further,a(t), Q(t), z(t) together define th&ransition proba-
So thatyy(t) is constrained as before, bl (¢) is then equal bilities from z(t) to z(¢ + 1), defined for all states andj in

to the remaining packets (if any) at the end of the slot. Z:
We shall optimize the system under the assumption the};__ Q) = Pris(t + 1) — il2(8) — i alt) — o Q(4) — O
the forced renewal procesgt) is uncontrollable. This pro- = (0, ) = Priz(t +1) = jla(t) =4 alt) = &, 0(t) = (i)

vides an analyzable system that lends itself to simple Tr—om the equation2) we find that,(a, Q) € {0,1}, so
t

phrOX|m:1t|onZ, as shc:wn In Iatgr fpf).a.rts of .thehpaper. Whilgat next states (¢t + 1) are deterministic giver(t), Q(t),
these forced renewals create inefficiency in the system, tf ). Finally, we define a genergienalty vector y(t) —
rate of dropped packets due to forced renewals is at mtg) t

K . o(t),y1(t),...,yr(t)), for some integerL > 0, where
(Kb * D=1 B {Ax(1)}), which asstmes the worst case o enaltiesy; (¢) are deterministic functions af(¢), Q(¢), z(¢):
dropping a full buffer plus all new arrivals every renewa
event. This value can be made arbitrarily small with a small y(t) 29 (a(t), Qt), 2(t)) (5)

choice of ¢. For problems such as minimizing the averag'(:e | | be defined h | b
drop rate subject to delay constraints in the delay-coimstda or example, penaltyo(t) can be defined as the total number

gueues and stability in the stability-constrained queitessn of ‘?'rOF’,pe,d packets on S_|°by definingyo () = >_jcxc Di(t),

be shown that thi®)(¢) term bounds the gap between systelwh'Ch is indeed a function ok(t), (), 2(?). L
optimality without forced renewals and system optimalifghw Wg assume throughout that all of. the gpove deterministic
forced renewals. Formally, this can be shown by a Simpignctmns are bounded, so that there is a finite congtasuch
sample path argument: A system optimized without forc Hat foralll € {0,1,....L}, alln € N, and all slotst we
renewals has a performance that is no better than a systém Eve:

forced renewals, but where all “drops” from forced renewals I <8, lda(t)] < B (6)
are counted as delivered throughput, and where all other

decisions mimic those of the prior system. We omit a form&@. The Optimization Problems

argument for brevity. In Th_eoreEi 1 we show the disadvantagea control policy is a method for choosing actiongt) €

of using a small value o is that our average queue bound§49(t)7z(t) over slotst € {0,1,2,...}. We restrict to causal

for the stability-constrained queues¥1/¢). ~_ policies that make decisions with knowledge of the past but
Define arenewal frame as the sequence of slots starting jusjithout knowledge of the future. Suppose a particular antr

after a renewal event and ending at the next renewal eve&g”cy is given. Define time average®, andy, for n € A’
Assume thatZ (0) = 0, so that time0 starts the first renewal 5,q; ¢ {0,1,...,L} by: "

frame. Definet, = 0, and lett, and forr € {1,2,...}

represent the sequence that marks the beginning of each — . 18
renewal frame. For € {0,1,2,...}, define T, &t — t, Q@ = hggP;Z]E{QnW}
as the duration of theth renewal frame. Note thatT, } 22, 7=0

are i.i.d. geometric random variables with{T,.} = 1/¢. 7
l

|>

Il

t—1
. 1
lim sup n Z E{y(7)}
7=0

t—o0

B. Markov Decision Notation Our goal is to design a control policy to solve the following

Define w(t)2[A(t),S(t)] as the observed arrivals andstochastic optimization problem:
channels of the network on slat and define the random

network eventQ(t)2[w(t), ¢(t)]. Then Q(t) is i.i.d. over Min_imize: Yo (")

slots. We can summarize the control decision constraints of Subject to: 7, <0Vvie{l,....L} (8)

the previous section with the following simple notation:itLe Q, <o VneN 9)
A K . .

Z2{0,1,...,b}* be the K-dimensional state space for the a(t) € Aguy.o Yt e {0,1,2,..}  (10)

delay-constrained queues, and 4¢t)£(Qx (1)) rex represent

the current state of these queues. Every sldhe controller  That is, we desire to minimize the time average ofgh&)
observes the random evef{t) and the queue statgt), and penalty, subject to time average constraints on the othealpe
makes acontrol action «(t), which determines all decisionties, and subject to queue stability (callgtbng stability) for
variablesy; (t) for i € {1,..., K+ N} and Dy (t) for k € K, all stability-constrained queues. The general strucfdy€0)
chosen in a setly),.(+) that depends of2(t) andz(t). Note fits a variety of network optimization problems. For example
that, indeed, all of our decision variables as describedhén tif we definey,(t) as the sum packet drops, .- Di(t), define
previous subsection are constrained only in term@) and L = K, and definey,(t) = Qi(t) — Qun for all k € K



(for some positive constar,,), then the problem{7]-(10) policies. Because this system experiences regular renewals, the

seeks to minimize the total packet drop rate, subject to performance of any(2, z)-only policy can be characterized by

average backlog of at mo&,,, in all delay-constrained queuesratios of expectations over one renewal frame. Thus, we make

k € K, and subject to stability of all stability-constrainedhe following assumption.

queuesn € N. Assumption 1: There is an({, z)-only policy oj(t) that
Alternatively, to enforce an averagilay constraintW,, satisfies the following over any renewal frame:

at all queues: € K (for some positive numbéi/,,), we can

define penalties: E {Ztm“tTr—l v (T)}
T=tr _ opt 15
Uh(6) = Qu(t) — (A4(t) — Di(t)Way Vb € K 176 & 49
Note that the time average ¢fl;(t) — Dy (t)) is the number E {Ziﬁfﬁl d;;(T)}
\i, the average arrival rate of (non-dropped) packets to queue /9 < 0VneN (16)
k. Hence, the constraifnt, < 0 is equivalent to: {Zt Y )}
_ 5 E P T G
@ — MWay <0 LA < owle{l,...,L} @7

1

However, by Little’s theorem [23] we hav®, = A\, W, /0
where W, is the average delay for queug and so the whereT; is the size of the renewal frame, wih{7}.} = 1/¢,
constrainty, < 0 ensuresV; < W, (assuming\; > 0). andy/(7), d}(r) are values under the poliey*(¢) on slotr

In the following, we develop a dynamic algorithm that caef the renewal frame.
come arbitrarily close to solving the probleifd ()3(10). Our We emphasize that Assumption 1 is mild and holds when-
solution is general and applies to any other discrete tineger the problem[{11]-(14) is feasible and has an optimal
Markov decision problem on a general finite state sp&dce stationary policy (i.e., an optimal<2, z)-only policy). We
random event§)(t) = [w(t), ¢(¢)] (for forced renewal process now make the following stronger assumption that there gxist
#(t)), control actions(t) in a general sedqg ) (1), queue an (€2, z)-only policy that can meet the constrainfs](16)}(17)
equations [(I1) withd,,(¢) given in the form [(B), transition with “e-slackness,” without caring what average valuegif)
probabilities in the form[{4), and penalties in the folfmh (5). this policy generates. This assumption is related to stahda

“Slater-type” assumptions in optimization theory [22].

D. Sackness Assumptions Assumption 2: There is a valuee > 0 and an (9, z)-
only policy «3(t) (typically different from policy o5 (¢) in

ssumption 1) that satisfies the following over any renewal

Suppose the problernl(7)=(10)fmasible, so that there exists
a policy that satisfies the constraints. It can be shown tieat

constraintQ,, < oo implies thatd,, < 0 [24], and so the rame:
following modified problem is feasible whenever the origina E {ZtT+TT71 a* (T)}
one is: ’:’? 73 . < —eVneN (18)
Minimize: 7o (11) E{ZtTJrTTfl *( )}
: . - r=t, i\
Subject to: so0vie {1,...,L} (12) ¢ ! < —eVie{l,....L} (19)
d, <0 VneN (13) 1/¢

a(t) € Agw,=(n V1 €1{0,1,2,...}  (14) We show in Theoreinl1 that systems that satisfy Assumption

Define ygpt as the infimum ofg, for the problem [TL)E(T4), 2 with I:_slrger_ values of; can opere}te with smaller average
necessarily being less than or equal to the correspondiing ilU€Ue sizes in the stability-constrained queues.

mum of the original probleni{7J={1&We show in Theorer 1
that, under a suitable slackness condition, the valyg'$fcan
be approached arbitrarily closely while maintainifig < oo
for all queuesn € A. Thus, under that slackness condition
ySP" is also the infimum ofj, for the original problem[{7)-

IIl. THE DYNAMIC CONTROL ALGORITHM

' To solve the probleni{7]J-(10), we extend the framework of
o) [1] to a case of variable length frames. Specifically, forheac
: _ . .. of the L penalty constraintg; < 0, we define avirtual queue
The problem @1)314) is a constrained Ma_\rkov deC'S'o%m(t) that is initialized to zero and that has dynamic update
problem (MDP) with statg(¢), z(¢)). Under mild assump- equation:
tions (such as this state space being finite, and the actamesp '
Aq . being finite for each(2, z)) the MDP has aroptimal X (1 _

2 . " +1)= Xi(t) +w(t),0) vie{l,...,L 20
stationary policy that chooses actions(t) € Aq),.() every i ) = max{Xu(t) + u(1), 0 { b0
slot ¢ as a stationary and possibly randolmllzed function %hereyl(t) = gi(al(t), Q(t), 2(t)) is thelth penalty incurred
the state(€2(¢), 2(¢)) only. We call such policie2, z)-only o giot¢ by a particular actiom(t) € Aq).-(1)- The intuition

Recall thatygpt is defined assuming forced renewals of probability |sfthat ifthe Vlrt[;'lal queUQ{l(t_) IS Stible’ then t::e tl.me average
Thus,ygpt is within a gap ofO () of the minimum cost without such forced O ¥ (t) ml_"St e pon-p05|t|ve. T 'S_ .tums the time average
renewals. constraint into a simple queue stability problem.



A. Lyapunov Drift where the final inequality holds because the chang#ifr)
Define X (t) as a vector of all virtual queueX,(t) for ©onany slotis at most, as is the magnitude @f (7). Summing

I € {1,...,L}. Define ©(t) as the combined vector of allthe above over € {t.,...,¢. + T, — 1} and dividing by2
virtual queues and all stability-constrained queues: yields:

O)2[X (1), (Qn(t))nen] Xty +T,)° — Xi(t)? T.8° + BT (T, — 1)

2 - 2
Assume all queues are initially empty, so th@(0) = 0. tpTo—1
Define the following quadratic function: +X(t,) Z u(t)  (24)
L T=t,
1
=5 Z Qn(t) t3 ZXl(t)2 B2T? ATt

2 i =1 = 5 +tX(t) > wln)

Lett, be the start of a renewal frame, with duratibn Define 7=t (25)
the frame-based conditional Lyapunov drift A(¢,.) as follows:

AEE{L(t, +T.) — L(t) | ©(t), 2(b) =0} (21) where [24) uses the identity:

to+Tn—1

Note thatA(t,) is a function of the initial stat®(¢,) and Z (r—t,) =TT, —1)/2
the policy implemented during the frame, where expectation =
are with respect to the random events that can take p|a§’{?‘nllarly, it can be shown for any € A"
and the possibly random control actions made. The explici
conditioning onz(¢,) = 0 in (1) will be suppressed in the Qu(tr + Tr)* = Qu(t,)? < BT}
remainder of this paper, as this conditioning is impliedegiv 2 - 2
thatt, starts a renewal frame. trtTr—1

It is important to note the following subtlety: The im- +Qu(tr) > du(r) (26)

plemented policya(t) may not be stationary and/or may T=tr

depend on the queue valu€y(t) (which can be different Summing [25) and(26) ovedre {1,...,L}, n € N, taking

on each renewal interval), and so actual system events gomditional expectations, and noting that the second momen
not necessarily i.i.d. over different renewal frames. Hasve of a geometric random variablE. with success probability
these frames are useful because we will analytically compag given by (2 — ¢)/¢? proves the result. O

the Lyapunov drift of the actual implemented policy over a

frame to the corresponding drifts of th€2, z)-only policies g The Frame-Based Drift- Plus-Penalty Algorithm

of Assumptions 1 and 2.

Lemma 1. (Lyapunov Drift) Under any network control
policy that chooses(7) € Aq(r),.(-) for all slots7 during a
renewal framer € {¢,,...,t. + T, — 1}, and for any initial
queue value®(t,), we have:

Atr) < B/¢*+E{D(O(t,))O(t:)}  (22)
whereD(®(t,)) is defined:

Let V > 0 be a non-negative parameter that we use
to affect proximity to the optimal solution. Our dynamic
algorithm initializes all virtual and actual queue statesOf
and designatet = 0 as the start of the first renewal frame.
Then:

» For each frame € {0,1,2,...}, observe the vector of

virtual and actual queue®(t,.) and implement a policy

tr+Tr—1

DO®t)) 2 D Qultr) D du(r)

over the course of the frame to minimize the following
“drift-plus-penalty” expression:

By ve — tr+Tr—1
L toA Ty 1 E {D(G)(tr)) +V Y w(n)] ®(tr)} (27)
Y Xut) D> wln) (29) T=tr
1=1 r=t, During the course of the frame, update virtual and actual
and whereB is a finite constant defined: queues every slot by (1) and {20), and update stéte
he (2 ¢)5;(N 4 1) gtyegl). At the end of the frame, go back to the preceding

The decision rule[{27) generalizes the drift-plus-penalty
rule in [1][25] to a variable frame system. The problem of
designing a policy to minimizd (27) is weighted stochastic
shortest path problem, where weights are virtual and actual
gueue backlogs at the start of the frame. Finding such aypolic
_ is non-trivial, and often can only be done in an approximate

context. In the next sub-section, we present the performafc
= X0 +ulr) +2Xi(t)u() the algorithm, under the assumption that we have an algorith
+2[X(7) = Xu(te)]m(7) to approximate[(27). In SectidnJV we consider various such
Xi(1)? + B2 +2X,(t, )y (1) + 2B%(T — t,) approximation methods.

where we recall3 is the bound in[{).
Proof: For anyl € {1,...,L} and anyr € {¢,,...,t. +
T, — 1} we have by squarind (20):
X(r+1? < (X(r) +wu(n)?
= Xi(7)* +yu(m)? + 22X, (n)ui(7)
)?

IN



C. Performance Theorem start of a renewal time. From (P8) arld22) we have:

For constants” > 0, § > 0, define a(C, J)-approximation i 5
of (27) to be a policy for choosingy(t) over a frame Altr) +VE Z Yo(7)| O(tr) p < B/¢" +C
(consisting of slotsr € {t,,...,t. + T, — 1}) that yields Tt

a total drift-plus-penalty that is less than or equal to tbfat \E )+ Vtﬁi_l
any other policy, plus an error term parameterized(band - Yo 7
J: =
o+ To—1 +0 Z Qn(tr) + 5ZX1 +Vé (31)
E {D(@(u)) +V S wnle m} < nen
T=tr where D*(®(t,)) and y;/(7) are for any alternative policy
§ trtTr—1 . a*(t). Using the fact thatys(7) — yo(7)| < 28 for all 7, and
EXD'®)+V > yi(r)| O E{T,} = 1/¢, we have:
T=t,
A(t;) < B/¢* + C +2VB/¢
+C+36 > Qulty +5ZXZ )+VE (28 +E{D"(© ( M) 1O}
neN
+9 wte)+0 Y Xi(t,)+Vé 32
where D*(©(t,)) andyi () represent[(23) and](5), respec- %Q Z ut (32)

tively, under any alternative algorithai* (¢) that can be imple- .
mented during the slots € {t,, ..., t.+7,—1} of the frame. Now consider the((2, 2)-only policy a3(t) from Assump-

Note that an exact minimization of the stochastic shorta#t p tion 2, which r.“‘f’".‘es decisions 'r.‘depe“‘_je”@(ftr) to yield
problem [2¥) is & C, §)-approximation forC' = § = 0. (using the definition o>(©(¢,)) in @3)):

Theorem 1: Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold for a given
¢>0.FixV >0,C > 0,6 >0, and suppose we us€@, 5)- E{D"(©(t))[O(t, < — [Z Qn(tr +ZXl(tr)]
approximation every frame. I > ¢¢, then all virtual and neN =
actual queues are strongly stable, and so all desired eamtstr Substituting the above into the right-hand-side[ofl (32)egiv

(8)-(10) are satisfied. In particular, for all positive igégsR, 9
the average queue sizes satisfy: Altr) < B/¢" +C +V(28/¢ +9)

L
(5 - €/¢) Z Qn(tr) + Z Xl(tr)] (33)
_Z ZE{Q" }+ZE{X1 neN =1
r=0 LneN Taking expectations of the above and using the definition of
B/¢+C¢+V(¢>5+25) (29) A(t,) gives:
o E{L(tr+1)} ~ E{L(t,)} < B/# +C +V(28/6 +0)
Further, the time average penalty satisfies: =
(0—¢€/9) [Z E{Qn(t:)} + Y E{Xu(t,)}
lim sup, o0 32020 E {yo(r)} < ™ + i . li . "
B/¢+c¢ opt umming the above overc or some positive
+ @1+ (5 - vg")/d (30) egerR), dividing by R, and usmg the fact th& {L(¢o)} =
Suppose our |mpIementat|on of the stochastic shortest patblves
problem every frame is accurate enough to ensure 0.
Then from [30) and[(29), the time averageef(t) can be E{L(tr)} < B/#*+C+V(28/d+96)
made arbitrarily close to (or below)"”t asV is increased, R -

with a tradeoff in average queue size that is linearVin —¢ L
The dependence on the parameter is also apparent: While +( /¢ Z Z E{@n(tr)} + ZE{X;(M}]
we desire¢ to be small to minimize the disruptions due to r=0 LneN =1

forced renewals, a small value gfimplies a larger value of Rearranging terms and usifg{L(tz)} > 0 ande > ¢

B/¢ in (30) and [2D). Note also that the average size of eaphoves [(29). While[(29) samples only at the start of renewal

stability-constrained queue affects its average delagl, tae frames, it can easily be used to show all queues are strongly
average size of each virtual queue affects the converganee tstable (recall that the maximum queue change over any slot

required for its constraint to be closely met. is bounded, and frame sizes are geometrically distributéd w
averagel /¢). Hence, by stability theory in [24] we know all
desired inequality constraints are met. O
D. Proof of Theorem[T Proof: (Theorenll part 2 — Performance Bound) Define
probability§2£54/e. This is a valid probability because> ¢d
We first prove[(2DB), and theh_(30). by assumption. We consider a new polie¥(¢) implemented

Proof: (Theorenil part 1—Queue Bounds) ltgtbe the over the framer € {¢t,,...,t, + T, — 1}. The policy a*(t)



is a randomized mixture of théQ,z)-only policies from V. APPROXIMATING THE STOCHASTIC SHORTESTPATH
Assumptions 1 and 2: At the start of the frame, independently PROBLEM
flip a biased coin with probabilitie and1 —0, and carry out  consider now the stochastic shortest path problgm (27).
one of the two following policies for the full duration of theyere we describe several approximation options. For sim-
renewal interval: plicity, assume the state spa¢@(t), z(t)) is finite, and the
« With probability §: Use policy o (¢) from Assumption action spacedqg ) .y is finite for all (2(2), z(t)). Without
2 for the duration of the renewal frame, which yield$oss of generality, assume we start at tilh@nd have (pos-
@s)-19). sibly non-zero) backlog® = ©(0). Let T' be the renewal
« With probability 1 —6: Use policya; (t) from Assumption interval size. For every step < {0,...,7 — 1}, define
1 for the duration of the renewal frame, which yields|(15)e (a(7), (1), z(7)) as the incurred cost assuming that the

@a. queue state at the beginning of the renewaPid)):
Note that this policya*gt) is independent 0B (¢,). With .o (a(7), Q(7), 2(7)) 2 Z Qn(0)dn (a(7), QU7), 2(7))
a*(t), from (I3) we have: N
K<l 08 + (1 — 0)yo¥ + XL: X095 (alr), Q7), 2(1))
EY D (e p < T (34) 2 et S,
T +Vio(a(r), Qr), 2(7))  (36)
We also have from((16]-(17) ant {18)-{19): Let «**P(7) denote the optimal control action on slot
T 1 for solving the stochastic shortest path problem, givert tha
E Z v (1)O(t,) < —be =-5vie{l,... L} the controller first observeQ(r) and z(7). Define Z22Z U
o 9 {renewal}, where we have added a new statexrfewal”
Ty —1 to represent the renewal state, which is the terminatiote sta
E Z a5 (1)|O(t,) < —fe =5 vVneN (35) ofthe stochastic shortest path problem. Appropriatelyistd]
. ¢ the transition probabilitied’; (a, 2) to account for this new

. . . state [26][5]. DefineJ = (J.)|,.z as a vector of optimal
Plugging [(34){(3b) into[(31) yields: costs, where/, is the minimum expected sum cost to the
renewal state given that we start in stateandJ,.cpewar = 0.

it By basic dynamic programming theory [26][5], the optimal
2 )
Altr) + VE{ Zt vo(7) | @(tr)} < B/¢"+C+Ve control action on each slat (given Q(7) and z(7)) is:

+K[95 + (1= 0)yg™] a(r) = argmilae Ag () . [c@ (@, (1), 2(7))+
’ Zyeé PZ(T),y(O‘v Q(r))Jy) (37)

Taking expectations gives: This policy is easily implemented provided that tbig
values are known. It is well known that thE vector satisfies
the following vector dynamic programming equatﬁ)n:

tr+Tr—1
E{L(tr+1)} —EL{L(@)} + VE{ > yo(T)} <
v =t J = IE{ min  [ce (v, Q) +P(az,Q)J]} (38)
B/¢* +C+Vi+ —[08+ (1 —6)ys"] +SAa.s
¢ where we have used amntry-wise min (possibly with dif-
ferent«, actions being used for minimizing each entrye
2). Further, ce(a,,2) is defined as a vector with entries
ce(as,Q, 2), and P(a,, Q) = (P,y(a,,Q)) is the matrix of
1 tr—1 ) B/é+Co transit?on _probab_ilities fof) a_nd _con_trol actior_n_z. The ex-
mE{ Z yo(T)} < 08+ (1—0)yS + 60 + = pectation in[(3B) is over the distribution of the i.i.d. pessQ.
=0 Becausé)(t) has the structur@(t) = [w(t), ¢(t)], wherew(t)
is the random outcome for sletand ¢(¢) is an independent

Using 6 = d¢/e shows the right-hand-side of the abovgsergulli process that has forced renewals with probabilit
inequality is the same as the right-hand-side of the desirgd can re-write the above vector equation as:

inequality [30). Finally, becauspy(7)| < 3 for all 7, and
{T,}2, are i._i.d. geometric random variables_with mean J:qSE{ min cg)(az,w)}—k
E{T.} = 1/¢, it can be shown that (see Appendix A): az €AW 1,2

Summing overr € {0,...,R — 1} and dividing byVR/¢
gives the following for allR > 0:

_ 1—-9¢)E min [c(o) Q,,w + PO QW J}} 39
E{Ziol yO(T)} 1< (=9 {azeAw,oJ,z o ) ( ) (39
lim sup > limsup — Z E {yo(7)}

R—o0 R/(b t—oo 1t =0 30ne can also derivE(B8) by defining a value functidtz, Q2), writing the

Bellman equation in terms dff (z(t+1), 2(¢+1)), taking an expectation with
[J respect to the i.i.dQ(t), Q(t+ 1), and defining](z)éEQ(t){H(z,Q(t))}.



where: for each entry; and any deterministic functiofi(-) we have
via iterated expectations:

co'(aw) £ colas[w.1])
Das,w) 2 colas w0]) E{nelif(Jr)} = E{f(JR)E{nli] | Ju}} =0 (42)
POa,,w) £ P(as,[w,0]) Fork € {0,1,2,...} we have the iteration:

We assume the transition probabilitie3® (a.,w) are Jisr = L@Jk + LJ]C (43)
known (recall that these are indeed known binary values as k+1 k+1
described in the model of Sectién 1l-B). We next show howhis iteration is a classi®obbins-Monro stochastic approxi-
to compute an approximation of based on random samplegnation algorithm. It can be shown that ttfevector remains
of w(t) and using a classic Robbins-Monro iteration. deterministically bounded for all (see Appendix B), and that
¥ and ¥ satisfy the requirements of Proposition 4.6 in Section
4.3.4 of [5]. Thus the above iteration is in the standard form

for stochastic approximation theory, and ensures that:
Suppose we have an infinite sequence of random variables

arranged in batches with batch si#¥, with w;,, denoting Jim T = J* with prob. 1
the wth sample of batchk. All random variables are i.i.d.
with probability distribution the same as(¢), and all are

independent of the queue st@ethat is used for this stochastic
shortest path problem. Consider the following two mappin
U and ¥ from a J vector to anotherJ vector, where the
second is implemented with respect to a particular batch

A. Estimation Through Random i.i.d. Samples

where J* is the cost vector associated with the optimal
stochastic shortest path problem, that is, it is the satut®
) and thus satisfied* = ¥J*. This holds for any batch
Size W (including the simplest cas@” = 1), although taking
larger batches reduces the variance of the per-batch dstima
and may improve overall convergence speed.
\I/Jégb]E{ min cg)(% w)} 4 Unfortunately, the above does not specify how many iter-
’ ations are needed to yield a close approximation to Jfe
. 0) © value. The intuition is that we can run the iterations for a
(1-¢)E N {Ce (az,w) + P (asz)‘]} 40)  “large enough” time, and hope that we have obtained a close
o enough approximation to yield' and § values that can be

w

- 1 .

Prto— 3" min (s, wp) + used in Theorerfl 4
w=1

az €A, 1,7

— €A, 1],z

W [ B. Recursive Methods for ¥

1 . (0)
1—09¢)— min Co (O, Wrw)+ . .
( ¢)nglaz€.»4[wkw,o],z o (02 W) Contraction results for general stochastic shortest path-p
lems are given in [5]. The following is a related result with
a simpler form that holds because of our forced renewal

where the min is entrywise over each vector entry. The expés%ucture. For a given vectdX, define|| X || as the maximum

tation in [40) is implicitly conditioned on a give® vector, absolute value ofX:

and is with respect to the random which is independent | X ||£ max | X;]|

of ®. We note that bothV'J and ¥J are vectors with size '

determined by the size of the state spageFor a system It is not difficult to show that for any vectoX and any

with K delay-constrained queues, the sizezois exponential probability matrix P with rows that sum to 1, and with a

in K. Thus, any computation of the mapJ or UJ must number of columns equal to the size Xf, we have|| PX || <

update a number of entries that is exponentiakin This is || X]||.

why we desireK to be small, even though the number of Lemma 2: For any vectorsX, Y of the same size ag™,

stability-constrained queue¥ can be large. we have:
The mapping? cannot be implemented without knowledge

of the distribution ofw (so that the expectation can be [PX —0Y]| < (1-9)[[X -Y]

co_mput(_ad), whereas the mappifigcan be |mpleme_nted 8S @ 4\\e note that an earlier version of this technical reportngptied to over-

“simulation” over thel’ random samplesy.,, (assuming such come this challenge by analyzing error bounds for the fdtignalternative

samples can be generated or obtained). However, the edpecgeursion: -

value of UJ is exactly equal to¥J. Thus, given an initial T =705+ (1 =)k

vector J;, for use in stepk, we can writeUJ;, = U.J;, + My, While this can be shown to be a contraction under the nopkf| =

wheren),, is a zero-mean vector random variable. Specificalljax: |Ji|, our results erroneously claimed (in Lemma 7 of the old tewtin

PO(a,, wkw)J} (41)

the vectorn, satisfies: report) that it was a contraction un.der the nofjd|| = max; VE {J2 }
whereJ is treated as a random variable (the two norms are idenficélis
treated as a constant). The error was in: (i) erroneouslgipgexpectations
E{n,| Jx} =0 ) (0 FimAEXP

through max[] in a step that was skipped, and (ii) using a ltethat

. . . [|[PJ|| < ||J]| (which is correct for a fixed transition probability matrix
Thus, while the vecton,, is not independent off ,, each entry P), where one actually would ne¢tP(J)J|| < ||J||, where P(.J) can be

is uncorrelated with any deterministic function aff,. That is, a function ofJ, and this latter inequality does not necessarily hold.



Proof: Note that for alloe, and allw we have: C. Recursive Methods for ¥

cg)(az’w) + pO (s, w) X The difficulty in iterating the maplJ is that it requires
0) ©) ©) full knowledge of the underlying probability distributisrto
= co'(azw) + P (az,w)Y + PP(az, w)(X —Y) compute the associated expectations. An approximatiomsf t

< e (azw) + PO(az,w)Y + ||[PO(az,w)(X ~Y)|| is to use¥ from [@J). Specifically, assume we hali i.i.d.
< C(Gt)))(az’w) + PO (s, w)Y + || X — Y| samplesuy, . .., wy. Then theV¥ function is:
Define vectore; by: A 1)
\I/J z w
ow Zazefmil o (azswu) +
cl_be{ min cg)(az,w)} ;V
o - (1- gi))i Z min c(o)(a ww) + PO (0, w )J}
Therefore: W 2 o e o). o Oz, Wy 2> Wuw
VX = e+ (1-9¢)x Define Jo as any initial vector, and fok € {1,2,3,...}
E{ min [c(@O)(az,w) —|—P(0)(ozz,w)X}} define J;, = \I/Jk__l..Using the same proof technique as
oz €ALw.0).2 Lemmas[ P andl3, it is easy to show that for @iy > 0,
< a+(l—-9¢)x ¥ is also a contraction that satisfies for akyandY':
E{E%n pgmmm+p®mmwyu X — B < (1-¢)||X — Y]]
[£2 [w,0],2
+(1-9¢)|| X -Y/| Thus, it has a unique fixed poink  satisfying¥J = J,
- VY +(1-¢)||X ~Y]| and for allk € {1,2,3,...} we have:
By switching the roles ofX and Y it can similarly be NTe =T || < =¢)k||To— T |
shown:

The valueJ " is typically not the same ag*. It represents
the optimal cost vector in a modified system where the
The result follows. O vector is i.i.d. with the same distribution as the empirical

This simple result yields the following approximatioraverage given over th& samples. Intuitivelyf]* becomes
bounds fork iterations of the mapl. DefineJ, as an initial a better approximation fod* when the number of samples
guess ofJ*, and fork € {1,2,3,...} defineJ;, = UJj_. W is large.

Lemma 3: For any initial vector J, and any k €
{0,1,2,...} we have:

VY SUX +(1-9)|X - Y|

D. Sampling From the Past and Delayed Queue Analysis

* k *
_ 17k = J7|| < (1= ¢)"[|Jo — { ] ) _ It remains to be seen how one can obtain the required i.i.d.
Proof: Recall that¥J—; = Ji andWJ* = J*. Then: samples without knowing the probability distribution for
[ Je =T = [|9Tpy — OTY| In this subsection, we describe a technique that uses mvio

samples of thev(r) values.

< _ .
< (A=) = J7l We first obtain a collection ofV i.i.d. samples ofw(t).

The result then follows easily by recursion. O Consider a given renewal timg, and suppose that the time

Because the renewal frame size is independent of the polityjs large enough so that we can obt&ifhsamples according
and has average/¢, it is not difficult to show thatJ* < to the following procedure: Letv;2w(t,), watw(t, — 1),
Crmaz/®, Wherec,q, is the largest possible magnitude of ofuz2w(t, —2),...,ww2w(t, — W +1). Becausev(t) is i.i.d.
co(a(r),Q(r), z(1)) for slot 7 in the frame (such a constantover slots (and because our renewal times are chosen rapdom|
exists and is finite because of the boundedness assumptioasyl independently), it is easy to see that, ..., wy } form
Therefore, definingly = 0 and using LemmBl3 yields: an i.i.d. sequence.

. A subtlety now arises: Even though thlv;, ..., ww
[T =T < (1= ¢)*eman/ sequence is i.i.d., these samples aot indet;)%ndent of t};le

By the definition ofce () in ([38), it can be shown that,,,, is dueue backlo@®(t,.) at the beginning of the renewal. This is
a sum of terms that are proportionalitq Q,, (¢,.), andZ;(t,). because these values have influenced the queue states. This
Further, in Appendix C it is shown that the deviation in th&1akes it challenging to directly implement a Robbins-Monro

optimal cost when({37) is used with an approximate valye iteration. Indeed, the expectation in_{40) can be viewed as
rather thanJ*, deviates fromJ* by at most: a conditional expectation given a certain queue backlog at

21 — &) Tk — J| the beginning of the renewal interval, which @(t,) for
k the rth renewal. This conditioning does not affelct](40) when
¢ w(t) is chosen independently of initial queue backlog, and
Hence, the above two bounds can be used to compute a valoghe random samples in_{41) are also assumed to be chosen
k that provides explicit approximation values f6randd for independent of the initial queue backlog, which is not theeca
use in Theorera]1. if we sample from the past.
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To avoid this difficulty and ensure the samples are both i.i.oh Fig. [1. The algorithm utilizes the classic Robbins-Monro
and independent of the queue states that form the weiglitsation, based on samples from the past, to approximate
in our stochastic shortest path problem, we usdekyed the weighted stochastic shortest path problemd (39). This is
gueue analysis as in [27]. Lett,;,,+ denote the slot on which because solving[(39) exactly is computationally expensive
samplewy, is taken, and 1e®(t5:.,-+) represent the queuewould require full probability knowledge, and may not be
backlogs at that time. It follows that the i.i.d. samples angractical for implementation.
also independent 0® (¢s:4r). Hence, the bounds derived for The network in Fig[ll consists of one delay-constrained
the iteration technique in the previous section can be aegpliqueue and three stability-constrained queues, sokthat{1}
when the iterates us®(ts.,,¢) as the backlog vector. Letand ' = {2,3,4}. The size of the delay-constrained queue
Je(,) denote the optimal solution to the probleml(38) for & limited to b = 10 packets. Random packet arrivals are i.i.d.
queue backlo®(¢,) at the beginning of our renewal timg, Bernoulli processes witl*r[A,,(t) = 1] = 0.2 for n € A and
and letJg.,,,,) denote the corresponding optimal solutiorPr[A,(t) = 1] = 0.4. Each network channel is a binary state
for a problem that starts with initial queue backl@dt....+). and is active (ON-state) with probabilifyr[S;(¢t) = 1] = 0.5
Then there ardV — 1 slots in between,;,,» andt,. Because for i € N U K. The force renewal probability i®r[¢(t) =
the maximum change in any queue on one slot is boundgd= 0.01.
by 5, we want to claim that an algorithm which computes the In this simulation, we consider a problem of minimizing the
stochastic shortest path using #t...,;) queue values gives average number of dropped packets. For the delay-consttain
a result that is within an additive constant of the algorithmueueQ;(¢), the average backlog is limited to 1.5. Define
which uses®(t,). Such an additive constant can be vieweg,(t) = D;(t) andy; (t) = Q1(t) — 1.5. Then an optimization
as theC constant in Theorem] 1. This can be justified usinfpr this simulation is
the next lemma, which bounds the deviation of the optimal o -
costs associated with two general queue backlog vectors. minimize Yo

Let ®; and ®; be two different queue backlog vectors, subject to 71 < 1.5
and let Jo, and Je, represent the optimal frame costs Q. < oo for all n € {2,3,4}.
corresponding t@®; and®,, respectively. Define the constant
0 as follows: The simulation follows the frame-based drift-plus-peyalt

algorithm in Sectio III-B with the Robbins-Monro iteratio
6= o @@z, 2) = e, (o=, Q)| (44) " @3). A batch size is set to bl = 50, so that we store the
' most recenb0 samples (using less than 50 in the initial slots
7 < 50). Note that the number of samples is half of the average
frame size,1/¢ = 100. Every forced renewal slot,, the

where ce (o, ?) is the vector, indexed by, with the zth
entry given by [(3B) using backlog vect@®. Note from [36)

that is independent oF (as theV term in [36) cancels out in algorithm uses the batch to approximate the mappiakyin

the sub_traction), and _is pro_portional_ to the maximum pgnalm), and then updatek according to[(4B). After updating,
value times the maximundifference in any queue backlog every decision in frame is decided from the simple rule(37).

entry_ in ©, and its correspond_ing entry i®,. Thusg is Then all delay-constrained, stability-constrained, airtual
also independent of the actual size of the backlog vectadk, %ueues are updated as [ (I, (2), and (20)

depends only on thedlifference, being proportional tav' 5. For a simple initial comparison, we u$e= 0, so the algo-

delﬁigg?n4@5;)rvtlzeh\;?/29r@1 and®,, and for theg value rithm puts no weight on minimizing, and only attempts to
i ' e satisfy the desired constraints. Results from the algoritintil
() The difference betweedie, andJe, satisfies: 1.5x10* slots are shown in Fi§l] 2. The system drops almost all
e, — Je,|| < 4 packets in the delay-constrained queue (as expected)nmaki
! 9 its average queue size approach zero, as shown in the top

(b) Let v, (t) denote the policy decisions at timeinder the graphs of Fig[R. All stability-constrained queues are lstab

of a mismatched policy that incurs costs according to backloglgorithm yields a feasible solution.
vector®, but makes decisions accordingdg(t) (and hence

has the same decisions as the optimal policy@aj). Then: L e :

; B —> Qu(t) . o N ={2,3,4}
J@2§J;7115§J®1+1— \4\/ K= {1} :
. ] 4 ) ) M, Qs(t) *--S.x_(t\\\ PriA,(t) =1]=02neN
wherel is a vector of alll values with the same dimension PriAy(t) = 1] = 0.4
= Jel' i H . /ﬂ’ Q2(t) "—SQ—({:,',’ Pr[%‘ t)=1=05
Proof: Omitted for brevity (see Appendix D). 0 e
At LBt
L» Ql(f) .

V. SIMULATION

In this section, we simulate the frame-based drift-plugig. 1. A network with 1 delay-constrained queue (queue i), & stability-
penalty algorithm in Sectiof IlI-B for the simple networkconstrained queues.
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Fig. 3. Behaviors of the system wifii = 100 g g g y g

Wi t vV — 100 the algorith tt s 1 constraintQ, < 1.5 is met with near equality, which is why
e next usey = » S0 the algonthm attempts 1oy,q number of dropped packets can be pushed down so far. Fig.

minimize dropping in queue 1. Behaviors in the system f il : ;
! L . strates the performance of the algorithmlasvaries.
the first1.5 x 105 slots are shown in Fidll 3. The figure showgﬁl N P gor! I

the convergence of the algorithm. Afted° slots, the average
number of dropped packets(i€)96 and the average backlog of VI. CONCLUSIONS
the delay-constrained queueli®s6. These values correspond We have developed an approach to the Markov Deci-
to the data points plotted fov’ = 100 in Figs.[4 andb. sion problems associated with a small numiérof delay-
Compared to the result frod = 0, the average number of constrained wireless users and a (possibly large) number
dropped packets decreases, while the backlog increases a¢ af stability-constrained queues. Our formulation allows
result of more aggressive admission. In addition, the dlyor optimization of general penalty functions subject to gaher
with V = 100 takes more time slots to converge. penalty constraints, such as minimizing average packegisdro
Finally, the system is simulated fdr in the range from subject to average backlog and/or average delay constratint
0 to 1000, as shown in Figdl4 and 5. Each value ofis the delay-constrained queues, and subject to stabilithet t
simulated over 5 independent runs. A5G is increased, we stability-constrained queues. Our approach uses a reducti
expect the average drop rate to converge to optimality, withto an online (unconstrained) weighted stochastic shopiztbt
corresponding increase in average queue sizes for théditstabi problem implemented over variable length frames. This gen-
constrained queues. This is exactly what happens. Afiér eralizes the class of max-weight network control policies t
slots, the average number of dropped packets and the avenagvorks with Markov decisions. The solution to the under-
number of backlogs are recorded. Then the average of thing stochastic shortest path problem has complexity ihat
five values for eaclV is calculated. Also, the nearest optimaexponential in the number of delay-constrained qudtiebut
solution (whenV = 10%) that we obtained is represented byolynomial in the number of delay-unconstrained queNies\
dashed lines in both figures. In this case, the average numfibeRobbins-Monro approximation technique was used to develop
dropped packets i8.057, and the average number of backlogeveral approximation algorithms for the stochastic gsbrt
is Q; = 1.499. Note that in this case, the average queue sipath problem. The solution technique is general and extends
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to other network problems with stochastic decisions. Taking limits yields:

APPENDIXA 1 [fE
hmsuptZE{yo }<(¢>+e)hmsup E{Zyo }

Here we show that if7,.}2, are i.i.d. geometric random t—co
variables with meaft {7.} = 1/¢, and if |yo(7)| < g for all

7 (for some positive constart), then: The above holds for alt such that) < e < ¢. Taking a limit

ase — 0 yields:

E{525" o)} 1 {m : }

. 1
hlr%njolip R/® >thUP TZOE{yO (m)} (45) limsup — ZE{IO }<¢>hmbup—E Zyo

t—o00
The reverse inequality can be proven similarly. This esthbk
(438) for the case whepy(7) is a non-negative process.

R—-1 . .
<
tr _ Yoo T ~» 1/6 with prob. 1 For the casdy,(7)| < 3, but can take possibly negative

This is used at the end of the proof of Theorgim 1.
We have by the Law of Large Numbers:

R R values, we can defingy(7)2yo(7) + 3. Then we have) <
First consider the case whep(r) > 0 with probability %o(7) < 26 for all 7. It follows that:
1 for all 7, so that0 < yo(r) < g for all 7. Let R(t) be t—1 tr—1
the number of renewal events that have occurred up to timejm sup =~ ZE{%( )} < ¢hm bup IE Z To(T
(not counting the renewal at tim®. ThenR(t)/t — ¢ with t—oo =0
pt:ot;altl)lht)_/l Fix a Vall‘_'ee > 0 such tha) < e < 4. Define Subtracting3 from both sides of the above equality yields the
the following eventy(t): result of [25).
R(t)
x(t)& { < ¢+ e}
() t APPENDIXB
Define x“(¢) as the opposite event. ThePr[x“(t)] = 0 @ Here we show that if we use iteratidn{43) starting with any
t — oo. If x(t) is true, thenR(t) < [(¢ + €)t] and so: initial vector Jy, then the norms|J || of all iterates.J, are
t < ti(sre] Whenevery(t) is true bounded, where we use the max-absolute value norm:
where we recall that, is the time of therth renewal event. RYE max | X
Now for any timet we have: ] ] ]
1 1 Consider the iteration:
1 1
- ) E{w(r)} = JE{— Yo(7) | x(t)} Prix(t)] J L S
t TZZ;J t Z k1= Yk + rrivk
where:
Zyo Prx“(t)] VI =UJ,+my
1tr<¢+em 1 where U is the map of [(40), andn,}°, is a sequence
< E i Z yo(7) | x(t) p Pr[x(t)] of zero mean vector random variables, where each entry of
=0 7, 1S uncorrelated with any deterministic function df.
+BPr[x°(t)] We show that|J|| and||n,|| are deterministically bounded.
‘ 1 Define ¢4, as the maximum absolute value of any term of
1 [(¢+e)t] (0) (1) X .
< ZE Z Yo () the cg’ (o, w) or ¢g’ (o, w) functions, under anyy,w. This
t = maximum is finite by the boundedness assumptions. Define
BPHC(1)] TmazZCmaz/¢. We claim that if If || Jo|| < Jmaz, then:
where the final inequality holds because we have added the Tkl < Jmaz 5 7]l < 2Tmaa
non-negative term: Proof: Suppose thatJ || < Ji.a. for some iteratiork > 0
1 trg+on —1 (it holds by assumption fot = 0). We show that it also holds
-E Z yo(7) | X6(t) p Pr(x°(¢)] for k£ + 1. By the update equations_(40) arid](41), it is not
t =0 difficult to show that:
Therefore: maX[H\iij”a ||\IJJIC||] S Cmaz + (1 - ¢)Jmam = Jmaz
t—1
1 .
P2 E ) Thus:
ot~ [ Tkal] < ||‘I’Jk||+ ||Jk||
[(¢+ e)t] 1 tr(p+e)e1—1 + k—i—l
= T oo o(7) 3 4mm+_£_J
=0 = k41 k+17M

+BPT‘[XC(t)] = Jmaw
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This proves the first part. To prove the second part, we have: APPENDIXD

10Tk — OT4| Here we prove Lemmal4 of Section 1V-D, restated below
for convenience: For the vecto®; and ®,, and for thef

[l

< NIkl [T value defined in[{44), we have:
< 2Jmag (a) The difference betweesig, andJe, satisfies:
O 0
||J("‘)1 _J@2|| < 5
APPENDIXC

(b) Letay (t) denote the policy decisions at timeinder the
We now show that an implementation that choosés) policy that makes optimal decisions subject to queue basklo
over a frame according t6 (B7), using tig estimate instead @,, and defineJ5'** as the expected sum cost over a frame
of the optimalJ™ vector, results in an approximation to theof a mismatched policy that incurs costs according to backlog

stochastic shortest path problem that deviates by an amousétor®, but makes decisions accordingdg(t) (and hence

that depends ofiJy — J*||. has the same decisions as the optimal policy@q). Then:
Claim: Suppose we choos€t) according to[(3]7) over the 0

course of a frame, using a vectdrrather thanJ*. Let J(.J) Jo, <J5E < Je, +1-
represent the expected sum cost over the frame (gilen ¢
Then: where1l is a vector of alll values with the same dimension
~ 20— )||J = J*
) Proof: By definition, we haveJe, < J5;"° (asJe, is
Proof: Let a(t) represent the control decision on skot e minimum sum cost over any policy when penalties are
made using the/ vector, and letv* (¢) represent the decisionincurred according t®-, queue backlog). Consider any entry

that would be made under thE&" vector. Then: 2, and suppose we start in initial stat€0) = 28 Then:
70T = - () Joul2] < J3[]
T =oe{, pin | eo-at)}
H1 - O { e (a(t). w(1) + PO a(t). ()T (1)] T} - {ZO coulen(Th D) 2 (T))}
. . . T-1
\év:tigemteheTszgfctatlon is with respect to the randofn) — Jo,l2] +]E{Zc@2 (a1 (1), Q7), 21 (T))}
7=0
J(J) = min &) (s, w =
i) = ok {QZGA[w(t>,1],z o (o (t))} —E { Z ce, (a1(7), (7). 21 (T))}
+(1 = O { e (a(t), w(t) + PO (a(t), ()T | T} —
+(1 = 0)E{ PO a(t), w(t) } () = ) (47) = el

where the final inequality is due to the fact that the mean
Vfenewal time isl /¢, and from the fact that the value in [44)
bounds the difference in thes, (-) and ce,(-) components.

_ (0) (0) This proves part (b).
1 Eqcg’ (a(t),w(t)) + PV (at),w(t))d | J
1-9) { o (() ) (aft), w (@) T } To prove part (a), note that part (b) implies:

Because«(t) minimizes the second term of the abo
equality, we have:

< (1-9E{cd ("

= (- e {(
0 . However, switching the roles &; and®,, we can similarly
(1- ¢)]E{P( e (), w(t)(J = T | J} derive Jo, < Je, + 16/¢. This proves part (a). O

Combining the above witH (47) yields:

)
(£),w(t) + PO (1), w(t) ] | J}
(t),w

0
Jo, < Jo, +1-
“(0),w(0) + PO (1), w(6)T" | T} R

«
«
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