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Abstract—Energy efficiency and quality of service (QoS) guar- switching off the base stations, cell breathing and sleedemo
antees are the key design goals for the 5G wireless communiiten  design [3], [4].
systems. In this context, we discuss a multiuser scheduling The QoS for a service is measured by the parameters like

scheme over fading channels for loss tolerant applicationsThe h h del d ket | | Th
loss tolerance of the application is characterized in termsof throughput, delay and packet loss tolerance. These pagesnet

different parameters that contribute to quality of experience for ~control the quality of experience (QoE) for the end user. For
the application. The mobile users are scheduled opportunigally ~ example, if the application is delay sensitive, a large amhou
such that a minimum QoS is guaranteed. We propose an of radio resources are required to meet the QoS requirements
opportunistic scheduling scheme and address the cross laye as compared to delay tolerant applications. Depending en th

design framework when channel state information is not peréctly . . ] .
available at the transmitter and the receiver. We characteize NEWOrk design constraints, these resources result irereith

the system energy as a function of different QoS and channel large bandwidth or excessive use of power. As allocated
state estimation error parameters. The optimization probem is bandwidth for a system is fixed usually, it is important to

formulated using Markov chain framework and solved using exploit any relaxation in QoS parameters to make the system
stochastic optimization techniques. The results demonsite that more energy efficient

the parameters characterizing the packet loss are tightly aupled . . . .
and relaxation of one parameter does not benefit the system 1hiS work aims at exploiting such relaxed application QoE

much if the other constraints are tight. We evaluate the enagy- requirements to achieve system energy efficiency. In litera
performance trade-off numerically and show the effect of clannel ture, energy—delay tradeoffs have been addressed inatiffer
uncertainty on the packet scheduler design. settings, e.g.,[15]517]. However, not much work focuses on
Index Terms—Energy efficiency, Markov chain, opportunistic ~exploiting the loss tolerance of the application in radie re
scheduling, radio resource allocation, green communicains, source allocation mechanisms due to the challenging task of
cross layer design. providing a certain guaranteed QoE. By a service provider’s
point of view, if a user's application can tolerate a certain
[. INTRODUCTION amount of data loss without deteriorating QoE significaritly
Energy efficient (green) communication is one of the desidgh advantageous to exploit it for overall system efficierigy.
principles for the next generation of wireless networksefgy the end user’s point of view, it is not really advantageoysap
efficiency in a network can be defined in terms of differeffr an extra quality when it is not needed. The application’s
metrics, e.g., bits-per-Joule, which takes network load alPss tolerance acts as a degree of freedom (DoF) that can
static circuit consumed energy into accourt [1]. In this kyor be exploited to make system energy efficient. The dynami-
we employ signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) per information, bitcally fading wireless channel poses an interesting chgéien
Ey /N, as a measure of energy efficiency to focus more ¢ scheduling the packets optimally such that QoE for the
communication aspect of the problem. Due to high elegyriciend user remains acceptable (bounded QoS) while the extra
cost of operating a network, the revenue generation for tRackets are intentionally dropped at the transmitter tee sav
network operators is vanishing and the network architectufansmission energy. It should be noted that random packet
design requires a complete new design methodology. qualtiopping with average packet drop rate guarantee cannot
of service (QoS) metrics. Energy efficiency can be achiev@fomise required QOE as there are additional QoS key factors
by trading bandwidth, delay or other system performandé@volved in perception. For example, bursty packet losseau
indicators [2]. At the same time, energy efficiency can bi@st degradation in QoE as compared to some random packet
achieved by architecture level novel techniques whichuidel 10Ss pattern even for the case when the average packet loss
_ _ remains the same. In addition to average packet drop rate,
5 e s b R g1 976292 4Ny Comsider bursly natre of the packe 0ss a5 & consrant
made herein are solely the responsibility of the authors. on packet scheduling and analyze our scheme such that a
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work models and analyzes the effect of packet dropping on channel state is worse than the estimated one and results
QoS, most of the work focuses on traditional wired networks  in packet loss after transmission.

or protocol level mechanisms without taking unpredictablehe energy efficient scheduling algorithm design for thekpaic
wireless channel into account. In [8] successive packet 19sss tolerant applications takes the packet loss due torfegte
modeling is considered using Markov chain analysis. Thgs| into account statistically and adapts its intentioretkgt
work in [9] investigates the sensitivity of the time averag@rop rate accordingly to maintain a bound ép, and N

of the transmission rate on the distribution of losses amrameters.

the average loss rate for the flow control using transmissionThe main contributions of this paper are summarized as
control protocol. The authors show that the time averaghef tig[lows:

transmission rate increases with the burstiness of losses f | \\e use a packet level channel model to model the effect

given average packet loss rate. The authors_in [10] present ¢ imperfect CSI on the transmitter side and analyze the

an analysis for the effect of th_e access router buffer size proposed scheduling scheme as a function of different
on packet loss rate and determine its effect on the QoS of parameters that govern the QoS.

multimedia services when bursty traffic is present. Theytud | \ye generalize the framework to the case when the
shows that the bursty nature of some applications impairs nqividual users have their own CCON parameters and
multimedia traffic especially when a certain number of larst Sl it at system level as a Markov decision process.

over_lap. F_anqqiret al. discuss a usgful analytical framework The system energy depends on the distribution of the
to dimension the packet loss burstiness over generic w_;sele CCON parameter.

channels|[[11]. Thgy propose a new metric to characterize the, Then, the proposed scheme is analyzed when the CSI
packet loss burstiness, which is shown to be more compact ggiimation error at both transmitter and receiver sides is
and accurate than the metrics proposed previously. paoket | qeled by error variance. The energy per transmitted bit
performance in terms of packet loss rate and the loss-burst s gerived in closed form for a multiuser multiple access

Ienth distributions. flows. ) system as a function of error variance. techniques to solve
_ Itis apparent that successive or bursty packet loss has been o ontimization problem for an energy efficient system.

investigated quite a bit in the past, b_Ut this c_zllmen5|on ha_\s_ The loss tolerance for the application’s QoE is controlled

not been the focus of much research in the wireless domain. by different parameters as we discussed. We study the

The WOI’.kS in [12], [13] c.on.sider intentional pqclfeF droppin couplingeffects of these parameters on the system energy
mechanisms for delay limited systems to minimize energy through simulations. The coupling effect implies that a

consumption over fading channels. Some recent works in [14] tight requirement on one of the loss parameters implies
[15] consider data loss tolerance as an other aspect of the 4 -+ here is a bound on the maximum exploitation of the
system which can be exploited to save system energy. The e parameters as well, and further energy efficiency
authors in[[14] introduce a framework to achieve energy effi- .ot be achieved by relaxing the other parameters.

ciency in a multiuser multiple access system for an apptinat . ) .
y P y ppd The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Secfidn I

with average packet loss and maximum successive packet loss ) .
. X . . . .. Introduces the system model and key assumptions used in the
constraint. This work is generalized to a system with a finite

buffer size in [15] and it analyzes the bounds on buffer si analysis. We model the proposed scheduling scheme in 8ectio
o y ﬁﬁ] The optimization problem is formulated mathematigall
for the loss tolerance parameters.

in Section[IV and Sectiof ]V addresses the generalization
B. Contributions and Main Results of the framework. The tradeoff between energy and QoS

The works in references [14], [15] consider perfect Chanr%ametlerg 'S e\{?rllut?]ted ngmerlcta_lg/ Itn SeCE?Qt};VI ani Bact
state information (CSI) at both transmitter and receivdesi concludes wi € main contributions of the work.
The sequence of maximum number of packets allowed to be
dropped successively for a given average packet drop rate
Oy is termed agontinuity constrain(CCON) parameter and ~We assume thak users in a multiple access channel (MAC)
denoted byN. Every user of the application is provided aare uniformly and randomly distributed in a wireless networ
guaranteed QoS in terms of metrig¥, 6;,,) with probability with a base station in the center. The user scheduled in a time
one while the CCON parameter is identical for all users. slot is provided an average rafe, = A% whereC is the

This work extends the work in [15] to the cases when CSlystem spectral efficiency and; denotes a random variable
available at the transmitter and the receiver is not perfeft4], [16].
which logically translates into the problem of providing-st
tistical guarantees oV to the individual users. A. Propagation Channel Model

For our problem settings, we have two reasons for a packe
drop:

1) Intentional packet drop at the transmitter dependi

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an uplink scenario where time is slotted such
that each usel experiences a channel gdip(t) in a time slot
'}QSignaI propagation is characterized by a distance depénde

on the gppllycanon loss tolerance _to save energy if t Jath loss factor and a frequency-selective short-terrmgadi
applications’s loss tolerance permits. Thus, ks (£) turns out to be

2) Packet drop due to imperfect CSI estimate at the trans-
mitter (and receiver) side which implies that the actual hi(t) = sk fr(t) (1)



where s, and fi(t) denote the path loss and the short ter'dle model this by a probability,; that a transmission is not
fading of userk, respectively. successful. Furthermore, we assume that if the transmissio
The users are assumed to be uniformly distributed inis not successful, all the scheduled packets are lost. The
geographical area but for a forbidden circular region ofuad information about packet dropping is fed back by the reaeive
0 centered around the base station wherec 6 < 1 is a to the transmitter by the end of time slot via a perfect
fixed system constant [16]. Using this model, the cumulatidannel. This model is termed as packet level channel model
distribution function (cdf) of path loss is given by in literature and has been investigated in different sggtin
e.g., [19], [20]. As the one bitelayedfeedback information

,02 o <2 r<l about the successful/unsuccessful transmission of thégue
F (I) — 1-2 /e_§ 1<x<d§ @ (2) . . . . .
s\ = 1—52 > : packet arrives by the scheduling instance in the next time

1 r=0" slot, the transmitted packet(s) is buffered by then. If the
where the path loss at the cell border is normalized to one. Tihansmission is successful, it is dropped otherwise, iaken
path loss is assumed to be constant at the time scale coeidéH0 account for the scheduling decision in the next time slo
in this work. We assume block fading model such that ttféépending on the buffer capacity as explained later.

fading remains constant during a single time slot, but ckang o o )
with time slot. The fading is independently and identicallf- Statistical Guarantees on Continuity Constraint

distributed (i.i.d.) across both users and time slots. The model considered in_[15] assumes that CCON can be
Thus, the multiple access channel (MAC) is described lget with probability one. It is not practicable to assumet tha
input X and outputY” relation by a packet can be transmitted with probability one over fading
K channels whenV packets have been dropped successively.
Yi(t) = Z \/ka(t) +Z(t) ©) We generalize this framework in the direction of providing

statistical guarantees on CCON, i.e., a user violates th@NCC
L i with a probability+. If channel conditions are not good after
wh(_areZ rgpresents additive ""d_' complex Gaussian rar'dofi'?oppingN packets successively, the user is still allowed to
varlaple with zero mean and unit variance. drop a finite amount of packets correspondingyte- 0. We
This work focuses on leveraging the analysis of the schemggine the event of violation of CCON as the number of time

propoged in [[15] when perfect CSI is not available. AS‘§Iots the packets are dropped after successively dropping
sumption of perfect CSI helps to perform system analysb%lckets_

and get insights about different trade-offs involved inteys We allow multiple users to be scheduled in a single time

design. However, acquisition of CSl is a costly operatiod ar|qt 1o minimize-. If only a single user is scheduled per time
imperfection in CSI causes performance degradation. slot, all the users other than the scheduled one may have to
In this work, we consider two cases: drop the packets (intentionally) which results in increse
o Imperfect CSI at the transmitter side. rapidly. We have no control over the packets dropped due to
« Imperfect CSI at both transmitter and receiver sides. channel impairments, but the packet scheduler can be dsign
The receiver acquires CSI using pilot or data aided chanrseich thaty is bounded by facilitating maximum scheduling of
estimation while acquisition of CSI at the transmitter sidthe users who already have dropp¥dpackets successively.
requires feedback from the receiver. Feeding back informa-The analysis of the scheme is based on asymptotic user case
tion to the transmitter requires transmission of a lot ofesidvhich implies that the scheme is applicable to any number
information and has an associated overhead cost. Specialfyusers scheduled simultaneously. To make it possible, we
availability of CSI at the transmitter side in a fast molilit perform superposition coding and successive interfereane
scenario is very complex and the cost is enormous. This leaxdation (SIC) for the successful transmission of datzastie
to a tradeoff betweeexplorationand exploitation[17], [18]. of simultaneously scheduled users![16].
We consider different frameworks to analyze the effect of Let K denote the set of users to be scheduled @rize the
imperfection in CSI. We employ a simplified framework fopermutation of the scheduled user indices that sorts thenea
the case of imperfect CSI at the transmitter side (only). \Wggins in increasing order, i.8g, < - - < hg, < - < hg,, -
model it using a packet level channel model and adapt olihen, the energy of the scheduled uder with rate R, , is
scheduling decisions accordingly. When CSI is not avaslabyiven by [16], [21]
both at the transmitter and the receiver sides, we model it by Zo (o5, Ro, S Ra,
a channel estimation error variance and compute the regulti Eg, = ho, (2 Pk T — 28k ) J (4)
energy per bit as a function of error variance.

k=1

where Z, denotes the noise power spectral density.
To ease the understanding of the discussion in the paper,
B. Packet Level Channel Model we summarize the notation for the system design parameters

We assume that CS| is available at the transmitter side, ttTablell.
it is not perfect. Instead of modeling imperfection stétesty,
we model it at packet level. As a result of imperfect CSI, th@- Packet Arrival Model in Large User Limit
scheduled users are not able to compute the correct powefhe design of the scheme presented later in this work is
level for the assigned rate which could result in a packet.lobased on the asymptotic case when the number of the users



TABLE |
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Parameter Symbol

Buffer Size

CCON parameter

Probability of violation of CCON

Target probability of violation of CCON

Average (target) packet drop rate

Average packet drop rate achieved as a function

The scheduling framework comprises two parts: online
scheduling decisions and the offline optimizations of sahed
ing thresholds. The scheduling decisions for every useadame
time slot are based on the instantaneous channel conditibn a
the scheduling thresholds. The thresholds are optimized by
taking into consideration the CCON paramelér maximum
buffer sizeB, average packet dropping probability,, and the
user’s small scale fading distribution. The number of thres

gfrgégzr”ifya;ﬁg“te;e{rsansmission s ot successful Or olds equals the number of buffered packets and the scheduler
v, - . . .
Probability to have CCON parametev, CZ decides how many packets are scheduled in a single time slot

based on the channel conditions. If no packet is scheduled, a

the packets (including the recently arrived packet) aréced

if the buffer has capacity. If the buffer is full, the oldestgxet

in the buffer is dropped. When the user has dropNegiackets

R ccessively (bursty loss), the scheduling of at least glesin

Q%Cket is maximally prioritized, but it cannot be guaradtee
e to random fading channel. Thus, the lowest scheduling
‘eshold is dependent on the maximum statistical guagante

approach infinity, i.e.,K — oo. We consider an arbitrary
random packet arrival process for a usaexith bounded mean
and variance. At the system level, when an asymptotical
large number of users are present, the "system” packetaarri
process can be modeled with a constant arrival process [

Regardless of the arrival distribution, the system levelvar that CCON cannot be fulfilledy — 0 is a special case where

rate converges to statistical average of the arrival poeden 7 . .
an infinitely large number of users are present in the syste@?hedu“ng threshold is set to zero whirpackets have been

For a single user, this is modeled by the constant arrival opped successively [15].

a single packet with variable size in each time slot where othxt, we adhqlres?ﬂ.thethonIlrr]leldschtgdgllntg mec(:jhams(rjn n
arrival is modeled by arrival of a packet with zero i:{aa4]. ectiorl1Il-A, while offline threshold optimization is dissse

in? Section 1V.

In the large user limit, multiuser scheduling problem cal
be broken into a single user scheduling problem such that
every user takes the scheduling decision independent of eFinite State Markov Chain Model
other use&[14]. The large system results have been employed
successfully in communications in different settings talgne
the systems with dependencies, elg.] [23]] [24].

We model the proposed scheduling scheme using a finite
state Markov chain (FSMC). Let < B andj < N denote

the number of packets buffered and dropped successively at
time t. Then, the Markov chain stageat timet is defined by

a variable from the composite state space suchpthat + j.

Packet scheduling constrained by average packet drop rateihe start of the procesg, equals zero. If a packet is not

and maximum successive packet drop belongs to a classSpReduled, it is buffered and = 1 (while j = 0), thereby
sequential resource allocation problems, known as Restld2€ System makes transition to next state- 1. Remember
Multi-armed Bandit Processes (RMBPS) [25]. In RMBPs, At +1) = ¢(t) in FSMC. When the buffer is full, an event
subset of the competing users are scheduled in each pfnot _schedu_lmg a.packet res_ults na pac_ket drop, thegeby
The states of all the users in the system stochasticallyevopta'ts increasing and= B remains fixed until there is a room

based on the current state and the action taken. The schied{fleth® Puffer for unscheduled packets due to scheduling of
user receives a reward dependent on its state. The nBigviously buffered packets. The event of dropping/biritpr

action depends on the reward received and the resulting nlyhe packet results_ in a forwaro_l state trgnsition to thet nex
p+1. The size of FSMC is determined by the buffer

state. The RMBPs are characterized by a fundamental traa_@-teq -
off between the decisions promising high immediate rewarg%€ and CCON parameters such thét= B + N.

versus those that sacrifice immediate rewards for bettardut V& consider the event of packet drop due to imperfect CSI
rewards. In contrast to use of RMBPs to model and analy%the state space description next. We assume that feedback
the effect of correlation between channel stafes [19],,[a0t for_ the successful/unsqccessful transmission (ACK/NACK)
optimization problem is based on investigating the effeict @Tves by the end of time slot and the transmitter buffers
sequential decisions in terms of correlation between packBe Scheduled packet(s) by then. If the transmitter reseive
dropping sequences. The one bit channel feedback does H¥IpACK, the packets are dropped from the buffer as they
to make the decision in the next time slot but it does not gij¥Ve been received successfully. In case of a NACK, the

any idea about the channel state in the next time slot duebigffered packets are treated in the same way as intentional
block fading model assumption. packet dropping, i.e., buffer if there is a room or drop

otherwise. The dropping of a packet in case of a NACK occurs
17ero packet size facilitates modeling of the scheme (asaiel in next SOlely due to insufficient buffer capacity and affects syste
section) while arrival (and transmission) of a packet widtazrate has no performance similar to intentional packet drop scenarioe T

effect on system energy consumption, __ packet drop due to imperfect CSI needs to be modeled in the
Though, users’ scheduling decisions decouple as a reslaltgs user limit

assumption, power allocation for the scheduled users regtéte information SyStem separately due tq its dif_ferent effect O_n ?yStemgyner
of the other scheduled users. information system [14]. Intentional packet dropping (without transmission) does$ n

IIl. M ODELING THE SCHEDULING SCHEME



cost any energy to the system while packets dropped due to CSI aquisition
imperfect CSI result in waste of energy without transmgtin
data successfully.

As explained in Sectioh I[-B, the effect of imperfect CSI

at the transmitter side is modeled by packet level desoripti Offine Oniine
such thatv,; denotes packet drop probability ang= 1 — vy e Packet(e) Scheguled?
is the probability of a successful transmission. cumSnlistate
Thus, we define state transition probability, in an FSMC
model as T
apg = Pr(Siy1=q|S =p) (5) Tl No
I/Sdpq p<M7q§mln(po)
Gpg +va Y P b p< Mq=p+1 (6)
A4

0 else \ﬁi‘*
Update Next State
where

ape = Transition probability from state to g. Fig. 1. Flow chart for the scheduling mechanism.
dp, = Transition probability from state to ¢
when scheduling of one or more packets occurs. ) )
- . o B. Modelingy in FSMC
&pq = Transition probability from state to ¢ when no
packet is scheduled. Ideally one would like to schedule a packet with probability

one wherp = M andj = N. As explained earlier, this is not

To defined,,, anda,,, mathematically, we define a SChedu"n%ractical due to the following constraints:

threshold.

Definition 1 (Scheduling Threshold,,). It is defined as the
minimum small scale fading valuérequired to make a state
transition from statep to ¢ such that

1) It is not possible to apply 'water filling’ principle on
any arbitrary channel due to power limitations of the
transmitter. Thus, a packet is not scheduled with prob-
ability one in stateM. This is implemented by having

pg = Pr(kipg < f < Kpg—1)) 0<gq<min(p,B). (7) kars > 0 and not scheduling a packet ff, < k5.

2) Wheny, > 0, it cannot be guaranteed with probability
one that the scheduled packets in sthfeare received
by the receiver error free.

where r,,- is defined to be infinity withS,_ denoting a
dummy state befors,.

schedule more packets for good fading states. Therefage, oth of the constraints contribute to statistical guararte

scheduling thresholds quantize the fading vector to oggmi CON with y > 0. .
the number of scheduled packets according to the fading. To handle the event of unscheduled or/and lost head of line

In a statep > ¢, the scheduler with fading variabfemakes (HOL) packet in stateM_, we define a self state transition
a state transition to statesuch that[[15] QMM wher_e_ no packet is scheduled in contrast to other sglf
state transitions (where a single packet is scheduled) with
qd = Rpq < f S ’ip(q—l) 0 S q S mln(po) . (8) d]WM = Pr(fk S KMB)-
For a state transition from stageo ¢, the number of scheduled Thus,~ is modeled using FSMC model and the constraints
packets is given by above by

L(p, f) = min(p, B) —q¢+ 1, 9) B

whereg is determined uniquely bj(8). Note that the number of Y = amMMTM = (dMM + 14 Z dMq)TrM (12)

scheduled packets cannot exceeth(p, B) because of finite q=0

capacity of buffer. We denotein(p, B) by a variabley = B

min(p, B) in the rest of this article for convenience. = (1 =2 dMq)WM (13)
The probability of not scheduling any packet for transmis- =0

sion is expressed by

Gpg = Frhp) 0<p<M,q=p+1 (10)

From scheduling point of view, it is advantageous t%

wheremr,, is steady state transition probability for staté.

p Example 1. Let us explain FSMC model with the help of an
1-— deq (11) example withB = 2, N =1 as in Fig.[2. For this example,
q=0 we evaluate the transition probability matri@.
wherex,,,, denotes the minimum thresholds to schedule at leas
one packet in statg. as
To further explain the online scheduling mechanism, the
flowchart is presented in Figl 1. Q=Qs+ Q. (14)

LI'he steady state transition probability maif)is expressed



0, a,, as, wherep(y) andc, denote the small scale fading distribution
: and a normalization constant, respectively whilgp, y) is
given by [9). The channel distribution for the scheduled VUs
is computed using fading distribution in_{18) and the pa#islo
distribution in [2).
Thus, the optimization problem is formulated as

minQGQ (%)CST (19)
Ci:0<> 0 _japm <1 0<ap, <1,
0<p<M
Fig. 2. State transition diag_rgm of the s_gheme for the dase 2, N = 1. S.t: 9 Co: 0, < Opar QcQ (20)
ajrn represents state transition probability relatedyto Cs Zé‘i 0 Opq = 1 0<p<M
Cy:B+N=M B < oo, N < o0
where where ) denotes the set of permissible matrices €@rand
VsGoo Qo1 0 0 0, is the average packet drop rate achieved for a figednd
Q. - nglo vsaur a1z 0 (15) given by
sQ20 Vsl VsQigg (23 M1
VsQigo Vsl VsQiz2 (33 0, = Qp(p1)Tp + ANMT AL (21)
and p=B
0 Y  éo 0 0 B
q=0 q o N
0 0 Xlja, o = D (=w X dpm)my (22)
Q.=va 0 0 0 Z:2 Gy . p=B m=0
g=0 Equation [[21) is a result of combining andCs in (20).

0 0 0 A -
2q=0 %39 The forward transition for the statd$ < p < M and self

Q. captures the effect of imperfect CSI whifg, is optimized state transition in stat® models the events of packet drop and
scheduling decision matrix. Note that this model impliestth "€ summation over the probability for these events mixipl
it is not possible to achieve CCON with probability one Y corresponding steady state probabilities results iratree-

va > 0 and only statistical guarantees can be provided wiff€ dropping probability i {21). The summation starts from
~ > 0. state B as the unscheduled packets are bufferedpfer B.

For a fixedp, the corresponding channel-dependent optimal
IV. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM scheduling thresholds can be computed from the optimized

The objective of the optimization problem is to minimize's_ =~ [o50, - - ',O‘;ﬂ] using [7). The V|olat|pn probability on
the system energy for a soft average packet drop rate ¢ E-:ON v frﬁxed B and N parame_ters IS .computed from
straint and statistical guarantee on CCON. We formulate t using )'. Let us denote fo_r this special case 0y
optimization problem using the FSMC model developed if] ere themaximumenergy efﬂmency_ can be achieved for
the previous section. Each scheduled packet is treated as ')éT\d B ’_N > Orar parameters_ gnd relaxing furthe_r does_not
independent virtual user for the analysis purpose. For 8ise che p to improve energy efficiency due to coupling-piwith
of imperfect CSI at the transmitter side, the average systéXwand Oar parameters.

energy per transmitted information bit at the large systiemit | If the statistical guarantees have to be improved fF’”her'
K — oo is given by [16] we apply an upper bound on such thaty < e wheree is

- a small constant representing the target statistical gteea
E, 9C Pr,vu(z) This constraint appears as an additional constrainiih <26
( ) =log(2) | ———dPsvu(z) (A7) that

No/cst

0

whereP), vu(-) denotes the cdf of the fading of the scheduled

virtual users (VUSs). becausd), = Zﬁi}l app+1)Tp + 7. Consequently, the im-
The energy expression ih {17) requires channel distributiprovedy is achieved at the increased energy cost. Theoretically

Py vu(z) of the scheduled users. In the large system limit, is upper bounded b¥,.., but v, upper bounds (tightly)

P vu(x) depends only on the small scale fading distributioat a value lower tha#,,, due to the tight coupling oV and

because of the fading-dependent scheduling decisionseas fhparameters.

path loss distribution for the VUs is the same as for the neobil It is worth noting that increasing botN or/and~y improves

users. The probability density function (pdf) of the smakle energy efficiency. However, the effect of both parameters on

CS:VSQ Ogegetar (23)

fading of the scheduled VUs is given ky [15] QoE is different. On one sidéy bounds the bursty packet loss
M while on the other handy bounds the events when CCON is
prvu(y) = ZCprL(pay) ps(y) (18) Vviolated. By QoE point of view, bounding is as critical as

=0 boundingXV itself and characterizing both is important.



To characterizey as a function of N, B, 6;,,) parameters, worse than the best known solution. This step is catheding
we can write,, as and helps the system to avoid local minima. The muting step
occurs frequently at the start of the process as temperature

Tmo= PrgoMore than)\7” packets dropped successively is selected very high and decreases as the temperature is
= Z Pr(a packets dropped successively(24) decreased gradually. Thus, the term temperature detesmine
iy the rate of muting process.

As M = N + B where N is a system imposed constraint
we can increasé to reduce the system energy expenditure.
SupposeB = B + 1 and so asM = M + 1. Using above
equation, it is clear that difference i, is the probability
that exactlyM + 1 packets are dropped successively.

YB =Yg = Pr(M packets dropped successively (25)

A. Trading Buffer for Improved Guarantees on

Let us denote( 52 ) . by £ for simplicity in rest of this
article. We would like to achieve < ~,,, at improved energy

Ty

Ty = ————
b Csa x4+ 1

In literature, different cooling temperature schedulegeha
been employed according to the problem requirements. ¢n thi
work, we employ the following cooling schedule, called fast
annealing (FA) [[26]. In FA, it is sufficient to decrease the
temperature linearly in each stépuch that,

(27)

where Ty is a suitable starting temperature ang, is a
constant which depends on the problem requirements. The

by exploiting buffer size as a degree of freedom and ir]Cl.@asiparameters of the temperature schedule can be computed via

B for a fixed N.

Let us denote the optimal solution of the programmin%
problem in previous section b§* (B, 6:..,¢) as a function
of B, 0, and target violation probability on CCON Let

in Algorithm .

experimentation, e.g., as in_[14], [27]. The pseudocoddtfer
ptimization of programming problem using SA is presented

32 (Q7(B, brar, €)) be the corresponding system energy antxjgorithm 1. Optimization by SA Algorithm

AFE represents the target energy gain. Now, the optimizatiom
is performed ovelB € ¥ whereV is a set of possible buffer
sizes. For every candidat® € W, optimization in [I9) and
(20) is performed again by includings also. The aim of
the optimization is to find minimum value d® which gives

energy less thar(ﬁ—ﬁ(@*(B, Oar, €)) — AE) ate:

Inpu

t: (QOa Tma 9tar7 6)1

Ey= Compute energy as a function of initi&lo;
E* = Eo;Q" = Qo;

T = New lower temperature according to FA schedule;
/+ Perform temperature iterations as

long as it reaches the lowest

Find B* € ® s.t. v(Q*(B*,0ur)) <€ and (26) _temperature Tp,. */
Ey [k ( Tox B, (s A while T > T,,, do
RE(Q (B 7aﬂ“€))_'RE(Q (B,ﬂanen > AE, BeV /* Generation of n random

The suitable value oB is highly dependent on the application.
For example, wireless sensor networks would prefer ldsge
due to battery requirements whereas multimedia applicatio
prefer smallB due to stringent delay requirements on data
delivery.

configurations for temperature T.

*/

for i=0 to n do

Generate a randoi@;
Computey and#, for Q;

/* Evaluating Cy and Cs. */

B. Stochastic Optimization if (0, <0iax ANDy <€) then .

The optimization problem formulated if_(19) arld(20) is C(impute energy’ as a.functlon OQ’
not convex and can be solved using stochastic optimization r = A random ”“mper in range, ,1]’
technigues. There are a few heuristic techniques in litezeto /+ Implementation of Muting
solve such problems like genetic algorithm, Q-learningirak step. Bg* */
networks, etc. We use Simulated Annealing (SA) algorithm to if r <exp Q%) then
solve the problem. As the name suggests, the algorithm orig- Q" =Q;
inates from the statistical mechanics area and has bees quit /* Energy update step. */
useful to solve different combinatorial optimization pleins if (£ < E*)then
like traveling salesman. | E*=FE;

In SA algorithm, a random configuration in terms of tran- end if
sition probability matrix@ is presented in each step and the end if
system energy as an objective function is evaluated onfy if end if
fulfills all the constraints in[(20). If the system energy im- end for

proves the previous best solution, the candidate configurat end while

is selected as the best available solution. However, a datedi

Output: (E*,Q*);

configuration can be treated as the best solution with ainerta
temperature dependent probability even if the new soluson



C. Physical Layer Channel Estimation Model %3

In contrast to packet level channel model for imperfect  « a,, TR A as
CSI at the transmitter side, the effect of imperfect CSI at :
both transmitter and the receiver sides is modeled at palysic
channel level by a channel estimation error variance. The
receiver performs pilot (or data) aided channel estimation
by some criterion, e.g., Linear Minimum Mean Square Error
(LMMSE). The resulting error in estimation is modeled by
certain variances? that depends on the pilot signal length and
power. Note that there is no feedback channel available and S~ Oy __o="
the user does not adapt his scheduling decision if a trateinit "~ 77~
packet is dropped. In fact, physical level channel model igy. 3. The Markov chain model for a system with = 1 and the users
oblivious of the packet level scheduling and determines tve CCON parameters and 2 with probability ¢1 and ¢z, respectively.

The system level state diagram shows the modeling at systeeh Wwhere
level performance. N = max{1,2}.

The channel estimation error results in higher energy ger bi
The average system energy per transmitted bit for this case i

derived in AppendiX_A and given by modified. For example,
© 9CPy vu(x _ _ ~ ~
(&) = log(2)/ 2 )dPh.,VU(I) (28) m = Gl VS(?QO " Cfu))m (30)
No/cso 0 z m3 = (1(1—vs(@o + ai1))m + aosmo (31)
0 92CPp vu(x) o o )
+32 1og(2)/ ————dPpvu(). where the state transition probabilities are calculatedha
0 z same way as in SectidnlV.
Regardless of the scheduling scheme at link layer, thertriains I general,
power can be adapted as a function of error varigsceTo B
eliminate the effect of channel estimation error, the ussers , — CN(l — v, Z qu)ﬁB, p=B+1 (32)
mits with an extra power margin where margin is calculated 7=0
as a function of3? such that the effect of estimation error Calr, = oap-1)pTp-1+apyms, B+1<p<M (33)
be removed. We model this scenario by considering= 0 B B
(error free transmission) in our scheduling scheme such tha _ (1- v, deq)ﬁ%l + Carmpir (1= v Zqu)ﬂB

the transmission requireSg: ) o, instead of (52)
the same system parameters.

CST for q=0 q=0

while the steady state probabilities for the states. B do
not depend on the distribution é&f and calculated as before.
V. MODELING INDIVIDUAL USERCCON CONSTRAINTS Similarly, the average packet drop rate [n](21) is modified

. . as,
We generalize our framework to the case when the mdﬁl—
vidual users have non-identical CCON parametgr where M-l M

a € {1,2,...A}. To model the general case at system level, 0, = Z Qp(p+1)Tp T AMMTM + 7B Z apg.  (34)
we define a system level CCON parametérby, p=B a=B+2
After some mathematical manipulation, it can be shown that
N:maX{Nl,NQ...NA}. (29)
M M
We denote the probability that a user has a CCON parameter Yoasg = Y Cuogrdng (35)
N, by ¢, > 0 such thath:1 ¢. = 1. Note that(, can be q=B+2 q=B+2

zero for somen,,.

To explain the concept, let us discuss the example when
the users have CCON parametersand 2 such that(;
and (; proportion of the users have the constrainand 2, The additional term represents the packets dropped as k resu
respectively. Buffer size is fixed to one for both cases. lof having N, < N. It is worth noting thatd,. is the system
contrast to the case with homogenalys the system level level parameter and an upper bound @nfor the individual
Markov chain will be different from the user level model. Thaisers. The individual users with/, < N may not able to
individual users will have state space model correspontiingfully utilize it completely for achieving energy efficien@s
B=1,N,=1andB =1, N, = 2 cases (as modeled before)average energy saturates at lowerfor small values ofN,
but the resulting (cumulative) system space model is showngarameter[[15].
state diagram in Fid.]13 such that = max{1,2} and(; and It is clear from the system state space model that the
(2 denote the respective probabilities of haviNg and N..  probability distribution of CCON parameter affects theteys

For the individual CCON parameter case, the state transitienergy efficiency. If the probability of having smaW, is
probabilities and the resulting steady state probalslitee high as compared to the largé,, the average system energy

B
(1—Cn)(1=vs Y dpg). (36)
q=0
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Fig. 4. ~vm and f,—g as a function ofV for our proposed scheme. To better (&) System energy as a function ofor a system with fixed3 = 0.

visualize the behaviour of,, and % against/NV (on x-axis) simultaneously,
we plot both parameters in the same figure such that the cbtbeaurve for 0.35
a parameter matches with the color of the correspondingis/-&@x is fixed
to zero whilefsar = 0.3 andvy equals0.02.

0.3

0.25

increases. We evaluate the effect of this distribution cstesy ——N=1v,=002

energy through numerical simulations in Secfion VI. 02 —e—N=2,v,=002
o —o—N:S,vd:0.0Z
VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 0.15 -e-N=2v,=010

We assume that the users are placed uniformly at rand
in a circular cell except for a forbidden region around th
access point of radiug = 0.01 according to path loss
model in [2). The path loss exponent equals 2 and the pi
loss distribution follows the model in_[16]. All the users 0
experience independent small-scale fading with expoakni
distribution with mean one. Spectral efficiencyi$ bits/s/Hz
for all simulations. In SA algorithm]00 temperature values () Achieved packet drop rat, from (21) as a function ot for the same
are simulated according to FA temperature schedule whﬂf‘erammerS as in Fig. 5a).

50(M + 1) random configuration of transition probabilityFig. 5. System energy and packet drop behavior as a funcfien & is
matrix are generated for a single iteration at temperafiyre fixed t00.3 for all simulations.

The cooling schedule parameters [n](27) are computed after

extensive experimentation such that muting occurs fretyen

at high temperature and almost seizes at low temperature alongwith €, - C, in (20) for the candidat&) before eval-
. i : ‘uation of [IT) in SA algorithm. We observe in F[g. §(a) that
Fig. [ illustratesy,, values and the corresponding syste e )] gon vel @)

cnergy (poied aganst right s y-axi)for diferemand (10 onot 9,1 & SSsccited eneioy cos and e souter
flxed B - 0. To cor_nputeym, we perform optimization never approach zero as long as > 0 and packet dropping

n @) W'thO.Ut f\pplylng_ constraint il (23) and t”@esﬁ? due to imperfect CSI cannot be completely eliminated. For
solu'uon m*atr!xQ is obtained. The value of computed via a given set of parameters and fixeg, the minimum value
)oaoern?allglvgthizg:sng UP;):(; ?:::hd; Z]Zaflecrz";‘gizrof achievablee is denoted byy, which lower bounds such
]\i(p: 5 vlvhilyewliib/zlvo remlaigi constant for evergNz,ym) thatyg < e < v,,,. The greater the value of;, the greater is

. _ ~0. For instance, increasing; from 0.02 to 0.1 for the case
tuple. Although, energy per bit for any two differeftV, ) N = 2 raises~y,, from 0.001 to 0.002 while system energy

pairs 15 the same, their effect on QOE may vary considera M:reases for all values afas well. We observe that bounds
and dictates which parameter needs to be employed. Base qn (in the form of~, and~,,) become tight asV increases

numerical results in Figl4, we evaluate the tradeoffs axiuire for the fixed#f,,,. This is due to the fact that allowing large

n ﬁecg)d%‘t the effect of i . traiat< N increases degrees of freedom for the system and the effect
9. 1J exhibits the etiect of IMposing Constramls, m parameteg on system energy is minimized.

on system performance whefi,, = 0.3. We evaluateCs Correspondingly, Fig._5(b) demonstrates that achieved av-
erage packet drop raté. (calculated via[(21)) approaches
.., for large e and remains almost identical thereafter. This

0.1

0.05

i i i i
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
€

3We avoid using term energy optimal here as SA is a heuristiorshm
and solution cannot be proven optimal.
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Fig. 6. System energy as a function ofvhen B > 0. Fig. 7. System energy as a function of CCON parameter disioir. Buffer

size is fixed to one. To focus on the effect of CCON distributiove set
vs = 1 andy = 0 while CCON parameters are and 2 with probability

C2=1-(1.
implies that all the extra energy cost is contributed bycstri
statistical guarantees on CCON. Wheris very small, the
energy optimal)* provides a,- which is much less that,, 0 —o—N
and severely sub optimal. We conclude that a strict stedisti —a— N
guarantee on CCON has a severe plenty in terms of ene -1F g
and even other DoF (like relaxe.,) cannot be utilized
efficiently.

Fig.[@ demonstrates the energy benefit achieved by incre
ing buffer size as described in Sect[on TV-A. First, we okiser
that increasing the value @ for a fixed N increasesy,,, i.e.,
more flexibility in e. Secondly, an energy gain by increasini
B for all ¢ and a fixedN is evident. It depends on the systen
design that whichB needs to be employed for a particula 5 ,
performance guarantee. Let us discuss the case for parame
N =1,60, = 0.3,¢ = 0.01. The system withB = 0 provides s ; ;
system energy of almost2 dB as shown in Fig. 5(h). If we 10° 10° )
want the same performance at reduced endBgy, 1 provides B
a gain .OfAE =19dB. If AE> 19 dB is desired,B > 1 Fig. 8. System energy as a function of estimation error nags32. The
is required. For the same set of parametéfs: 2 provides parameter — 0.3 while - = vm.

AFE equal to 3.1 dB. A similar comparison can be drawn for
N =2andB > 0.

A comparison of the curves for the casds=2,B =1  We demonstrate the effect of estimation error variance on
andN =1, B =2 (with same)M = 3) shows that increasing system energy in Fifl] 8 when imperfect CSI at both transmitte
DOF in any parameteB3, N) is energy efficient as comparedand receiver sides is modeled at physical layer level. We as-
to the caseN = 1,B = 1, but the effect differs widely sume that the effect of error variance remains fixed for agjt(h
in many ways, e.g., value of,, for both cases. Similarly, and low) signal to noise ratios. As error variance increases
increasing B to reduce system energy affects system cogfe) . increases correspondingly. Note that error variance
while increasingV costs performance loss in terms of jittermodel does not capture packet level performance and itsteffe
Thus, system’s energy, packet loss and latency requiramesy other packet dropping parameters cannot be determined.
determine the parameters required to achieve performancerhe scheduling decisions are adapted in packet level model
terms of statistical guarantee on CCON. as a function of packet loss probability and therefore, both

In Fig. [4, we evaluate the effect of CCON paramete(rﬁ—g)CST and the packet drop design parameters, (8,9, 0)
distribution on system energy. We confine ourselves to tee ca&hange as well. In a physical layer model, no adaptive agion
of CCON parameters and 2 with probability ¢; = 1 — ¢;. taken by the scheduler and or@%)cso is affected by error
We see that system energy decreaseg.aBicreases. Note variance. The effect of estimation error can be eliminated b
that (; = 0 implies that all the users have CCON parametéransmitting with an extra power margin. It can be observed
1 while large¢, implies more users with CCON parameter from Fig.[8 that the power margin is high if error variance is
and more DoF in energy efficient packet scheduling. large and the increase is exponential.

2, B=0
2,B=1

©
O

-2t i

-3t . i

(Eb/NO)CSO [dB]
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A. Discussion the channel estimation error variance /2% and the channel

One of the key features of 5G wireless networks is tHins byhy for k& = 1..K. For K users with fixed power
availability of services with highly variable QoS parametia allocgtlon, the achievable rate region is characterizef2a
terms of delay and loss requirements. This work establigheSection I11.B] for all subsetsS C {1,..., K'} by
framework where individual demands on QoS of the end users
are satisfied and energy is saved by exploiting the relaxatio Z R, < %log <1 > kes Er ) . @)

keS

service guarantees. We deal with the scenarios with ertmeo * Zy + 32 Zke{l

CSI and limited feedback, which reduce the control traffic

significantly. Similar to [29], it can be shown that the minimum energy for
The analysis of the framework is based on the case wifilked rate requirements is achieved for a decoding order in

large number of users in the system, which helps to decouplbich the channel gaing,, ..., hx are sorted in increasing

the scheduling decisions. This implies that the scheme dawder. The corresponding power region for the fixed rates

not suffer from scalability issues, and actually benefisrfr R, ..., Rx > 0 is given by the solution of the following linear

more users. However, due to superposition coding, a centsgstem of equations

unit is required for sharing CSI information [15]. As the use

threshold optimization is based on the channel distriloutio E* =2, [52R+B]71p, (38)

and not the actual realization, the users perform optirtnat

offline and make simple comparison of thresholds with th&ith rate allocation vectop = [p1, ..., px] andp;, = 2% —1,

available channel state realization to make the scheduliggupling matrix B

decisions. Thus, the complexity of the online user scheduli

decisions is very small. hi =pihe —pihs ... —pihk
0 ha  —p2hs ... —p2hk
B=| . . ; (39)
VII. CONCLUSIONS '
We address the problem of energy efficient multiuser 0 0 0 hi

scheduling over fading channels for the loss tolerant appli .
cants. The packet loss tolerance is characterized by eliffer2nd rate matrixz
parameters controlling the QoE for a specific application. A oopi e
cross layer framework is proposed and an optimization prob- 02 Pz e pE
lem is formulated with the goal to minimize system energy R=1\ . _ . (40)
such that application loss tolerance parameters are edltisfi : ' :
while scheduling is performed opportunistically over fagli PK  PK - PK

channels. We model the framework using FSMC and solve the ) ) )
optimization problem using simulated annealing optimizat FO" Perfect CSI, ie.5 = 0, the corresponding required
technique. We consider the effect of channel uncertaimties {ransmit power is given by[(17). Let us denote the required

the performance using both channel and packet level methottﬁénsfnit power as a function of the channel estimation error
Then, the framework is generalized to the case when bur?ﬁf/E*(B)' For perfect CS, the transmit power [0 {17) is given

packet drop protection varies with the users and model Ry E7°(0).

effect at the system level. Since R is rank one, the transmit power i {38) can be
The results demonstrate the system energy as a functiod ®#ritten as

loss tolerance parameters. We show that buffer size can be Zo3*B'RB!

treated as a degree of freedom to improve the QoE for the E*(B) = ZyB 'p+ 0

1- (B )P
ZoB2B 'RB™!
1 per(RB L

application constrained by loss tolerance bounds. An asze

in buffer size from one to 2 helps to reduce energy by almost
one dB for the same. As loss tolerance parameters are
coupled, it is not possible to achieve energy efficiency beyo
certain limits by relaxing other parameters if one of thermtss  This clearly shows the additional power required for impetf

is tight. We conclude that it is important to exploit DoFCSI. In order to approximate the second additional term
available through application loss tolerance to maximize tin (@1), we apply the approximatoMBAz ~ 1/K -
energy efficiency, and it is equally important to determine t ir(AB)Axz. The required transmit power reads

practical limits on all the parameters which control QoE of

= E'0)+ (41)

L. 1 =
the applications. EfpP)~|(14+—= E*(0). 42
pp (8) <+K1_I) (0) (42)
APPENDIXA For small estimation errors, only the first order term of the

DERIVATION OF () 45, FORIMPERFECTTRANSMITTER Taylor series oL is kept and we obtain the approximation
AND RECEIVERCSI
In [28], a lower bound on the achievable rate region for a

* ~ 1 2 —1 *
two-user MAC with imperfect CSl is derived. Let us denote E(6) ~ (1 + ?B w(RB )) E*(0). (43)



The trace can be directly evaluated gsRiB )

_ VK pr
= 2 k=1h,"

Using the partial rates (as in [16; = )\k%, we obtain

E"(B)

K c
1 exp [)\k—} 1
= 1 2_ — KL 44
+ 5% ; e 5 (44)
K
1 C C

For large K, exp [\, &] ~ A& and using[[16, Lemma 1],
we derive the limiting representation Q%)cso in (29).
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