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Abstract

We consider the use of energy harvesters, in place of covehtbatteries with fixed energy storage, for
point-to-point wireless communications. In addition te tthallenge of transmitting in a channel with time selective
fading, energy harvesters provide a perpetual but unteliabergy source. In this paper, we consider the problem
of energy allocation over a finite horizon, taking into aaebchannel conditions and energy sources that are time
varying, so as to maximize the throughput. Two types of sidfermation (SI) on the channel conditions and
harvested energy are assumed to be available: causal Shggbast and present slots) or full SI (of the past,
present and future slots). We obtain structural resultsteroptimal energy allocation, via the use of dynamic
programming and convex optimization techniques. In palaic if unlimited energy can be stored in the battery
with harvested energy and the full Sl is available, we prdwe ¢ptimality of a water-filling energy allocation

solution where the so-called water levels follow a staiechsction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In conventional wireless communication systems, the comaoation devices have access to a fixed
power supply, or are powered by replaceable or rechargdxiteries to enable user mobility. In these
cases, the transmissions are limited by power constrantsafety reasons, or by the sum energy constraint
so as to prolong operating time for battery-powered devite®ther communication systems, however,
a fixed power supply is not readily available, and even reptathe batteries periodically may not be
a viable option if the replacement is considered to be toonwuenient (when thousands of senor nodes
are scattered throughout the building), too dangerousdévices may be located in toxic environments)
or even impossible (when the devices are embedded in bgiktiuctures or inside human bodies). In
such situations, the use of energy harvesting for wirelegsneunications appears appealing or sometimes
even essential. Examples of energy that can be harvestkediensolar energy, piezoelectric energy and
thermal energy, etc.

For transmitters that are powered by energy harvestersrtagyy that can potentially be harvested is
unlimited. Typically, energy is replenished by the energyviester, while expended for communications
or other processing; any unused energy is then stored inengyestorage, such as a rechargeable battery.
However, unlike conventional communication devices tmatsabject only to a power constraint or a sum
energy constraint, transmitters with energy harvestingabdities are, in addition, subject to othemergy
harvesting constraintsSpecifically, in every time slot, each transmitter is comsed to use at most the
amount of stored energy currently available, although nesrergy may become available in the future
slots. Thus, a causality constraint is imposed on the usheoharvested energy.

Several contributions in the literature have consideradguenergy harvester as an energy source, in
particular based on the technique of dynamic programmniifjglfiL[2], the problem of maximizing a
reward that is linear with the energy used is studied. Inf#, discounted throughput is maximized over
an infinite horizon, where queuing for data is also consididre[4], adaptive duty cycling is employed for
throughput maximization and implemented in practical syst. In [5], an information-theoretic approach
is considered where the energy is harvested at the levelaofregi uses. I [6], and the references therein,
optimal approaches are also considered for throughputmmaaiion over AWGN or fading channels.

In this work, we consider the problem of maximizing the thgbput via energy allocation over a



finite horizon of K time slots. The channel signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) dr& @amount of energy
harvested change over different slots. Our aim is to studysthucture of the maximum throughput and
the corresponding optimal energy allocation solutionhsas concavity and monotonicity. These results
may be useful for developing heuristic solutions, sincedpgmal solutions are often complex to obtain
in practice. We consider two types of side information (Sikble to the transmitter:

« causal S| consisting of past and present channel conditions, ingesmSNR, and the amount of

energy harvested in the past slots, or

« full SI, consisting of past, present and future channel condittmtsamount of energy harvested.
The case of full SI may be justified if the environment is hygptedictable, e.g., the energy is harvested
from the vibration of motors that are turned on only duringeéixoperating hours and line-of-sight is
available for communications.

Our contributions are as follows. Given causal Sl, and agsyirthat the variations in the channel
conditions and energy harvested are modeled by a first-teetov process, we obtain the optimal energy
allocation solution by dynamic programming, which can bepated offline and stored in a lookup table
for implementation. Moreover, we obtain structural restdt characterize the optimal solution. Given full
Sl, we obtain a closed-form solution féf = 2 slots. We also obtain the structure of this optimal solution
for arbitrary K with unlimited energy storage. The optimal solution thea hawvater-filling interpretation,
as in [7]. However, instead of a single water level, thereratdtiple so-called water levels that are non-
decreasing over time, i.e., the water levels follow a sgaeclike function. Finally, we propose a heuristic
scheme that uses only causal SI. Compared to a naive scheenprdposed scheme performs relatively
close to the optimal throughput obtained with full SI in owmmerical studies.

This paper is organized as follows. Sectioh Il gives the espstmodel. Then, Sectidn lll considers
optimal schemes with availability of causal S| of the chdrmoaditions and harvested energy. Secfioh IV
considers optimal schemes with availability of full SI with constraint on the maximum amount of
energy that can be stored on the battery, while Se€fion Viderssthe specific case where this constraint
is removed. Sectioh VI shows numerical results for the werischemes. Finally, Sectién VIl concludes

the paper.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of a transmitter powered by an energydsier. Energy is replenished by an energy harvester bditaisn for

transmission.

1. SYSTEM MODEL

For simplicity, each packet transmission is performed ia bme slot. Each time slot allows symbols
to be transmitted, where is assumed to be sufficiently large for reliable decoding. iWdex time by
the slot indexk € K = {1,---, K}. We assume that there is always back-logged data available f
transmission. In slot, a messagéV, € {1,---,2"%} is sent, where the ratg, > 0 in bits per symbol
can be selected.

We consider a point-to-point, flat-fading, single-antemoeanmunication system. As shown in Fig. 1,
the transmitter is powered by an energy harvester that takésrvested energy as input, that is then
stored in an energy storage. The bits to be sent are encodaal éycoder, then sent by a power amplifier
that uses the stored energy. Energy is measured on a per kfonlobannel use) basis, hence we use the
terms energy and power interchangeably.

Consider slot: € K. At time instantk—, which denotes the time instant just before stpthe battery
has availableB, > 0 amount of stored energy per symbol. For transmission, thesagellV, is first
encoded as data symbal £ [Xy, -, X, of lengthn, where we normalizé """ | | Xu|*/n = 1.
Then the transmitter transmits packein slot & as+/T; X}, where0 < T}, < B, is the energy per symbol
used by the power amplifier. Except for transmission, we ragsthe other circuits in the transmitter
consume negligible energy.

1) Mutual Information: We assume the channel is quasi-static for every iskotC with SNR ~.. The
maximum reliable transmission rate in slotis then given by the mutual information~x, 7;) > 0 in

bits per symbol[[8]. In general, we assume tkéf, 7") is concave inl" given~, and is increasing ifl’



for all v. For example, we may employ Gaussian signalling for tragsioin over a complex Gaussian

channel [8], which gives
I(7,T) = log,y(1 4+ T). @)

2) Battery Dynamics:In general, let us denote a vector of lengtras Y* = [v3,---,Y;], e.g., the
battery energy from slot to slot k is given by B* = [By,---, B;]. While transmitting packet;, the
energy harvester collects an average energy/pf> 0 per symbol, which is then stored in the battery.

At time instant(k + 1), the energy stored is updated in general as
Bk’-i-l = f (Bvakak) 7k € IC)

where the functiory depends on the battery dynamics, such as the storage efficagad memory effects.
Intuitively, we expectB,.,; to increase (or remains the samepif or H, increases, or i}, decreases. As
a good approximation in practice, we assume the stored gmergeases and decreases linearly provided

the maximum stored energy in the battdsy,., is not exceeded, i.e.,
By = HHH{Bk — T + H;, Bmax}, ke K. (2)

We assume the initial stored enerdy is known, where0 < B; < Bp.c. Thus, {B;} follows a
deterministic first-order Markov model that depends onlytlom immediate past random variables.

3) Channel and Harvest Dynamic§o model the unpredictable nature of energy harvesting had t
wireless channel over time, we matlgf*—! and v* jointly as a random process described by their
joint distribution. The exact distribution depends on timergy harvester used and the wireless channel
environment.

In most typical operating scenarios, both the wireless obBnand the harvested energy vary slowly
over time. To account for these variations, the Si)Rs assumed to be constant in each slot and follow
a first-order stationary Markov model over tilesee e.g. similar assumptions in [9]. Also, the harvested
energy H, is modeled as first-order stationary Markov model over timeavhere the accuracy of this
model is justified by empirical studies when solar energyaissésted([10]. Giverfl, = H, and~; = 41,

1The harvested energy in sléf, namely Hx, cannot be used for transmission in slot® slot K and so does not affect the throughput.



the joint pdf of H5~! and~* thus becomes

prx-—1 . (H* 1 4% |Hy = Ho,m = 41)

K
=[P (Hior | Hi—2)psy, (vl e-1)
k=3
xpu, (Hi|Hy = Ho)ps, (72|71 = 51) 3)

wherepg, (-]-) andp., (-|-) are independent of. In (3), we have also assumed that the harvested energy
and the SNR are independent, which is reasonable in mosiqaiascenarios. In this paper, we assume
that the joint distribution[(3) is known, which may be ob&invia long-term measurements in practice.
4) Overall Dynamics:Let us denote thstates, = (v, Hy_1, Bx), k € K, or simplys if the index k
is arbitrary. Let the accumulated statessbe (s;,--- ,si), k € K.
We assume the initial statg = (v,, Hy, B;) to be always known at the transmitter, which may be
obtained causally prior to any transmission. Fram (2) ddd g&ens, = s;, the states thus follow a
first-order Markov model:

K
psrc (5551 = 81) = [ ] ps, (srlsu—1) x ps,(s2ls1 = &1). 4)
k=3

In particular, [(4) includes the special cases where thestate independent, i.@y, (sk|sk—1) = ps, (Sk),
or where the states are deterministic rather than randempyj, (si|sx—1) = d(sx — Sx), whered(-) is the
Dirac delta function.

In the next three sections, we consider the problem of maungithe throughput subject to energy

harvesting constraints, given either causal Sl or full SI.

[11. CAUSAL SIDE INFORMATION
A. Problem Statement

We first consider the case of causal Sl, in which the tranemit given knowledg&of s, before
packetk is transmitted, wheré < K. That is, at slotk the transmitter only knows the present channel
SNR v;, past harvested enerdy, and present energy stored in the batt&y In practice, for instance,
the receiver feeds back. shortly before transmission, while the transmitter inféis ; and B, from its

2It can be shown that having knowledge of previous stsftes does not improve throughput, due to the Markovian propefthe states

in (@).



energy storage device. We say that causal Sl is availabletaefstates are natpriori known. Thus, this
allows us to model and treat the unpredictable nature of inglegs channel and harvesting environment.

The causal Sl is used to decide the amount of enéjdwr transmitting packet. We want to maximize
the throughput, i.e., the expected mutual information sechrover a finite horizon o< time slots, by
choosing a deterministic power allocation poliey= {7}(sx),Vsx, k = 1,---, K}. The policy can be
optimized offline and implemented in real time via a lookubpleéathat is stored at the transmitter.

A policy is feasible if the energy harvesting constraiiits Tj.(s,) < By is satisfied for all possiblg*
and allk € K; we denote the space of all feasible policiedladMathematically, givers;, the maximum

throughput is

T" = maxT(m), (5)
where
K
T(r) =Y E[I(wTu(st))lsi, 7). (6)
k=1

In (@), the kth summation term represents the throughput of patk@lfter expectation); its expectation
is performed over all (relevant) random variables givetiahstates; and policyr.

For example, ifK = 2 and a given policy,[{6) simplifies as

T =100 Ti(s1)) + Bey [1(32, Ta(s2) 51 ™

subject to0 < 77 < B for the first term and) < Ty < By = min{B; — T} + Hj, By} for the second
term. Clearly, the transmission enerd@y in the first slot affects the stored ener@} available in the
second slot, which in turn affects the enerfjyto be allocated.

In general the optimization of7,} cannot be performed independently due to the energy hargest
constraints, as shown also in the above example. Insteathd@mbove example, we can first optimize
given all possibleél; (and hence all possiblB,), then optimize forl; with T, replaced by the optimized
value (as a function of}). This approach, as will be suggested by dynamic programnmrihe general

case, will be shown to be optimal.

B. Optimal Solution

The optimization probleni(5) is solved by dynamic programgnin Lemma_1L.



Lemma 1:Given initial states; = (v1, Ho, By ), the maximum throughput ™ is given by J(s;), which
can be computed recursively based on Bellman’s equatidading from Jx (sx), Jx_1(sx—1), and so

on until Jy(s;):

J(y, H, B) = max I(y,T) = I(y, B), (82)
Jk(r%Hv B) :O%ag(BI(’Y,T>+jk+1(’Y,H,B—T) (8b)

fork=1,---,K — 1, where

jk-l—l(’yv H7 .CE')

- Eﬁ[,:y [Jk-i-l(’?) IN{) min{Bmaxa T+ 1{[})

) H] . (9)

In @), H denotes the harvested energy in the present slot given tirested energy? in the past slot,
and~ denotes the SNR in the next slot given the SNk the present slot. An optimal policy is denoted
asm = {T}(sk), Vs, k = 1,--- , K}, whereT}(s;) is the optimalT’ that solves[(8).

Proof: The proof follows by applying Bellman’s equation [1] and ngi(2) and [(B). [

In (8d), the optimal maximization is trivial: the interpaéibn is that we use all available energy for
transmission in slof{. We can interpret the maximization ih_{8b) as a tradeoff leetwthe present and
future rewards. This is because the mutual information.) represents the present reward, whilg ;,
commonly known as the value function, is the expected futoméual information accumulated from slot
k + 1 until slot K.

Next, we obtain structural properties of the maximum thiqug 7* in (§) and the corresponding
optimal policy 7* in Theoremdg 1l andl 2. The proofs are given in the Appendix.

Theorem 1:Suppose thaf (v, T") is concave inl’ given~. Given~y and H, then

1) Ji(v, H, B) in @) is concave inB for k € K;

2) Ji(v, H, B) in @) is concave inB for k € K.

Thus, 7* = Ji(s1) IS concave inB;.

Theorem 2:Suppose thaf (y,T') is concave inl’ given~. Given~ and H, then the optimal power
allocationT} (v, H, B) that solves[(B) is non-decreasing i) wherek € K.

The structural properties in Theorefs 1 ahd 2 simplify theerical computation of the optimal power

allocation solution in LemmBgl 1, as shown in the next subsecti



C. Numerical Computations

From (8&), we get the optimal solution for slét as T} (sx) = Bk. Now, consider the problem of
finding the optimal7}(s;) to obtain Ji(sx),k € {1,---, K — 1}. Let us fix the SNR and harvested
energy asy, H, respectively, and drop these arguments when possiblenlify notations. Consider the

unconstrained maximizatioover all 7" > 0, i.e., not subject to any energy harvesting constraint:
Th = T 10
k= AIZIAX 9(T) (10)

where we denote(T) = I(,T) + J1(B —T). Sincel(y,T) is concave, and, (B — T) is concave
due to Theorenill, the objective functigii?’) is concave. Thus, the maximization over dll gives
a unique solutiorll’/, easily solved using numerical techniques such as a hisesgarch[[11]. Also,
Theoreni2 helps to reduce the search space by restrictingetireh to be in one direction for different
B. Alternatively, if g(T) is differentiable and available in closed-forfﬂ;r is given by solvingy'(T') = 0.
Finally, we get the optimal solution for_(Bb) by restrictitige maximization in[(1I0) to be ovér< 7 < B
to give

0, T <o0;

Ti=94 B, Tl>B; (11)

!, 0<T] <B.

This is because '[T,j < 0, the (concave) objective functiagn(7") must be decreasing far > 0; if T,j > B,

the objective function must be increasing fbr< B.

D. LLI.D. SNR and Harvested Energy

We consider tha.i.d. Sl scenario where both, and H, are independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) overk for analytical tractability. Even with i.i.d. Sl, the optiration problem in Lemma&ll is not
decoupled as it still depends on the past harvested enérgy. Intuitively, this is because the present
transmission energy; (whose maximum allowable depends & ;) will still affect the future storage
energyByi1, Brio, - .

If we assume &Rayleigh fading channekith expected SNR given by, i.e., the statistics of the SNR

is py(y) = 1/7exp(—v/7%),v > 0, the expected mutual information evaluates as

1) 2 B, 167 =0 (1 ) B (7 (12)
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where the exponential integral is definedlas(z) = [~ exp(—t)/t dt. Instead, if we assume alWGN
channelwhere the channel is time-invariant with = 5 for all k, then the expected mutual information
is simply

I(T)=1(3,T)=1log(1+AT). (13)

In AWGN channels, by inspectioi, (v, H, B) in Lemmd is independent offor all &, but still dependent
on H. Hence, the optimization problem for eagh(v, H, B) still has to be solved recursively, rather than

as decoupled optimization problems.

IV. FULL SIDE INFORMATION: ARBITRARY B ax

The initial battery energys; is always known by the transmitter. We say that full SI is &lde if the
transmitter also has priori knowledge of the harvest poWér! and SNR~X before any transmission
begins. This corresponds to the ideal case of a predictabl#oeament where the harvest power and
channel SNR are both known in advance, and also gives an bpped to the maximum throughp@t
for any distribution [(B).

In this section, we consider the general case whgfre, may be finite. Corollary]l, as a consequence
of Lemmall, gives the optimal throughpfit for the same probleni{5) but with full SI available.

Corollary 1: Given full SI {H%~! ~%1, the maximum throughput is given by

K
Ji(B1) = %{; I (e, Tk,) (14)

which can be computed recursively based on Bellman’s egpusti

Jg(B) = Or<nTa<XB I(vg,T) = I(vk, B), (15a)
Ji(B)
= OrSnTaégB I(ve, T) + Jip1(min{ By, B — T + Hy}) (15b)

fork=1,--- , K —1.

Proof: All side information area priori known and hence the Sl is deterministic rather than random.
Corollary1 thus follows immediately from Lemrha 1, by repfagthe pdfs in[(#) by Dirac delta functions
accordingly. [ |

In general, power may be allocated via these modes:
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« greedy(G): use all stored energy whenever available;
« conservativgC): save as much stored energy as possible (without wastipndarvested energy) to
the last slot;

« balanced(B): stored energy is traded among slots accordingly to cHasoralitions.

For the last slot, or ik = 1 where there is only one slot, frorh (15a) it is optimal to aditecall power
for transmission. For the cadé = 2, Corollary[2 obtains the optimal power allocation for thestfislot.
The proof is given in the Appendix.

Corollary 2: Consider K = 2 slots. Suppose that the mutual information function is iy ().
Given full SI {By, Hi,71,7.}, the optimal transmission energy for slbtis given by (corresponding to

the G, B, C modes, respectively)

By, a<0or B <b
Ty=1¢ T, a>0and —b< B, <c (16)
[B; —a]t, a>0and(B; >cor B < —b);

where we denotér]* £ max(0,x) and
T=By/2+ (1/72— 1/ + H1)/2, 17)

and we also lett = Byax — Hi, b= Hy + 1/v — 1/v, andc = 2B — H1 + 1/ — 1/71.

In Corollary[2, the power allocatioh (IL6) is interpreted ® ib G, B, or C mode, respectively. As an
example, supposk > 0. Then all modes can be active: power allocation is greedhefenergy to be
harvested is large or the stored energy is smalk(0 or B; < b); power allocation is conservative if
the energy to be harvested is smaiid the stored energy is large ¢ 0 and B; > ¢); otherwise, the
allocation depends on the SiI.

Remark 1:From Corollary[2,7}(B,) is a piece-wise linear function dB,. We also see that}(B)
is increasing inB;, as stated in Theorel 2 for the general case.

Remark 2:1f By,.x — 0o, we geta > 0 andc — oo in Corollary[2. Then[(16) simplifies t&} = [T]#
From [1T), the optimal power allocation is thus given by ludlthe battery energys; /2 plus (or minus)
a correction term that depends on the SNRs and harvestegyeitieis observation will be exploited to

obtain a heuristic scheme in Section VI-A.
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Although we can derive a closed-form result for lardér the expression becomes unwieldy and less
intuitive. To make progress, in the next section we assumedbke of infinite3,,,.., which gives the highest
possible achievable throughput and thus provides an uppancbfor any practical implementation. The
assumption is also reasonable if the storage buffer istegldo be large enough. We shall show that for
any K we can obtain a closed-form result that is a variation of tlaewfilling power allocation policy

[7], which is somewhat suggested by Remirk 2.

V. FULL SIDE INFORMATION: INFINITE Bpax

The previous section considers the general case of agpiBbgar,.. To develop more insights, in this
section we consider that the mutual information functiogii®en by (1) andB,,., — oc. Then from [2),

the battery stored at sldt+ 1, wherek € IC, is given by
k k
Biy1 = By —ZTMLZHi- (18)
i=1 i=1

A non-negative power allocation is feasible if and only5if,; > 0, k € K. The throughput maximization

problem solved in Corollaril1 can then be formulated as fadto

K
* = (v, T, 19
T {Tkg}%ﬁ(e’c}k:l (Y, Tie) (19a)
k k—1
subject tod T, — By — Y H; <0, kek. (19b)

=1 i=1
A. Water-Filling Algorithm
Before we consider the general case where the constraib) (§9mposed for allk € K, we impose

the constraint[(19b) only for the last slot, i.e., only for= K. This then corresponds to the conventional

problem of maximizing the sum throughput withsamenergy constraint of,,., = B; + Zfi}l H;:

K
(v Play) = I(v, T, 2
WF(,}/ ) max) {Tkg}?é(e’c}k:1 (’Yka k) (Oa)
K
subject toZTi < P (20b)

i=1

Since less constraints are imposed, the maximum throughg@@) is no smaller than that of (119). It is

well known that the optimal solution fot (R0) is given by (seg. [8], [11])

1 +
Tk
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This optimal solution is implemented by tater-filling algorithm where thewater-level(WL) v > 0 is
chosen such thdt (ZDb) holds with equality by using the agitipower allocation in[(21). For completeness,
an implementation of thevater-filling algorithm which gives the maximuny to within a tolerance of

€, is given below as Algorithral1.

input : slot size K, SNRs{v:}, power constraini’,,.., tolerancee (close to zero)

output: optimal power allocatioq 7\, }, optimal WL \*

/[l initialization
P :=0, \°:=0,\" := oo (a large number) ;

TO := [\’ — 1/7]*,0 € {lo, hi}, k € K ;

/1 1oop until sum power P |less than P,.. to within tol erance ¢
while |P.x — P| > € or P > Py, do

/'l inprove P to be closer to P

A= (Al 4+ AM) /2

Tio=A=1/%]" ke

P = Zf:lTk;

[l update X\, or Ay

if P> P, then

A=\
else
Ao — )\
end
end
T g = T
A=

Algorithm 1: Conventional water-filling algorithm. This implementati@chieves optimality to a

tolerance ofe.
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B. Staircase Water-Filling Algorithm

We now proceed to solve our original problem](19) with addiéil energy harvesting constraints in
(@9B). It turns out that the conventional water-filling afigfom is no longer optimal. Instead it is necessary
to use a generalized type of water-filling where the wateellév a staircase-like function.

1) Structural Properties:The optimization problem i (19) is convex and so can be sbbxethe dual

problem [11]. The Lagrangian associated to the primal gnob[I9) is

K k k—1
L, TR) =T(TF) = > M- (Zn -Bi—) HZ->
k=1 =1 =1
whereT), > 0 is the power allocation for théth slot and)\, > 0 is the Lagrangian multiplier for théth

constraint in[(Z9b)k € K. Then the necessary and sufficient conditionsXérand 7% to be both primal

and dual optimal are given by the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKpjimality conditions:

k k—1
> Ti=Bi—) H; <0, (22a)
i=1 i=1
T, > 0, (22b)
Ak > 0, (22c)
k k—1
A (Zia ~Bi-)Y_ HZ) =0, (22d)
i=1 =1
LK, TK)
L — 22
3T 0, (22e)

for k € K. From [22b), and imposing the constrairits (22c) andl(22&swnilar arguments to obtaih (21)

in [8], [11], we obtain the optimal power allocation as

1 +
T - [uk - %] (23)

for k € IC, wherey,, = <1n2 Efik )\i> ' > 0, and the),’s satisfy the KKT conditions{22).

Analogous to the problem if_(R0) with only power constral®l), we sayv;, is the WL for slotk.
Also, we say slot € K is atransition slot(TS) if the water level changesdter slott, i.e., v, # v,1. We
define the last slot = K also as a TS (say by defining;; to be infinity); hence there is at least one
TS. We collect all TSs as the s8t= {t,,15,--- ,t5}, Wheret; < t; for i < j andt;s = K.

From the result in[(23), we obtain the following structurabperties for the optimal power allocation

in Theoren{B. Fig 12 gives an example of the optimal powercalion. In general the optimal WL/, }

depend on the slot indices and there can be multiple optirSal While in the conventional water-filling
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slot k&
>

tl t2

Fig. 2. Structure of optimal power allocatidfy with full SI and infinite B.,.x. We assume two optimal TSs and hence three distinct water

levels forv,. Here, the SNRg~.} are arbitrary.

algorithm, the optimal WL is the same for all slot indices ahds there is no TS (except for the trivial
one at slotK).

Theorem 3:The optimal power allocation in_(23) satisfy these progstti

P1: The WL is non-decreasing over slots, i.e.,< - -- < vx. We say that the optimal power allocation
performsstaircase water-fillingpver slots, since the WL is a staircase-like function (sgefeg.[2).
P2: If slot ¢ is a TS, then the battery storage is empty, i[e.,1(22a) hoitts equality if £ € S.
Proof: Since A\, > 0, it follows thatr, > 0 and also that,, is hon-decreasing wittk. This proves
propertyP1.

Suppose slot is an TS, i.e.f € S and sov; # v,.1. Since by definition/, = (In 2 Zfik )7t we get
At # 0. From [22¢), we gef\; > 0. It then follows from the complementary slackness condii{@2d)
(with % replaced byt) that [22&) holds with equality fok = ¢. This proves property2. [ |

From Theoren3, we have the following additional structyralperties in Corollar{l3 and Corollary 4.

Corollary 3: If the SNR is non-decreasing over slots, then the optimalgsg@Nocation is non-decreasing
over slots.

Proof: This follows immediately from[(23) and properBi, which implies thatT; < T}, if v, < v
for [ < k. [ |

An example that illustrates Corollaky 3 is given in Hig. 3,ema we see that the inverse of the SNR is

non-increasing. It is easy to see that the converse of Goyd8 is not true in general. That is, if the SNR
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Fig. 3. Structure of optimal power allocatidn, with full SI and infinite Bmax, With increasing SNRyy, i.e, decreasingyk*l, over slotk.

In this case,T; must increase over sl@t

is non-increasing, then the optimal power allocation mal benon-increasing over slots (in particular
for the slot immediately after the TS). In conventional wdiling, however, both Corollary]3 and its
converse hold, i.e., the optimal power allocation is nooreasing over slot§ and only if the SNR is
non-decreasing over slots.

We give an intuitive understanding of Corolldry 3, and whg ttonverse does not hold, to shed some
light on how the energy harvesting constraints lead to aewfit optimal power allocation. First, let us
consider the AWGN channel where the SNR is constant oves.diioall the harvested energy is already
available in the first slot, i.e., there is only a single suovpr constraint, a uniform power allocation is
optimal for the AWGN channel. However, in an energy harvesgystem, maintaining a uniform power
allocation may not be always possible due to the causalahmivthe harvested energy. Due to this non-
uniform availability of harvested energy over slots, monergy only becomes available for transmission
in the latter slots. Intuitively, we also expect more enetgybe allocated for transmission in the latter
slots such that the energy harvesting constraint$ in] (18b)satisfied. This type of strategy is optimal
from Corollary[3, which applies since the SNR is constant lagce also non-decreasing. Next, consider
the case where the SNR is non-decreasing over slots. Frorwdbez-filling algorithm under a single
sum-power constraint, to achieve the maximum throughpig dptimal to allocate more power to the
latter slots that have higher SNRs. This is consistent Wwighdarlier observation that more power should
be allocated to the latter slots such that the constrain@98) are satisfied. Hence, it is also optimal to

allocate more power to the latter slots. In general if the S&&bitrary, however, the high-SNR slots may



17

not correspond to the latter slots; hence intuitively theveose of Corollary13 may not hold in general.

2) Efficient ImplementationBased on the structural properties, we now develop an efficigorithm
to implement the staircase water-filling.

Some definitions are in order. For conveniencefdet 0. We refer to theith slot interval wherei =
1,---,|S]|, as the slots between tlith and(i + 1)th TS, specifically in the TS sef; 2 {t,_1 +1,--- ,t;}.
Thus,|J; S = K andS; N'S; = 0 for i # j. The optimal set of TSs corresponding to an optimal power
allocation is denoted aS* = {t},3,- - , 5. }

Corollary 4: The optimal power allocation performs staircase watdan{llas follows: for everyith

slot interval, wherei = 1,--- | |S*

, conventional water-filling is performed subject to the spower
constraint of P(i) = Zkegi H,._, where we denotéf, = B; for notational simplicity.
Proof: From propertyP2, all the harvested energy available in thh slot interval, namelyP(7),

is used during théth slot interval. This follows by induction foi = 1,--- | |S|. Moreover, the optimal
power allocation in[(23) is equivalent to conventional wdiking. To maximize throughput, the optimal
power allocation must then be to use conventional waténdillvith sum power constraint of (i) for
everyith slot interval. [ ]

From Corollary[ 4, without loss of optimality the staircasater-filling solution comprises of multiple
conventional water-filling solutions, one for each sloeimal. The original optimization problern ({19) can

thus be reduced to a search for the optimal TSS®ethat has a size fromh to at mostK':

*x * t1 * to
T = max max (o1, P(U) + Te(1i 1. P(2)

+oo o+ Tae (01 PUISD) (24)
subject to the power allocatioR(1), - - - , P(|S|) satisfying the constraints ifi (I9b). A brute force search
based on[{24) is of a high computational complexity. Nevaebs, it turns out that it is optimal to simply
employ a forward-search procedure, starting with the seafthe optimalt}, then of the optimat}, and
so on until the last optimal T8, equalsK, at which point the optimal sizgS*| is also obtained.

The first optimal TS} can be found in Lemmid 2 given below; by induction, the seaftheosubsequent
optimal TSs will follow similarly. Lemmd2 requires the foling feasible-search procedurffer a given
optimization problem[(19):

1) Initialize S; as an empty set.
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2) Fort; =1,---, K, obtain the optimal power allocation from sibto slot¢; by using a water-filling
algorithm (such as Algorithi 1) assuming that all harvesteergy is available, i.e., the sum power
constraint isP., = By + S04, H.

3) Admit #; in the setS; if the corresponding optimal power allocation satisfies ¢hastraint [(19b)
fork=1,--- 1.

The setS; is non-empty; it contains at least the element= 1, as the constrainf_(19b) in Stép 3 is
equivalent to the sum power constraint in Stép 2. Moreover,setS; includes all possible candidates
for the optimalt}; the only candidates that are not included are those whdsastt one of the constraint
in (I9B) is not satisfied for slat = 1,-- -, ¢7.

Lemma 2:Let S; be the feasible set af obtained by the feasible-search procedure. Then the optima

TS is given by the largest element &, i.e.,

] = max ty. (25)

Proof: If |S;| = 1, then that onlyt; must be optimal. Henceforth, assumdg| > 2. Consider two TSs
t'.t" € S, wheret’ < ¢”. Denote their respective optimal WLs obtained from the wélieng algorithm
asv/, V. Thenv > /". Otherwise ifv/ < v, more power is allocated for each time slot=1--- ¢, if
the WL v is used, compared to the case where the Wis used. But since the power allocation with
WL +/ has used all available power at stédue to property?2 in Theorenl B, the power allocation with
WL " is infeasible and thus cannot be optimal.

We now show that’ cannot be the optimat by contradiction. Suppose thgt= ¢/, i.e., water-filling
is used from slotl to slot# with WL /. The WL for the power allocation must then subsequently
decrease at some sldt< k£ < ¢”, otherwise the sum power allocated from slot® slot¢” will be more
than the sum power allocated with the (constant) Wl which violates the sum power constraint. But
from propertyP1 in Theoren[B, the optimal WL is non-decreasing. Thiis# ¢ by contradiction. By
induction, all elements i5;, except for the largest one, are suboptimal. The only catditeft, namely
the largest element, must then be optimal. [ |

We now propose Algorithrhl2 below to solve {24), which is omimccording to Theorernl 4 below.
Briefly, Algorithm [2 performs a forward-search procedureaiting from slot1) in each of the outer

iteration fort7,¢3, - - -, until {5, = K. Given thatiy, - - -, ¢, is found, to obtair';, an inner iteration is
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performed via ébackward-searclprocedure, starting from slaf_,,¢7 ;, — 1,---, until slot 1.

input : slot sizeK’; SNRs{~}; harvested powefH,} where we letH, = B;; tolerancee
output: optimal set of TSsS* = {¢}}

/1 initialization

to - 0,

fori=1,2,---,K do

[l CQuter iteration: find ¢, then t5, and so on

for k=K, K—-1,---,t,;_1+1do

/'l Inner iteration: find the largest feasible ¢ in ([25)
Use Algorithm[1 for slott; ; + 1 to slot % with inputs

(I) SNRs {%i71+17 e 7716}

(“) Prax = Zf:_tt.71 H;

(iii) tolerancee,

to give output{Ty ., -, T} };

if {T7,---, Ty} satisfy the constraints (IBlihen

| 7=k
end
end
if tr = K then
| exit;
end
end

Algorithm 2: Finding optimal TSs

Theorem 4:Algorithm[2 obtains the optima$* that solves the optimization problem {n{24) or equiv-
alently [19).

Proof: The ith outer iteration of Algorithni]2 finds the optimgl. Consideri = 1. From LemmdD,
we can determine the optim&l by finding the largest feasiblg. Without loss of optimality, we can
modify the feasible-search procedure such that the searc®tép[2) starts from the largest slot index to
the smallest, and (Stép 3) terminates to give the optitnahce a feasible, is found. These modifications
lead to the inner iteration in Algorithi 2.

From PropertyP2 in Theoreni B, in the first TS interval all the power availablewd be used. Since no
power is available for subsequent slot intervals givgrthe power allocation for subsequent slot intervals
can be optimized independent of the actual power allocatethe first slot interval. The throughput
maximization problem from slot; + 1 onwards can be solved similarly as before (after removing i
slots1,---,¢}). Thus, we apply the inner iteration again to determifhiesimilarly for t; and so on, as

reflected in the outer iteration of Algorithih 2. The iteratiends when the optimal TS equals which
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is the largest possible value as stated in optimizationlprobn (24). [ |

3) Update Algorithm when New Slots Become Availal8eppose that we have obtained the optimal
S* based on Algorithni]2 for d’-slot system. Now, a new slot becomes available for our usersvh
its Sl is known. We wish to obtain the new optimal solution fhis (K + 1)-slot system, saysr., =
{tT new t5news - - 1+ Instead of implementing Algorithia] 2 afresh, we can obtainupdate ofS;,,, from
S* as follows:

« Consideri = 1 in the outer iteration of Algorithnil2. We only need to execiéte- K + 1 in the
inner iteration. If the constraint§ (I9b) are satisfiedntiee have obtained; .., = K + 1, hence
Shew = {1 newt @nd Algorithm[2 terminates. Otherwise, since we alreadynktiwat ¢} in the largest
element inS*, we obtain immediately; o, = t7.

. The subsequent iterations are executed similarly. Forttheuter iteration, where = 2,3, ---, we
only executek = K +1 in the inner iteration. If the constrain{s (19b) are satikfteent; ., = K +1

and Algorithm[2 terminates; otherwigg,.,, = ;.

2

Hence, for every outer iteration, only one additional initeration is executed until the constraints (1L9b)
are satisfied. Since there are at masouter iterations, we need to execute at m@sinner iterations in

total. In cases when the number of available slots can iserégnamically in a multi-user system, say
when other users give up their slots and is assigned to ouigeharvesting system, the above proposed

update algorithm allows an efficient way to upd&te

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To obtain numerical results, we assume that the SiNRnd the harvested enerdy, are i.i.d. over
time slotk and the channel is either an AWGN or Rayleigh fading charasetjescribed in Section II11D.
We assume the initial stored enerly and the harvested enerdy, takes a value if0, 0.5, 1} with equal
probability andB,,., — oo. To measure the performance of various schemes, we pldteethtoughput
per slot, i.e., the sum throughput divided by the number ofssk’, as the average SNR s increased.

If causal Sl is available, the optimal policy is obtainedumsively by applying Lemmal1. Specifically,
we first obtainJx (B) in (@) via the closed-form results in Section1M-D; we drdgety and H arguments
due to the i.i.d. assumption. Then we obtdjn (v, B) in (80), say by an iterative bisection method. The

throughput are averaged over* independent realizations gfand H to give Jx_,(B). This procedure is
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performed for differenB, discretized in step size 0f01, and stored to be used for the next recursion. The
iteration is repeated fok = K — 2,--- , 1. If instead full Sl is available, the optimal policy is ohbted

by Algorithm [2; we have verified that our proposed algorithensignificantly faster but is equivalent
to solving the problem via a standard optimization softwdree throughput per slot is obtained from
averaging the results frot0* independent Monte Carlo runs.

The results are shown in Fig 4 for AWGN channels and in Eig. 5Rayleigh fading channels. The
throughput in both cases, when either full SI or causal Shalable, is the same foK = 1, because
any Sl cannot be exploited for future slots. However, in beabes the throughput per slot increase#’as
increases. The increment is more substantial when full &Vaslable, intuitively because the Sl can then
be much better exploited. The incremental improvemenk’asicreases is significant wheld is small,
but becomes less significant whéf is large. The throughput with either full SI or causal SI does
differ significantly, possibly because the Sl that can behtmr exploited from full Sl is limited in our

i.i.d. scenario.

A. Heuristic Schemes with Causal Sl

Next, we consider two heuristic schemes that use causaltSlayebe easily implemented in practice,
namely the naive scheme and the power-halving scheme.

In the naive schemeall stored energyB, is used in every slot, i.e., T}, = B,. This is equivalent to the
case ofK = 1 in our optimization problem regardless of whether causas @vailable (see Lemnia 1) or
full Sl is available (see Theore 4). In both cases, it isroptito use all stored energy. As seen earlier,
the case ofK’' = 1 performs significantly worse than the optimal schemesHor- 2 in both cases. To
obtain further improvement in the per-slot throughput, veeahto further exploit the causal Sl available.

In the power-halving schemall stored power is used for transmission in the last sldtilevfor all
other slots half of the stored energy is used, i7&.= w;B; wherew, = 1 if £k = K andw;, = 1/2
otherwise. This scheme is simple to implement. Intuitivéte present throughput is traded equally with
the future throughput by splitting the battery enerfy into two halves. We note that this scheme also
implicitly exploits causal information of the harvestedeegy (which accumulates as the stored energy
By). Moreover, the power-halving scheme satisfies the foligwgharacteristics and thus likely improves

the throughput when causal Sl is only available:
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Throughput per slot

SNR (dB)

Fig. 4. AWGN channel: optimal throughput when causal Sl €blith “x” markers) or full SI (red with ¢” markers) is available for

K=1,24.

1) T} increases withBy, in accordance with Theorehi 2 in the causal Sl case.

2) From Remarkl2, ifX = 2, the optimal power allocation is given by half of the battenergyB; /2
and a correction term that depends on the SNRs and harvesteglyelgnoring this correction term
(which is not known due to the lack of full SI) then leads to pgmver-halving scheme fak' = 2.

3) More stored energy is deferred to be used in the lattes,sthtis resembling the optimal policy
with staircase WLs in the full SI case.

Fig.[8 shows the throughput per slot obtained by averagiagtimerical results frorax 10* independent
runs of Monte Carlo simulations, for both AWGN channels arayIBigh fading channels. We fix the
SNR at20 dB. As benchmarks, we also plot the optimal throughput whehSl is available. This is
because the computational complexity in solving the Befiimaquations in Lemmia 1 when causal Sl is
available becomes prohibitive for larde; moreover we observed earlier that the performance witksalau

Sl is close to the performance with full SI. The results shbat tthe power-halving scheme is able to
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Throughput per slot

0 5 10 15 20
SNR (dB)

Fig. 5. Fading channel: optimal throughput when causal &le(lwith “x” markers) or full SI (red with %" markers) is available for

K=1,24.

improve on the per-slot throughput &s is increased, and is only within abo0f bits away from the
case when full Sl is available. Moreover, we see that at sifialthe gap is even closer, as suggested
by the second characteristic mentioned above. Similadteeate obtained at lower SNR, with an even
smaller throughput degradation compared to the case wHeS8lIfis available. Further performance gain

may also be obtained by optimizing this tradeoff by considethe channel conditions explicitly.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

We considered a communication system where the energyablafior transmission varies from slot to
slot, depending on how much energy is harvested from theamnwvient and expended for transmission in
the previous slot. We studied the problem of maximizing tireaghput via power allocation over a finite
horizon of K slots, given either causal Sl or full SI. We obtained strradtvesults for the optimal power
allocation in both cases, which allows us to obtain efficaorhputation of the optimal throughput. Finally,

we proposed a heuristic scheme where numerical results #hewthe throughput per slot increases as
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Throughput per slot

; - | —&— AWGN channel, full SI available

3.5p SR | —&— AWGN channel, power—halving scheme]l
: - | = © — Fading channel, full SI available

— A - Fading channel, power-halving scheme

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Number of slots K

Fig. 6. Throughput based on the power-halving scheme. Thimapthroughput when full SI is also plotted for comparison
K increases and performs relatively well compared to a naiherse.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFTHEOREM[

With ~, H fixed, we prove by induction thafy (v, H, B) and J,. (7, H,z) are concave in3 and z,
respectively, for decreasing= K, --- , 1.

Considert € {1,---, K—1}. Suppose thaf, (v, H, B) is concave in3. We note that/, ;1 (v, H, min{ Byx, z+
H}) is concave inz, as it is the minimum of/, (v, H, Bmax) (& constant independent e and the
concave functionJ, (v, H,> + H). It follows that J,,,(v, H,z) is concave inx, since expectation
preserves concavity. From (8hj, is a supremal convolution of two concave functionsgBinpnamely! and
Ji+1 (with v, H fixed). It follows thatJ,, is concave inB, since the infimal convolution of convex functions
is convex [[12, Theorem 5.4]. To complete the proof by indwctiwe note that/x (v, H, B) = (v, B) is

concave inB by assumption on the mutual information functidg, -).
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OFTHEOREM[2

We need Lemmal3 to prove Theorém 2.

Lemma 3:ConsiderT*(B) = argmax F'(B,T), where the maximization is over intervd}(B) <
T < T,(B) that depends oB. If T;(B),T,(B) are non-decreasing if?, and if F' has non-decreasing
differences in(B,T), i.e.,VI' > T,B"' > B,

F(BlaT,) _F(BaT,) > F(BlvT) _F(BvT)a (26)

then the maximal and minimal selections©f(B), denoted ag'(B), T (B), are non-decreasing.
Proof: See proof in[[13, Theorem 2]. [ |

We now prove Theoreil 2 with, H fixed; we drop these arguments from all functions. From (8,
optimal transmission power i}, (B) = B, which is increasing irB. We now apply Lemma@l3 to establish
that Theoreni]2 hold fot < K. Let F(B,T) = I(T) + Jy;1(B — T), according to[(8b). Let;(B) = 0,
T.(B) = B, which are non-decreasing iB. To apply Lemmadl3, it is sufficient to show that each term
in F' has non-decreasing differences(it, 7). SinceI(T) is independent of3, trivially /(7") has non-
decreasing differences B, T'). To show thaty(B — T') = J,,1(B — T) has non-decreasing differences
in (B,T), we note thaty(y + 6) — g(y) < g(z + ) — g(z) for x < y,§ > 0, sinceg(x) = Jpyi(z) is
concave inz from TheoreniIl. Substituting= B—T",y = B—T,6 = B’ — B, we then obtain{26) with
F(B,T) = g(B—T). From Theorenf]l, the objective function [d (8) is concavesthi*(B) is unique.
From LemmdB™*(B) is thus non-decreasing iB, k € K.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OFCOROLLARY

Since K = 2 and full Sl is available, from{1)[(15) we get

Ji(v1, Bi) = max g(7), (27)

0<T<B,

4L

where the objective function is given kyT") = log,(1 + 1 T') + logy(1 + Yo min{ Byax, B1 — T + Hy }).
Suppose; > Bpax. Thenmin{ B.x, B1 — T+ H;} = Buax givenT < B;. The optimall” that solves

(27) is then

TF = By if H> B (28)
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Suppose; < By Assume thad < 7' < By + Hy — Byax. Thenmin{ By, B — T+ H1} = Buaxs
and so the optimal” to maximizeg(7T') subject to0 < T' < B; + H; — Bnax IS given by the largest value
in the variable space, namely, + H, — B,... Thus, in general the optimal solution ih {27) satisfies

Tt > [By+ Hy — Bua) T, Where[z]™ £ max(0, ). Without loss of generality, we can thus expré%sas

Ty = arg max g(T) (29)

[B1+H1—Bmax] T <T<Bi
if Hy < Bpax- NOW if T' > [By+ Hy — Bpax| T, we haveg(T') = logy(14+77T) +1logy(1+(B1 =T+ Hy)),
which is differentiable and concave. Observe thain (I7) solves the equatiogf(T) = 0, i.e., T is the
optimal solution for theunconstrainedoptimization problemmax g(7"). By concavity ofg(7"), we can

then obtain[(29) as

* — T
L Bet<T<n, (T)
Bl7 T > Bl7
=9 T, [Bi + Hy — Buax)™ < T < By;

[By + Hy — Buax]™, T < [Bi+ Hi — Buna*
if H; < Bhax. By re-writing the above conditions in terms 8f and combining the result withh (28), we

then obtainT} as stated in Corollary] 2.
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