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Abstract

This paper investigates the problem of energy-efficienkpatransmission with arbitrary arrival
instants and deadline constraints over a point-to-poirdithaée White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) channel.
This is different from previous work where it is assumed ttiet packets follow a First-In-First-Out
(FIFO) order in that the packets that arrive earlier will dav deadline that is also earlier. We first
investigate the necessary and sufficient conditions of tienal transmission scheduler. We then propose
an algorithm which finds the transmission schedule of eachkqian the order of the packets with the
largest transmission rate to the packets with the smallessmission rate. Finally, we show that our

algorithm satisfies the sufficient conditions of the optiftmahsmission scheduler and thus, is optimal.

. INTRODUCTION

Energy efficiency (EE) is an emerging issue for designing nemmunication systems to
achieve significant energy savings, which will cut the operal costs as well as the emission of
carbon dioxide. References| [1],/ [2] showed that transngttiata flow with a low constant rate
is an efficient method to reduce energy expenditure due ttattighat the transmission power is
an increasing and strictly convex function of transmissete. However, most of the current data
services such as Voice over Internet Phone (VoIP) and videdecence are often time-critical
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and delay-sensitive, therefore the Quality of Service (Qe%n important factor which should
be considered when we designing energy efficient realtinmenmonication systems.

To this end, there have been many strategies put forth toeasldthe energy-efficient
transmission problems|[2]-[4]. 1n][2], the authors consédiea transmission energy minimization
problem for packet transmission with a single deadline taitd over a point-to-point AWGN
time-invariant channel. A “lazy scheduler” was proposedtas optimal transmission strategy
to achieve energy efficient packet transmission under thsatidy and deadline constraints.
Generalizing [[2] with respect to deadline constraints, [8] studied similar problems under
individual deadline constraints:|[3] posed the problem asatinuous time optimization and
proposed a calculus approach to obtain the “optimal departurve”, which had a simple
and appealing graphical visualization, which was namednftgttautening” in [5]; in [4], a
recursive optimal scheduling algorithm was put forward ta fout the optimal policy to realize
minimal energy consumption. In addition,| [5],] [6] takes tbiecuit power consumption into
consideration and investigated energy efficient transomnsof bursty data packet with individual
deadlines under non-ideal circuit power consumption. lotlagr relevant research field of energy
harvesting, [7]--[10] study the throughput maximizing desb or transmission time minimization
problem for packet transmission subject to the causalitystraint of energy arrivals and packet
arrivals as well as the capacity constraint of the battery.

All the works in [2]-[10] assumed that all the packets RIEO packetsi.e., the individual
deadlines of the data flow were consistent with the order efrtharrival instants. However,
in practical wireless communication systems, differemli@ations and services have different
requirements for packet delay, e.g., real-time voice oeewiénd real-time games have high
requirements on packet delay; while, buffered video stiegrand TCP based services, such as
www, ftp and e-mail, are less strict in terms of delay. Theref it is very much possible that
a packet that has arrived later must depart before a pacaeathved earlier. In other words,
the consistency of the order of the deadlines and the aingshnts does not always hold.

Thus, in this paper, we investigate the problem of enerfjgieft packet transmission with
arbitrary arrival instants and deadline constraints ovpoiat-to-point Additive White Gaussian
Noise (AWGN) channel. We first derive the necessary and gifficonditions of the optimal
transmission scheduler. We then propose an algorithm wimds the transmission schedule of

each packet in the order of the packets with the largestriressson rate to the packets with the



smallest transmission rate. Finally, we show that our algor satisfies the sufficient conditions

of the optimal transmission scheduler and thus, is optimal.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL
A. Data Flow Model

In this paper, we consider a point-to-point wireless linleoan AWGN channel which is
assumed to be time-invariant. There &fgpackets randomly arriving at the transmitter buffer in
sequence, and the set of the packets is denotéd as{ P, I, ..., Py}. The key attributes of
each packet can be expressed/as (B;,t,.,.t4:), 1 <1 < N, whereB,; is the size of the-th
packet, and,; andt;; (> t,,;) represent the corresponding arrival instant and the deadif
Packeti, respectively. For the offline transmission scheme, werasdihat the key attributes of
each packet as well as the channel state information (C8Ia g@riori known at the transmitter,
which is the assumption also made iin [2]-[5]. For the onli@as$mission scheme, we assume
that the key attributes of each packet is known causally.

Without loss of generality, the first packet is assumed tvaat instant 0, and the packets
arrived in sequence, i.€0, = t,1 < t,2 < --- < t,n. Previous works[[2]+[6] assumed that
the deadlines of the packets follow the same order as theahtiines in the sense that; <
taa < --- <tgn. In this work, we consider a generalized scenario with respethe deadline
constraints, i.e., the deadlines of the packets are ampittdence, the condition;; < ¢ <

- < tqny assumed by previous work does not hold. For a packet € {2,---, N}, if it
satisfiest, , < to; < ta; < tar, for somek < i, then we call packef; a non-FIFO packet
We remove the repeated instants[tg,l, <o+ tan,ta, -+t | @nd arrange them in ascending
order, this is denoted as the set of ascending insténts {t, = 0,¢1,--- ,tyy = T}, where
T = max {ts;]1 << N} andM is the number of time instants left after removing the repeat
time instants.

Next, we provide some definitions based on the set of ascgndstantsI’ = {¢, =
0,ty,--- ,ty =T}

Definition 1. An epoch is defined as the interval of two adjacent insta®s&; = [t;_1,t;],j =
1,2,---, M, and the length of epocl; is denoted as¢;
1,2,---, M.

, Where |(€]| = t; — tj—laj =



Definition 2. The life time durationZ, of PacketP; is defined as the time interval between the
arrival instant and deadline of Packé?, i.e., L; = [ta;, t4i],i =1,2,---, N, and the length of
L; is denoted as.;

, where|L;| = tg; — ta;,i=1,2,---, N.

Definition 3. Denote byC; as the set of epochs which are contained in Padkét life time
duration £;, i.e., C; = {j|&; € L;}. Further denote byF; as the set of packets are can be
transmitted in epoclg;, i.e., F; = {i|; C L;}, wherei =1,2,--- N andj=1,2,---, M.

B. Transmission Model

We let p (t) signify the transmission power at timewhen the transmission rate igt).

The relationship between(t) andr (t) can be described using the functigras:

p(t) = f(r(t)) (1)

where f (-) is a convex and increasing function defined[0ro]. In addition,p () > 0 for all
t € [0, 00].

Shannon’s capacity formula over an AWGN channel providegpical example for the
function f as follows:

(1) = 5log (1 + ]%) )

whereN is the variance of the channel noise. We may rewrite equé@pasp (t) = N (22’”(“ — 1).
It can be easily verified that the expended power is a conveiacreasing function of the

transmission rate. More examples of the functjors provided in [2].

C. Problem Formulation

The problem of finding the optimal transmission strategyhw packets to minimize the

transmission energy can be formulated as follows:
win () 2 [ 1 (r(e) (3a)
ld,i

T
0
subject to / r(t)A (P(t), P(i))dt = B;, i€ [1,N]. (3b)

ta,i



where P(t) is the packet which is being transmitted at instgm (a, b) is the indicate function

such that

1, a=0b;

Aa,b) = (4)

0, a#b.
Note that the constraint iml(3b) implies that the schedulastnsatisfy the causality constraint,
i.e., no packet data can be transmitted before it has arraed the deadline constraint, i.e.,
we must finish transmitting all of the packet's data befosediéadline. We call a scheduler that
satisfies the causality constraint and the deadline caonstadeasible scheduler

Based on the convexity of the functiofi-), we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. In the optimal transmission schedule, each packet shoutdalpsmitted at a constant

rate.

Proof: The proof follows from[[3, Theorem 1]. This result rsi¢ due to the convexity of
the functionf(-). O

According to Lemmall, each packet should be transmitted atnatant rate. Denote the
constant transmission rate of pack&tasr;, and the set of transmission rates of all the packets by
r = {ry, 79, - ,ry}. Further denote by, ;,,i =1,2,--- | N,j =1,2,--- , M as the transmission
time of packetP; in Epoch&;. Note that Packet’, can only be transmitted in epochs that
are contained in its life time, hence we hawg = 0, for j ¢ C,. Denote the set of alf; ;
ast = {r;,i=12,---,N,j =1,2,---,M}. Therefore, the original probleni](3) can be

equivalently reformulated as follows:

N g
. i ! 5a
min ; - f(r) (5a)

. B; .

subject to— — > " 7,; =0, 1<i<N; (5b)

T ‘

JjeC;
> mi— &l <0, 1<j<M; (5¢)
1€F;

Ti’jZO, 1SJSM,ZEE7 (5d)
ri >0, I1<i<N. (5e)

where constrain{ {5b) denotes that the sum of the transoni¢snes of PackeP; in each epoch



should be equal to the total time of transmission of Pa¢ketvhich is equal to%‘, constraint
(5c) indicates that the sum of the transmission times ohalitackets feasible in epoéh should

not exceed the length of the epogfy|, constraints[(5d) and5e) mean that the transmit-rate
of packetP;,, i = 1,---, N as well as the transmission time in its feasible epoch cabrot

negative.

Lemma 2. In the optimal transmission schedule, the transmissiont ta@snon-idling” in each
epoch&;, ie., > 77, —1&|=0,7=1,---, M.

1€F;
Proof: The proof follows from[[2, Section Ill]. This resuls true due to the monotonicity
of the functionf(-).

[1I. THE OPTIMAL OFF-LINE PoOLICY

Since the objective function is convex and all the constsaare linear, probleni{5) is a
standard convex problem. Any convex programming tools siscthe gradient-type (or interior-
point) iterative primal dual algorithms, can be employedadve this problem. However, these
general algorithms have high complexity, e.g., the contpartacomplexity of interior-point
method is approximatelf) (V)35 and that of ellipsoid method i©(N)¢ [11], [12], and cannot
yield the specific structure of the optimal policy. Hence, widl develop a lower complexity
and more insightful scheduler for the optimization problen{5).

A. Optimality Conditions
We first derive the KKT optimality conditions of problern] (3%t 2 = {\:, 55,7, 7}
where \;,i = 1,--- N, B;,j = 1,--- M, vi;, j = 1,--- ,M,i € F; andn;,i = 1,--- ,N

denote the lagrange multipliers associated with the caims$rin [Bb){(be), respectively. Hence,



the Lanrangian function of (5) for any; > 0, ~, ; > 0 andn; > 0 can be expressed as:

9-3 2+ 300 (2 o)

j€C;

+Zﬁj ZTZ] ‘gj| _ZZWZJTZJ Znﬂ'z (6)

1€F; j=1ieF;
= Z Z(—)\z’ + 85 — i)

i

N B, _

Z fri) + X i T +C(B) (7)
N M M

where [7) follows from the fact tha}. > 7., =Y. > 7, andC (E) £ Y 5, |&;|, which is

i=1j€eC; j=licF; j=1

a term independent af and 7. Let (r*, 7*) represent the optimal solution of the problem (5)
andE* = {\}, 37,7;;,n; } denote the optimal Lagrange multiplier vector for its dusdigem.

The KKT conditions can be obtained by taking the derivatiokd.(r, 7, 2) with respect tor!

andr;; as:
— 7‘{*(;2)+ J;fﬁ)_ r’.k;_n;:(]’ 1<i<N; (8a)
N+ B =7, =0, 1<i<N,jeC. (8b)

where f’(-) is the derivative off(-), which is positive and monotonically increasing function
since f(-) is increasing and strictly convex function.
Furthermore, the optimal non-negative Lagrangian mugipls;, +;; andn; must satisfy

the complementary slackness conditions [11]:

ZTZJ'_|5J‘| =0, 1<j<M; (9a)
1€F;
e =0, 1<j<M,ieF; (9b)
n;r; =0, 1<i<N. (9¢)

sincer; > 0 always hold, them; = 0 by the complementary slackness condition[ih (9c) and



hence[(Ba) can be rewritten as:
—f) +riff ) = A =0, L<i<N. (10)

We denotey(r}) = r! f' (rf) — f (r7) which is monotonically increasing function singér;) =
r¥f"(r¥) > 0, wheref”(-) is the second derivative of functiof(-). Let g~!(-) denote the inverse
function of ¢(-), which is also a monotonically increasing function due te thonotonicity of
g(+). The optimal transmission rat¢ can be derived from{8b) anf (10):

ri=g7 B —15), 1<i<N, jeC. (11)

We obtain the following lemma which follows from the optintglconditions [8), [(9),[(10)
and (11):

Lemma 3. Consider epocl€;, 7 = 1,2,---, M, and the set of packets feasible in epdth
i.e., Packets?;, wherei € F;. These packets are divided into 2 sets: = {i|li € F;, 7, > 0},
i.e., the set of packets if; that get positive transmission time in Epoghand ¥; = {i|i €
Fj,7i; = 0}, i.e., the set of packets iA; that get zero transmission time in EpoghFor the

optimal transmission scheduler, the following must hold:

(1). The transmission rates for i € ¥, are all equal.
(2) ri > T, Vi E \I]j,Vk S \i]j.

Proof: Please see Appendix A. O

Lemmal3 says that for the packets with positive transmissime in epoch&;, their
transmission rate is the same. For packets that a# iout with no transmission time in Epoch
j, their transmission rate can not be larger than that of tlokeia with positive transmission
time in Epochj.

All the properties presented in Lemnidd 11, 2 Ahd 3 are negessaditions for the optimal
transmission schedule. Next, we will show that all the prbege in Lemmasll,]12 arid 3 are also

sufficient conditions for optimality.
Theorem 1. If a feasible scheduler satisfies Lemrhas]1, 2[dnd 3, thenliei®ptimal scheduler.

Proof: Please see Appendix B. O



B. The Optimal Transmission Scheduler

Although the conditions in Lemmas([d, 2 dnd 3 are necessargufidient conditions for the
optimal transmission schedule, they do not provide us wighdptimal scheduler explicitly. We
propose a scheduler in this subsection and show that it shieaand further satisfies Lemmas
[1,[2 and B, thus proving that it is an optimal scheduler.

Before we proceed, we first give a definition about a sub-alerwhich is rigorously

described as follows:

Definition 4. We define a sub-interval by, = [t.x,tai, k.1 € {1,---, N} which contains
at least one packet’s life time duration, i.e., there existsacketk € {1,2,---, N} such that
L; € Tr,. We also define the set of packets whose life time is contamnsab-interval7,; as
H(Tir), i€, H(Tra) = {i|L:; C Tra}-

Note that the start of the sub-inteval 4y, i.e., packetP;’s arrival instant and the end
of the sub-interval ig,;, i.e., the deadline of packe?, wheret,; > t,;. The length of the

sub-interval is| 7| = ta; — to-

Definition 5. The transmission rate of the sub-interval, is defined as

>. B

i€H(Tk,1)

Tral

Note that this is the minimum transmission rate of the subrimal 7;,;, since to meet the

r(Tit) = (12)

deadline constraints, all packets whose life time durat®mside sub-interval/;; must be
transmitted inside7y, ;.

Based on the Definitionl4, we propose the following transioisscheduler and prove
its optimality. The first part of the algorithm finds the tramssion rate of the packets of the
optimal scheduler and the second part of the algorithmtithtis the actual transmission strategy
according to the optimal transmission rate found.

The idea of the algorithm is as follow#C denotes the set of packets whose rate and
transmission intervals have been determined, @ndt,;, and £; denotes the updated arrival
instant, deadline constraint and life time of packat the current iteration, respectively. At each

round of iteration, find all sub-intervalﬁ,l that contain at least the life duration of one packet
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Algorithm 1 The Optimal Scheduler
1 Set/C - ¢ andN = {_]_, st ,N}, tiaﬂ‘ - taﬂ‘, Ed,i - tdﬂ‘, Ei = ﬁi, VZ € N, B
2: Find all sub-intervalg;, and according t@t,;, t4,) for all k,1 € N\, and compute (7y;)
according to[(IR) for each sub-interval;
3: Find 7,7, such that7", = arg mf%/}i r(Tra)

4: The transmission schedule for Packet H(7;) is the following: let7;, be 7,7, shifted
back to real time by performing inverses of the shifts, whiatre performed in previous
iterations using[(13) and_(114). At any given time 7,7, find k = arg min tax, Where the

minimum is over all packets if(7,,) that have arrived but have not flnlshed transmission
at timet, and transmit Packet at rater( ") If no such packet can be found, remain idle
at timet.

5: UpdatelC = (7)) UK

6: If X =N, then End.

7. Else, fori € M\K, let

az; taz < tZk;
tle B tox <tai <13 (13)
tdl —t, k) tai > td,z

and

td,l te k) tdz > tdl?

td27 Edlgfak’
tdz

updateL; according to(,, 4,) for all i € N'\K, and go to stepl?2.

by testing the updated arrival instants and deadline itstahall packets whose rate has not
been determined, i.e., packets who aré\ink. Computer(7y,;) according to[(I2), and find the
maximumr(7,) over all sub-intervals wittt, ! € A\, denoted ag,’,. As a consequence, the
transmission rate and schedule of all packets whose updifgeiime duration is contained in
To i.e., packets it{(7,7,), has been determined. More specifically, Tgt be 7,7, shifted back
to real time by performing inverses of the shifts, which wpesformed in previous iterations
using [18) and[(14). At any given timec 7", find the packet i (7, ") that has arrived and
has not finished transmission and has dagliestupcoming deadline, transmit the said packet
at rater(7;,). If no such packet can be found, then remain idle at tinfeor the packets whose
transmission rate and schedule remains undeterminedsmdbind of iteration, we update their
arrival instant and deadline constraint according’ td (X8) @4), which basically says that the

packets transmitted in intervdl’, has been determined, and the transmission schedule for the
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remaining packets should be found by ignoring the timerirgte7,”;, given that none of them
is transmitted in7;’,. We iterate until the transmission rate and schedule ofhallgackets are
found.

Algorithm 1 imply the following facts: the time-interval, is exclusivelyused for the
transmission of the packets #(7;",). Moreover, no other time outside gf", will be used for
transmitting any packet fror ( _,;fl). Furthermore, Stelpl 4 of Algorithm 1 implies the following
three points: first, the transmission schedule will not atelthe causality constraint as it only
transmits data upon its arrival. Second, due to the factithi@nsmits data only upon its arrival,
there may be idling periods during the intervgl,. In fact, idling may occur if and only if all
the packets that have arrived has finished transmissionnig ¢ti or all the packets that have
arrived have a deadline earlier than timeHowever, we shall proof in Theorelm 2 that there is
in fact no idling in the scheduler of Algorithm 1. Third, theatlline constraint is violated in
the sense that if a packet has not finished transmissioné@®deadline, the remaining bits
are never transmitted and we go on to transmit another padkethe next upcoming deadline
given that it has already arrived.

Let G be the total number of iterations that ran before $tep 6 obAlgm 1 is satisfied.

The optimality and complexity of Algorithm 1 is describeddaproved in the following.

Lemma 4. Assume7,/ is the sub-interval found in Stép 3 of Algoritfitn 1 in #h¢h iteration,
ge{l,2,---,G -1}, thenr(ﬁfz") > 7’(7;:2‘7“).

Proof: Please see Appendix C. O
Theorem 2. Algorithm[1 is an optimal transmission schedule for the peabin (38).

Proof: Please see Appendix D. O

We now analyze the complexity of Algorithm 1. In each rounditefation, there are at
most N? sub-intervals from the arrival instants of each packet éodbadline constraints of each
packet. Thus, the complexity in each round of iteratio®{sV?). In addition, since there a®
packets in the packet sequence, and at each iteration, wardeé the transmission schedule of
at least one packet, the algorithm runs at n@@st NV rounds of iterations. Thus, the complexity

of the proposed algorithm i©(N?).
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IV. CONCLUSION

We considered the problem of minimizing transmission epamgnsumption for packets
with arbitrary arrival instants and deadline constraint®roa point-to-point Additive White
Gaussian Noise (AWGN) channel. We first investigate the sssny and sufficient conditions of
the optimal transmission scheduler. We then propose anitdgowhich finds the transmission
schedule of each packet in the order of the packets with tigeeda transmission rate to the
packets with the smallest transmission rate. Finally, wewskhat our algorithm satisfies the

sufficient conditions of the optimal transmission schedaled thus, is optimal.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFLEMMA

According to [I1), we know that' = ¢~'(8; —~;;), j € C;, whereg~'(-) is monotonically
increasing function, thus; is monotonically increasing function with; — ;.

According to Lemmal2, the optimal transmission in each emdabuld be in “non-idling”
mode, i.e., > 77, — [£;[ =0, j =1,---, M. This means tha¥; is non-empty, and)_ 7, =
&S] holds.leAfcjcording to[(9b), we see that, = 0 for all i € ;. Substituting thilseﬁéto[(ll)
givesr; = g~'(57), Vi € ¥;, which means that all packets that aredip are transmitted with
the same rate.

Meanwhile, sincer;; = 0 for all k& € v, according to[(Bb), we see that ; > 0 for
all k € ¥;. Substituting this into[(11) gives; = ¢~'(8; — i), Vk € ¥;. Sinceg™'(:) is a
monotonically increasing function, we havg= g='(5;) > ¢~ (8] — i ;) = i, Vi € ¥;,Vk €

U, 0

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFTHEOREM[I

We prove by contradiction. Assume that there exists a feasitheduleS”” which satisfies
all the conditions of Lemmas fI] 2 ahd 3 but is not the optinaigmission scheduler. Meanwhile,
the optimal transmission scheduler is denote§@svhich, according to the necessary conditions,
satisfies all the conditions in Lemmi@d_1, 2 ahd 3. Here, thersapptN andO represent “Non-
Optimal” and “Optimal”, respectively. According to the tlefinition of SV and S©, we have

EN > E©, where EN (E©) is the transmission energy of scheduff (S©). This implies, by
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the power-rate relationship function (1), that at least paeket inS" has a larger transmission
rate than that of the same packetdfi, i.e., there exists anc {1,2,---, N} such that-" > r?.
We denote by as the set of packets satisfying > v, {1,2,--- , N}, i.e.,Q = {i|r} > r9},
and we know thaf2 # ¢. Based on the definition dR, it is obvious that it takes less time in

SV than S to complete the transmission of all the packets in(3gete.,

DRI IEr (15)

i€Q jel; i€eQ jei;
which means that there must exist at least one e[fgclwherej € C; for some: € €, that
satisfies
Z le\g < Z TZ% (16)
1€Q) 1€Q
This implies that there exists a packete Q (73, wherefl% > le\; > (. Concentrating on

epochj, according to LemmA&l 2, we hav® rj\g =Y TZ.Oj = |&;|, so there must exist another

e ZE]:; ZE]:;
packetl, [ € F;\Q, such thatrl-]g > Tl—Oj > (). So for schedule§?, we haver,-?3 >0 andTl-Oj > ().

According to Lemmad]3, we have > r©. Similarly, for schedulelS™, we haver? > Y.
Based on the fact thdt € 2, we haver > r¥ > r© > 0, which means that € 2, and this
contradicts the assumptidre 7;\Q. This contradiction illustrates that all conditions in Leva
1,2 and B are sufficient conditions for the optimality of tluleduler. O

APPENDIX C

PROOF OFLEMMA [

We prove by contradiction. Note that we choose to write tlwopusing the original arrival
instants and deadline constraints of the packets, but time sagument follows if we use the
updated arrival instants and deadline constraints, simeg are simply shifted versions of each
other. We assume that7,7) < 7’(7;:2‘7“), l.e., the maximum transmission rate selected in the
g-th round of iteration is strictly less than that of tlie + 1)-th round of iteration. Denote
Tel = [t t33]. There are two possibilities to consider.

1) The sub-interval, ™" C [0,4:%,) or T:7*" C (¢, T]. So both sub-intervaf;y and 7,7
will be considered in the-th round of iteration in Stepl2 of Algorithm 1. Furthermore,

r(ﬁ’flg“) does not change before and after the removing,fsince the removing of/



14

does not result in any change of the packets set Wijtic 77:?“. Thus, the assumption
r(Te]) < 7’(77:2‘”1), is contradictingthe fact that Algorithniil selected the sub-interval
with the maximum transmission rate in theth round of iteration.

2) The sub-interva17;fzqul does not satisfy the condition of the previous sub-casg, it 1
either contains time pointt?, or ¢;% or both. This means that in theth round of iteration,
both sub-intervalg;? and 7,7 [J 7,7 will be considered in Stejl 2 of Algorithm 1. Let
H9(Tx,;) denote the set of packets whose life time duration is coethin sub-interval

Tk in the g-th round of iteration. Then, according to Algorithm 1, wevea
HUTof U Tl ™) = HUT) UHN (T (17)

This means that the rate 6f7 U 77! computed in the-th round of iteration is
>, Bi+ > B;
ie?—lg(ﬁﬁ-;’) ieygﬂ(ﬂ:g“)

18
T 7 (18)

* 1
r(Td VT =

Due to assumption of(7,}) < r(ﬁ’flg“), we have

> B
i€HI(T,Y)
r(T9) = ———

ol s

B,

iEHIHL(TIH

I7ei ™

= (T3 (19)

which implies
> B
i€HI(T)
7|
> Bi+ > B;
i€HI(T,]) ieHgH(T,;‘l’“)
* *g—+1
el |+ 1T

r(Tii) =

Since in theg-th round of iteration, both sub-intervalg’{ and 7,7 (J 7,7 will be
considered in Stelg 2 of Algorithm 1, this contradicts with fact that Algorithni 1L selectes

the sub-interval with the maximum transmission rate in gkita round of iteration.
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Thus, we have shown a contradiction in each of the two passidtes, which means that the
assumption-(7;}) < 7’(77:?“) does not hold, and we in fact hav¢7,”7) > r(ﬁ,’flg“) for all
ge{1,2,---,G -1} O

APPENDIX D

PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z2

To prove the optimality of the scheduler in Algorithm 1, wevake Theoreni]l, i.e., we
will prove that Algorithm 1 provides a feasible schedulerdalso, the scheduler of Algorithm
1 satisfies Lemmds [] 2 and 3.

First, from the description of Algorithm 1, it is easy to sémttall packets in a selected
sub-interval, i.e.H(7,7) of roundg, g € {1,2,---,G}, are transmitted with the same rate.
Thus, each packet is transmitted with a constant rate andriafis satisfied.

Next, we prove that there are no idling periods using the cuee in Algorithm 1 by
contradiction. We choose to write the proof using the oagiarrival instants and deadline
constraints of the packets, but the same argument followme itise the updated arrival instants
and deadline constraints, since they are simply shiftedioes of each other. Suppose at round
9, 9 €{1,2,--- ,G}, there are idling periods ifi’} = [t,%,t;7], and we denote the first idling
period as[t{, 3] C [t,%t;’]. There are the following three cases:

1) t{ = t,%: in this case, packet has arrived but it is not being transmitted becatisg¢
H(T,}). Let the earliest arrival instants of the packetsii7,’/) be ¢/ ., and we have
t5 & > tar then, the rate of the sub-interviaf ;. ¢;7] is

> B
€T

—T (20)
td,gl B ti,k

which is strictly larger thaw(i}j?) which is equal to
> B
i€H(TrY)
G “

due to the fact that’ . > t.%. This contradicts with Algorithm 1 where(7,7) is the

sub-interval with the largest transmission rate in roynd
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2) tf > t.% andt§ < t;7: in this case, idling happens because all packet%i(rfk’ff) that
arrived beforet! have either finished transmitting By or have a deadline earlier thah
By the idling policy of Algorithm 1, there are no packets amg in the period offt{, tJ],
andtj is the arrival instant of some packet}n(ﬁ’flg), thus ending the idling period. Thus,

t5,t.7] is a sub-interval. We have two sub-cases:

a) Sub-case 1: consider the packetgH(l7,'7) that arrived before?, all of them have
finished transmitting beforé. In this case, denot&; as the set of packets that are
in #(7,7) and has arrival instant beford, i.e.,uf = {ili € H(T.]) ta; < t3}.
Then, the set of packets whose life time duration is conthinesub-intervalts, ¢;%]
is H(T,7)\U{. The transmission rate of the packetslfi is

> B
ieuy
——— 22
T 22
where the numerator is because in this sub-case, all dataakets ini// have
finished transmission, and the denominator is due to thengstton that[tf, 3] is
the first idling period in 7;:9, and therefore, the packetsdff are transmitted from

t.y to t{ continuously. According to Algorithm 1, this rate is equak(ﬁf?) which

is equal to
> Bi+ > B;
ieuy i€H (T, \UY
¥ — (23)
(t? - ta,gk) + (tg - t?) + (td?l - tg)
Equating [(2R) and (23), we have
_ ieu? iEH(TD\UY
r(T3) = 77— = — (24)
SO - -+ (8 - 1)
which is strictly smaller than
>, B
iH(T\UY
o1 )

which is the rate of the sub-intervi, ¢,9]. This contradictswith the fact that(7,77)

is the sub-interval with the largest transmission rate umnobg.
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b) Sub-case 2: consider the packetg(7,’/) that have arrived beford, at least one
of these packets did not finish transmitting and was cut offibee it had reached its
deadline before completion. Among all the packets that Ima¢dinished transmitting
before their deadline, lef be the packet with the earliest deadline. Suppose the
amount of time for the transmission of Packes ¢; using Algorithm 1, since Packet

j is unfinished before its deadline, we know

B-
t: < — 26
On the other hand, consider the sub-inteat [t,;,t,;]. , we have
B;
<7 - ) (7 (27)
ieH@\G)

where [27) follows because Packis the first packet to be unfinished by its deadline,
it means that all other packets #(Z) have finished transmission, i.e., has been
transmitted for the time Ofr(?ﬁ’ i € H(Z)\{j}. We have inequality rather than
equality because Algorithm 1 could have used the sub-iatéivto transmit some

packets who are ndk/(Z). Thus, we have the following 2 cases:

i) In case 1, we have

B, B:
AR =7 28
EP D e )

iEeH@\{Gy "k

This means

B;

iEeH@\GY F

< D (29)
r(Te?)
which means
ZiEH(I) B;
T < = (30)
<=7
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which further means that

Zie?—t(I) B;

T

> r(T;) (31)

However, [(31) is aontradictionto the fact thatr(?}’ff) is the largest rate among
all sub-intervals in round.
i) (28) is not true, i.e.,

B; B;

S DY Rl 2
In this case, if Algorithm 1 had used sub-interZato transmit only the packets
in H(Z), then Packe§ would have finished transmitting. The reason why Packet
7 has not finished transmitting is because Algorithm 1 has ssede time in
sub-intervalZ to transmit some packets that are notHiZ). Denote the set of
such packets a&(Z). According to Stef)l4 of Algorithm 1, a packet, that is not
in H(Z), would only be transmitted during the period Bfif it had an arrival
instant earliett, ; and a deadline constraint {n, ;,,;]. Note that a packet with
a later deadline than,; would not be transmitted irf¢, ;,t,;] because Packet
j has already arrived and since it did not finish transmissipiitsd deadline, it
would not leave any window of time open ), ;,t,;] for the transmission of a
packet with a later deadline. Let Packebe the packet irkC(Z) with the earliest
arrival instant, i.e.k = argiglci(rzl) tai-
Now, consider the sub-intervdl, ;, ¢, ;). We again have the two cases as described
in (28) and [(32) where the intervdl is redefined ag = [t,;,t,;]. In the case
that (28) is true, we again arrive at the contradiction with fact thatr(ﬁff) is
the largest rate among all sub-intervals in roundn the case that (32) is true,
we conclude that again that the reason why Paghets not finished transmitting
is because Algorithm 1 has used some time in sub-inteéfvid transmit some
packets that are not ift/(Z). Now, we analyze what kind of packets would be
transmitted inZ and not be inH(Z) for Z = [t,;,t,;]. According to Stefy]4 of
Algorithm 1, a packet that has an arrival instant earlienthg, and a deadline

constraint inft, z, t,;] could be transmitted ift, ., ¢, ;. It would seem that, since
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in this case the starting point of the intervaltis; which satisfies,, ; < t,;, that

a packet with a deadline later thgy; and an arrival instant earlier thap; could
possibly be transmitted due to the fact that the packe® (i, ;,,;]) have not
arrived before,, ;. However, this is not true because Padkét K([t,;,t,;]) have
transmitted into the sub-intervél, ;, ¢, 5|, which leaves no window of time open
in [t t,;] for the transmission of a packet with a later deadline, wenever
there is time in the interval oft, ;.t,;|, rather than scheduling a packet with
a later deadline tham,;, Packetk would be transmitting. As for the time of
[t.j.taj], rather than scheduling a packet with a later deadline thanPacket

J would be transmitting. So the only packets transmittedzjn;, t,;] but not

in H([t.r ta;]) are packets that have an arrival instant earlier thgnand a
deadline constraint ift, ;. t,;]. Denote the set of packets again kyZ), where

T = [tof, ta;]- And further let Packet: be the packet iC(Z) with the earliest
arrival instant, i.e.k = argiglci(rzl) tas.

Now consider the sub-intervad, ;,¢,;]. This case follows the case of the sub-
interval [t, ;,14;] exactly withZ = [t,;,t45]. We have again the two cases as
described in[(28) and_(B2) and we either arrive at a conttiadior we enlarge
the sub-interval tdt, ;,t,;]. We iterate until we either arrive a contradiction at
some step, or we have enlarged the intervdtie, t,;|, wheret, ; is the starting
point of 77:?. In this sub-interval, we would not have the case describe82)
because according to Algorithm 1, there are no packets witlealier arrival
instant thary,,,, transmitted in7,”7. So we are left with the case described[in| (28)
only, and we arrive at aontradiction Hence, we will always get eontradiction

for Sub-case 2.

3) t{ >t andtj = t;%; in this case, by the idling policy of Algorithm 1, there are n
packets arriving in the period df{, ;). All the packets in?(7,7) arrived beforet{.
Similar to the previous case, we have two sub-cases:

a) Sub-case 1: all the packets #(7,7) have finished transmitting befor§, where

t] < t, but this is not possible since this would mean that the dagaransmitted
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at the rate of

> B
27‘[(7:,:2])
T (33)
tLLl] - ta?k
> B
- wH(T Y
which is strictly larger than the actual rate of transmissi(/,’}) = i L Thus,

tg—t"9
we have acontradiction -
b) Sub-case 2: consider the packet$it7,7 ), at least one of these packets did not finish
transmitting and was cut off because it had reached its oheatkefore completion.
This sub-case is exactly the same as the sub-case 2 of % and ¢} < ¢,
where the arguments do not depend on whetfer ¢, or not. Thus, we have a

contradictionfor this sub-case too.

Since we have a contradiction for each of the above threescagehave proven that Algorithm
1 does not generate a scheduler with idling periods. Thusatisfies Lemma 2.

Thirdly, we prove the feasibility of the scheduler genedabg Algorithm 1. Based on Step
4 in Algorithm 1, we only transmit data upon its arrival. Se tcheduler in Algorithm 1 always
satisfy the causality constraint. We now prove that it §assthe deadline constraint as well.
Based on Stepl4 of Algorithm 1, it violates the deadline a@mst only when there exists some
packet whose data is not completely transmitted beforeeatsllihe. But all data is transmitted
at the minimum transmission rate om’flg) in each roundy. If some packet is not completely
transmitted, then, we would have transmitted less data th@* B; and there would be some
idling period. Since we have already proved that Algo;iiﬁgdﬁs not have any idling period,
it means that all the data is completely transmitted by iesddee and Algorithm 1 satisfies the
deadline constraint as well. Thus, Algorithm 1 is feasible.

Finally, we prove that Algorithni]1 satisfies Lemrh 3. Sincer¢hexists no epoch who
belongs to two sub-intervals, and we know that each sulbvialtés transmitted with the equal
rate ofr(ﬁ,’flg), it means that each epoch is also transmitted with the satae Taus, proving
(1) of Lemma& 8. Consider an epoéh 77;}", for someg in {1,2,---,G}, consider all packets
with a higher transmission rate tha(7,’/), then according to Lemnid 4, they must have been
determined to transmit in Iterationor 2 or - -- or g — 1. This means that the life time of such

packets are contained iy for somem € {1,2,---,g — 1}, and correspondingly, they are
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not in ;. This means that for all packets if;, their transmission rate can not be larger than
r(Ty7), thus proving (2) of Lemma]3. To sum up, Algorithit 1 satisfiesnmal3.

Since all the conditions in Lemmas[1, 2 ddd 3 are sufficientitimms of optimality for the

problem in [5), we have proved that Algoritih 1 indeed finds dptimal transmission schedule.
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