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Abstract—With the increased competition for the electromag-
netic spectrum, it is important to characterize the impact d
interference in the performance of a wireless network, whib is
traditionally measured by its throughput. This paper presents a
unifying framework for characterizing the local throughput in
wireless networks. We first analyze the throughput of a probdink
from a connectivity perspective, in which a packet is successfully
received if it does not collide with other packets from nodesvithin
its reach (called the audible interferers). We then charaatrize the
throughput from a signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR)
perspective, in which a packet is successfully received if the SINR
exceeds some threshold, considering the interference frorall
emitting nodes in the network. Our main contribution is to
generalize and unify various results scattered throughoutthe
literature. In particular, the proposed framework encompasses
arbitrary wireless propagation effects (e.g, Nakagamix fading,
Rician fading, or log-normal shadowing), as well as arbitray
traffic patterns (e.g., slotted-synchronous, slotted-aschronous,
or exponential-interarrivals traffic), allowing us to draw more
general conclusions about network performance than previosly
available in the literature.

Index Terms—Wireless networks, throughput, connectivity,
aggregate interference, spatial Poisson process, stabkenis.

I. INTRODUCTION

framework that quantifies the impact of all these impairraent
on the throughput of the network. Such framework should
also incorporate other important network parameters, such
as the spatial distribution of nodes and their transmission
characteristics. We accomplish such goal by using fundéahen
tools from stochastic geomeﬂy.

The performance analysis of MAC protocols has received
tremendous attention in the last four decades, from the
throughput of legacy ALOHA protocols [[3], to the cap-
ture effect in ALOHA systems[[4]5[7] and in IEEE 802.11
(CSMA/CA) systems [[B], [[9]. In this context, thepatial
distribution of nodesin the network plays a key role in
determining the signal and interference levels at eachverce
thus affecting the connectivity and throughput of the netwo

In the topic of connectivity of spatially distributed netwks,
the probability of node isolation in a spatial Poisson pssce
is derived in [10] for the case of log-normal shadowing,
and in [11] for combined Rayleigh fading and log-normal
shadowing. The distribution of the number of nodes which
can communicate with one another in a spatial Poisson pgoces
is analyzed in[[IR2]+[16], assuming log-normal shadowimg. |
the topic of throughput of spatially distributed networkise
throughput of ALOHA channels for networks distributed in

A wireless network is typically composed of many spas . .ais considered il [3 [4]_TL7[. 18], but ignoring elizss

tially scattered nodes, which compete for shared netwo|5

resources, such as the electromagnetic spectrum. A tadliti
measure of how much traffic can be delivered by such
network is the packet throughpﬂltn a wireless environment

pagation effects such as fading or shadowing. The local
throughput in a cellular packet network is analyzed[inl [19]-
[|23|]], for some particular combination of the location of esd

' channel access, and wireless propagation characteriStiesr

the throughput is constrained by various impairments thak,es studied in the literature include the scaling behavi

affect communication between nodes, namely: triesless
propagation effectssuch as path loss, multipath fading, an
shadowing; thenetwork interferencedue to signals radiated
by other transmitters; and thiaermal noise introduced by
the receiver electronics. It is therefore of interest toalep a
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1in this paper, the ternthroughputrefers tolocal throughputor one-hop
throughput As defined later, it corresponds to the probability of a sgstul
one-hop transmission, and is a useful metric in the analgsid design
of medium access control (MAC) protocols. The throughput edso be
considered from an information theoretic perspective, retieis defined as
the rate supported with reliability from source to desioratover multiple
hops.

of the network capacity[[22]=[24], the distribution of the

Ccltggregate interference power [25], the characteristictfan

of the aggregate interference [26], and the moments of the
aggregate interference [27],[28]. However, such litematis
largely constrained to some restrictive combination ohpass
exponent, propagation model, spatial configuration of spde
and packet traffic. Furthermore, the existing results are no
easily generalizable if some of these system parameters are
changed.

In this paper, we develop a unifying framework for the
characterization of connectivity and throughput in wissle
networks, where the nodes are scattered according to alkpati
Poisson process. The main contributions of the paper are as
follows:

o Unifying framework for connectivity and throughput:
The proposed framework generalizes and unifies vari-
ous results in the literature, by accommodating arbitrary

2An overview on the application of stochastic geometry taotes problems
in wireless communications can be found in the tutorial pay#], [2].
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wireless propagation effects as well as arbitrary traffi i
patterns. o $

o Connectivity in arbitrary wireless propagation environ- $ Ry e
ments:We provide a probabilistic characterization of the ' & 5 & ,_;‘l,,,, — é ——
number of audible nodes in a spatial Poisson proces 1&
using fundamental tools of stochastic geometry. Suc iy o
characterization is more general than in the previol EB B, $ é
literature, since it is valid regardless of the considere i
propagation scenario. &

o SINR in arbitrary propagation characteristics and packe
traffics: We provide a probabilistic characterization of the
SINR of a link subject to the aggregate interference afjgfu"® 1. Poisson point process used to model the spatialbdison of

. 7 B . nodes. Without loss of generality, we assume the origin ef ¢hordinate
noise. Such general characterization is valid regardl@gStem coincides with the probe receiver.
of the considered type of propagation scenario or packet
traffic.

« Throughput in connectivity-based and SINR-based sca-different time intervals, since full-duplexing capiti®k are
narios: We obtain expressions for the throughput of @are in typical low-cost applications. Nevertheless, thsuits
link, both from both a connectivity perspective and apresented in this paper can be easily modified to account for
SINR perspective. Due to the generality of the propdhe full-duplex case.
gation and packet traffic models, we are able to draw We further consider the scenario where all nodes transmit
more general conclusions than previously available in thdth the same traffic pattern. In particular, we examine ¢hre
literature. types of traffic, as depicted in Fifll 2:

This paper is organized as follows. Sectloh Il describes thel) Slotted-synchronous trafficSimilarly to the slotted
system model. SectiohJIl characterizes the throughput of ALOHA protocol [3], the nodes are synchronized and
the probe link in a connectivity-based approach. Sedfidn IV  transmit in slots of duratior secondd A node trans-
characterizes the throughput in a SINR-based approach. Sec mits in a given slot with probability. The transmissions

tion [V provides numerical results to illustrate the depemge are independent for different slots and for different
of the throughput on important network parameters. Sefifibn nodes.

concludes the paper and summarizes important findings. 2) Slotted-asynchronous traffiche nodes transmit in slots
of durationZ seconds, which are not synchronized with
Il. SYSTEM MODEL other nodes’ time slots. A node transmits in a given slot
with probability ¢. The transmissions are independent

for different slots or for different nodes.

Following [1], we model the spatial distribution of the 3y Exponential-interarrivals traffic: The nodes transmit
nodes according to a homogeneous Poisson point process in' packets of duratior. seconds. The idle time between
the two-dimensional infinite plane, with a spatial density packets is exponentially distributed with meam,

(in nodes per unit area). This spatial model is depicted in

Fig.[. For analytical purposes, we assume therepi®he link . -

cogmposed of tvx);o nogesl:3 one located at the origain of the twg-' Wireless Propagation Characieristics

dimensional plane (without loss of generality), and anotime ~ To account for the propagation characteristics of the en-
(nodei = 0) deterministically located at a distaneg from Vvironment, we consider that the powét received at a
the origind All the other nodesi(= 1...c0) are interfering distanceR from a transmitter is given by

A. Spatial Distribution of Nodes

nodes, whose random distances to the origin are denoted by P HK 7,

{R;}, where Ry < Ry < .... Our goal is then to determine Py = %, (1)
the throughput of the probe link subject to the effect of lad t ,

interfering nodes in the network. where P, is the average power measurédn away from

the transmitteft b is the amplitude loss expond}'and{Zk}

o o are independent random variables (RVs) which account for

B. Transmission Characteristics of Nodes propagation effects such as multipath fading and shadowing
We consider interfering nodes with the same transmit

power P, — a plausible constraint when power control is 4By convention, we define these types of traffic with respec¢heoreceiver
t | to i | t h in d tralized ad hclock. In the typical case where the prqpagation delays weipect to the
00 complex to implement, such as In decentralize€d ad-NPSeket length can be ignored, all nodes in the plane obsenele the same

networks. For generality, however, we allow the probe nogbacket arrival process.
to employ an arbitrary poweP,, not necessarily equal to 5This is equivalent to each node using afi/D/1/1 queue for packet

. . nsmission, characterized by a Poisson arrival procébsrate A, constant
that of the mterfermg nodes. We analyze the case of halErvice timeL, single server, and maximum capacity of one packet.

duplex transmission, where each device transmits andveei 6ynless otherwise stated, we will simply refer fa, as the “transmit
power”.
SWhenever possible, we use lowercase letters to dedeterministic "Note that theamplitude loss exponeig b, while the correspondingower
quantities, and uppercase letters stochasticquantities. loss exponents 2b.



(a) Slotted-synchronous transmission.

(b) Slotted-asynchronous transmission.

(c) Exponential-interarrival transmission.

Figure 2. Three types of packet traffic, as observed by the modhe origin.

The term1/R?" accounts for the path loss with distanfie

Definition 3.1 (Audible Node)A node is audible to an-

where the amplitude loss exponéris environment-dependentother node if the corresponding received powefln (1) safisfi
and can approximately range frobn8 (e.g., hallways inside P, > P*, where P* denotes some threshold (e.g., related to

buildings) to4 (e.g., dense urban environments), with= 1

the sensitivity of the receiver). Otherwise, the node igl ai

corresponding to free space propagation] [29]. This papeeinaudible

carries out the analysis generally in terms @f;}, and

Note that this definition of audible node is a generalization

therefore our results are valid fany wireless propagation of the notion in [12], which is limited to the case of path

effect. For illustration purposes, we consistently analfaur
typical propagation scenarios throughout this paper:

1) Path loss only:K =1 andZ; = 1.

2) Path loss and log-normal shadowingk = 1 and
7y = G whereG ~ N(0,1)B The term ¢27€
has a log-normal distribution, wheteis the shadowing
coefficienfd

3) Path loss and Nakagamix fading: K = 1 andZ; = o?,
wherea? ~ G(m, 1)
4) Path loss, log-normal shadowing, and Nakagamfad-

ing: K = 2, Z, = €% with G ~ N(0,1), and
Zy = o? with a* ~ G(m, ).

loss and log-normal shadowing. Our goal is to statistically
characterize the numbey¥, of nodes that are audible to a
given node, as depicted in F[d. 3. Fraoh (1), a nodeaudible
if it satisfies

K

Pui =P |[ Zix/R} > P,

k=1
where P is the power transmitted by each interferer; the
sequence{Z; ,} denotes the propagation effects associated
with node<, assumed IID in;; and R; denotes the distance
from node: to the origin. Thus, we conclude that, is
a RV, since it is determined by the the random propagation

)

We emphasize that the proposed framework encompassegffacts and random node positions. To derive the distdiputi
wider variety of propagation effects other than these foof Na, we mark each nodeé as eitheraudible if condition

cases, such as Rician fading.

IIl. CONNECTIVITY-BASED ANALYSIS

(@) is satisfied, omaudibleotherwise. Note that the markings
depend on the position of the marked nodes, but are otherwise
independent of each other, since the propagation effetits }

In this section, we analyze the throughput of the probe lirff€ also independent for different nodesie can therefore

from a connectivity perspective. In such approach, a node c@Pply the marking theoren [32, Section 5.2], and conclude
Only hear the transmissions from a f|n|te number Of nodgéat the random set Of audible nOdeS fOI’mS a tWO'dimenSional
(called audible interferery whose received power exceed§but non-homogeneous) Poisson process. An immediate con-
some threshold. For a node to successfully receive theetisipeduence of this is that the total numbéx of audible nodes
packet, it must not collide with any other packet from this @ discrete Poisson RV, i,

audible interferer&] Therefore, we start with the statistical N ~ P(ua),

characterization of the number of audible nodes, and then us

the result to analyze the throughput. where the meam, can be written usind [32, Eq. (5.9)] as

HA:// p(x, audible) \dx
R2

=E{z {// p(x,audib1e|{Zk})/\dx}
]R2
=Bz {narza}

A. Distribution of the Number of Audible Nodes
We start by defining the concept of audible node.

8We useN (i,02) to denote a Gaussian distribution with meanand
varianceo?.

9This model for combined path loss and log-normal shadowiag ke K 1/b
expressed in logarithmic forni [29]=[B1], such that the clenloss in dB P szl Zy,
is given by Lgg = ko + k1log;or + o4sG, where G ~ N(0,1). The = IE{Zk} TA - pr
environment-dependent parametéks), k1, ogg) can be related tgb, o) as

follows: ko = 0, k1 = 20b and ogg = g0 The parametergg is the
standard deviation of the channel loss in éB (or, equivblent the received
SNR in dB), and typically ranges from 6 to 12.

OWe useG(z,0) to denote a gamma distribution with meam® and

K
AL v E{z,/*
N B 11E{Z ).
2 k=1
variancez6?. . N ..
110ur connectivity-based analysis represents a geneializa the col- In this derivation, we used the fact that when conditioned on

lision model considered in the context of legacy ALOHA systeris [3], ith€ random propagation effec{sZ,.}, a node is audible if
the sense that it encompasses the spatial distribution désyoarbitrary
propagation effects, and arbitrary packet traffic.

®)

2We useP (1) to denote a discrete Poisson distribution with mgan
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multlplled by SpatI§.| denSIty\ of r.]Odes’ Ieadmg td:[3). Thethe amplitude loss exponeby for various wireless propagation characteristics
impact of the various propagation effects is now evident,s = 10).

each propagation effect;, simply contributes with its own

multiplicative term in[(B). Specifically, the average numpe

of audible nodes depends only on thgh-order moments of ~ 4) Path loss, log-normal shadowing, and Nakagamfad-
the random propagation effecf<;.}, and not on their entire ing: Combining scenarios 2 and 3, we have that

probability distributions. 1/b
r 7 2
pa = TA <ﬁ) 7(m+ 7) exp<2o ) . @)

. e * 1/b 72
B. Effect of the Propagation Characteristics pn P m?/PL (m) b

The result in[(B) accounts for a wide range of propagatidiP’ the particular case of Rayleigh fading: (= 1), this
conditions, including the four scenarios analyzed in whatmplifies to

follows. P/ 1 02
1) Path loss only:In this case,Z; = 1 and [3) reduces to A = TTA (P_i) r (1 + 3) exp (b_Q) .
1/b
A = TA ( Pi) ) (4) From this result we can obtain the probability of node iso-
P lation P{N, = 0} = e #4, which was also derived in_[11]

Note that this special case was also obtained in [12], [16]. using a more involved argument, in the special case of path
2) Path loss and log-normal shadowintn this caseZ; = loss, Rayleigh fading¢ = 1), and log-normal shadowing

e27G with G ~ N(0,1). Using the moment property of log-only.

normal RVs, we have thdt{e*%} = e**/2, z > 0, and thus 5) Discussion: The value ofua in these four propagation

(3) reduces to scenarios is compared in F[d. 4. Considering that 1, m >
m—+L
P\ 202 % ando > 0, we can show thatnrll(/bi;r(bnz) <1 <exp (%2)
pA = TA (F) p <—b2 ) (5)  Therefore, the log-normal shadowing always improves the

connectivity of the network, leading to a larger than in
Note that this particular equation was also obtained in {&2] he “path loss only” case. The Nakagamifading, on the
the case of path loss and log-normal shadowing only, solviggher hand, always worsens the connectivity of the netwgrk b
a differential equation for the MGF aVx. decreasingua, in comparison to the “path loss only” case. A

23).Patr21 loss andl Nakagami- fading: In this case.Z1 =  gimilar analysis can be performed for any wireless propagat

a® with a® ~ G(m, 7). Using the moment relation for gammagffect with an arbitrary distribution, or any combinatiof o
RVs [33], we have thaE{(a?)"} = ;(:%m; x > 0, where different propagation effects.
[(z) = [, t“ 'e~'dt denotes the gamma function. Thus, (3)

reduces to 16 . C. Probe Link Throughput
UA = TA (i) M (6) We now use the results developed in Sectibns JII-A and
pr m!/T(m) [I-Blto determine the throughput of the probe link, subjtxt
For the particular case of Rayleigh fadingn (= 1), this the possible packet collisions with other interfering nmdé&fe
simplifies to start by defining the concept of connectivity-based thrqugh
1/b Definition 3.2 (Connectivity-based Throughpuf)he
pa = TN (ﬁ) T (1 + l) ) connectivity-based throughpdt of a link is the probability
P b that a packet is successfully received during an intervabkeq



to the packet duratiof.. For a packet to be received received;. Effect of the Propagation Characteristics gn

it car!not collide_vx{i'Fh other packets from _audible transengt We now determine the effect of four propagation scenarios
Using the definition above, we can write the throughput described in Sectioff THC on the throughput. Recall that
as the propagation characteristics affect the throughpubnly
. ) . throughpa andp, in (@). Thus, we now derive, for these
T =P{probe transmitP{receiver silent (8) specific scenarios, since the corresponding expressionsfo
x P{probe audiblgP{no collision with audible nodgs  have already been determined in Secfion II-B.

] - ) 1) Path loss only :In this case, the probe node is audible
The first probability term, which we denote by, depends i it'is |ocated in a circle of radiugP,/P*)"/?> around the
on the type of packet traffic. The second term, which Wsrigin. Sincer, is deterministic, we have

denote bypg, also depends on the type of packet traffic and

corresponds to the probability that the node at the origin {1, ro < (%)1/%
ba =

)

is silent (i.e., does not transmit) during the transmissidén 0, otherwise

the packet by the probe node. This second term is necessary

because the nodes are half-duplex, so they cannot transchit a 2) Path loss and log-normal shadowingn this case, [(9)
receive simultaneously. We denote the third termplywhich  reduces topa = Pg, {€*° > P*rg"/Py}, where Gy ~
corresponds to the probability that the probe node is aedigV (0, 1). Using the Gaussia@-function, we obtain

to the node located at the origin. The valuepaf depends on

1 Prp2b
the wireless propagation characteristics, and can be ssgue pa=Q (5 In ( POO )) .
as

P, HK Zox 3) Path loss and Nakagami- fading: In this case,[{9) re-
pa =Pz 1 {% > P*} ; (9) ducestops =P, {a} > P*rg/Py}, wheread ~ G(m, ).
0

’m

Using the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of a gamma

where the subscripb refers to the probe link. Lastly, Ap- RV: We obtain

pendix[A shows that fourth term can be written as 1 ( P*r%bm)
Yine \ My —FH— | »

:1——
PA 2

) (12)

P{no collision with audible nodés= exp (—ua (1l — ps)),
(10) where vinc(a,z) = joz t*~le~tdt is the lower incomplete
where 115 is generally given in[{3). We can then rewrifd (8pamma function. For integem, we can expres$i,c(a, )

as in closed form|[[34], so thaf{12) simplifies to
T = prpspa exp (—pa(l —ps)). (11) L (m—1)! (1 mz’:l V{%"“)
pAa=1———F—— - )
This expression is general and valid for a variety of propa- I(m) k=0 k!

gation conditions as well as traffic patterns. As we will segare
in the next sections, the propagation characteristicséate B Pr2tm

pa and pa, while the traffic pattern determingsy and ps. 1= Py
Furt_her_morg,l]]]l) relies on the expressions;fgrdeveloped For the particular case of Rayleigh fading & 1), we obtain
earlier in this paper.
P*r%b
pa=exp|=—p= |
D. Effect of the Traffic Pattern off” .
4) Path loss, log-normal shadowing, and

We now investigate the effect of three different types Qfakagamim fading: In this case, [[9) reduces to
traffic pattern described in Secti¢n 1I-B on the throughpug, = p, ., {aZe7Go > P32 /Py . Conditioning on

The traffic pattern affects the throughpfitonly throughpr G, using the CDF of a gamma RV, and then averaging over

andps in (@I). Gy, we obtain
1) Slotted-synchronous traffidn this case, the probability 1 P2,
that the probe transmits isr = ¢, and the probability that pa=1— ——FEg, {%nc <m, %) } . (13)
the node at the origin is silent during such transmission is I(m) Poe27to
ps=1—gq. Appendix[@ shows that if we considen to be integer and
2) Slotted-asynchronous traffitn this case, the probability approximate the MGF of the log-normal R¥~27% by a
that the probe transmits ipr = ¢, and the probability Gauss-Hermite seriep, simplifies to
that the node at the origin is silent during such transmissio 1 N
(i.e., during two adjacent time slots) jig = (1 — ¢). . (m=1) 1 . vie V2
) acjacent S) 18 = paml- T =SS H, B 19
3) Exponential-interarrivals traffic:In this case, we show I'(m) VT~ k!
in Appendix(B that the probability that the probe transmits i
pr = % and the probability that the node at the origifvhere P*rﬁbmemm,

. . . . . . —ApL —
is silent during such transmissionjig = {7 v = Py
P



andz, andH,, are, respectively, the zeros and the weights &f. Signal-to-Interference-Plus-Noise Ratio

the Np-_order Hermite polynom|al._Both:n and H,, are tab- Typically, the distance$R;} and propagation effectsZ; ;. }
ulated in [34, Table 25.10] for various polynomial orde¥s.  gre slowly-varying and remain approximately constantyri
Typically, setting N}, = 12 ensures that the approximatioithe packet durationl. In this quasi-static scenario, it is
in (14) is extremely accuraté [B5]. For the particular cabe fyightful to define the SINR conditioned on a given real-

Rayleigh fading £ = 1), (14) simplifies to ization of those RVs. As we shall see, this naturally leads to
1 Ny prp2b the derivation of anSINR outage probabilitywhich in turn
pA R — Z H, exp (_iei’ﬂ”n) . determines the throughput. We start by formally defining the
VT = Fo concept of SINR.

Definition 4.1 (Signal-to-Interference-Plus-Noise Ratio
F. Discussion The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio associatith the

Using the results derived in this section, we can obta|nnOde at the origin is defined as
S

insights into the behaviour of the throughput as a functibn o SINR £
important network parameters, such as the type of propagati I+ N’

characteristics or traffic pattern. In particular, the tigbput \yheres is the power of the desired signal received from the
in the slotted-synchronous and slotted-asynchronous@@se prope node,l is the aggregate interference power received
be related as follows. Considering that, > 0, we can from all other nodes in the network, ard is the (constant)
easily show thaiy(1 — ge 27 > q(1 — ¢)*e s 10", noice power. Boths and I depend on a given realization of
with equality iff ¢ = 0 or ¢ = 1. Thus, the throughput of fp1 ;= 1. oo, and{Z; s}, i=0...00, k=1...K.

a wireless network is higher for slotted-synchronous taffi sing 1), the desired signal powsrcan be written as

than for slotted-asynchronous traffic, regardless of tleeifip

(15)

propagation conditiofs} We will illustrate this property in g — 50 Hszl Zo,k (16)
Sectiorl Y using numerical examples. The reason for the highe rab '

throughput performance in the synchronous case is tharsﬁnilarly,
packet can potentially collide with onlyne packetransmitted

by another node, while in the asynchronous case it can eollid

with any of thetwo packetsn adjacent time slots (see F[g. 2).

We can also analyze how the throughput of the probe link i=1
depends on the interfering nodes, which are characterigedvithere P} is the transmit power associated with each interferer,
their spatial density\ and the transmit powel;. Specifically, and A; € [0, 1] is the (random) duty-cycle factor associated
the throughput7 in the general expressioi{11) depends onith interfereri. As we shall see, the R¥A; accounts for the
X and P; only throughpua. From [3), we have thatis o different traffic patterns of nodes, and is equal to the foact
)\Pll/b, and thus7 o exp —c)\Pll/b), for b > 1 and some of the packet duratioft during which interferet is effectively
proportionality constantX4 This quantifies exactly how the transmitting. Note that sincd and I depend on the random
throughput of the probe link degrades with an increase in thede positions and random propagation effects, they can be
density and power of the interferers; in particular, it seowseen as RVs whose value is different for each realization of
that thethroughput is more sensitive to an increase in ththose random quantities. Furthermore, we showedlin [1] that
spatial density of the interferers, than to an increase ieith the RV I has askewed stable distributiof87] given by
power This observation is valid for any wireless propagation
characteristics and traffic pattern. I~S8 <a — %7 B8 =1, (18)

the aggregate interference powecan be written

= BA; HkK: Zi k
=y o St (17)

IV. SINR-BASED ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze the throughput of the probe link
from a SINR perspective. In such approach, a node can hear , ,
the transmissions frorall the nodes in the two-dimensionalVNereb > 1, andC is defined as
plane [1], [22], [36], not just from a finite number of audible o o { l-g v #1,

K
y=mxC P E(AT ] E{Z%’})
k=1

nodes, as in the connectivity-based approach developed in pEm@lcoslma/2)y 7T (19)
SectiorTll. For a node to successfully receive a desirettgtac ™ r=1
the SINR must exceed some threstBidherefore, we start As we shall see, the probe link throughput depends on the
with the statistical characterization of the SINR, and thea traffic pattern of the nodes only throu@}{Aj/b} in (@8).
the results to analyze the throughput.

18We useS(a, 8,7) to denote a stable distribution with characteristic

13Note thatps and s in (@) do not depend on the traffic type. exponenta € (0, 2], skewness3 € [—1,1], and dispersiony € [0, 00). The
14e usec: to denote proportionality. corresponding characteristic function [is[37]

15 i ; o
Our SINR-based analysis represents a generalization ofcémgure b — {exp [_,y‘w|a (1 — jBsign(w) tan %)} , a#l,

model considered in the context of ALOHA systenis [4]-[7] and of the ) ‘
exp [—v|wl (1 +j%651gn(w) Infwl)], a=1

physical modetonsidered in[[22], in the sense that it encompasses thialspat
distribution of nodes, arbitrary propagation effects, arfaltrary packet traffic.
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B. Probe Link Throughput
We now use the results developed in Section IV-A t %[ ::Essxma“on orpb<t 14
characterize the throughput of the probe link, subject t 0.8f ]
the aggregate network interference. We start by defining tt ;| i
concept of SINR-based throughput. LT
Definition 4.2 (SINR-based Throughpuflhe SINR-based = £ 06/ o0 ]
throughput 7~ of a link is the probability that a packet |s<1 0.5F Lo 8
successfully received during an interval equal to the placl{g 0al ’,«" .
durationL. For a packet to be successfully received, the SINI .7
of the link must exceed some threshold. 0.3r Pt I
Using the definition above, we can write the throughput 0.2F s 8
as o1l 225 |
T = P{probe transmitgP{receiver silentP{no outagé. o o1 07 03 02 o5
(20) AL

The first and second probability terms were defined in Sec-

tion[lI-=Clas pt andps, respectively. The third term is simply F|gure 5 Comparison between aproximated and exact expnsss$or
P{SINR > 6*}, where#" is a predetermined threshold thaf{2;’"} in the exponential-interarrivals scenario=¢ 2).

ensures reliable packet communication over the probe link.

Using [I%), [I6), and the law of total probability with respe

to RVs {Z.,} and I, we can express such probability as can be written aga(x) = (1 —g)d(x) +g¢d(x — 1), and after

some aIgebréE{Al/b} can be shown to be
E{A"} =4 (24)

I}} (21) 2) Slotted-asynchronous traffidn this casepr = ¢ and
ps = (1—¢)?. Using the law of total probability, the duty-cycle
factor A; is 0 if a node is silent in two adjacent time slots
(with probability (1 — ¢)?), a uniform continuous RV in the
» Py Hszl Zo.k interval[0, 1] if the node transmits in either one of the adjacent
P{SINR > 67} = Bz, | T T p2pe N time slots, orl if the node transmits in the two adjacent time
0 (22) slots (with probabilityg?). Then, fa(z) = (1 — ¢)%6(z) +
whereF;(-) is the CDF of the stable RV, whose distribution 22(1 —a) +¢?0(z—1) for 0 <z < 1, and after some algebra
is given in [IB). As we shall see, both forms are usefli{A;’"} can be shown to be

P{SINR > 6"}

2b n*
I+ N
L (14 )

K rg5 0
=Er 4Pz} H Zok >

or, alternatively, as

depending on the considered propagation characteristies. b ) b
can therefore write the throughput of a wireless network as E{A;"} =" +2¢(1 - q)b+—1' (25)
T = prpsP{SINR > 6}. (23) 3) Exponential-interarrivals traffic:In thls case, we show

in Appendix(B thatpr = —2L | pg = , and
This expression is general and valid for a variety of propa- Ak 1“ t

gation conditions as well as traffic patterns. As we will see E{Al/b} 200 ' <1 \ L) (26)
in the next sections, the propagation characteristics e SR W
only P{SINR > 6*}, while the traffic pattern determines:, (\pL)? 1
ps, andP{SINR > 6*}. + T Sw; 'Z(Z +1, /\pL) ,
1%

, where Z(z,y) = j;Jl(l — t)%e~Ytdt. In the regime where
C. Effect of the Traffic Pattern ofi AL < 1, (Z8) can be approximated by
We now investigate the effect of three different types of b

traffic pattern described in Sectidn 1I-B on the throughput. ]E{Al/b} ~ 2\, L——

Recall that the traffic pattern affects the throughpuhrough ’ b+1

pT, ps, andP{SINR > #*} in (23). The type of packet traffic The accuracy of this approximation is illustrated in Figlre

determines the statistics of the duty-cycle fact®y, and in For example, consider a sensor network where each node

particularIE{A}/b} in (I8), which in turn affect®{SINR > generates measurements at an average ratg ef1s ', and

6*}. encodes them in 128-bit packets, which are then transmitted
1) Slotted-synchronous traffictn this case,pr = ¢ and at 10 Kbit/s. Then\,L = 0.0128 < 1, and the approximate

ps = 1 — q. The duty-cycle factor); is a binary RV taking value forE{Al/b} is within 2% of the exact value.

the value0 if the interferer; is silent in the considered time As a remark, note that the result [n124) for the synchronous

slot (with probabilityl — ¢), and the valud if the interfereri case can also be derived using the splitting property of

transmits in the slot (with probability). Then, the PDF of\; Poisson processes [38]. Specifically, since a node trassmit



m—1 k j s j

) (30)

)E{A;"} <P1rgb9*)”b)

) 2

P{SINR > 0"} = exp <—

N TAC AT (1 +
o > exp (— 1/6 ( (32)

Py cos (

‘Sj-l:‘ o=

in a given slot with probability;, the effective spatial density E; < Py, { a3 > T%il(l + N)‘ I}} wheread ~ G(m, 1).

0

of nodes that contribute to the interfe/rbence)\j,% = )\% and Using the CDF of a gamma RV, we obtain
. — 1 K 1
v in @8) reduces toy = m\eHCl/ﬁ)PI [T E{Z}} =

oauee . P{SINR > 6*}

W)\qcl‘/ipl | ) E{Zié }. This is precisely the same result 1 r200*(1 + N)m

obtained by substituting[(24) intd_(118). Although, strjctl =1- T(m) )El {%nc (m, L iz )}, (29)
m 0

speaking, the splitting property cannot be used in the case
of slotted-asynchronous or exponential-interarrivaiffiz, the Where the distribution of in (18) reduces to
above discussion suggests that the quamﬁE){Ai/b} can be 1

thought of as an “effective” spatial density of interferarbere I~8 <Oé =y p=1,
E{Aj/b} € [0, 1] is analogous to a transmission probability.

m1/bT (m)

Appendix[D shows that for integen, (Z9) can be expressed

We now determine the effect of four different propagatiop closed form as[{30) given at the top of this page, where
scenarios described in Section 1I-C on the throughput. Reca

T 1
v =7 P E{A b}i(m *5) )
D. Effect of the Propagation Characteristics Gn

2b *
that the propagation characteristics affect the throughpu vy = o0 m,
only throughP{SINR > 6*} in (23), and so we now derive _ Fo _ _
such probability for these specific scenarios. and the moment generating function (MGF) ofs given by
_1) Path loss only: In this case, the expectation if_{22) WAC;/%PII/ZT (m+ %)E{Al}/b}
disappears and we have or(s) =exp | — s/t ],
m1/T(m) cos (35)

P{SINR > 6*} = F; (% - N) , (27) (31)
700" for s > 0. For the particular case of Rayleigh fading & 1),

we obtain [[3R) at the top of this page.
4) Path loss, log-normal shadowing, and Nakagamfad-
1 R b ing: In this case, we start witli (21), condition 6y, use the
I~S (0‘ - f=17= 7T/\Cl/bPI E{A; }) ‘ result from scenario 3, and then average a¥/gr leading to

Note that the characteristic function dfwas also obtained in P{SINR = 67} o e (33)
[26] using the influence function method, for the case of path  _ | _ L]EG , {7_ . (m 750" (I + N)m)}
loss and slotted-synchronous traffic only. D(m) 0 L T PRye?oCo

2) Path loss and log-normal shadowing: In where the distribution of in (I8) reduces to

where the distribution of in (I8) reduces to

)

this case, [[21) reduces tdP{SINR > 6*} = 1
Er [Pa,{e27C > r3®0*(I + N)/Po|I}], where [~ $<a =7 B=1,
Gy ~ N(0,1). Using the Gaussiafp-function, we obtain
22 r (m + l)
2b g* _ -1 pl/b 20%/b 1/b b
P{SINR > 6*} = E; {Q <2i In [M})} , v 7T)‘Cl/bPI ¢ E{A; }ml/bl"(m)>'
o 0
(28)  For integerm, this can be expressed in closed form as given
where the distribution of in (I8) reduces to in (34) at the top of the next page, where
| yy = 100
I~S8 OL:E’ﬂ:L POeQUGO’
and
Y= WACf/%PII/bez"z/sz{Abe- or(s) =
_ _ TAC P e T (m+ 1) (A} P
3) Path loss and Nakagami- fading: In exp | — 16T Nz §
. 0 m (m) cos (Qb)
this case, [[A1) reduces taP{SINR > 6*} =



o _(m—l)! B
PISINR 2 07} = 1 = 7= | 1

m—1
: k—j)! ds?

E {(—sz)j (vaN)E—de=a N digy(s)
Go j'

} (34)

1 9022 b
r2bg* N . m\Cl/teQ T (1+ 1) E{A}/"} Pir2vor 1/b
Ppe29Go P cos (%) Pye29Go

k
=0 j=0

P{SINR > 6*} = E¢, { exp < (35)

for s > 0. The derivation of[(34) is completely analogous teheir transmitter powerThis analysis is valid for any wireless
that presented in AppendixI D, and is omitted here for brevitgropagation characteristics and traffic pattern.
For the particular case of Rayleigh fading & 1), we obtain

(35) at the top of this page. V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
. _ Figured 6 anfll7 quantify the throughput for the connectivity
E. Discussion based analysis of Sectibnllll, showing their dependenceon v

Using the results derived in this section, we can obtaifus parameters involved, such as the transmission prityabi
insights into the behaviour of the throughput as a functibn gansmit power, interferer spatial density, type of packatic,
important network parameters, such as the type of propayat@nd wireless propagation effects. In Figlite 6, we obserae th
characteristics or traffic pattern. In particular, the tigbput the throughputis higher for slotted-synchronous traffantfor
in the slotted-synchronous and slotted-asynchronouscase Slotted-asynchronous traffic, as it was shown in Se¢fioilIl
be related as follows. Considering that- 1, we can easily Figure[I shows that in an homogeneous scenario where all
show thatg < ¢ + 2¢(1 — q)b%, with equality iff ¢ = 0 hodes transmit With the same power (i.By,= P = P), the
org = 1. Therefore,E{Ai/b} is smaller (or, equivalently, throughput7™ achieves a maximum for some optimum power
P{SINR > 6*} is larger) for the slotted-synchronous case thdffVe! Lopt- We also verify t_halT — 0 asP — 0, because
for the slotted-asynchronous case, regardless of thef'ﬂ;peé € _t(_armpA = P{probe audbl@ in (LT) approaches zero. In

addition,7 — 0 as P — oo, since the average numbgeg of

propagation conditions. Furthermore, singé — q) > ¢(1 — _ _ Do i .
q)?, we conclude that the throughpﬁtgivgﬁin [B?) is h(igher audible noQgs in[(11) approgghes infinity, thereby incrsi
for slotted-synchronous traffic than for slotted-asynclos the _probablhty of packet CC_)||ISIOI’1.

Figures[8 and19 quantify the throughput for the SINR-

traffic. We will illustrate this property in Section]V using X ; X
numerical examples. Note that a similar result was obtainQGS.Ed analysis of SectignllV. In Figuré 8, we observe that,

in Section[I=D for the connectivity-based analysis. Agai 25 " the connectivity-based analysis, the throughputgbér

the reason for the higher throughput performance in tﬁ%rﬁ.slottic.i—sfynchrono;s traffic tha:jn.for sIotted-asynolgws
synchronous case is that a packet can potentially overldp wfaffic. This fact was demonstrated in Section IV-C. Figre 9

only one packettransmitted by another node, while in théhows that the throughpuf decreases monotonically with

asynchronous case it can collide with any of the packets the spatial densityA of the interferers, as discussed in Sec-

in adjacent time slots. tioE_I]IEl for both -
We can also analyze how the throughput of the probe link igurel1D compares tHfE — A curves for both connectivity-

depends on the interfering nodes, which are characteriyedkif‘sed and_ SIN_R-based analyse_s. Note that the two models
their spatial density\ and the transmit powep;. In all the presented in this paper are defined in terms of distinct sets
expressions foP{SINR > ¢} in Section[IV, we can make of parameters. Spgql}‘lcally, the connec_tlvny-based maleel

the parameters. and P; appear explicitly by noting that if pends on the audibility threshol8*, while the SINR—bas_ed
I~ S(a, B,7), thenl = v—1/*T ~ S(a, 3, 1) is a normalized model depends on the SINR threshdid anq the noise
version of I with unit dispersion. Thus, we can for example’?owerN' E‘?‘?h mO(_jeI may be more appropriate depending
rewrite [22) as on the specific application.

P{SINR > 6"} = (36) VI. CONCLUSION
%?ZM - N In this paper, we introduced a mathematical framework
Bz, § F7 0 - ,  for the characterization of connectivity and throughput in
P [wACl‘/}jE{Ag/b} 15, E{z/"} wireless networks. Our work generalizes and unifies various

B results scattered throughout the literature, by accomtimagla
wherel ~ S(a=13, 8=1,v=1) only depends on the arbitrary wireless propagation effects, as well as aryjitra
amplitude loss exponent Furthermore, sincé’;(-) is mono- traffic patterns. This allows us to draw conclusions aboat th
tonically increasing with respect to its argument, we codel performance of the network that are more general than the
that P{SINR > 6*} and therefore the throughput are previously available literature.
monotonically decreasing with and F;. In particular, since  We proved that the number of audible nod&s in a
b > 1, the throughput is more sensitive to an increase 8patial Poisson process is a discrete Poisson RV, whose
the spatial densityof the interferers, than with an increase irmeanua we characterized for arbitrary propagation scenarios.
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Figure 6. Throughpuf/ versus the transmission probabiligy for various Figure 8. Throughput versus the transmission probabiligy for various

types of packet traffic (connectivity-based approach, pagk and Rayleigh types of packet traffic (SINR-based approach, path loss ayielgh fading,

fading, Py/P* = P;/P* =10, \=1m~2,b=2, 79 = 1 m). Py/N=P/N=10,0* =1, A=1m"2,b=2,r9 = 1 m).
0.08 ‘ ‘ 0.3 ‘ ‘
== path loss only == path loss only
0.07}- — path loss, Rayleigh fading f —— path loss, Rayleigh fading
«e path loss, Rayleigh fading, log—normal shadowing 0.25f w path loss, Rayleigh fading, log—normal shadowing |
0.0l = = = path loss, log-normal shadowing | R = = = path loss, log—normal shadowing
0.051 " 1
e
N 5
[ ]
=~ 0.04r P 1
i i,
i ”x
0.03F 1 . 1
1 ‘~,
- ~ ~,
0.02F ' LN ]
; .
!J‘me‘/’ T
0.017 e v 4
' TRy,
0 L 1 ‘.'"""““"“*‘H‘H‘ﬁ‘wuwwu'.,.u.-...‘.."...‘.‘,,,,,_‘_,,
0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35 4
P/P*
Figure 7. Throughpul™ versusP/P*, with P = Py = Py, for various Figure 9. Throughput7™ versus the interferer spatial density, for

wireless propagation characteristics (connectivityebasapproach, slotted- various wireless propagation characteristics (SINR-themgproach, slotted-
synchronous trafficg = 0.5, A=1m~2, b =2, 7o = 1 m, ogg = 10).

synchronous traffic,Py /N

= P/N =10, 0* =1, q = 0.5, b=2,

ro=1m, ogg = 10).

Specifically, we showed thgt, depends on thd /b-order
moments of the random propagation effeg#, }, and not on the packet traffic on the throughput. Specifically, we showed
their entire probability distributions. Furthermore, #féect of that the throughput is higher for slotted-synchronousfitraf
the propagation characteristics can be decoupled, sinte e#an for slotted-asynchronous traffic, regardless of tieeitip
characteristic contributes with its own separate factopto Propagation conditions. We also showed that the throughput
We also showed that log-normal shadowing always improveggrades faster with an increase in the spatial densityeof th
the connectivity of a wireless network when compared to igterferers, than with an increase in their power, regasitef
scenario with only path loss, while Nakagamifading always the specific propagation conditions and traffic pattern.
worsens such connectivity.

We provided expressions for the CDF of the SINR of
a link subject to the aggregate interference from all the
interferers in the network and noise. We showed how the
type of propagation scenario and the packet traffic affechsu Using the the law of total probability and the fact thét ~
probabilistic characterization. P(ua), we can write

We obtained expressions for the link throughput, both
from a connectivity perspective and an SINR perspectivqp{no collision} =
We analyzed the effect of the propagation characteristics a

APPENDIXA
DERIVATION OF P{no collision} IN (I0)

il@{no collision Ny = n}P(Ny = n)

n=0
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0.25¢ ‘ ‘

S — _ The probability of the events§;, ; can be written as
e = connectivity-based analysis ’
Sel R = = = SINR-based analysis, §* = 0.1 e_)\pL
\. Ses = SINR-based analysis, 6* = 1 —
0.2r '\,‘ Sse . i SINR-based analysis, 8 =10 | ] ]P){go’O} 1+ /\pL ’ (37)
' 1 — =Ml
P{y1} =P{&1o} = —. (38)
0.15f 1+ AL
AL +e el —1
& P{&1} =22 39
{&11} W (39)

0.1+
g Let 77 denote an exponential RV with meaﬁ—, and U,

denote a uniform RV in the intervéd, 1], indepepndent of}.
Then, we can expreds{A!/*} as

E{AYV} = "B{AYEk 1} - P&}
00 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

A (m?) = 2B{(1 — T1)"/*|0.1} - P{&0.1} (40)
1/b

Figure 10. Throughpuf versus the interferer spatial density for both + E{(l - Tl) / |51-,1} ~]P’{51_’1}.

connectivity-based and SINR-based analyses (path losRayktigh fading, . .. .

S|oned_syr?:3hronous traffi* = N, pO/Ny: pﬁv —10,q z 095, b— 2? The corresponding conditional PDFs can be determined as

0.051

ro = 1m). /\pL N
frijgo, (@) = T it " f0< <1,
> e THA _ ()\pL)Q —\pLz
:ZPQMAT le‘gl’l(I)_APL+€_>‘PL—1(1_:C)8 P 0<z <1
n=0
. ( Jgnaps Using these PDFs and (37)={39), we can exp&n#l (40) to obtain
= e iaehars Y- MAPS—' the desired result if{(26). This concludes the proof.
n.
n=0
=1 APPENDIXC
=exp (—pa(l —ps)). DERIVATION OF pu IN (I4)
_ Prritmogp _ ,—20G
This is the result in[(T0) and the proof is complete. !_et v="pm L with L = e °, so that [IB) can be
written as
1
APPENDIX B pa=1- T(m) Ec, {Yinc (m,v)}. (41)

DERIVATION OF pr, ps, AND E{A/"} FOR

EXPONENTIAL-INTERARRIVALS TRAFFIC For integerm, we can expressi,.(m, v) in closed form[[34],

and [41) becomes

In the case of exponential-interarrivals, each user ensploy | N b
an M/D/1/1 queue for packet transmission, characterized,, — 1 — (m—1)! 1- Z E, {V ¢ } 7
by a Poisson arrival process with ralg, constant service L'(m) P k!
time L, single server, and maximum capacity of one packet. (m —1)! m—1 (—1)F dy (s)
If Q(t) € {0,1} denotes the number of packets in the =1-— 1— Z ' T . (42)
gueue at timef, the steady-state probabilities of the queue L(m) k=0 k ds s=1

aremy = P{Q(t) = 0} = 5, andm = P{Q(t) = Approximating the MGF of the log-normal RY. by a Gauss-

1} = li};\LL [39]. Then, the parametepr corresponding Hermite series[[35], we can write

to the proBabiIity of probe transmission is simply given by Pr2bm

pr = m. To determineps, we note that the probe receiver ou(s) = or, < PO s)

is silent during the probe transmission if the state of its10w N 0

gueue isQ) = 0 at the beginning of the probe packeind 1 u P r2tm 230w,

there is no packet arrival in its queue during the following ~ > Ha, exp (_Toe S) ’

L seconds. As a result, we hayg = mpe v L. n=l _ _
Now recall that the RVA; € [0, 1] is by definition equal to Wherez, andH.,, are, respectively, the zeros and the weights

the fraction of time in the intervdD, L] whereQ(t) = 1, for  ©f the IV,-order Hermite polynomial. Consequently,

useri/f To computeE{A!/*}, we define four events corre- N, .
sponding to the possible state transitions in the intelfdl]: d* . (s) _ 1 Z _P*T(z)bm o2V20zy
Eet 2{Q0) =k AQ(L) =1}, wherek € {0,1},1 € {0,1}. ds* N = P,
Prrébm
17Since the RVsA; are IID for different users, we drop for convenience X exp (—7062\/501" s) .
the subscript in the remainder of the proof. Fo
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Defining vy = P};—Om 2v20zn e obtain Proof: See [37, Proposition 1.2.12]. O
N From the proposition, it follows directly that
d* o, (s) 1 k
—== == ) He (—wm)fe, TACTLPYPT (m+ L) B{AY?
dsk 1 ﬁ; ¢I(S) —exp [ - 1/b ( ) { i }sl/b

which replaced into[(42) leads to

=Dt REA  vbe
pam T (1 m o L e
0 n=

This is the result in[(14) and the derivation is complete. "
1

APPENDIXD

DERIVATION OF P{SINR > 6*} IN (30) 2l

OHm

For integern, and defining/s = , We can write[(Z2DB)

as
P{SINR > 6"} = 3]
-1— M 1— m_lE [vs(I + N)]ke—ua(l-i-N) [4]
= '(m) — I u g
=1 (m - 1)' [6]
I'(m)
m—1 I/k k I [7]
X 1-— —ﬁEI Z (j)[.ij—je—y3(1+N) 7
o i [8l
1 (m —1)!
'(m) o
m—1 k L
x| 1= Z(]) k'Nk JevsNE, {Ie —ni |
k=0 j=0 (0]
1 (m—1)!
B I'(m) "
m—1 k . . )
(—Vg)J (1/3N)k_Je—V3N d‘]¢](8)
A\ Z ds) , [12]

(k=3

which is the result in[{30). We now determine the MGFs)
of the aggregate interference poweiFor the case of path loss
andNakagamim fading, we have thakl = 1 andZ,; = o},
wheread ~ G(m,1). In this scenario, the distribution of
in (I8) reduces to

7!

S=v3

[13]

[14]

1 [15]
I~S a:E,ﬁ:L [16]
[17]

1 b 1/b (m+l)

(43) [18]
The corresponding MG, (s) can be determined using the[lg]
following theorem.

Proposition D.1: The MGF E{e~*X}, s > 0,
RV X ~ S(a, =1, 7),0< a<2,is given by

9 g 1
E{est}: eXp( Cos(%)s )7 O‘# 9
exp (%75 lns) , a=1.

of the 20]

[21]

m/oT(m) cos (Qb)

for s > 0, which is the result in[{31). This concludes the
derivation.
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