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Interference-Aware Scheduling for Connectivity
iIn MIMO Ad Hoc Multicast Networks
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Abstract

We consider a multicast scenario involving an ad hoc netwdrto-channel MIMO nodes in which
a source node attempts to share a streaming message witidall in the network via some pre-defined
multi-hop routing tree. The message is assumed to be bro&en ¢thto packets, and the transmission
is conducted over multiple frames. Each frame is divided e slots, and each link in the routing
tree is assigned one time slot in which to transmit its curigacket. We present an algorithm for
determining the number of time slots and the scheduling eflithks in these time slots in order to
optimize the connectivity of the network, which we define tothe probability that all links can achieve
the required throughput. In addition to time multiplexirige MIMO nodes also employ beamforming
to manage interference when links are simultaneously e@ctnd the beamformers are designed with
the maximum connectivity metric in mind. The effects of atttl channel state information (CSI) are
taken into account in both the scheduling and the beamfaymésigns. We also derive bounds on the
network connectivity and sum transmit power in order tosiltate the impact of interference on network
performance. Our simulation results demonstrate that hloéce of the number of time slots is critical in
optimizing network performance, and illustrate the siguaifit advantage provided by multiple antennas

in improving network connectivity.
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. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation

Interference management in co-channel ad hoc networkshalkenging problem. Simple time-division
multiple access (TDMA)-based designs are inefficient andallys result in relatively poor performance.
While multiple antennas are useful in enhancing channei gad reducing interference, incorporating
the extra degrees of freedom offered by MIMO (multi-inputjlthioutput) nodes into the design of the
network further complicates matters. Designs based punelgpatial-division multiple access (SDMA)
are not appropriate for large networks, since the humbewraiable antennas is usually insufficient for
cancelling all of the co-channel interference. Conseduesgace-time (STDMA) solutions must generally
be employed, in which multiple network links are schedulatb ieach time slot, and beamforming
technigues are used within each slot to mitigate the regultiterference.

Prior work that has addressed STDMA scheduling for ad howaorés has typically focused on finding
solutions that maximize the sum throughput of the netwbik[]. However, such solutions inevitably
lead to links with poor performance and localized networkgmstion, which cannot be tolerated in
applications where the network must perform multicastasti@g [5]. An alternative is of course to use
technigues that ensure fairnes®.( max-min rate, proportional-fair schedulingtc) [6]—[8], but such
techniques typically do not directly address network t@lity. Performance may be fair, but how likely
are the links able to achieve this performance?

The goal of this paper is to suggest methods for addressm@love issues using physical (PHY)
layer techniques in combination with interference-awaneesluling. We introduce a novel definition of
network connectivity that quantifies the probability thiitinks in the ad hoc network are able to achieve a
certain pre-specified throughput. The PHY-layer paramdtegamforming vectors, transmit powers) and
the scheduling decisions are then made to maximize thisemtivity metric, taking into account the
interference produced by links that are simultaneouslivecihe scenario we have in mind is ad hoc
multicast network streaming, in which a source node atterfgptransmit a continuous data stream to all
other nodes in the ad hoc network with maximum reliabilitppfications of this problem include tactical
military networks (source is the unit commander, other saate teams or individuals under its direction),
sensor surveillance networks (source is a sensor streahaiiagirom a detected event, network nodes are
monitoring stations attempting to form a coordinated resgd, vehicular ad hoc networks (VANETS),
etc. For example, a typical VANET scenario involves a vehinlthe network that detects an unsafe road
condition that must be reported to all other network nodassuch a case, throughput is not the most
important aspect of the network, since the actual messagebmaelatively short. Instead, the reliability

of the network in sharing the message from the source witlthallvehicles in the network is the key
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to achieving safety[[9],[[10]. Mobile sensing with distrtbd platforms €.g., ground-based robots or

UAVS) is another VANET application where connectivity is raccritical than throughput, at least until

a detection occurs. In sensing mode, such a network musincatly be connected in order to arrive at
consensus regarding the parameter(s) being sensed, bonmtof them detects an object of interest, in
which case the network may reconfigure itself for high-tigtmout data gathering.

Connectivity is fundamentally different from both throymgh and energy consumption, which are the
metrics most commonly used to quantify the performance afa@less network. Connectivity performance
is more relevant for applications where robustness orhiditia is the most critical factor, applications
(e.g., such as in military or emergency response scenamiosie the overriding concern is ensuring that
information is shared with all nodes in the network at somegetermined minimum rate. Throughput
and energy consumption do not address network robustnesteatl, we argue that the connectivity of
the network, as defined in the paper, is a reasonable way teurethe network’s robustness, and thus
we set about choosing the network parameters to maximizecaheectivity metric. A solution that
achieved a higher throughput or lower energy consumptiam thur solution would necessarily have
poorer connectivity and hence less robustness, and thusléms alesirable operating condition for the
type of applications we assume.

Our focus is on how the use of multiple antennas in the netwark lead to dramatic improvements
in connectivity. The additional spatial degrees of freedoifiered by the antennas reduce interference
between the links, they allow a “denser” scheduling of users given set of resources, and they reduce
the amount of transmit power (and hence interference tordihks) to achieve a given throughput.
The combined gain of these effects can only be observed bgiadening the joint optimization of the
transmit beamformers, scheduling and power control. @niildividuals with hand-held communication
devices, VANET nodes are typically not power constrained are large enough to support the use of
multiple antennas. Thus, vehicular communication systarasa natural platform on which to consider
the performance of multiple-antenna communications. &imobility is a defining aspect of VANETS,
it is important to account for the impact of the resulting @éivarying wireless channels. Unlike most
work in multiple-antenna ad hoc networks, we explicitlydggke time-varying channels into account and

quantify their impact on the reliability (connectivity) t¢fie network.

B. Background

This work draws on ideas and techniques that have been dtbglienany others, but in different con-
texts, including connectivity, beamforming for interface networks, and interference-based scheduling.

Relevant prior work in these areas is briefly discussed helow
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Investigations of radio network connectivity have beendraried by researchers over the last several
decades. The original connectivity paradigm was expresséerms of the so-called “geometric disk”
model and percolation theory. In the geometric disk model,nodes are assumed to be directly connected
if their distance is smaller than some minimum transmiss@dius. This results in a simple binary
description of connectivityife., the network either is or is not connected) but lacks an intineof the
guality of information flow. Percolation theory revolvesoand finding node density conditions under
which a given node belongs to an unbounded cluster of coadewides [11], [12]. However, neither of
these approaches is reasonable for realistic networksiewdree must consider the effects of fading and
interference. The impact of fading on network connectihis been addressed in [13][16]. Of particular
interest to this paper is_[13], which showed that multipléeanas can significantly reduce the node
isolation probability in an interference-free network,dafi6], whose simulation results demonstrated
that multiple antennas can significantly enhance the cdiwitgcof an ad hoc network, measured as
the number of links that meet a given requirement on the @utagpacity, or the symbol error rate of
orthogonal space-time block coding. Interference aspedtse problem have been studiedlin[17], which
investigated the connectivity of sensor networks with fegtopologies. The network connectivity was
defined as the probability that a path exits between any twrs panodes in the network, and simulation
results illustrated how an increase in node density led tvadesed connectivity due to interference effects.

To reduce the impact of interference in ad hoc networksrfietence graph and coloring techniques
have been used in the design of scheduling or routing algost{18]-20]. In [18], a linear programming
(LP) method was proposed for computing lower and upper betmdthe maximum throughput that can
be supported by a multi-hop network. A conflict (interferengraph was used to find the constraint
conditions for the LP formulation. In_[19], the authors pospd the construction of a link-directional
interference graph to account for the directional traffieroeach network link. They investigated a
coloring algorithm with two colors on the interference drdap schedule transmissions in ad hoc networks
employing TDMA or frequency division multiple access (FDMAnN [20Q], active links in a multi-hop
network are scheduled in an STDMA scheme where a frame igativinto equal length time slots and
each time slot can be allocated to several links simultaglgoutilizing the interference graph, a heuristic
algorithm is proposed to minimize the frame length under astaint that each link’s minimum data
rate requirement is satisfied. An earlier version of thisgpdR1] discusses the use of interference graphs
together with MIMO for improved connectivity.

The use of multiple antennas to improve the performance of@d networks has been a topic of
considerable recent researchl[22]. For example,_in [28&],tthnsmitter for each link uses the principal

singular vector of the channel matrix as the transmit beamdo and each receiver uses MMSE beam-
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forming to mitigate the inter-link interference, and it waetsown that there exists an optimal number of
active links that maximize the network throughput. Beydmd talue, the network becomes interference-
limited, and performance is degraded. The results in [2d]sifi each link transmits a single data stream
without CSI, while the receiver uses partial-zero-forcinterference cancellation, the capacity lower
bound increases linearly with the number of antennas.lIingB]optimal scheduling policy is proposed
that can maximize the average sum rate of the MIMO ad hoc mktwoder the constraint that the

average data rate of each link is larger than a certain thlésin [7], two optimization problems are

considered: one is to maximize the sum rate under sum poveepm@portional fairness constraints, and
the other is to minimize the sum transmit power under a camgton the minimum data rate of each
link. In [1], several distributed scheduling methods werepmsed for MIMO ad hoc networks. In these
methods, the links whose channel condition satisfy a pfexel threshold are divided into groups for
simultaneous data transmission to maximize the overallorit throughput. Also relevant is the recent
research on MIMO interference networks, where techniquessd on interference alignment [25] and

game theory[[26] have been proposed.

C. General Approach and Contributions

As mentioned earlier, in this paper we consider PHY-layemaigation and scheduling for an ad hoc
MIMO network in multicast streaming mode. In particular, w&sume a source node desires to stream
data to all other nodes in the network via a pre-determinedti4mop routing table (for example, a
minimum spanning tree). Our emphasis will be on obtaininghhieliability and low congestion for the
network by maximizing the network connectivity, which wefide as the probability that all links are

able to support the desired throughput. The contributidrthie work are as follows:

1) We examine the multi-hop multicast streaming problemngisa detailed PHY-layer model, and
demonstrate the significant benefit that multiple antenpaser control and proper scheduling can
have on network robustness.

2) We propose a new definition of ad hoc network connectivipt approximates the probability that
all links in the network can achieve a certain average thnpug The metric provides a continuous
measure of connectivity performance that is more deseegtian the simple binary metrics often
used in wireless networks. In addition, this metric leads tmore robust solution for fast fading
channels than techniques based on requiring that onlgvibeagerate of each link be above some
threshold [[3], [[7].

3) Since optimal connectivity will require that network ks be simultaneously active, we develop

beamforming and power control algorithms for the MIMO iféeence channels in each time slot
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that maximize the network connectivity metric.

4) Together with the beamforming algorithm, we propose gor@gch for STDMA scheduling based
on greedy coloring of the interference graph that finds @émal assignments of links to each
time slot.

5) Unlike nearly all prior work in this area, both the beamfdang and scheduling algorithms take
into account the fact that the channel state informationl@%#&y be outdated when it is used,
and we illustrate the impact of the outdated CSI on conniegtiVhis is particularly important for
VANET applications, where the network nodes are mobile.

6) We illustrate via a number of simulations the dramatic rovgment in connectivity that can be
obtained when the network nodes are equipped with multipteranas. By jointly considering the
problems of beamformer design, scheduling and power domieobserve that the use of multiple
antennas provides a “multiplicative” benefit” that exceadist one would expect from their use in
addressing the problems individually. Furthermore, omrusations indicate that adding antennas
to the network nodes actually reduces the relative perfoomdoss due to outdated CSI.

7) We derive analytic expressions for an upper bound on th&ank connectivity and a lower bound
on the sum transmit power of the network assuming interfaxdree transmissions and no CSlI
errors. These optimistic bounds provide benchmarks tor@te the robustness of the proposed

approach.

We note here that a key limitation of the proposed approadhas the optimization described above
takes place assuming that the multicast routing tree isdptermined and remains fixed. This is clearly
suboptimal since the routing decisions determine the Jimksich in turn create the interference envi-
ronment to be mitigated. In principle, a complete cros®iagolution would jointly address the routing,
scheduling and PHY-layer issues all at once, but such a @mold very complex and remains a topic of
future investigation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sediibn Il iless the assumed network-level model,
introduces the definition of the network connectivity metand formulates the general optimization
problem to be solved. Sectidnllll then presents the linlellétIMO model, which includes a description
of the time-evolution of the MIMO channels and the outdatesl.CSection[ IV describes the max-
connectivity beamforming solution, and Sectloh V puts gtreng together in the scheduling algorithm,
with an appropriate power control iteration to reduce tlagmit power on each link to its minimum
possible value. Performance bounds on connectivity andisamamit power are derived in Section VI, and
results from a collection of simulation studies are preserih Sectio VIl to illustrate the performance

of the algorithm. Sectioh VIl then concludes the paper amehr®arizes our results. The notation used
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TABLE |

SUMMARY OF NOTATIONS

N Number of nodes in the network

M Number of antennas per node

Ny, Number of links in the network spanning tree

Chreq Data rate requirement for active links

N, Number of time slots in a frame

SINR; | The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio of #té link

SINR, | Threshold forSIN R, to guarantee the data rate requirement

Pout,k Outage probability for théth link

U Network connectivity metric

Tk Data symbol transmitted over thigh link

tr Transmit beamformer for thith link

Py Transmit power of thekth link

dik Distance between the transmitter of linkand the receiver of link

a Path loss exponent

H;. Channel matrix between the transmitter of linland the receiver of link
i Estimate of the channel between the transmitter of firind the receiver of link

Ok,1 Largest singular value df,

Eir Channel perturbation for the link between the transmitfdinik : and the receiver of link

~ Channel temporal correlation coefficient

ny Additive noise vector at receiver of link

Wk Receive beamformer at receiver of likk

Sp.k Scheduling priority of linkk

in the paper is summarized in Talble I.

Il. NETWORK MODEL AND CONNECTIVITY DEFINITION

In this section, we provide a model for the network configoratand the physical layer channel
assumed in this paper. We also define a connectivity metri¢chi® network, which is the performance

objective we wish to optimize.

A. Network Configuration and Assumptions

We consider a multi-hop wireless network with a set/fnodes, each of which is equipped with
M antennas (the assumption of an equal number of antennas srictly necessary, but simplifies the
presentation). We assume that a source node wants to shieamisng message with all other nodes in

the network through a pre-defined routing tree, as depiaedxXample in Figuréll. To avoid congestion
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and maintain a constant average data flow from the sourcé mmags, each link must achieve a certain
minimum data rate with high probability. Performance beytmat achievable with simple TDMA-based
protocols is possible with the availability of multiple anhas, but co-channel interference must be
managed through appropriate scheduling, power controlte@mgmit/receive beamforming. The ability
of the network to achieve these goals depends heavily on ¢haracy of the CSI available to the
scheduler, as well as that available to each link of the nd¢wo

The scheduling and transmit parameter design are cemttaland are based on outdated CSI fed
back to the scheduler from the individual links. Conseglyemte avoid the use of spatial multiplexing
and assume that the data on each link is transmitted via desitega stream using a single transmit
beamformer. The signal-to-interference-plus-noiseor@8INR) of this data stream determines the rate
of the link. Design of the receive beamformers and powerrobig performed by the receivers on each
link, who are assumed to be aware of the statistics of theférence and the instantaneous effective CSI
(channel times transmit beamformer). The source messaggsigned to be broken down into packets,
and the transmission is conducted over multiple framesh Eane is divided into time slots, and each
link in the routing tree is assigned one time slot in whichremsmit its current packet. The scheduler
determines the number of time slots and which links are adtiveach time slot, in order to optimize the
connectivity of the network (defined below). The problemhadividing the frame into too many slots
(emphasizing time rather than space-time multiplexinghef links) is that, for a fixed frame duration,
the slot length is shorter, thus requiring a higher SINR thiee the same throughput over the frame.
This is the fundamental trade-off: fewer slots means moterfierence, but a lower SINR requirement;
many slots means less interference, but a higher SINR meint. We want to find the optimal number

of slots for the best performance.

B. Link Throughput Requirement

For a given frame, we assume that each of the active linksheilbllocated a single time slot, and
during this time slot, each transmitter can occupy the ersgirailable system bandwidth to send its data
packet to the intended receiver. Defi@g,, to be the minimum rate at which a link can be considered
connected, and let the number of slots in a frameMe For link & to meet the rate requirement, its

SINR should satisfy the following condition:
SINRy > SINR;, )

where SINR; = 2M:Cr«« — 1. Due to fading and co-channel interference, the acfiEaV R, may be

smaller thanSTN R;. A link is said to experience an outage when the SINR at theivecis smaller
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than the threshol& /N R;. The outage probability for link is thus

Pout = Pr{SINR; < SINR;}. )

C. Definition of Network Connectivity

We assume that the main goal of the networkolsustnessather than throughput. We want to allocate
the resources of the network (transmit power, beamfornsstseduling) such that the network remains
connected with the highest possible probability, wheretdhe “connected” implies that each link is able
to communicate at or above the minimum acceptable ¢atg. This in turn requires that an active link
must have a certain minimum SINR. We define the connectigttha likelihood that all the links in the
network can achieve a SINR that allows transmission at ovelbloe desired minimum data rate. Note
that this is significantly different from simply requiringdt theaveragerate be above some threshold,
which is the approach taken in prior work on fast fading clesin

If the network interference has been properly managed gdtthampact on a given link is negligible,
then the probability of a successful transmission on a glirdnis independent of the other links, and

the connectivity metric can be defined as

Ny
U =110~ Pouss)- (3)
k=1

According to this definition, the network connectivity isuadj to the probability that none of the links in
the network experiences an outage during the transmissiomef Assuming a network a¥y, links and

a frame with N slots, ST N Ry, can be expressed as a general function of the transmissiampters:
SINRk:f(tla'”7tNL7P17"'7PNL7N878‘H)7 (4)

wheret, € CM*1 and{ty|k = 1,--- , N, } denotes the link beamformersP,, - - - , Py, } is the transmit

power allocated to each linfl;, ¢ CM*M andH = {H;;|i,k = 1,--- ,Np} represents the channels
between the transmitter of linkand receiver of links, S = {s1,--- , sy, } indicates the link scheduling
schemesg; is the slot number allocated to link ands; € {1,--- , Ns}. Based on[{4), the connectivity

can thus be expressed as

N Np
U= [[EUSINRY} =[] / [(STN Re[H)p(H)dH, (5)
k=1 k=1

wherep(H) denotes the probability density function (PDF)#fand(-) is the indicator function defined

as

1 SINRy > SINR;
I(SINRy,) = (6)
0 SINRy < SINR;.
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10

Under this definition, when the connectivity of the netwakigh (near one), the total network throughput
would be approximately bounded below by the number of nétvinks timesC,.,. To achieve a higher
total throughput,C;.., could be increased, but this would likely reduce the conviéct A desirable
trade-off between connectivity and throughput could coratdy be reached by appropriately adjusting
the minimum link rateC,..,.

The optimization problem associated with maximizing thearextivity of the network could thus be

expressed as

., max U (7)
{Pk}k:Ll 7{tk}k:Ll7N57S

subject to |[[tg] =1,
Pk SPmaX ) Vke {17 7NL}7

where P,,., denotes an upper bound on the transmit power. Direct omitimiz of [7) is intractable,
since one cannot find a closed-form expression for the pilityabf (§) in terms of the parameters of

interest. Instead, we choose to solve the following relatetimization problem:

N,

max I(SINRH (8)
P (6} NS ; ( )

subject to |[[tg] =1,
P, < Phax, Vk € {1,--- ,NL} .

The relationship between this simplified problem and thejioal optimization is analogous to the
relationship between the geometric and arithmetic mearstedd of maximizing the product of the
link connection probabilities, we maximize its sum.

We divide the solution of((8) into two sub-problems: (1) sthkng and (2) beamformer design and
power allocation. We solve sub-problem (2) for differerdguiés of sub-problem (1) to determine which
scheduling result is best. The transmit beamforming probie discussed in the next section, and the

scheduling algorithm is described in Sectioh V.

IIl. INTERFERENCECHANNEL MODEL WITH OUTDATED CSI
A. Interference Channel Model

Assume without loss of generality that links- - - , N, are simultaneously active with link during a

given time slot § > N). The signal at linkk’s receiver can be expressed as

- Ne [P

3 .

Vi = | 7o Hinteoy + E —dof Htir; +ny, 9)
\ ik :

i=1 ik
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11

where the transmitted symbal, is a unit-magnitude data symbal,; is the distance between the
transmitter of linki and receiver of linkk, « is the path loss exponent, amg < CMx1 js an additive,
spatially white noise vector with covariance given Byn,n’} = oI andI is the M x M identity
matrix.

Assuming receivek employs a beamformew; € CM*!, the SINR for linkk is given by

2
E‘ awHtx‘ 2
{ di R AR } _ B |W£{Hkktk\

SINRy = =
{‘ Z da Wi HH,t0; + Wi nk‘ } kk Wi F QLW

; (10)

where Q;, = Zf\’"l jZ H,.t;(H;pt;) 4+ 0?1, Assuming the receiver knows the covariance ma@jx

and the channel vectdtx, the optimalw, that maximizesSIN Ry, is given by [27]:
wy = Q" Hyyty, (11)
and the resulting SINR for link can be expressed as

P
SINRy, = ditkH H Q; 'Hyty. (12)
kk

B. Outdated CSI

The CSI at the scheduler will be outdated due to the time reduor this information to be fed back
from the network nodes. To quantify the CSI uncertainty dudghie feedback delay, we adopt a first

order Markov model to characterize the time variation of thannel([28]
Hix=v1-7v +\/_Ezk7 i, k=1,...,NL (13)

where H;;, denotes the channel matrix during the data transmissiongdd, represents the channel
feedback, an@;;, € CM*M js a perturbation matrix. The elementskf, andE;; are assumed to be i.i.d
complex Gaussian random variables with distributibk((0,1). The coefficienty is used to determine
the level of uncertainty in the CSI at the scheduler. In ¢ffaader this model the scheduler assumes a
Gaussian distribution foH,;;, with mean,/T — vHS, and independent entries with variange

Substituting [(IB) into[(12), the SINR at the receiver of linkcan be expressed as
o Pk‘ H / e H -1 / e

where Q;, = >, da (\/1 —9HS, + AEx) titf (VI —7Hg + \/’E,k) + o21. It is observed that
SINRy, is a function of the channel sét = {H¢ |i,k = 1,...,N.} and the channel perturbation set
E={Eyli,k=1,...,Nr}. Given the channel sé, SINR;, is a random variable, the distribution of
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12

which depends on the elementsdnThe conditional expectation 67 N R, with respect taf is given by

E{SINRy,|H} = E{ ot (\/ﬁ ik—k\/’_yEkk)Hle (\/ﬁ ;k+ﬁEkk)tk} (15)
2 E{dgk (VI8 + i) B{Qp'} (VI—AHE + B tk}

Y A ———

where step (a) is due to the fact that perturbation matiditgs, £ = 1,..., Ny) are independent of each
other andtr(-) denotes the trace operator. Note that the use of the expealed in [15) is due to the
fact that the CSI i may not be precisely known. According {0 [13), the channey imave changed
from the time it was reported since the network nodes may bkilendf precise CSl is available, then
the expectation can be dropped and the instantaneous valdeaan be used instead. Calculation of

the termE{Q,;l} is very complicated, so instead we use the following loweurttbbased on Jensens

inequality [29, Lemma 4]:

far}-sfa)

Nk Nk
P; P,
:E{(l - :de e ttTHH 1+ /(1 —v)zd—;< ctitEL L Byt HY )
i=1 ik i—1 ik
-1

N,
+ iiE- tA7EL L + 020
Y q ikLib; L g

ilik

<1— ZdaH titTHA + \/y(1— Z—E{H tt B + Ept tFHe

i=1 ik

-1
+ 72 E{Elkt tHED +a21>

=1 ik

Ni -1
b e
= (<vzd—q+a>1+ (1—~ ZZ —LHS titf{Hi5> : (16)
where A > B denotes thatA — B is a positive semidefinite matrix. In the above calculatiae, use
the fact thatE;;t; € CM*! is a complex Gaussian random vector with distributlpt; ~ CA(0,1).

Substituting [(16) into[(15), the conditional expectatidrttee SIN Ry, is lower bounded by

Ny

-1
P, P, .
E{SINRyH} > (1~ y)tgHilg((yZ ot >I +(1- Z Hmt AT ) ¢ b
kk ik i

i=1

Ne p
+ ytr ((’de_;oj+a>1+ (1—» Z
1=1

-1
—LH st H . (17)
i=1 ik

zk
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IV. TRANSMIT BEAMFORMING FORCONNECTIVITY

In this section we introduce how the transmit beamformer power are calculated for a given link
schedule. Consider a scenario in whighlinks are transmitting simultaneously. In this case, thenber
of links that can meet the desired rate requirement depemdseobeamformer and transmit power that
each link adopts. Defin&;{SINR,|H} as the right hand side of (IL7). The problem of finding the
optimal beamformer and transmit power based on the outd2®&d{ can be stated as:

K
Z I(E{SINRy|}) (18)

max
(PHO B,

subject to |[tx]| =1,
P, < Ppax , Vke {1,--- |K}.

The indicator function in[(118) is not continuous and thus pine@blem is difficult to solve with standard
optimization algorithms. Using the following sigmoid apgimation [30]:

1
1 + e~ BEASINR|H}~SINR,) ’

I(E{SINRy|H}) ~ (19)

whereg is the approximation parameter, the problem can be corv&rténding the maximum value of a
constrained continuous nonlinear multivariable functReplacingl (E;{ SIN Ry|#}) with f(El{SINRk]ﬁ}) ,

the optimization problem if_(18) can be approximated as

K 1

(Pt kZ_l 1+ e~ BEASINR,H}-SINR)

subject to ||tx| =1,

(20)

Py < Prax, Vb€ {1,--- K}

Note that wherpg is small, the sigmoid functiorﬁ(El{SINRs,k\ﬂ}) is smooth. Ass — oo, the sigmoid
function approaches the indicator function. Starting wélatively small values fop and then increasing
it in several steps, the solution involving the indicatondtion can be found. For each fixed valuemf
the problem in[(20) can be solved numerically using, for egl@mthe active-set method. The algorithm
can be initialized with arbitrary power allocations, and $stting the transmit beamformef equal to

the principal singular vector dffy, .

V. SCHEDULING FORMAXIMUM CONNECTIVITY

In this section, we propose a scheduling algorithm that meds the connectivity metric defined
earlier using the concept of coloring from graph theary [J20]. The algorithm is based on the use of

the interference and collision graph (ICG) of the netwaork [28]—[20].
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A. The Interference Graph and Greedy Coloring

We use an ICG to model the relationships between the actiks.lin the ICG, each vertex represents
a directional link in the transmission graph. We define twpety of neighbors in the ICG. The first
are interfering neighbors, which represent links that could be simultasgoactive and hence interfere
with one another, and the second amdliding neighbors, which represent links that cannot be active at
the same time. In our application, colliding links includes$e that share the same transmitter, or those
where a transmitter in one is a receiver in the other. All dinkat are not colliding are considered to
be interfering, although the amount of interference betw®@ given links could be low if they are far
apart. In the paragraphs below, we more precisely defineGednd concepts related to our scheduling
algorithm.

Interference and collision grapiThe interference and collision gragky can be defined based on the
transmission grapld:7. A given link k£ in G is represented by a vertey, in G;. Suppose for linkk
that nodet;. is the transmitter andy, is the receiver, and suppose for lihkhatt; is the transmitter and
r; is the receiver. Linksy, andv; are colliding links if any of the following are trugy, = ¢;,t, = 7y
or t; = r, (note that for the multicast tree we assumg,= r; will never occur). An edge between
two vertices inG; represents that the two corresponding links are collidinksl and they could not be
assigned to the same time slot; if two verticessp do not share an edge, they represent interfering links
which can be assigned to the same time slot, provided thattdting interference could be managed.
As an illustration, Figl. 2 represents a partial ICG for théaek of Fig.[1, where the colliding links and
interfering links are connected with solid and dashed edmgespectively (for the sake of clarity, only
edges associated withy and vy are plotted; the remainder of the edges can be generatedimilars
fashion). For example, links, andv; share the same transmitter node 1, so they are colliding limk
Fig.[2; the receiver of linky; is the same as the transmitter of link, sov, andwv, are also colliding
links.

Coloring: In our application, “coloring” refers to the process of igaing time slots to the network
links, or equivalently, to the nodes in the interferencepraGiven a set of colors in the discrete et
(colors can be considered as distinct non-negative ing¢garcoloring of the graply is an assignment
of the elements (or colors) i@ to the vertices oi&, one color for each vertex, such that no adjacent
vertices occupy the same color. A greedy coloring enumetiie vertices in a specific ordef, . .., v,
and assigns;, to the smallest color that is not occupied by the neighbors,ochmonguv;, ..., vg_1.
The vertices can be ordered according to their edge degireehws the number of edges incident to the
vertex [31, chap. 5]. To apply coloring to the ICG, we need ¢firce an order for the vertices. Before

we proceed to the scheduling order, some related definidomsecessary.
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Scheduling freedontor a link k, the scheduling freedon), is the number of available colors that
can be allocated to this link. The higher the valueRf the higher the possibility that link will be
allocated to a “good” color (one that leads to low interfern

Collision degreeGiven a linkk, the collision degre€’p ;. is the number of its colliding neighbors in
the ICG.

Constraint and free color set$or link k, the interfering color seD; ;. includes colors occupied by
the neighbors that interfere with,. The unavailable color sé®;;, includes the colors occupied by the
neighbors that collide withy,. The free color set is defined &, = C—(Dr, |J Dy k), and corresponds
to the set of colors that could be assigned to linlwithout causing any interference (or collisions). The
constraint color set is defined @, = D;, — (D1 () DPuk). The colors in this set can also possibly
be assigned to link, but with some additional interference that would have toniiggated through
beamforming.

Scheduling priority The scheduling order is determined using the largest sang@aluesoy, ; of the
channel matrice$1j,,.. The higher the value of'p ;. or the smaller the channel gain = Ui%,l/d%w the
more likely it is that linkk will be affected by interference. Such a link will have fewslors it could
be assigned to, and hence a smaller valug;ofTo increase the likelihood that links with low scheduling

freedom can be allocated a good color, the scheduling priofilink % is defined as

1
Spr=Cpr W+ e (21)
k

whereW is a constant larger thamaxy, i.

B. Scheduling Algorithm for Connectivity

Based on the above definitions, we propose here a schedudjogtlam for optimizing connectivity.
The algorithm assumes a particular value for the numberat$ &, and is repeated until a value &f;
is found that maximizes the connectivity metric. The minimpossible value forV, is the maximum
collision degreemax;, Cp ; over all vertices in the ICG. The algorithm begins by ordgrihe links
according to their scheduling priority, and then assignokrcto them one-by-one, from highest to
lowest priority. Consider the link at position in the priority ordering. If linkm can be added to a color
that already has had other links assigned to it, and if thenf@aners and power levels for these links
can be adjusted to accommodate limkwithout causing any of them to drop belo$ N R;, then link
m is added to this color. If there are multiple colors for whitiis is true, it is added to the color that
requires the smallest increase in transmit power to accataigat. If the addition of linkm to any of
these colors causes one of the links (including possibly 4if) to drop below the SINR threshold, and

if there exist free colors that have not had any links assignehem, linkm is assigned to one of the
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free colors. If no free colors exist, then link is assigned to the color that caused the smallest number

of links to drop below the threshold (and with the smallestréase in power, in case of a tie). In this

latter case, it is hoped that the power control algorithmcdbeed in the next section will reduce the

interference sufficiently so that all links assigned to tbérc will end up being active. A more precise

mathematical description of the algorithm is given below.

1)

2)

3)

Let v;, be the right singular vector o, corresponding to the largest singular value, and let
P, = Ppax be the initial transmit power allocated to lirk Assuming a value foiVy, initialize
the active link setd = {k | Pnaxgx > SINRy, k = 1,...,Np}. Links that do not qualify for4
cannot meet the desired target rate for the given valu®&/ oflnitialize the transmit beamformers
asT = {vilk € A}, the transmit powers a® = {P. = Puax|k € A} and the color set
C ={1,2,--- ,Ns}. Let Pc = {Pc,...,Pcn.} denote the sum transmit power of the active
links in each color, and le¥¢ = {N¢1,...,Nc,n,} represent the number of links that are unable
to meet the the targei/ N R, for each color. Initialize these sets to contain all zerdse Thitial
scheduleS = {s;|k € A} is also set to zeros. Construct the ICG based on the relafpbgtween
the active links. Compute the scheduling priorliy ;. of the verticesy, for k € A .
Select the link with the highest scheduling priority: = arg max,e 4 Spx, and construct the free
color setDr,, and the constraint color s@c ,, for link m.
If Do = ¢ andDg,, # ¢
Assign link m to color j = minsep,.,, i, S€ts,, = j, Pn = Po; = %, and
skip to step 5.
else if D¢, = ¢ and Dpyy, = @
There aren’t enough colors to avoid collisions between titwelinks, so the
algorithm must be restarted with a larger value éy.
else
Fori € D¢, construct the link set,, ; = {k | sy =i for k € A}, which
contains the links currently assigned to color

end.

For eachi € D¢ ,,,, assume the links in the sét,, ;| Jm are transmitting simultaneously, and use
the transmit beamforming algorithm of Sectlod IV to find trewbeamformer and transmit power
setsT,,i = {tfn,k\k € L Um}, P = {P;;%k\k € L, Um}. For link setl,, ;| Jm, based on
Tm.,i» Pm.i, calculate the expected number of links that will be unableneet the SINR threshold
with link m added:Nyni = Y rer.  m (1 — I(El{SINRkU:l})), and calculate the updated sum
transmit power due to the addition of link: P, ; = Zkeﬁm’iUmP}n,k. SetANy, i = Np,i—Nc,i
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to be the number of links that will drop below the SINR thrdshi6 link m is added to colos,
and defineAPR,,; = ~m7i — Pc,; to be the additional transmit power required to add linkto
color i.

4) Findj = arg min;ep,. ,, ANy, If more than one color corresponds to the minimy,, ;, select

the color with minimumAPF,,, ;.

If Dpm = ¢ or ANy, j» =0

Assign linkm to color j', sets,, = j', Nojy = N,, 1, Poyo = P, . UseT,, »

m?j/, 7j !

P,..; to update the components @f and P which correspond to links in the set

L, Jm.
else if Dp,, # ¢ andAN,, ; >0
Assign link m to color j = minsep,.,, ¢ and sets,, = j, P, = Po; = %.
end.
5) SetSp,, =0, and repeat step 2 until each vertgx k € A, is allocated a color.
Once the scheduling is complete, the active links will traitsdata according to the scheduling result
S using the beamformers i@ and, at least initially, the transmit powers# As explained below, the

actual transmit power for each link will be fine-tuned basaedeedback from the receivers.

C. Local Power Control for Active Links

Since the nodes are energy limited, to extend the lifetim¢hefnetwork and to reduce the mutual
interference caused by the co-channel links, the transowiep of each link should be minimized under
the constraint of the QoS requirement. Due to the approximan (19), the use of the lower bound in
(I7), and the presence of outdated CSI, the acsia&V R, based ori? and7 will not be exactly equal
to the thresholdSIN R;. In most instances it will be greater th&f N R; due to the use of the lower
bound in [17), but in some rare cases it can be below the thicksfio remedy this latter situation, we
reduce the transmit power of any links whose SINR exceedghitesshold, which reduces co-channel
interference and the transmit power consumed by the netvikanka given time slot € C, the network
scheduleS assigns links in set; = {k|s; = t,k € A} to transmit simultaneously. The power control
algorithm steps through each link in the time slot, redugiogver for the link if its SINR exceeds the
threshold. A given link may be revisited several times, sireductions in transmit power for other links
reduces the overall interference, and may allow furtheuctdns in transmit power for the link. This
process is assumed to repeat a maximuiVptimes. If, after allV, iterations, there are any links whose
SINR is below the threshold, these links are declared to beubage, their power is reduced to zero,

and an additionalV, iterations are performed to reduce the transmit power enghdr. A mathematical
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description of the power control algorithm for time stois described below.

Iterative Power Control Algorithm

1) Initialize the transmit power and beamformer of lihke £; with P and7, set maximum iteration
lengths N, and N,.

2) Link k’s receiver(k € £;) calculatesSIN Ry, based on[(12). ISINR; > SINR,, the receiver
for link & informs the transmitter to redude, to P, = m.

3) N,=N,—1,if N, >0, go to step 2.

4) If SINR, < SINR, for any k € L, set P, = 0 and repeat step 2 for anothai, iterations to

further reduce the transmit power.

VI. PERFORMANCEBOUNDS

In this section, we derive two performance bounds that camskd to evaluate the limiting behavior of
the proposed algorithms. The first is an upper bound on theamketconnectivity metric, and the second
is a lower bound on the average sum transmit power. Both ®arelderived under the assumption that
the CSl is perfect, and each active link is free of interfeeenVheny is small, the connectivity bound
should match the performance of the proposed approach ingsork interference has been properly
accounted for. This is not the case for the bound on transmitep however, since the interference
mitigation results in beamformers that require excess powachieve the rate threshold. The difference
between the required transmit power and the lower bouncesepits the price paid for the enhanced
connectivity that results from operating the system as tarference network. Due to the complexity of

calculating the bounds, expressions are derived only fercses\/ = 1,2, 4.

A. Upper Bound on Network Connectivity

The connectivity bound is derived assuming the absencedeafémence, and perfect CSl at the scheduler
(v = 0). Each transmitter uses maximum power and selects theipaingingular vector of the channel
matrix as its beamformer. When the receiver is free of cainbhinterference, the resulting signal-to-
noise-ratio (SNR) for linkk is given by

2
Pmaxo'k,l

SNEy =~ s

(22)
If we defineP, , , = Pr{SNR; < SINR;}, then the upper bound on connectivity can be expressed as
N
U = T[(1 = Poup) 2 U. (23)
k=1
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The squared singular valug ; corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of the central Wishatrix
Hkkak Define A1 = a,% ,» and note that the cumulative density function (CDF)\gf; is given by

[32, eq. (6)]:
det(®(N))

(mLr2G)

where we have dropped the subscripsince the distribution is assumed to be identical for eack, li

Pri\ < A} = (24)

I'(-) is the gamma function®(\) is an M x M matrix defined by®(\); ; = (i +j — 1, \), and the

lower incomplete gamma functiof(n, =) has the following series expansion:

n—1 )\k
F(n,A) = (n—1)! (1 -y Fe_)‘> : (25)
k=0
For M = 2, (24) reduces to:
o det(‘I’(/\)gxg)
R Ty

(L, N3(3,0) —7%(2,))
I2(1)I2(2)
=1—e A +2)+e (26)

Substituting [(2B) into[(23), the connectivity upper bourah ¢hen be calculated as:

N.
Ug[:2 — e Dok Amin,k H (Amlnk Amin, k + 2) ’ (27)
k=1
where Ay, = SR s the minimum value of the channel gain that can guarastaeR; >
SINR;.

For M = 4, after some cumbersome algebra, the CDF of the largest\gilyen\; can be expressed
as:
det(q)()\)4x4)
ITj-1 %)
=1—fi(A) = f2(0) = fs(A) = fa(N), (28)

Pr{\ <A} =

where f1(A), f2(A), f3(A), fa(A) are defined in the appendix. The network connectivity uppemb is

then computed as
Ny

U~ = H (fl()\min,k) + f2(Amin,k) + f3(Amin,k) + f4(>‘mi“’k)>' @9

k=1
For the single antenna cask/(= 1), the interference-fre& NR at the receiver is given by

Pmax h 2
SNRy = %, (30)
kk¥
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2

where |hy| is a Rayleigh random variable. Defile = |hyz|, S0 thatPr{h < A} = 1 —e™*". The
probability of a successful transmission for the link canelzpressed as
Pr{SNRj > SINR;} =1—Pr {h < \/)\mimk} = e~ hmink, (31)
and thus the network connectivity is given by
UM=1 = ¢= Tita dmink, (32)
Comparing[(2l7) and_(29) with_(B2), it can be observed that
UY= 15 (2 -
Ry = Sy = T (N — e +2). (33)
B k=1
Ugf:4 Ne \
R4 = @ = H ermink (fl()\min,k) + fZ()\min,k) + f3()\min,k) + f4()\min,k))- (34)
k=1

It is easy to verify that bottR, and R4 are monotonically increasing functions &f, , and larger than
1. R, and R, represent the connectivity gain provided by the use of pleltantennas. Sinc&y ;. is
proportional todg, , the larger the link distance, the greater the connectyétin offered by the use of

multiple antennas.

B. Lower Bound on Average Sum Transmit Power

A lower bound for the average sum transmit power of the ndtwan be obtained under the assumption
that each active link selects its beamformer as the riglgigar vector of the channel with largest singular
value, and assuming there is no co-channel interferenceeketthe links.

For link k, given A\, the power allocation at the transmitter is:

PM _ %W, A1 > Amink (35)
0, A1 < Amink
The average transmit power of link can be obtained by averaging over the random variablg; .
Denote the probability density function (PDF) &f as fy, (), then fy,(A) can be explicitly obtained
by taking the derivative of (26) of (28) with respectXo

When M =2, f/=2(}) is given by

IZ2O0) = e M (A2 +2) — 2he ™t — 27N (36)
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The average transmit power for lirkis calculated &

wox STN
E{PM=2} = / M]ﬂ 2(\)dA

A
max 2
= SINthgkaz / e — 27 4

)\min k

e —e)dN . (37)

In 37), the integration of the first two terms can easily beni. To calculate the ternf <— e for

constantc, we expand the exponential functigii\) = e~“* using a Taylor series. The Taylor series at

the point\ is )
B B & (_C)ne—c)\ <on
i) = §_O: oA (38)

With the help of [38), the ternf <

gl(c,A):/ﬁdxz/@dA
/Z n. —ch z": <Z>(_5\)(n_k))\k—1d)\
/ +Z n—c)\< /i\ +z":<> 3)(n ) k- 1>d)\
_ _cxlnwrz yle ( 1nA+Z< ) 2= ’“)A: : (39)

and the average transmit power for likkcan be written using the following expression

E{PM=?} = SINRd3,0% (1 — Amax)e™ ™ — (1 = Aming)e” ™% + 291 (1, Amax)
=291 (1, Amink) — 91(2, Amax) + 91(2, Amin,e) ) - (40)
Similarly, whenM = 4, the PDF of\; can be expressed as:
FIEA) = AO) + f(N) + £(00 + L1V, (41)

where the definitions of; (\), f;(\), fi(\), fi(\) can be found in the appendix. The average transmit

power for link & in this case is given by

BRI~ = / " SINRARO pri=s(3)ax

= sivRao? [ L(F00 O+ RO+ A0 42)

min, k

In principle, Amax — oo in this equation, but to numerically evaluate the integwad, simply choose a large enough value

such that the integrand is essentially zero.

2For g1 (¢, \), faster convergence of the series can be obtainédisf selected as = Amax
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Based on[(47):(80) in the appendix, the average transmiepaw(42) can be evaluated as

A~ A

E{Pli\/[:‘l} - S[Nthszj (fl()\max) - fl()\min,k) + fZ()\max) - fQ()\min,k) + fS()\max)

_f3(/\min,k) + f4(/\max) - f4(>\min,k)) . (43)

For the single-antenna case, we average the transmit poweerttee channel gaing, to determine
the average transmit power of linkas
mac 2STN Ryd3 o

A
E{PM=1} = e "dh
{F. =} — .
— 2SINRyd%, 0> <§(Amax) — (4 /Amm,k)), (44)
where the functiors(z) is defined as
5(z) = / " =t i(—l)"ﬁ (45)
N x N — 2n - n!’

Thus, the lower bound on the average sum transmit power oiVthdéinks is given by
1 &
Pl =5 D _E{PI"} (46)
5 k=1

VIl. SIMULATION RESULTS

For our simulations, we consider a network with= 30 nodes, uniformly distributed in 26m x 25m
area as shown in Figl 3. The node represented by a squaressutee node, and the edges represent the
Ny, = 29 links in the multicast tree. Also in Figl 3, the schedulinguit for a single channel realization is
provided whenV, = 3, M =4, v = 0.04 andC,., = 0.9bps/Hz; the links that have the same color have
been scheduled to transmit in the same time slot. We assuise with unit power, a maximum transmit
power of P.x = 25dB for each node, and a path loss exponent ef 2. The connectivity performance
and the sum transmit power of the network are averaged ov@iripendent channel realizations and
the performance for differemt/, Ny and~ is provided. Note that although the highest collision degre
for any of the nodes is 4, the minimum number of slots considiéor a given frame is 3, which means
our scheduling algorithm can use only 3 time slots to conepfesivoid the link collisions.

In the power control algorithm, only the first few iteratioply an important role in the algorithm
performance. This is illustrated in the example of Fif. 4 docase withM = 4, C,., = 0.9 bps/Hz,

v = 0.1 and Ny = 5. We see that all of the power reduction occurs fo¢,, N} < 3. In the simulation
results that follow, we selV, = 3 and IV, = 2. The minimum rate requiremeidt;.., in the following
simulations is assumed to be adjusted to take into accoenbvbrhead due to channel estimation and
feedback to the source. The QoS requirements are set 0,he= 0.9bps/Hz for M = 4, Cyeq =
0.5bps/Hz forM = 2 andC,., = 0.1bps/Hz forM = 1, and plots for bothy = 0.01 and~y = 0.04 are
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included. We show results for differeit,., with each M, due to the strong impact of the number of
antennas on performance. When the connectivity probglisliinear 1, the approximate total throughput
of the network can be found by multiplying,., by Nz — 1 and the connectivity probability.

We compare the performance of three cases: outdated CSIIJOG&l perfect CSI (LPCSI) and
global perfect CSI (GPCSI). For OCSI, the source node usestitdated global CSH as the input to
the scheduling algorithm, and the links transmit accordinthe scheduling resultS, 7 and P provided
by the source. In LPCSI, the CSI of the links transmittinghia same time slot are assumed to be known
by the other active links and, based on this local CSlI, thestrat beamforming algorithm is used to
re-optimize the beamformers for that time slot. The perfmmoe gain of LPCSI over OCSI represents
the advantage provided by the use of local instantaneous F&BIGPCSI, we assume the source node
has perfect knowledge ok, which amounts to assuming = 0. For this case, the lower bound on
SINR in (18) is replaced with the exact SINR expressionin).(TRe results for GPCSI indicate the best
performance that the scheduling algorithm can achieve,vemdee that as predicted, its performance
matches the bound in Sectibn VI-A, provided ti¥ét is chosen large enough so that the interference can
be properly mitigated.

Fig.[8 provides the connectivity performance and the awesagn transmit power fol/ = 4. The
behavior of the connectivity metric can be explained a®tedl. As the number of colors (slots) increases,
the number of links that transmit simultaneously will beueed, the interference between the links will
thus be reduced, and the SINR at the receiver of each linkbsilimproved. However, to guarantee the
spectral efficiency’,.,, the thresholdSIN R, must also increase due to the shorter time slot. When the
benefit brought by the increase in the number of slots is tafygn the penalty caused by the increased
SIN Ry, the connectivity of the network will increase; otherwisiee connectivity will decrease. This
trade-off results in an optimal value fdy, for each case considered.

The behavior of the transmit power curves is slightly défet; since links that cannot meet the desired
SINR are not allowed to transmit. This obviously reducesdhenectivity metric, but it also reduces the
total transmit power. That explains why, for example, trsmit power required by GPCSI is always
higher than that for the other cases; since it achieves a&higimnectivity, more links are active and more
transmit power is consumed. Note also that the analyticlalegafor both the connectivity and transmit
power bounds match those obtained in the simulation. It caroliserved that when = 0.04, full
connectivity is achieved at.., = 0.9bps/Hz with a required transmit power of about 150. Comggarin
the performance of GPCSI and OCSI fpe= 0.04, we see no impact of the outdated CSI on the network
connectivity for Ny < 5.

In Fig. [d, we see that the two-antenna network is able to @eh#@ connectivity of about 0.7 at
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Creq = 0.5bps/Hz, requiring a transmit power of approximately 300mpared with GPCSI foty = 0.04
and N, = 5, the network connectivity of OCSI is reduced by about 25%.

Fig.[1 presents the performance resultsfér= 1 with C,., = 0.1bps/Hz. Peak connectivity occurs at
N, =5, with a required transmit power of about 140, and a conniggtdf only about 0.15 is achieved.
When~ = 0.04, we see that the connectivity performance of OCSI is rediied factor of three with
respect to GPCSI.

Comparing the connectivity performance in FigH.15-7, it t@nobserved that the optimal value for
N, decreases with\/, even though we have increased the desired throughput Miths well. The
benefit of having nodes equipped with multiple antennasdart} evident in terms of connectivity and
total network throughput. Note that the benefit of nodes witlitiple antennas also manifests itself in
terms of the transmit power required to achieve maximum eotvity. Instead of a throughput gain
of four with the same level of reliability, which might be eeqgted when comparing th& = 4 and
M = 1 networks, we see that there is a multiplicative benefit thatiits from using multiple antennas for
improved connectivity. The additional spatial degreeseéflom reduce interference between links within
the same time slot, they reduce the total number of requined slots, and they reduce the amount of
transmit power (and hence interference to other links) toea® a given throughput. The combined gain
of these effects can only be observed by considering thé ggtimization of the transmit beamformers,
scheduling and power control.

Further evidence of the multiplicative benefit of multipl#ennas is the fact that we observe a decrease
in sensitivity to imprecise CSI as the number of antennasaah @ode increases. Note also that using
locally accurate CSI to adjust the transmit beamformersO&R has only a slight benefit in improving
performance relative to using the beamformers based oramatdCS| (OCSI). This is due to the fact
that only a single data stream is transmitted on each linkndftiple data streams were allowed, the
importance of locally accurate CSI would be more criticaleaould potentially improve connectivity,
but the performance gain would be much more sensitive todaipe CSI.

In Fig.[8, we show the connectivity results for all three ani sizes for the same value 6f., =
0.6bps/Hz. TheM = 4 network achieves full connectivity in this case, while thé = 1 network is
nearly disconnected. The two-antenna case falls somevilétween, with performance depending on
how accurate the CSI is at the scheduler.

In Fig.[9, the transmit power results are provided. The diffiee in transmit power is especially evident
in this example. The// = 4 network requires a factor of seven times less power to aetdaesonnectivity
that is five times higher than thie/ = 2 case. While the single-antenna network is almost discdedec

the fact that the average sum transmit power is non-zeracatel that at least some of the links are
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active.

Finally, in Figs.[10-IP, we compare the performance of oumneetivity-based approach with one
that attempts to choose the network parameters in order tommze the throughput of the network.
The optimization algorithm in this case is similar to the esdhling algorithm for connectivity, with the
exception that the objective function inl (8) is replaceth\iLt‘],fV:L1 logy(1 + SINRy). In Fig.[10, for
M = 2, we see that attempting to maximize the throughput resulizero connectivity for the network,
while using our approach, we achieve a connectivity in exa#d.95 for the optimal value oWV, = 5.

In Fig.[11, the overall network throughput of the max-thrbpgt approach is about 50% higher than
the connectivity optimization method. This indicates thagubset of the nodes is able to communicate
at a higher rate, but the network is disconnected and theagessom the source is not reaching all of
the network nodes.

In Fig.[12, the results show that the proposed approachahiee maximum connectivity with about
five times less transmit power than the max-throughput amtroThe connectivity of the max-throughput
approach improves whel/ = 4, but with an increase in required power consumption of yeaflactor

of eight.

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we investigated the use and benefit of multipteranas in an ad hoc network with a source
streaming data to all nodes via a multi-hop tree. Based onvalrdefinition of network connectivity,
a scheduling algorithm was developed that takes advanthgigeointerference mitigation capabilities
of the MIMO nodes. A key component of the algorithm is the desof transmit beamformers for
simultaneously active nodes that optimizes the connégtimietric. Ultimately, the scheduling algorithm
acts to break down the full network into a set of smaller ifiemce networks whose links are able
to be simultaneously active due to the interference mitigaprovided by the multiple antennas. We
also derived performance bounds on the network conngctwitl average required sum transmit power,
assuming zero interference and perfect CSIl. These boupdssent ultimate limits for the performance
of the network, and were used in the simulations to compaaiagthe actual behavior of the network.
Our simulation results indicate the significant advantagevied by multiple antennas in the ad hoc
network, in terms of connectivity, throughput, reducechsrait power and resilience to outdated CSI.
By considering the joint problem of transmit beamformeriglesscheduling and power control, we
observe a multiplicative benefit to the use of multiple antenfor improving network reliability. Such

an observation could not be made by solving each of thesdegunshin isolation from the others.
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APPENDIX

The functionsfi(A), fa(N), f3(A), fa(A) in (28) are defined as follows:

AN = (e +e) <6/\2 + %/\4 + %ﬁ) :
RO) = (e = ) (axt - 20).

2 2 1
)\ 2, 4y4 246, 1 8
fa(\) = —e (12/\ +3>\ +9/\ +144/\>,

fa\) = de A + 4673 — e — e,
Based off1(A), f2(A). f5(A). fa(N), the functionsf; (3), £5(A). £3(A). £i(3) in @I) are defined as:

' dfi()) X, -3a 22 .3 1.5 .Y _3A o 114 1 4
)= — _ SN W RS CA 62— At
1N N (e +e ) 3 5 (e7" +3e%) 6 6 36 ,

fo(N) = —dfng) = (—e ™+ 373 <4>\3 + %Af’) + (e =) <12>\2 + §A4> ,

! df3()‘) —2A 8 3 4 5 1 7 —2A 2 2 4 2 6 1 8
A) =— = 24N+ A3+ 2N 4 AT — 2 1207 + SN 4 206 4 — )
J5N) ¢ M RT ‘ 3T Tt )
, dfs(\
fan) = — f fl& ) e +12e73 —12e7 2 — 4o
Definega(c,n, ) = [ a"e™dr = Y7 srfamgya™ ‘e, then it can be shown that

o - [ 500
__ 12(92(—1, 0, A)+g2(—3,0, A)) . % (gg(—l, 2,\)+g2(—3,2, )\))
_é<g2(_17 47 >\)—|—Q2(_37 4’ A)) + 6(92(_17 17 /\)+3Q2(—3, 1’ A))

11 1
+ F (92(_1737 /\) + 392(_37 37 A)) + % <g2(_17 57 >\) + 392(_37 57 )‘))7 (47)

Fan) = [ 220,
:4(392(—3, 2,0 —ga(—1,2, )\)) +% (392(—3, 4,0) —go(—1,4, A))
12 (gg(—l, 1,\)—ga(—3,1, )\)) +§ (92(—1, 3,A)—g2(—3,3, A)), (48)
fan) = [ B2,

8 4 1
:2492(_27 07 A) + 592(_27 27 )\) + _92(_27 47 )\) + _92(_27 67 A)

3 18
- 2492(_27 17 )‘) - §g2(_27 37 )‘) - 392(_27 57 A) - 7_1292(_27 77 )‘)7 (49)
fa(\) = / @dA =4(g1(1,N) — g1(4,\)) +12(g1(3,\) — g1(2, V). (50)
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V5
V7
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Fig. 1. Transmission graph based on a multicast network &ittodes, where node 1 is the source node, @anid a label
used to denote each link.

Fig. 2. Partial ICG for the network of Fifl] 1, where only edgesresponding ta;, and v, are shown. Colliding links are

connected with solid edges, interfering links with dashddes.
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Fig. 3. The topology of the network assumed for the simufatigth N = 30 nodes.
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for M = 4.
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