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Abstract

Radio frequency (RF) energy harvesting and transfer teclesi have recently become alternative methods
to power the next generation of wireless networks. As thierging technology enables proactive replenishment
of wireless devices, it is advantageous in supporting apfiins with quality-of-service (QoS) requirement. This
article focuses on the resource allocation issues in véisafetworks with RF energy harvesting capability, referred
to as RF energy harvesting networks (RF-EHNSs). First, wesgrean overview of the RF-EHNs, followed by
a review of a variety of issues regarding resource allonafidhen, we present a case study of designing in the
receiver operation policy, which is of paramount imporaicthe RF-EHNs. We focus on QoS support and service
differentiation, which have not been addressed by preVitersitures. Furthermore, we outline some open research

directions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been an upsurge of research interestlim frequency (RF) energy harvest-
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ing/scavenging technique (seg and references therein), which is the capability of cotimgrthe received

RF signals into electricity. This technique has become anwimg solution to power energy-constrained
wireless networks. Conventionally, the energy-consé@invireless networks, such as wireless sensor
networks, have a limited lifetime, which significantly cords the network performance. In contrast, an RF
energy harvesting network (RF-EHN) can have power supplinfa radio environment. Consequently, RF-
EHNs have found their applications quickly in various formisch as wireless sensor networRk jvireless
body networks 3], and wireless charging systems. For exampt pfesents a prototype implementation
of sensor nodes powered by ambient RF energy.3]nthe authors design an RF-powered integrated

circuit with a work-on-demand protocol for wireless bodytwerks in medical applications. With the
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increasingly emerging applications of RF energy harvgatimarging, the Wireless Power Consortium
(www.wirelesspowerconsortium.com) is also making effat establishing an international standard for
the RF energy harvesting and transfer technology. NotetkigaRF energy harvesting typically refers to
the capability of the wireless devices to harvest energypnfiF signals. The RF energy transfer refers
to as the method and mechanism of an RF source to transmit &gyeto the wireless devices.

In RF energy harvesting, radio signals with frequency rang@ 300 GHz to as low ag KHz are used
as a medium to carry energy in a form of electromagnetic tmtiaWireless information is modulated on
the amplitude and phase of RF waves, while wireless eneemsfer is carried out through far-field RF
radiation. RF energy transfer is characterized by low-paamel long-distance transfer, and thus is suitable
for powering a large number of devices with low energy constion, dispersed in a relatively wide area.
Due to the specific nature of the RF energy harvesting andesse&eommunication requirements, wireless
networks have to be re-designed to achieve maximal effigifmcRF energy harvesting and transfer. In
particular, the resource allocation for wireless netwdrs to be optimized considering the tradeoff among
network performance, energy efficiency, and RF energy suppl

This article presents recent advances in RF-EHNs. We firstigee an overview of the RF-EHNs.
Then, we introduce and discuss about different resourceatibn issues. Furthermore, we highlight the
importance of a receiver operation policy by showing a cdseysin a general RF-EHN. Realizing
that none of previous works in the literature considers theeiver operation problem with service
differentiation, we aim to fill the gap. Specifically, we desian optimal operation policy that provides
service differentiation among different types of traffie.j low priority (LP) and high priority (HP) data,
as well as to meet their quality-of-service (QoS) requireteeWe formulate an optimization model and
obtain the optimal operation policy that maximizes the wgg sum of throughput of LP and HP data
under the constraints of energy availability and maximurtkpailoss probability. Finally, we also outline

some open research directions in the RF-EHNSs.

[I. OVERVIEW OF RF ENERGY HARVESTING NETWORKS

In this section, we first describe a general architecturenoRR-EHN and the circuit design of an RF

energy harvester. Then, we introduce the RF energy hangestchnique.

A. Architecture of RF Energy Harvesting Network

A typical centralized architecture of an RF-EHN, as showfrig 1, has three major components, i.e.,

information gateways, the RF energy sources and the netnadks/devices. The information gateways
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Fig. 1. General architecture of an RF energy harvesting ortw

are generally known as base stations, wireless routers edagsr The RF energy sources can be either
dedicated RF energy transmitters or ambient RF sources éV tower). The network nodes are the
user equipments that communicate with information gatewaypically, the information gateways and
RF energy sources have continuous and fixed electric supplie the network nodes harvest energy from
RF sources to support their operations. In some cases, theniation gateway and RF energy source
can be the same. Note that the decentralized RF-EHN alsdbasmilar architecture as shown in Fif.
except that the network nodes can communicate among eaeh oth

Figure 1 also shows the block diagram of a network node with RF eneggydsting capability. An

RF energy harvesting node consists of the following majongonents:

The application, to perform some network functions;

A low-power microcontroller, to process data from the aqdion;

A low-power RF transceiver, for information transmissianreception;

An energy harvester, composed of an RF antenna module, adanpe matching, a voltage multiplier

and a capacitor, to collect RF signals and convert them ilgctrecity;

« A power management module, which decides whether to stereldctricity obtained from the RF
energy harvester or to use it for information transmissramediately; and

« An energy storage battery, to reserve the harvested RF\ef@arduture use.

A typical RF energy harvester consists of an antenna modufgdance matching, voltage multiplier

and capacitor. Figuré also illustrates the block diagram of the RF energy harveste

« The antenna module can be designed to work on either siregi@déncy or multiple frequency bands,
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in which the network node can harvest from a single or mdtggurces simultaneously, respectively.
Nevertheless, the RF energy harvester typically operates @ range of frequencies since energy
density of RF signals is diverse in frequency.

. The impedance matching is a resonator circuit operatindhatdesigned frequency to maximize
the power transfer between the antenna module and the trarltiphe efficiency of the impedance
matching is high at the designed frequency.

« The main component of the voltage multiplier is a diode of ibetifying circuit which converts RF
signals into DC voltage. Generally, higher conversion ifficy can be achieved by diodes with lower
built-in voltage. The capacitor ensures to deliver poweoathly to the load. In addition, when RF

energy is instantaneously unavailable, the capacitor tsamserve as a reserve for a short duration.

For the general node architecture introduced above, theonletnode has the separated RF energy
harvester and RF transceiver. Therefore, the node canrpedoergy harvesting and information trans-
mission simultaneously. In other words, this architecgupports bothn-band andout-of-band RF energy
harvesting. In the in-band RF energy harvesting, the nétwade can harvest RF energy from the
same frequency band as information transmission. On ther dtlnd, in the out-of-hand RF energy
harvesting, the network node harvests RF energy from tHerdift frequency band from that used for
information transmission. Since RF signals can carry gnag well as information, theoretically RF
energy harvesting and information reception can be peddrfnom the same RF signal input. This is
referred to as simultaneous wireless information and pdveersfer (SWIPT) 4] concept. This concept
allows the information receiver and RF energy harvesterperate on the same antenna module.

Because an existing circuit is not capable of directly exting energy from the same RF signals for
information decodingd], the authors in%] introduce practical implementations of a co-located infation
receiver and energy harvester. Specifically, two receivenigectures, namelytjme switching and power
splitting, are presented. Thieme switching architecture allows the network node to switch and use eithe
the information receiver or the RF energy harvester for éleeived RF signals at a time. On the other hand,
in the power splitting architecture, the received RF signals are split into tweastrs for the information
receiver and RF energy harvester with different power Evélhas been recognized that in thepower
splitting achieves better information rate and amount of RF energyelsted than those dime splitting [5].
However, in practice, an implementation gdwer splitting has higher hardware complexity than that of
the time splitting. Note that thepower splitting architecture allows only in-band RF energy harvesting,

while thetime switching architecture can additionally support out-of-band RF gydrarvesting.
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B. RF Energy Harvesting Technique

In RF energy harvesting, the amount of harvested energyndepen the transmit power, wavelength
of the RF signals and the distance between an RF energy sanccéhe harvesting node. The amount
of harvested RF energy can be calculated based on the Fuaien [L]. Unlike energy harvesting from
other sources, such as solar, wind, geothermal and vibsgtieF energy harvesting has the following

characteristics:

« RF sources can provide controllable and constant energysfaa over distance for RF energy
harvesters, especially for a fixed RF-EHN.

« RF energy harvesting technique is suitable for mobile (hatd) devices.

« Since the amount of harvested RF energy depends on the aiistiaom the RF source, the network

nodes in the different locations can have significant déffiee in the amount of harvested RF energy.

With RF energy harvesting and transfer, proactive replenent at mobile devices, rather than passive
adoption to the environmental resources, can be achieveéchvigé more suitable for applications with
QoS requirements.

The RF sources can mainly be classified into two types: destid@F sources and ambient RF sources.
Dedicated RF sources can be deployed to provide energy woriehodes when more predictable energy
supply is needed. Ambient RF sources are the RF transmittgrsre not intended for RF energy transfer
(e.g., TV and radio tower). This RF energy is essentiallg.fiambient RF sources can be static or dynamic.
The study in §] is an example of energy harvesting from dynamic ambient Blrces in a cognitive
radio network. A secondary user can harvest RF energy froambgetransmitting primary users, and it
can transmit data when it is sufficiently far from primary tsser when the nearby primary users are idle.

It is reported in [] that, in betweer25 and 100 meters from a base station, the aggregated power
density over the GSM900 downlink frequency band ranges féanto 0.1 m¥/m? indoors everywhere
or outdoors on a high level. While the power density receifrech GSM1800 downlink is in the same
order of magnitude as those received from GSM900 frequelacyl bAlso, a state-of-the-art prototype
implementation in 7] is shown to achieve an information rate bfkbps between two wireless devices
powered by ambient RF signals, at distances of upR.fofeet and1.5 feet for outdoors and indoors,
respectively. Tested at a variety of locations, the implet®@ end-to-end system is able to operate battery-

free at distances of up t®©5 miles from the TV tower.
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C. Existing Applications of RF Energy Harvesting

Wireless sensor networks have become the most widely ugdtapons of RF-EHNs. An RF energy
harvester can be used in a sensor node to supply energy. &mpéx P] presents a prototype implemen-
tation of sensor nodes powered by ambient RF energy. The HR¥F-&lso has attractive healthcare and
medical applications such as wireless body network. Bengffrom RF energy harvesting, low-power
medical body sensors can achieve real-time work-on-denpaneer, which further enables a battery-
free circuit, reducing the size of the nodes. Bj, [the authors design the RF-powered energy-efficient
application-specific integrated circuit, fabricated iarstard0.18-m CMOS technology and featured with
a work-on-demand protocol. The integrated circuit is foreldss body networks in medical applications.
Furthermore, RF energy harvesting can be used to providgiolgacapability for a wide variety of low-
power mobile devices such as electronic watches, heardgy and MP3 players, wireless keyboard and

mouse, as most of them consume only micro-watts to millisveinge of power.

[Il. DESIGN ISSUES OFRESOURCEALLOCATION IN RADIO FREQUENCY ENERGY HARVESTING

NETWORKS

RF-EHNs introduce RF energy harvesting as a new functiowicgless devices. As a consequence,
resource allocation in RF-EHNs has to take into account tifferdnt objectives, i.e., information trans-
mission/reception and RF energy harvesting. These issweseaeiver operation policy, beamforming,
medium access control (MAC) protocol, cooperative relgyamd routing protocol. Moreover, we review

the state-of-art design approaches attempted to address ibsues.

A. Receiver Operation Policy

A receiver operation policy is required for wireless nodbearsg the same antenna or antenna array
for information reception and RF energy harvesting. Thacgotan be designed to deal with various
tradeoffs in the physical layer and MAC layer to meet cerfaémformance goals. Most of the existing
policies are either based ¢ime switching or power splitting architecture. The focus of thieme switching
architecture is to coordinate the time for information @@ and RF energy harvesting. On the other
hand, for thepower splitting architecture, the operation policy is to find an optimalaab split the
received RF signals.

The authors in§] study a simple greedy switching policy based on timee switching architecture.
The idea of the policy is to let the relay node transmit whenrgmained energy can support informa-

tion transmission. Through simulation, the greedy swiighpolicy is shown to achieve a near optimal
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performance over a wide range of signal-to-noise ratio (BNiR[9], the authors consider a three-node
amplify-and-forward network with an RF energy harvestietpy. Two relaying protocols for the relay

node are proposed based on thee switching and power splitting architectures. Specifically, the authors
derive the optimal RF energy harvesting time for tinv@e switching based relaying protocol and the

optimal value of power splitting ratio for thpower splitting based relaying protocol. The evaluation
results indicate that théime switching based relaying protocol is superior in terms of throughput a
relatively low SNR and high transmission rates. Howeverthastransmit power considered is variable,
it incurs considerable hardware complexity0] studies receiver operation policy in a multiple-channel
cognitive radio network, in which the secondary user setbannels not only for information transmission

but also for energy harvesting. In the context of completé &3he secondary user, the optimal policy
for the secondary user to maximize throughput is determibaded on the remaining energy level and

the number of waiting packets in data queue, by applying arPNbAsed optimization.

B. Beamforming

A key concern for RF information and energy transfer is theagten energy transfer efficiency with the
increase of transmission distance due to propagation path Multi-antenna techniques can be used to
achieve spatial multiplexing. Furthermore, beamformieghhiques employing multiple antennas can be
applied to achieve improved efficiency of RF energy trangié} as well as SWIPTY], without additional
bandwidth or increased transmit power. A problem arisindp@amforming is channel state estimation
feedback. Designing a feedback mechanism is challengiff~HEHNS because existing channel training
and feedback mechanisms used for an information receigeen@rapplicable for an energy harvester due
to the hardware limitation.

Beamforming is first explored in a three-node multiple-inpwltiple-output (MIMO) network $] with
one transmitter, one energy harvester and one informaéiogeiver. The authors irb] study the optimal
transmission strategies to achieve tradeoff betweenrdtion rate and amount of RF energy transferred
under the assumption of perfect knowledge of channel stdbennation at the multi-antenna transmitter
employing beamforming. More recentlyll]] considers to utilize energy beamforming in a large-scale
MIMO system to improve energy efficiency in long-distancevpotransfer. A resource allocation scheme
is proposed to jointly optimize the transmit power and doratof RF energy transfer for maximizing
energy efficiency under some QoS requirement. Beamformarsgalso been advocated to provide secure
communication in SWIPT systems with eavesdroppers. Fompla in [L2], the authors aim to protect

transmitted information to the intended receiver by jgirgenerating artificial noise to the eavesdroppers
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through beamforming. A non-convex optimization problenmn B2amforming design is formulated to
minimize the total transmit power, under the requiremeotsbth information transmission and artificial

noise generation.

C. MAC Protocol

To achieve QoS support and fairness for information trassioins, a MAC protocol specifically de-
signed for RF-EHNSs is needed to coordinate the network ndssmissions. In addition to the channel
access for information transmission, the network nodes ated to spend some time for RF energy
harvesting. The challenge is that the time taken to harvesugh energy is different for different
nodes due to various factors such as types of the availablergFgy sources and distance. The MAC
protocols coordinate network nodes either in a conterftiea@-approach (e.g., polling) or a contention-
based approach (e.g., CSMA/CA). The contention-free MAGtqmol needs to take the node-specific
RF energy harvesting process into account to achieve higlughput and fairness. With the contention-
based MAC protocol, each node contends for radio resoumesformation transmission. If the RF
energy harvesting duration is not optimally decided, arematéd delay of resource contention due to
communication outage may incur.

In [13], the authors present an energy adaptive MAC protocol forBRINS. Two energy adaptive
methods, i.e., energy adaptive duty cycle and energy adagintention algorithms, are proposed to use the
node energy harvesting status (e.g., RF energy harvestiajas a control variable to manage the node’s
duty cycle and backoff time, respectively. However, thergp@daptive MAC protocol requires centralized
control and out-of-band RF energy supply. In contrast, tihas of [L4] consider in-band RF energy
supply. A CSMA/CA-based MAC protocol called RF-MAC is desggl to optimize RF energy delivery
rate to meet the energy requirement of sensor nodes whilenizing disruption to data communication.
The RF-MAC also incorporates the methods to select RF enswgyces. Also, the energy and data rate

tradeoff is analyzed.

D. Cooperative Relaying

Cooperative relaying can improve the network performanderims of efficiency and reliability by using
intermediate relay nodes. Hence, it is particularly suédab be applied in energy constrained networks
like RF-EHNSs. Relay selection is a decision factor in thefgrenance of cooperative relaying. The main
challenge lies in that the preferable relay for informaticansmission does not necessarily coincide with

the relay has the strongest channel for energy harvestihgs,Tas a tradeoff, relay selection has to
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leverage between the efficiency of information and energystfier. To this end, other than taking channel
state information into account, information about energyus (e.g., internal energy reserve and potential
external RF energy arrival) must also be regarded, whichesa&lay selection more complex.

In [15], the authors study two relay selection schemes, i.e. ithe-$haring selection and the threshold-
checking selection. In the time-sharing selection, thers®unode switches among the relays with the
maximum SNR. In the threshold-checking selection, the @mode chooses the relay with the highest
RF energy harvesting rate. It is demonstrated that thelibléschecking selection has better performance
in terms of achieved capacity for the given RF energy hamvgsequirement. On the other hand, the
time-sharing selection has better performance in termatsge probability when the normalized average
SNR per link is larger thandB. [16] investigates relay selection from a system perspectipecifically,
the authors examine a random relay selection policy baseal smttorized area with central angle at the
direction of each receiver. A geometry approach is adoptestudy the impact of cooperative density

and relay selection in a large-scale network with SWIPT.

E. Routing Protocol

An RF-EHN can be based on multihop transmission, wheremgus a crucial issue. Unlike the energy-
aware routing developed in conventional wireless netwoaitks routing protocols in the RF-EHN must
take the RF energy propagation and the circuit design of or&twodes (e.g., RF energy harvester’s
sensitivity) into account. This is due to the fact that theoant of harvested RF energy available at
each node can be different. In addition, the routing metas to be jointly defined based on RF energy
harvesting parameters (e.g., RF signal density, energyecsion rate, and distance from RF sources) and
network parameters (e.g., link quality and number of hops).

In [17], the authors consider the routing problem in a wirelesssenetwork where the sensor nodes
are charged wirelessly with in-band RF energy. It is shovat #imple metrics such as a hop count may
not be suitable for routing in such networks. Therefore,\& rauting metric based on the charging time of
the sensor nodes is introduced. Then, the modified Ad hoc @ndnd Distance Vector (AODV) routing
protocol considering the new routing metric is proposedthiis protocol, the sensors choose the path

with the lowest value of maximum charging time.
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IV. OPTIMIZATION DESIGN FORMOBILE ENERGY HARVESTING NODE WITH DELAY-LIMITED

COMMUNICATION: A CASE STUDY

In this section, we show a case study of a receiver operatmoigm with joint QoS support and service

differentiation in an RF-EHN, which, to the best of our knedde, has not been addressed before.

A. System Model

We consider a node having two types of data, i.e., LP and HR. ddte arriving packets (e.g., from
different applications at higher layers) are stored in twpasate queues. Both of the queues have finite
sizes. There is an access point (AP) which performs as anvaiion gateway and dedicated RF energy
source. The node in a coverage area of the AP can decide testetpr RF energy transfer from the
AP or to transmit a packet of LP or HP data to the AP. Specificéile node adopts thiéme switching
receiver architecture as proposed ). [That is, the node works either in an RF energy harvestingeno
or an information transmission mode. Besides, a battericiwhas a finite capacity, is equipped with the
node to store energy harvested from the AP. We consider tbieep#oss requirement for each type of
data. In this case, a packet is dropped (i.e., loss) if theesponding queue is full or the battery is empty

upon its arrival. The LP and HP data could have different maxn packet loss probability requirements.

B. Optimization Problem

When the node is in the coverage area of an AP, the node isgfacotecision making problem (i.e.,
receiver operation) whether to request and harvest RF yrogrgp transmit a packet from the queue of
LP or HP data to the AP, based on ttime switching architecture. The decision making problem must
be solved to achieve the objective (i.e., maximizing weedhgum of throughput of LP and HP data) and
meet the QoS requirements taking the following factors adoount.

« Packet arrival: The node has independent packet arrivals for HP and LP @a&aprobabilities ofx

packets arriving at the node for the LP and HP data are derasted and \,, respectively.

« Packet transmission: If the node decides to transmit a packet retrieved from teug of either LP or
HP data to the AP, the successful packet transmission pildpab denoted as:. The transmission
of one data packet by the node consuniésunits of energy from the battery. If the battery has
energy less thark units, the node cannot transmit the packet.

« RF energy harvesting and transfer: If the node decides to request for RF energy from the AP, duken
can harvestv units of energy (i.e., the energy level of the battery insesabyw units) successfully

with the probabilitys,,. Note that this parameter can be adopted from experiments.
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C. Optimization Formulation

To achieve the objective in terms of the throughput and totrieeQoS requirement in terms of packet
loss probability, we formulate an optimization model toabtthe optimal operation policy for the node
based on constrained Markov decision process. The optipehtion policy determines the action to be
taken by the node given its current state.

1) Sate Space and Action Space: The state space of the node is defined by the possible energly le
in the battery, and the numbers of packets in the queues fardPHP data. For the node, the possible
action (i.e., the action space) will be to transmit a packetfthe queue of LP or HP data to the AP, or
to request for RF energy from the AP.

The state transition happens in the following events:

. Data Transmission: The energy level of the battery will reduce 5y units and the number of packets
in the queue of HP or LP data decreases by one (i.e., dependimdnich type of data that the node
decides to transmit) with probability. These state transitions happen given that the queue of the
HP or LP data selected by the node is not empty.

« Request for RF energy transfer: The energy level of the battery increasesubynits with probability
Ow-

« Packet arrival: The numbers of packets in the queues of HP and LP data inciease with

probabilitiesa, and \,, respectively.

2) Optimal Operation Policy: The mapping of a state to an action taken by the node is refdoe
as the policy denoted by. The optimal operation policy is defined to achieve the maximiong-term
average weighted sum of throughput of the LP and HP datagewhé packet loss requirements of LP
and HP data are maintained below the thresholds. The olgefiinction of the optimization model is
expressed as follows:

t
| ~ ~
1’I17§riX . jT(ﬂ') = tli)lg) ll'lf ; Z E((A}Lp,ul’t/ + pr,uhﬂg/) (1)
t'=1

where #p() is the function of weighted sum of throughput,p andwyp are the weights of LP and
HP data, respectivelyi;p and uyp, are the successful packet transmission probabilities férahd
HP data at time’, respectively. We havg.p = 1, if the node is transmitting a packet from the queue
of LP data (i.e., the queue of LP data is not empty) and thergufficient energy in the battery for
transmitting the packet (i.e., the energy level of the loptie greater than or equal t&'). Otherwise, we

havejip, = 0. Similarly, we haveuyp » = 1, if the node is transmitting a packet from the queue of HP
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data (i.e., the queue of HP data is not empty) and there i®uffienergy in the battery. Otherwise, we
haveyp = 0. It is worth noting that the data transmission is constréibg RF energy harvesting, i.e.,
data transmission is successful provided that there iscgrifi harvested energy in the battery.

Let us consider LP data. The constraint of a packet loss pitityarequirement is expressed as follows:

. 1
Jip(m) = tliglo sup n Z E(Zp) < Lip (2)

t'=1

whereL;p is the packet loss requirement for the LP data, .&fid is the immediate packet loss probability.

The immediate packet loss probability. 4§ » = ?:QLP;LP“%, if there is not enough space in the queue
for LP data, whose maximum capacity is denotedhy.. q.p is the current number of packets in the
queue.A is the maximum number of arriving packets.is the average packet arrival rate of LP data.
The immediate packet loss probability for the HP data canlieimed in a similar way.

Due to the space limit, we omit the derivation of the transifprobability matrix. The detailed derivation
of the Markov decision process based optimization probkesimilar to the approach irl{)]. To obtain
the optimal operation policy of the node, we can apply a steshdhethod to solve the constrained Markov

decision processlf.

D. Performance Evaluation

1) Parameter Setting: The node has the battery with the size 5f units of energy. The maximum
gueue sizes for LP and HP data argpackets. Unless otherwise stated, the packet arrival pilitioes
for LP and HP are 0.15. The successful packet transmissiaapility of the node to the AP i8.99.
The probability of successful RF energy transfer and haingss 0.98. If the RF energy harvesting is
successful, the node will receiveunits of energy. There is no packet loss probability requéet for the
LP data, but it is0.1 for the HP data. For the comparison purpose, we considetrtia ptalicy in which
the node chooses three actions with equal probabilities.

2) Numerical Result: We first examine the optimal operation policy of the node inletéh from solving
the optimization model, when the energy level of the battdrthe node is low (i.e., 5 units). The results
shown in Fig.2 are obtained by solving the optimization problei) ¢nder the constraints of packet lost
probability requirement for both LP and HP data. Figafa) shows that when the number of packets
in the queue is small, the node tends to request for RF enéngythe other hand, when the number
of packets in both queues is high, the node also tends to sedoie RF energy because of the high

demand of energy for data transmission. As the numbers depgevaiting in the queues grow, the node
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Action 1: Energy transfer (low energy state) Action 2: Transmit a low priority packet (low energy state) Action 3: Transmit a high priority packet (low energy state)
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Fig. 2. Optimal operation policy for (a) requesting for RFergy, (b) transmitting a packet from the queue of LP data, (@hdransmitting

a packet from the queue of HP data.
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will be likely to transmit a packet especially for HP data tmia violating the packet loss requirement.
Figures2(b) and (c) show such a policy for packet transmission.

In Fig. 3, we vary the weight of the HP data and show the correspondingu¢hput and packet
delay. We observe that when the weight of HP data is largepftenal operation policy yields more
opportunity for the node to transmit a packet from the queliell® data. As a result, the throughput
of the HP data increases, while that of the LP data decre&@msespondingly, when the weight of HP
data increases, the delay of the LP data increases, whileotithe HP data decreases. To achieve the
performance goal, the weights of the optimization model lbaradjusted. It is interesting to observe the
unbalanced performance improvement and degradation oHBheand LP data, respectively, when the
weight is adjusted. Specifically, while the throughput amdag of the HP data improve slightly, those

of the LP data degrade significantly. This is due to the faat the node has to reserve energy resource
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by not transmitting a packet from the queue of LP data too naecthat the energy can be used for the

packet transmission of the HP data in the future.
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Fig. 4. Packet loss probability under different packetvairrates.

Furthermore, we study the packet loss behavior of the pexpaperation policy. For the comparison
purpose, we consider a static policy in which the node chodlseee actions with equal probabilities.
Figure 4 shows the packet loss probability when the packet arrivtalsraf both the HP and LP data are
varied. As expected, when the packet arrival probabilitiesease, the packet loss probabilities increase.
However, at a certain point, the optimal operation policgcassfully maintains the packet loss probability
of the HP data at the defined threshold, which is 0.1, whil¢ tfaLP data increases and becomes
unbounded. In addition, we also show the results from thicgtalicy, which fails to achieve acceptable
performance, specially for the HP data.

The studied model can be extended to the case of multiplesnwbtere a scheduling policy is required
to coordinate the uplink data transmission and downlinkriggnéransfer. The operation policy of nodes

has to take the scheduling policy into account.

V. OPEN RESEARCHISSUES

In this section, we discuss about some open research issufefiaavings.

A. Technological Directions

« Distributed Energy Beamforming: Distributed energy beamforming enables a cluster of idisted
energy sources to cooperatively emulate an antenna arréngiliymitting RF energy simultaneously
in the same direction to an intended energy receiver foebélitersity gains. The potential energy

gains at the receiver from distributed energy beamformiegexpected to be the same as that from
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the well-known information beamforming. However, chafies arise in the implementation, e.g.,
time synchronization among energy sources and coordmatfodistributed carriers in phase and
frequency so that RF signals can be combined constructatellye receiver.

« Cooperative Sensing and Spectrum Sharing: In contrast to a conventional cognitive radio network,
spectrum occupancy by primary users is not necessarilysinatide in RF-EHNS, as it results in
RF energy harvesting opportunities. The cooperative spcsensing and sharing techniques for
cognitive radio networks can be directly adopted to helpsdary users with RF energy harvesting
capability to identify the occupied spectrum bands and Rérggnharvesting opportunity. However,
because of the dispersed geographic locations of the sagonders, they may experience different
spectrum conditions due to different activities and lamagi of primary users. High utilization of
frequency band and high efficiency in detecting frequen@gasrequire information exchange and
fusion among secondary users, which can be a challengikgrasetwork design.

« Interference Management: Existing interference management techniques, e.grfémence alignment
and interference cancellation, attempt to avoid or miggaterference through spectrum scheduling.
However, with RF energy harvesting, harmful interferenaa be turned to useful energy through
a scheduling policy. In addition, the scheduling policy da combined or integrated with power
management schemes for further improvement in energy exftiyi

« Energy Trading: In RF-EHNSs, RF energy becomes a valuable resource. The Bigyemarket can
be established to economically manage this energy resguirtly/ with radio resource. For example,
wireless charging service providers may act as RF energylisupto meet the energy demand from
network nodes. The wireless energy service providers ceide®n pricing and guarantee the quality
of charging service. The key feature of this market is on-@eantrading where the wireless charging
service providers offer charging service to the networkesodn a real-time and on-demand basis.
One of the efficient approaches in this dynamic market is teeld@ demand side management,
which allows the service providers and network nodes toraatelike in smart grid, to guarantee
energy-efficiency and reliability. However, the issuested to the amount of RF energy and price
at which they are willing to trade while optimizing the trafiebetween the revenue and cost must

be investigated.



|IEEE NETWORK 16

B. Application Directions

o Wireless Machine-to-machine (M2M) Communications Deploying massive and unmanned wireless
M2M devices introduces the new challenge: how could suchge lamount of devices be powered?
RF energy harvesting provides an alternative solution. é&x@mple, the “last meter” technologies,
e.g., WiFi, IEEE 802.15, ZigBee and UWB, can be potentiafigdifor RF energy supply for wireless
M2M devices.

« Vehicular Communications Vehicular transmitters in vehicular networks (i.e., véito-vehicle and
vehicle-to-infrastructure communications) can be enesgyrces for wireless devices belonged to
passengers or even pedestrians. For example, the passat@aces can harvest RF energy from an
on-board unit deployed in a bus. Alternatively, when thespagers are at the bus stop, their devices
can also harvest RF energy from roadside units.

« Smart Automation: In automation systems, RF energy harvesting can elimithetavired connection
for power supply for sensor and actuator devices, espgdi@ilthe devices installed on the moving
components, e.g., wheel and rotating assemblies. For dgathp turbine blade sensors on mechanical
engines can be steadily provisioned by dedicated RF sotwoesintain the function of monitoring
on the blades’ status.

« Device-to-device (D2D) Communications: D2D communications, underlaid or overlaid with cellular
networks, allows user equipment to access the same spedttameh for cellular communication
with interference constraints. The occupied spectrum igesvRF energy harvesting opportunities,
especially when network density is high. The user equiproantharvest and use RF energy for their

local direct D2D communications.

VI. CONCLUSION

Radio frequency (RF) energy harvesting and transfer tectasi play an important role in powering
the next generation of wireless networks. In this article,vave presented an overview of the RF energy
harvesting networks (RF-EHNS), including the network é&ssdture and the enabling techniques. We have
introduced the major design issues in resource allocatictheoRF-EHNSs, and reviewed some up-to-date
research progresses. Moreover, we have shown a case stubgwomo design a QoS-aware receiver
operation policy with service differentiation in a genelrRi-EHN. We obtain an optimal operation policy
to maximize the throughput of a mobile node with RF energyésting capability, as well as to provide

service differentiation among two different types of datader the constraints of packet loss probability.
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In addition, we foresee the future research directions efRF-EHNSs.
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