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Exploiting the multiuser diversity in wireless networks has a fundamental tradeoff
between throughput and energy saving. To balance the tradeoff, we reconsider the oppor-
tunistic scheduling in the aspect of energy saving, and propose a new energy-efficient
opportunistic (EEFO) scheduling. Our goal is to maximize the performance of bits per
energy unit under the constraint of fair resource allocation, and EEFO scheduling achieves

it by controlling the number of users participating in the channel feedback. Through sim-
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ulations, we show that EEFO scheduling is able to transmit significantly more amount of
traffic compared to the competitive schemes under the given energy constraint.
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1. Introduction

In recent decades, wireless communication technology
has advanced rapidly and become popular in civil life. Ubiq-
uitous connectivity is promising in support of mobility and
multimedia services with small hand-hold devices. How-
ever, as mobile users are battery limited, energy efficient
communications become of importance and attract atten-
tion for the next generation networking. Conventional ap-
proaches for energy saving have been independently
applied to Physical (PHY) and Media Access Control (MAC)
layers. In the PHY layer, minimum power allocation has
been used under quality of service (QoS) constraints [12],
and in the MAC layer, sleep/awake scheduling has been used
to switch transceivers on and off according to the traffic
[9,16]. In this paper, we focus on the MAC layer solution
and incorporate it accordingly with opportunistic schedul-
ing schemes to improve performance in terms of bits per
energy unit.

Because of the time varying characteristic of wireless
channel, opportunistic scheduling properly uses the
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channel status information to increase the throughput per-
formance by exploiting the multiuser diversity [1,10,11].
However, there is a fundamental tradeoff between perfor-
mance gain and energy efficiency according to the channel
feedback. With the number of users participating in the
channel feedback, it is more likely for the base station (BS)
to transmit at a higher rate. This means that the throughput
performance improves, but the total energy consumption
increases too. This problem becomes more challenging
when it comes to multi-channel environments with multi-
ple-input and multiple-output (MIMO) or orthogonal
frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) technique, since
these communication technologies incur significantly more
amount of channel feedback [4].

There have been several works that address this problem
[4,14,6]. Svedman et al. [14] proposed a scheme that limits
each user to feed back the best n sub-channels only. In [6],
each user sends its channel status to the BS only when the
channel condition is better than a certain threshold. How-
ever, these schemes do not consider energy consumption
of each user for the channel feedback, and hence, their effec-
tiveness on the energy efficiency still remains questionable.
It has been shown that a wireless transceiver consumes a
substantial amount of energy in sensing the channel and
transmitting the channel status to the BS [5].
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In this paper, we develop a new scheduling scheme that
achieves high energy efficiency while exploiting the bene-
fit of opportunistic scheduling. By controlling the number
of users that participate in the channel feedback, we im-
prove energy efficiency and achieve fair resource allocation
among users. We start with a simple network scenario,
where all users are assumed to have the same channel sta-
tistics, and extend the basic idea to more general cases.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We first
describe our system model in Section 2. Then, we propose
new scheduling schemes with two heuristic algorithms in
Section 3. After evaluating the proposed schemes in Sec-
tion 4, we conclude our paper in Section 5.

2. System model

We consider a time-slotted system with a single fre-
quency downlink channel. For uplink channel, or if there
are multiple available channels, our solution can be ap-
plied to each channel. There are N mobile users and a sin-
gle BS. We assume that users have low mobility and thus
the number of users in the system is relatively static. We
assume that the length of a time slot is appropriately cho-
sen such that the channel state does not change within a
single time slot. To exploit multiuser diversity, we basically
employ an opportunistic scheduler. We assume that users
have low mobility, and thus the number of users in the sys-
tem is relatively static.

Fig. 1 illustrates the frame structure of the system' and
user activities during a single time slot. At the beginning of
each time slot, the BS transmits a pilot signal, and then n
out of N users inform the BS of their received signal-to-noise
ratios (SNRs).? We denote the users who report their channel
status as non-sleeping, and the others as sleeping. Using the
channel feedback information, the BS chooses a single user
according to the opportunistic scheduler and reserves the
time slot for that user. We denote the chosen user as active,
and the other non-sleeping users as idle. The active user trans-
mits and/or receives data packets from the BS, whilen — 1 idle
users deactivate their transceivers and save energy. The N — n
sleeping users turn their wireless transceivers off at the
beginning of time slot and do not participate in the channel
feedback, thereby saving energy further. We assume that each
user can switch between active and idle modes instantly but
needs some time to switch to and from the sleeping mode.

Let si(t) denote an indicator that has 0 when user k is
sleeping at time slot t, and 1 when non-sleeping, and 5(t) de-
note its vector. Similarly I;(t) equals 1 when user k is active
at time slot t and O when inactive (i.e., idle or sleeping). Let
r(s(t)) and e(5(t)) denote the expected throughput and en-
ergy consumption for a given 5(t), respectively. Further, let
U(5(t)) denote the energy efficiency in bits per energy unit,
i.e,, U(S(t)) :==r(5(t))/e(5(t)). In our model, our objective is
to maximize the average efficiency under the constraint of

1 We have used the frame structure of the Mobile WiMAX system as an
example. However, our proposed scheme is not limited to a particular
communication system, and can be applied to different communication
systems.

2 In a plain opportunistic scheduling, all the N users feed their channel
status back to the BS.

(i) Active user (uplink transmission)

Preamble & MAP Feedback
——

Downlink Uplink
(i) Active user (downlink transmission) 10

(iii) Idle user

(iv) Sleeping user

LTI
J J

transmitting or idle sleeping
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Fig. 1. Frame structure of the system for a time slot. Each small box
indicates a symbol. The time slot is divided into two periods for downlink
and uplink transmissions. The BS transmits the pilot signal during the
preamble in the downlink period and gets the feedback at the first symbol
in the uplink period. MAP has been used to indicate which users are chosen
for communication during the time slot. Based on the status of wireless
transceiver (i.e., communicating, idle, and sleeping), users are classified as
active (either for uplink or for downlink), idle, and sleeping users.

fair resource allocation. Then, the problem can be formu-
lated as follows.

1, .
P) max T;U(S(t))
1 T
RAGE
t=1

1(t) = {1 if k:argrrlléaEprs,(t),

0 otherwise,

, for all k,

=Z/=

subject to lim
T—o00

~|

where I'; is a random variable for the preference metric of
user [, e.g., the ratio of the instantaneous rate to the aver-
age rate of user [, and E is the set of all users.

The problem (P) is a generic form of our problem. To
solve the problem analytically, we use the proportional fair
(PF) scheduling’s preference metric. Using the techniques
in [3], we can estimate the expected throughput r(s(t)).
The wireless channel between the BS and a user is assumed
a stationary and ergodic i.i.d. process following the Ray-
leigh fading model. Let Z, and z, denote a random variable
for the received SNR of user k and its mean, respectively.
Let R, denote a random variable for the transmission rate
of user k and kk denote its average. Also let I'y, = Rk/kk de-
note a random variable for the preference metric of user k.
From the Shannon formula with bandwidth W, we can
write the distribution of I'y as

Fu(z) :=P{I' <z} = P{Ry < Ry -2}
:P{Wlog(l +7) < ﬁk-z}

1—exp<—21—k<e%—1>>. (1)
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Let I' := argmax;el")-s(t), and F(z,5(t)) denote its distribu-
tion. Assuming the channels are independent of each other,
we have

F(z,5(t)) = P{I'y - 51(t),..., Ty - sn(t) < 2}

N 1 =, sk(t)
k=1 k

Let R(5(t)) denote a random variable for the system
throughput. Then, it can be written as

N
RE(1) =Y Ris(t) el (3)
k=1

For the expected throughput at time t, we have
N

r(s(t) = ER(S()] = Y Rise(t)E[Lii]. (4)
k=1

Let n(t) denote the number of non-sleeping users at time t,
i.e,, n(t) := > ,sk(t). Since each non-sleeping user can be
chosen equally under the i.i.d. channel assumption [7],
we have?

E[l'li] = E[I]/n(t). )

As a result, we obtain

e SR Res(0)
r(s(t) = [E[F]*‘;T

_ Zﬁlﬂﬁksk(t)

L [ - Fesio)az (6)

We also assume that at each time slot, each user consumes
a fixed amount of energy according to its activity. An active
user consumes o units of energy for transmitting and/or
receiving packets, an idle user g units for the channel feed-
back, and a sleeping user 7 units for the duration of a time
slot. Simply « > # > y > 0 and we can express the total en-
ergy consumption e(5(t)) as2

e(s(t)) =+ p(n(t) — 1) + (N = n(t)). (7)

3. Energy-efficient opportunistic scheduling

In this section, we propose a new opportunistic sched-
uling scheme that balances energy efficiency and system
throughput. Then, we name it energy-efficient opportunis-
tic (EEFO) scheduling. We describe the EEFO scheduling
with a simple network scenario first and extend it to cover
more general cases.

3.1. EEFO scheduling for users with an identical mean SNR

We first consider a special case where each user has an
identical mean SNR zg and the r(5(t)) has been analyzed in
[2] under the identical mean SNR assumption. We can sim-
plify (2) as

3 Obviously, P{ly=1, I'y<z|I" <z} = 1/n(t). From P{l, =1, I, <z} = P{I; =1,
TI'v<z|I' < Z}P{I" <z} = P{I" < z}/n(t), the result follows.

F(x,5(t)) = Fo(x,n(t)) = (1 —exp (-l (e — 1)))@

Also, we have

Ek:koz/ exp (fl(eﬁfl)>dz 9)
Jo 2

for each non-sleeping user k. Then it is clear that the
efficiency U(s(t)) can be expressed as U(n(t)) according to
(6)-(9).

Suppose that at time slot t, we know an optimal number
of non-sleeping users n*(t) that maximizes the efficiency
U(n(t)). Then, we can meet the constraint of fair resource
allocation by choosing a user among the non-sleeping ones
at random or in a round robin manner. Hence, the problem
(P) simply becomes finding an optimal n*(t). In addition,
from the assumption of a stationary and ergodic i.i.d. chan-
nel, the optimal n*(t) will not change across time. Then, we
can simplify our problem as
_rm)

(S) nn%x U(n) := em)
subjectto 1<n<N.

where r(n) = Ry Jo (1 = Fo(x,n))dx and e(n)=a+p(n—1)
+9(N — n). Problem (S) is still a non-convex integer optimi-
zation problem. We can show that this is a quasi-convex
integer problem and can be solved by relaxing the integer
constraint on n.

Let r{(x) and e.(x) denote the continuous versions of r(n)
and e(n), respectively, which are obtained by relaxing inte-
ger n to real number x. r(x) is a strictly concave function
because

" 00

re(x) == —Ro /o (InGo(2))*(Go(2))*dz < 0,

where Go(z) =1 —exp (7% (e — l)) Let Udx):=rd(x)/
e/x). Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. There exists a unique point x, that maximizes
Ud(x) when U.(xo) = 0.

Proof. Since U.(x) is a continuous and second-order differ-
entiable function, we have
re(ec(x) — re(x)e,)

U ="

(10)

Let f(x) := r.(x)ec(x) — rc(x)e.(x). By differentiating f{x), we
obtain

fx) =rix)ec(x) <0, (11)

because e/(x) = 0 and r/(t) < 0. Let x* denote a maximizer
of U{x). Since fx*)=0, we have U.(x) > 0 for x<x* and
U.(x) < 0 for x > x*. From the continuity of U.(x), we have
U.(x*) = 0. The point x* is unique because f(x) monotoni-
cally decreases. Then we have xo=x*. O

According to Lemma 1, we can find n* by differentiating
Udx). This motivates us to develop our EEFO scheduling
scheme. The overall operation of EEFO is described as
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follows. At the beginning of each slot, EEFO allows n* non-
sleeping users to report their channel feedback to the BS,
and allocates the current slot to a user with the best chan-
nel status. The chosen active user communicates with the
BS while the other non-sleeping users remain idle. During
this slot, the N — n* sleeping users turn off their transceiv-
ers and sleep to save energy. Our proposed EEFO schedul-
ing is explained as an algorithmic form in Algorithm 1, and
it assumed that n* is known at the BS by solving (S).

Algorithm 1: EEFO scheduling algorithm with n*

1: At each time slot ¢

2: BS chooses n* non-sleeping users in a round-robin
manner

3: Each non-sleeping user feeds channel information
back to BS

4: BS allocates slot t to the user with the best
preference metric

The remaining problem is to determine which n* users
report their channel information to the BS or sleep (Algo-
rithm 1.2). In order to satisfy the fairness constraints, EEFO
determines non-sleeping users in a round robin manner as
shown in Fig. 2. Numbering users from 1 to N, EEFO sched-
ules user k for non-sleeping for k= ((t — 1) mod N)+ 1, ...,
((t — n*) mod N) + 1. Fig. 2 illustrates a scheduling example
under EEFO when N = 10 and n* = 4. At each time slot, ac-
tive and idle users are marked by black and white circles,
respectively, and sleeping users are not marked. There
are four non-sleeping users and six sleeping users, and
according to their channel status, one of the non-sleeping
users is selected and becomes active.

Non-sleeping users are scheduled in a round robin man-
ner to minimize the number of switchings between sleep-
ing and non-sleeping modes. Alternatively, we may choose
n* users at random at each slot and still satisfy the fairness
constraints. However, in practice, there involves time and
energy cost when a user switches between sleeping and
non-sleeping mode, which is assumed to be larger than
the cost incurred by the change between active and idle
mode. While we do not quantify these costs in this paper,
we intend to reduce the switching cost by scheduling
non-sleeping users in a round robin manner.

Time
—_—
11 2| 3] 4] 5] 6] 7] 8] 9/10{11]12|13[14[15]/16]/17[18[19]|20
110 el®@OO Ol0]e
2l@ O Olele@[O e
30O olo0]e 0
a 4lo]o Olelo]oO
5 5 |@ olololo
36 olololo
7 @) ®@ele O
8 olo olololo
9 @[O0 ololelo
10 olololo elO[0]O

Fig. 2. Resource allocation example of EEFO scheduling with n* =4 and
N =10. Active, idle, and sleeping users are marked by black circles, white
circles, and empty boxes, respectively. Non-sleeping users are chosen in a
round robin manner to ensure fair resource allocation and to minimize
the switching cost.

3.2. EEFO scheduling for users with different mean SNRs

In this section, we consider a more general network for
the practical use of EEFO. Since users have different loca-
tions in reality, they could have different channel statistics,
i.e., different mean SNRs. Let Z, denote the mean SNR of
user k.

Due to different mean SNRs for different users, the
throughput r(5(t)) depends on which users are non-sleep-
ing, so (P) cannot be simply reduced to (S). Since it is hard
to obtain an optimal solution to (P) because of complexity,
we develop two heuristic approaches to approximate the
considered problem: averaging and grouping approaches.

Averaging Approach: Let z, := 1", z.. Applying z, for
all the users instead of individual z,, we can approximate
(P) as the following.

Umn) 1M
(A) max U = O
subjectto 1 <n <N,

~ n

Fm) =Ro 5 (1-{1—exp (=L (e = 1))} )y
and Ry is estimated using Z,. Problem (A) is an approxima-
tion to (P) in the form of (S) using the average mean SNR 2.
Therefore, using Lemma 1, we can find an optimal number
n*, and schedule these n* users as non-sleeping to maxi-
mize the throughput per energy unit. Users are chosen in
a round robin manner to ensure the fairness. We denote
this approach by EEFO with Averaging (or simply EEFO-
A). The detailed procedure of EEFO-A is the same with
EEFO shown in Algorithm 1.

EEFO-A achieves the optimal performance when each
user has the same mean SNR, but it cannot achieve the
optimal performance in general. Clearly, as the variation
> «lzk — zo| increases, the performance gap will be en-
larged. The error occurs because the mean SNR z, of user
k is different from the system parameter z, of EEFO-A. This
notion motivates us to develop another heuristic algorithm
that compensates this difference.

Grouping Approach: The idea is to classify users into
several groups according to similar mean SNRs and to
serve each group in a round robin manner (or at random)
with a different number of non-sleeping users. When
each user has the same mean SNR z, n* is a function
of zo and N. Hence, it will be beneficial to group users
according to similar mean SNRs and serve each group
differently.

We group N users as follows. For each user k, we first as-
sume that all N users have the same mean SNR z, and esti-
mate an optimal number of non-sleeping users by solving
(S). Let nj denote the estimated value for user k. Two users
k and m belong to the same group if n; =n;. Let
K(j) := {k|n; = j} denote a group with the estimated value
of j and |K(j)| denote the number of users that belong to this
group.

For each user k, the estimation n;; depends on the mean
SNR z, and the number of users N in the system. Fig. 3
shows the estimated nj of user k from its mean SNR z
when N =10, 100, and 200. Users with the same n; form
group K(n;), and each number in parenthesis indicates

where
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the average number of users belonging to the group (i.e.,
[K(n;)|) assuming that users are distributed uniformly
within the cell. The average number of users in each group
is obtained from the group’s relative size of area multiplied
by the number of users N in the system. When a user has a
higher mean SNR, it is directed to belong to the group with
a smaller estimation. For instance, when N =100, a user i
with the mean SNR of —5 dB belongs to the group with
the number of non-sleeping users n; = 6. However, a user
j with its mean SNR of 15 dB belongs to a group with
n; = 3. Since each user’s rate is a logarithm function of re-
ceived SNR, the regions in small mean SNR has steeper
slope than that in high mean SNR. It means that more
number of non-sleeping users is advantageous to exploit
the multiuser diversity more in the small mean SNR region.
Another interesting observation is that the estimated num-
ber of non-sleeping users increases with N. It implies that
increasing the number of non-sleeping users is beneficial
to exploit the diversity further.

In the grouping approach, we conduct two levels of
scheduling. At the higher level, a ‘group’ is selected first
either at random or in a round robin manner (Algorithm
2.5). For simplicity, we use the round-robin method be-
cause it has the benefits of guaranteeing a fixed delay
and short-term fairness. If group K(j) is scheduled, it will
be served for c:|K(j)| time slots where ¢ is a positive
integer. For c:|K(j)| slots, the users in the other groups
turn off their transceivers and enter the sleeping mode.
At the lower level, the ‘users’ in the selected group
K(j) are scheduled by EEFO scheduling for c:|K(j)| slots.
During the scheduled slots, j non-sleeping users among
|K(j)| users are chosen in a round robin manner for fair
resource allocation and report their channel status to
the BS. Then one of the j non-sleeping users will be se-
lected for actual transmission according to the channel
state. If the optimal number of non-sleeping users in
group K(j) is larger than [K(j)|, the number of non-sleep-
ing users is set at |[K(j)|. In this case, all the users in
group K(j) feedback their channel status during c-|K(j)|
slots which is the same as a plain opportunistic schedul-
ing. We denote this approach by EEFO with Grouping (or
simply EEFO-G). Algorithm 2 depicts the detailed proce-
dure of EEFO-G.

Algorithm 2: EEFO-G scheduling algorithm

1: /+Initialization: Grouping =/

2: Each user measures its mean SNR and reports it to
BS

3: BS classifies each user into groups according to the
SNR levels

: [*Group Scheduling */
: Choose a group K(j) in a round-robin manner

: [*Scheduling =/

: Execute Algorithm 1 with n* =j for c-|K(j)| slots

10:

11: After serving the group for c¢:|K(j)| slots go to Line 6

(60.8) N=100 -------

Estimated number of non-sleeping users

0
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Mean SNR (dB)

Fig. 3. Estimated number of non-sleeping users under EEFO-G. We
assume that users are distributed uniformly within the cell. The distant
user and the closet user has mean SNR 20 dB and —10 dB, respectively.
For N =10, 100, and 200, y-axis shows the estimation of n;, for user k when
its mean SNR is given. The average number of users belonging to each
group (i.e., [K(n})|) is also shown in the parenthesis.

Fig. 4 illustrates an example of EEFO-G scheduling in a
network, where users are classified into two groups of K(3)
and K(5). At each time slot, active and idle users are marked
by black and white circles, respectively, and all the un-
marked users are sleeping. We also shade users if they be-
long to the group that is not served. In this example, we
setcat 1, so groups K(3) and K(5) take turns being scheduled
for 6 slots and 10 slots, respectively. At time slots of [1,6],
three users among the members of group K(3) are alterna-
tively chosen to be non-sleeping in a round robin manner,
and report their channel information to the BS. The other
users in group K(3) and all the users in group K(5) are sleep-
ing. After serving group K(3), all the users in group K(3) go to
sleep and five users among the members of group K(5) are
alternatively chosen for the next 10 time slots, and so on.

Note that as the objective of the original problem (P) is to
maximize average throughput performance per energy unit
with equal time resource allocation, EEFO-G provides equal
share of resource allocation when all users have a sufficient
large battery. However, when users have a finite energy buf-
fer, some user may deplete their battery earlier than the oth-
ers. For instance, users in K(5) will exhaust its energy
quicker than those in K(3) due to a large amount of channel
feedback. As a result, EEFO-G does not provide a strict fair-
ness as EEFO and EEFO-A and shows slight performance de-
crease in terms of fairness, which can be observed in Fig. 8.

4. Simulations
In this section, we compare the performance of EEFO
with other competitive scheduling algorithms in terms of

throughput, energy consumption, and total transferred
traffic during the network lifetime.

4.1. Simulation settings

We consider a wireless network with a BS and N mobile
users. The wireless channel between the BS and user k is

(2011), doi:10.1016/j.comnet.2011.02.019
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Fig. 4. Resource allocation example of EEFO-G with two groups of K(3)
with six users and K(5) with 10 users (c=1). Active, idle, and sleeping
users are marked by black circles, white circles, and empty boxes,
respectively. Users in the out-of-service group are shaded. When a group
K(j) is in service for [K(j)| time slots, j users within the group are chosen to
be non-sleeping in a round robin manner to ensure fair resource
allocation.

modeled as a stationary and ergodic i.i.d. process following
the Rayleigh fading model with mean SNR z,. Each user has
a limited battery which activation time is up to 1000 time
slots. That is, the total energy of a battery is 1000¢, where «
is the amount of energy consumption of an active user for a
single time slot. We set the bandwidth W in the Shannon
formula to one.

We obtain the parameter values of «, g, and y of (7)
from the IEEE 802.11a system. In [13], it has been shown
that a user consumes Cs=132mW in sleeping,
CG=990 mW in idle, G,=1320mW in receiving, and
C,=1820 mW in transmitting, respectively. We apply
these settings to Mobile WiMAX. The frame structure has
been simply presented in Fig. 1. In the Mobile WiMAX sys-
tem, each frame consists of 47 symbols. We can divide the
frame into 29 symbols of downlink period and 18 symbols
of uplink period. In the downlink period, the first six sym-
bols are reserved for synchronization and resource alloca-
tion. In the uplink period, the first symbol is used for the
channel feedback. All the other symbols are used for down-
link and uplink data transmissions [15]. Let o and o, de-
note the energy consumption for downlink and uplink
transmissions for a frame, respectively. We can estimate
each amount of the energy consumption as follows:

o = 6C; + 23C; + 18C; = 63,450 mW/slot,

oy = 29C; + 1C; + 17C; = 56,930 mW/slot,

B =6C, +23C; + 1C; + 17C; = 49,340 mW/slot,

y = 47C; = 6,204 mW/slot.

Throughout the simulations, we estimate the total energy

consumption of the system with n non-sleeping users for
a time slot as

em)=1+pMn-1)+79(N-n), (12)

where f' and )’ are normalized parameters of g and 7,
respectively, and configured as g := xi ~ afo ~ 0.8, and

V=i~ ~01. "
4.2. Evaluation of EEFO

We first consider a scenario of 100 users that each user
has an identical mean SNR of 10 dB. The throughput de-

Throughput (bits/slot)
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Fig. 5. Throughput performance according to the number of users. MAX
outperforms the others because it always chooses a user with the best
channel, and PF, EEFO-G, and EEFO-A follow next in order.
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Fig. 6. Network lifetime performance according to the number of users.
In contrast to the throughput performance, RR achieves the longest
lifetime, and MAX and PF the shortest. The performance difference comes
from the number of non-sleeping users at each time slot. The initial
energy of each user is 10000, where o is the amount of energy
consumption of an active user for a single time slot.

notes the average number of bits transferred in one time
slot, and the network lifetime is the number of total time
slots when all the users exhaust their energy, and the total
transferred traffic is the number of delivered bits during
the network lifetime.

We compare the performance of EEFO with those of
proportional fair (PF) and round robin (RR) schedulers.
For EEFO, we have n* =3 by solving (S). Therefore, there
are three non-sleeping users who report their channel sta-
tus to the BS, one user with the best channel status will be
chosen for transmission, and the other 97 users sleep at
each time slot. For PF, all the 100 users are non-sleeping
and send their channel status to the BS, and for RR, one ac-
tive user is chosen for transmission in a round robin man-
ner regardless of its channel status while all the others are
sleeping.

The simulation results are shown in Table 1. Owing to
the multiuser diversity, the throughput of PF is 1.94 times
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Fig. 7. Total transferred traffic according to the number of users with
initial energy of 1000c. EEFO-G and EEFO-A significantly outperform
MAX, PF, and RR in terms of bits per energy unit.
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Fig. 8. Fairness index of scheduling policies according to the different
number of users N. A reasonably fair resource allocation has been
achieved for most scheduling policies except MAX, under which resources
are more likely allocated to the user with the higher mean SNR.

greater than that of RR while its energy consumption is
also 7.36 times higher than that of RR. Therefore, the total
transferred traffic of RR is 3.79 times larger compared to
that of PF. EEFO achieves better throughput than RR and
consumes much less energy than PF. As a result, it achieves
the best performance in terms of total transferred traffic.

4.3. Evaluation of EEFO-A and EEFO-G

In this section, we evaluate the performances of the
considered scheduling policies in practical network set-

Table 1
Performance comparison of EEFO, PF, and RR for users with the same mean
SNR.

Scheduling  Throughput Network Total transferred

policies (bits/slot) lifetime (slots) traffic (kbits)
PF 5.6844 1248 7.094
RR 2.9301 9171 26.872
EEFO 3.8889 8163 31.745

tings where users have different mean SNRs. We vary N be-
tween 10 and 200 that are uniformly distributed within
the cell. We assume that the mean SNR of each user de-
pends only on the distance from the BS. The most distant
and closest users have the mean SNR of —10dB and
20 dB, respectively. We evaluate PF, RR, EEFO-A, EEFO-G,
and maximum-throughput? (MAX) scheduling.

Fig. 5 shows the system throughput performances per
slot according to N. MAX achieves the highest throughput,
and PF, EEFO-G, and EEFO-A follow next in order. Since RR
does not exploit the multiuser diversity, it achieves the
lowest throughput. In terms of network lifetime, Fig. 6
shows that the order of network lifetime has been reversed
to that of system throughput. RR has the longest lifetime,
and MAX and PF the shortest. EEFO-A and EEFO-G achieve
about 80% of the life time in RR.

The total amount of traffic transferred during the life-
time has been depicted in Fig. 7. EEFO-G and EEFO-A signif-
icantly outperform the other scheduling policies of MAX,
PF, and RR. This confirms that EEFO-G and EEFO-A improve
the performance in terms of bits per energy unit. EEFO-G
performs better than EEFO-A since it exploits each user’s
channel condition very well. PF delivers the least amount
of traffic per energy unit, which implies that the energy
consumption for the channel feedback is substantial.

Finally, we compare the fairness of the scheduling pol-
icies. The fairness index It introduced by Jain et al. [8] is gi-
ven as

where X, denotes the number of time slots allocated to user
k.The fairness index has avaluein [}, 1]. As I; is close to one,
time slots are allocated in a fair manner and vice versa. Per-
fect fairness (I = 1) can be achieved by allocating the same
number of time slots to each user. The fairness results are
shown in Fig. 8. It shows that all the scheduling schemes ex-
cept MAX allocate resources to users in a reasonably fair
manner. Under MAX, time slots are more likely allocated
to the user with the higher mean SNR.

5. Conclusion

Opportunistic scheduling is a key MAC layer technology
for enhancing throughput performance by exploiting the
multiuser diversity. However, when it comes to energy
consumption, e.g., network lifetime, the performance of
opportunistic scheduling is significantly poorer even than
that of the conventional round robin (RR) scheduling.
There is a fundamental tradeoff between the performance
gain from the multiuser diversity and the energy consump-
tion for the channel feedback.

In this paper, we proposed energy-efficient opportunis-
tic scheduling (EEFO) that combines opportunistic sched-
uling with energy-efficient sleep/awake scheduling. EEFO
controls the number of non-sleeping users that feedback

4 All the users feedback their channel status to the BS, and the user with
the highest channel rate is scheduled.
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their channel conditions to the BS. We considered two heu-
ristic algorithms to select an optimal set of non-sleeping
users; EEFO with averaging (EEFO-A) and EEFO with group-
ing (EEFO-G). These schemes improve energy efficiency
while exploiting multiuser diversity to increase system
throughput. As a result, EEFO schemes enable the network
lifetime to be prolonged significantly at the cost of a slight
degradation in the system throughput compared to PF
scheme, and accordingly transfers a largest amount of traf-
fic under a given battery energy constraint.

In future work, we need to develop more advanced
grouping method to enhance throughput performance.
Also we need to work on an on-line grouping algorithm,
considering each group dynamically changes in size by
joining or leaving of users.

Acknowledgement

This work was supported in part by the MKE (The Min-
istry of Knowledge Economy), Korea, under the ITRC (Infor-
mation Technology Research Center) support program
supervised by the NIPA (National IT Industry Promotion
Agency) (NIPA-2011-(C1090-1111-0004)), and in part by
the Education and Research Promotion Program of KUT.

References

[1] M. Andrews, L. Zhang, Scheduling over non-stationary wireless
channels with finite rate sets, in: Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM,
Hongkong, March 2004.

[2] D. Avidor, ]. Ling, S. Mukherjee, C. Papadias, On some properties of
the proportional fair scheduling policy, in: Proceedings of the IEEE
PIMRC, Barcelona, Spain, September 2004.

[3] J.-G. Choi, S. Bahk, Cell throughput analysis of the proportional fair
scheduler in the single cell environment, IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol.
56 (1) (2007).

[4] Y.-J. Choi, S. Bahk, Partial channel feedback schemes maximizing
overall efficiency in wireless networks, IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun. 7 (4) (2008) 1306-1314.

[5] L.M. Feeney, M. Nilsson, Investigating the energy consumption of a
wireless network interface in an ad hoc networking environment, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM, Alska, USA, April 2001.

[6] D. Gesbert, M.-S. Alouini, How much feedback is multi-user diversity
really worth?, in: Proceedings of the IEEE ICC, Paris, France, June
2004.

[7] J. Holtzman, CDMA forward link waterfilling power control, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE VTC-Spring’2000, Tokyo, Japan, May 2000.

[8] R. Jain, D. Chiu, W. Hawe, A quantitative measure of fairness and
discrimination for resource allocation in shared systems, Technical
Report, DEC TR-301, Littleton, MA, 1984.

[9] D.G. Jeong, W.S. Jeon, Performance of adaptive sleep period control
for wireless communications systems, IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun. 5 (11) (2006).

[10] F. Kelly, Charging and rate control for elastic traffic, Eur. Trans.
Telecommun. 8 (1) (1997) 33-37.

[11] X. Liu, EKP. Chong, N.B. Shroff, Opportunistic transmission
scheduling with resource-sharing constraints in wireless networks,
IEEE ]. Select. Areas Commun. 19 (10) (2001) 2053-2064.

[12] G. Miao, N. Himayat, Y. Li, D. Bormann, Energy-efficient design in
wireless OFDMA, in: Proceedings of the IEEE ICC, Beijing, China, May
2008.

[13] S. Pollin, R. Mangharam, B. Bougard, L. Van der Perre, I. Moerman, R.
Rajkumar, F. Catthoor, MEERA: cross-layer methodology for energy
efficient resource allocation in wireless networks, IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun. 7 (1) (2008) 98-109.

[14] P. Svedman, S.K. Wilson, LJ. Cimini ]Jr., B. Ottersten, A simplified
opportunistic feedback and scheduling scheme for OFDM, in:
Proceedings of the IEEE VTC-Spring’2004, Milan, Italy, May 2004.

[15] F. Wang, A. Ghosh, C. Sankaran, P. Fleming, F. Hsieh, S. Benes, Mobile
WiIMAX systems: performance and evolution, IEEE Commun. Mag.
46 (10) (2008) 41-49.

[16] Y. Xiao, Energy saving mechanism in the IEEE 802.16e wireless MAN,
IEEE Commun. Lett. 9 (7) (2005).

Sung-Guk Yoon is currently a Ph.D. candidate
in the School of Electrical Engineering and
Computer Science, Seoul National University.
He received his B.S. degree from Seoul
National University, in 2006. His research
interests include fourth-generation wireless
networks, cross-layer optimization, resource
management, and power line communication.

Changhee Joo received his Ph.D. degree from
Seoul National University, Korea, 2005. In
2005, he worked at the Center of Wireless
Systems and Applications, Purdue University,
as an associated researcher. In July 2007, he
moved in The Ohio State University, Colum-
bus, Ohio, USA. In March 2010, he joined
Korea University of Technology and Educa-
tion, Korea. His research interests include
multi-hop wireless networks, cross-layer
optimization, data aggregation, congestion
control and active queue management. He is a
member of IEEE, and a recipient of the IEEE INFOCOM 2008 best paper
award.

Saewoong Bahk received B.S. and M.S.
degrees in Electrical Engineering from Seoul
National University in 1984 and 1986,
respectively, and the Ph.D. degree from the
University of Pennsylvania in 1991. From
1991 through 1994 he was with AT&T Bell
Laboratories as a member of technical staff
where he worked for AT&T network manage-
ment. In 1994, he joined the school of elec-
trical engineering at Seoul National University
and currently serves as a professor. He has
been serving as TPC members for various
conferences including ICC, GLOBECOM, INFOCOM, PIMRC, WCNC, etc. He
is on the editorial board of Journal of Communications and Networks
(JCN). His areas of interests include performance analysis of communi-
cation networks and network security. He is an IEEE senior member and a
member of Who’s Who Professional in Science and Engineering.

(2011), doi:10.1016/j.comnet.2011.02.019

Please cite this article in press as: S.-G. Yoon et al., Energy-efficient opportunistic scheduling schemes in wireless networks, Comput. Netw.



http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.comnet.2011.02.019

	Energy-efficient opportunistic scheduling schemes in wireless networks
	Introduction
	System model
	Energy-efficient opportunistic scheduling
	EEFO scheduling for users with an identical mean SNR
	EEFO scheduling for users with different mean SNRs

	Simulations
	Simulation settings
	Evaluation of EEFO
	Evaluation of EEFO-A and EEFO-G

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgement
	References


