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Abstract

We consider a dynamic server control problem for two parajleeues withrandomly varying connectivityand server
switchover time between the queuéd each time slot the server decides either to stay with theeat queue or switch to
the other queue based on the current connectivity and theeglemgth information. The introduction of switchover tirizea
new modeling component of this problem, which makes the Iprobmuch more challenging. We develop a novel approach
to characterize the stability region of the system by ugtage action frequenciesvhich are stationary solutions to a Markov
Decision Process (MDP) formulation of the correspondirtgrséed system. We characterize the stability region eitjliin terms
of the connectivity parameters and develop a frame-basedndiz control (FBDC) policy that is shown to be throughpptimal.

In fact, the FBDC policy providea new framework for developing throughput-optimal netweowktrol policiesusing state action
frequencies. Further, we develop simpliyopic policiesthat achieve more tha®6% of the stability region. Finally, simulation
results show that the Myopic policies may achieve the fubaity region and are more delay efficient than the FBDC gyoln
most cases.

|. INTRODUCTION

the network control field (e.g.[[8].114]. 18], [20], [21]26], [34], [35]). However, the significant effect of serv@witchover
time between the queues has been ignored. We consider ¢éepgreue network withrandomly varying connectivitgndthe
server switchover timéetween the queues and study the impact of the switchover dimthe system performance.

server receiving data packets from the queues by dynamiadjusting its position as shown in FIg. 1. We consider atetbt
and if it decides to stay at queudeTherefore, the server is to dynamically choose to stay withcurrent queue or switch

purpose is to characterize the effect of switchover time ymtesn performance. In particular, we are interested in migact
scheduling policy for the server that stabilizes the sysigmnever the arrivals are within the throughput region.

systems. In satellite systems where a mechanically stesrthna is providing service to ground stations, the timswibdch

system characteristics. As compared to the seminal worlas$ililas and Ephremides in[29], the supported rate regionks
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switchover delay.

Server

Fig. 1. System model. Two queues with randomly varying cetiméies (C; and Cs) andts = 1 slot switchover time. The
server is currently connected to queue-1 and it takes 1 tlotees switch to queue-2.

Scheduling a dynamic server over randomly varying wiretdgmnels has been a very popular topic since the seminakwork
by Tassiulas and Ephremides [n[28] and|[29]. These work®weneralized to many different settings by several autimors

Our model consists of two parallel queues whose connegiiwivarying in time according to a stochastic process and one

system where the slot length is equal to a packet transmigsite and it takes one slot for the server to switch from one
gueue to the other. A packet is successfully received froeugu if queues is connected, if the server is present at quéeue-

to the other queue based on the connectivity and the quegélarformation of both queues. To the best of our knowledge,
this paper is the first to consider random connectivity andchover times to be simultaneously present in the systear. O

of the switchover time on the maximum throughput region ta throughput region for simplicity) and to find the optimal
Switchover delay in dynamic server control problems is aesfitead phenomenon that can be observed in many practical

from one station to another can be around 10ns [30]. lanhgj the delay for electronic beamforming can be on the

order of10us in wireless radio systemsl[4], [30]. Furthermore, in odtm@mmunication systems tuning delay for transceivers

can take significant timeus-ms) [5], [17]. We show in this paper that switchover delagided fundamentally changes the

considerably, the optimal policies change and novel mattieal approaches might be necessary for systems with nonze
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Note that the switchover time can be smaller or larger thaacket transmission duration in practical systems. In syste
where it is less than 1 slot, when the server switches fromqueeie to another, it usually has to waste the entire slotalue t
synchronization issues. For systems with significant $witg times (e.g., vehicular networks with mobile relays)r analysis
can be used as a starting point while keeping in mind thatlainsblution techniques will apply. Finally note that sonfe o
our results, in particular the FBDC policy, and the througihy@gion characterization in terms of state action fregiesnhold
for more general systems such as many queues with arbitmarghever times and channel statistics.

We analytically characterize the throughput regitn The set of all arrival rate pairs\(, \2) that the system can stably
support. We derive necessary and sufficient stability dimh on the arrival rate pairS\i, \2) in terms of the connectivity
parameters for both correlated and uncorrelated coniigcpivocesses. For this, we consider the correspondingatetl
system in which there is always a packet to send in both quanésve formulate a discrete time Markov Decision Process
(MDP) whose stationary deterministic solutions in termssi@te action frequencigsrovide corner points of the polytope of
achievable rates, i.e., the throughput region. We develivpprae based dynamic control (FBDC) policy for the origingdtem
with dynamic arrivals. FBDC policy is based on solving a lan@rogramm (LP) corresponding to the MDP solution for the
saturated system and it is throughput-optimal asympttioa the frame length. FBDC policy is applicable to many gead
systems and providesnew frameworkor developing throughput-optimal policies for networkntal. Namely, for any system
whose corresponding saturated system is Markovian wittefstate space, FBDC policy achieves stability by solvind.Bn
to find the stationary MDP solution of the saturated systenh aplying this solution over a frame in the actual system. We
also develop simple Myopic policies with throughput guaeas that do not require the solution of an LP and that can bre mo
delay efficient than the FBDC policy. We show that the Myopaigy with “one lookahead” achieves at lea#1% of the
throughput region while the Myopic policies with 2 and 3#abead achieve more th@d% and96% of the stability region
respectively. The mathematical solution technique usedifoving the stability of various policies is novel in thigger in
that it involves utilizing Markov Decision Theory insideetiLyapunov stability arguments.

Optimal control of queueing systems and communication odtsvhas been a very active research topic over the past two
decades. In the the seminal paper [28], Tassiulas and Epdesmharacterize the stability region and propose the-kveivn
max-weight scheduling algorithm. Later in [29], they calesia parallel queueing system with randomly varying cotiviec
and prove the throughput-optimality of the Longest-Coneg®ueue scheduling policy. These results are extendie timint
power allocation and routing problem in wireless network§2d] and [21] and the optimal scheduling problem for swéeh
in [24] and [26]. Decentralized and greedy scheduling affgors with throughput guarantees are studied In [8], [74]][134],
while [8] and [18] consider distributed algorithms that &sfe throughput-optimality (se€l[9] for a detailed review) [11],
[25] and [35] the network control problem with delayed chelnstate information is studied, whilel[1] and [13] investig
network control with limited channel sensing. These emgstivorks do not consider the server switchover times. Sdiveglin
optical networks under reconfiguration latency was comsidlén [5], where the transmitters and receivers were assumbe
unavailable during the system reconfiguration time. Whiléchover delay has been studied in polling models in theugirey
theory community (e.g.[[2][112]115].[31]), random caeutivity was not considered since it may not arise in cladgolling
applications. To the best of our knowledge, this paper isfitisé to simultaneously consider random connectivity ancese
switchover times.

The main contribution of this report is solving the schedglproblem in parallel queues witandomly varying connectivity
andserver switchover timefor the first time. In particular,

« We establish the stability region of the system using $iete action frequenciesf the MDP formulation for the
corresponding saturated system. Furthermore, we chawmctae stability region explicitly in terms of the connieiy
parameters.

« We develop a frame-based dynamic control (FBDC) policy anowsthat it is throughput-optimal asymptotically in
the frame length. The FBDC policy is applicable to more gahsystems whose corresponding saturated system is
Markovian with finite state and action spaces, for exampétwarks with more than two queues, arbitrary switchover
times and general arrival and Markov modulated channelgases.

o We develop a simple 1-Lookahead Myopic policy that achieseleast90% of the stability region while the Myopic
policies with 2 and 3-lookahead achieve more thdft and96% of the stability region respectively.

o We present simulations suggesting that the Myopic polioiegy be throughput-optimal and are more delay efficient than
the throughput-optimal FBDC policy in most cases.

This paper provides novel framework for solving network control probleria characterizing the stability region in terms
of state action frequencies and achieving throughputtgdity by utilizing the state action frequencies over frame

In the next section we introduce the system model and in @eidfll we provide a motivating example by analyzing the
case with uncorrelated channel processes over time. Whlishtghe throughput region in SectiénllV via formulating &M
for the saturated system. We prove the throughput optiynafithe FBDC policy in Sectioh V and analyze simple Myopic
policies with large throughput guarantees in Sedfioh VI. phavide simulation results in Sectién VIl and conclude irct8m
(VI
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Fig. 2: Markov modulated ON/OFF channel process. We have0.5 for positive correlation.

Il. THE MODEL

Consider two parallel queues with randomly varying coninégtand one server receiving data packets from the queues.
Time is slotted into unit-length time slots equal to one matkansmission time; € {0, 1,2, ...}. It takes one slot for the server
to switch from one queue to the other, amdt) denotes the queue at which the server is present at.slat the stationary
stochastic procesd,(t), with average arrival rate;, denote the number of packets arriving to queéws time slott where
E[AZ(t)] < A2 .., i € {1,2}. Let C(t) = (C1(t),C2(t)) be the channel (connectivity) process at time sjavhereC;(t) = 0
for the OFF state (disconnected) afigdt) = 1 for the ON state (connected). We assume that the processes Ax(t), Cy (t)
and Cs(t) are independent.

We analyze two different models for the connectivity prec€$t):

Definition 1 (Uncorrelated Channel5[20].[22]129]): TherpcessC;(t), ¢ € {1,2}, is in ON state with probability (w.p.)
p; and in OFF state w.pl — p; at each time slot independently from earlier slots and ofdtreer queue.

Definition 2 (Correlated Channel$][1][113]/133],[136]): Th proces<’;(t), i € {1, 2}, follows the two-state Markov chain
(i.e., the symmetric Gilbert-Elliot channel model) witlarisition probabilitye as shown in FiglR2 independently of the other
queue.

G-E channel model has been widely accepted in modeling aalysis of wireless system5][1], [13], [33],_[36]. [37]. Note
that our results and algorithms are applicable to generalsysnmetric channel models, but here we present the syritmetr
case for ease of exposition.

Let Q(t) = (Q1(t), Q2(t)) be the queue lengths at time slotWe assume thaf)(¢) and C(t) are known to the server at
the beginning of each time slot. Let € {0,1} denote the action taken at slotwherea; = 1 if the server stays with the
current queue and, = 0 if it switches to the other queue. One packet is successfatigived from queué at time slott, if
m(t) =14, a; =1 andC;(t) = 1.

Definition 3 (Strong Stability): A queue is called strongtgtde if :

. 1 t—1
hgztolp . TZOIE[Q(T)] < 0.
In addition, the system is called strongly stable (or stdbtesimplicity) if both queues are stable.

Definition 4 (Stability Region): The stability regioh is the set of all arrival rate vectorg\;, A\2) such that there exists a
control algorithm that stabilizes both queues in the system
The é-stripped stability region is defined for sorie- 0 asA® £ {(/\1, A2) (A1 46, A2+9) € A}. A policy is said to achieve
~-fraction of A, if it stabilizes the system for all input rates insig. A throughput-optimal policy achieves = 100% of
the stability region.

IIl. M OTIVATION-UNCORRELATED CHANNELS

In this section we show that there is no diversity gain whes ¢hannel processes are i.i.d. over time and that channel
correlation over time is necessary in order to take advantéghe diversity gain and enlarge the throughput regioec8ically,
we show that when the channel processes are i.i.d. over thestability region is reduced considerably with respecthe
no-switchover time case, and no policy can achieve a stphbdgion larger than that of the simple Exhaustive or Gayge: t
policies. Gated policy is such that the server serves allptiekets that were present at the queue at the time of armvhl a
then switches to the other queue. In the Exhaustive pol®yserver does not leave the current queue until it empties.
Assume the channel process€s(t) and C»(t) are as described in Definitidd 1. We first derive a necessangiton on
the stability of the system and then show the sufficiency & tondition by proving that gated policy stabilizes theteys
under this condition.
Theorem 1: A necessary condition on stability is given by:
p= all + 22 <1 (1)
P P2
The proof for a more general system is given in Appendix Ac8iboth queues have memoryless channels, for any received
packet from queue; as soon as the server switches to queule expected time to ON state igp;. Namely, the time to
ON state is a geometric random variable with paramgieHence, the effect of i.i.d. connectivity is such that theometric
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Fig. 3: Stability region under uncorrelated (i.i.d.) andretated (Markovian) channels with and without switchotiare.

random variable is essentially the “service time per pddietqueues. Note that we call the term, /p; + A2 /p2 the system
load, p, since it is the rate with which the work is entering the syste the form of service slots. In a multiuser single-server
systemwith or without switchover timeswith stationary arrivals whose average arrival rates gre € {1,2}, and i.i.d.
service times independent of the arrivals with averageiserimes1/p;,i € {1,2}, a necessary condition for stability is
given by the system loag, less than 1. To see this, the stability region of the polggtem with zero switchover times is an
upperbound on the stability region of the correspondingesysvith nonzero switchover times. Finally, a necessaryditiam
for the stability of the former system js= A1 /p1 + X\2/p2 < 1, (e.g., [32]). Next we show that the stability condition [ (
is also sufficient.
Gated Policy:
Serve all the packets that are present at a queue upon araéthe queue.

Theorem 2: Gated policy together with cyclic order of service for thevee stabilizes the system as long as 1.
The proof for a more general system is given in Appendix Bslbased on a Lyapunov stability argument over a cycle
duration. Namely, we letn be the discrete time index for thath time the server stops for servicing a queue and’jgtbe
the time slot number of this server-queue meeting times/.et) be the i.d. of the node that the mobile serves at tifpeand
let S(Qrm)(T:n)) be the service time required to sergg,,)(7’,) packets at timd’,,. Under Gated service the server serves
all Q(ym)(T5) messages, therefor8(Q () (1)) is the summation 08,y (1) mdependent geometric random variables
of parametep;(,,). We have the following queue evolution:

2 2 2 Thp1—1
ZQi(Terl):ZQi(Tm) +Z Z Ai(t) = Qrm)(Tin) )
i=1 i=1 i=1 7=T),

whereT,, 1 = S(Qr(m)(Tm)) + 1 with additionall due to switchover delay. We use the following linear Lyapufunction:

7,)) =3 G, 3)
i=1 v

Given the current queue sizes, this Lyapunov function ts the expected amount of service slots needed to sexve th
packets present in both queues. We define the drift over ocle e

A(Tw) 2 E{L(Q(Trn+2)) — LIQ(Tw))1Q(Tn)} -
Using [I8) and[(B) one can show that the drift over the cycleeigative if

2
Z Qz;Tm) >p 2 ) (4)
i=1 ¢

I—p

To understand the intuition behind this condition, firstenthatip is the expected cycle time in the system in steady state
(in general the expected cycle time is the total travel tiraeqycle divided byl — p) [IZI] Hence,p1 denotes the expected
increase in system work load over one cycle. Therefdrd, &2§les that |fzZ 1 Qi) 3 lower bound on the expected

decrease in system work load over one cycle, is greater thmm@xpected increase in system load over one cycle, then the
system is stable. Therefore, the throughput region of tiséesy is given by

{/\1,)\2| —1+%<1} (5)

For the case of two parallel queues, the throughput regighefsystem without switchover delay analyzed[in| [28],, is



given by
Ans:{()\laAQ)‘Al SplaAQ < p?a)\l + AQ < p1 +p2(1 _pl)} (6)

These two regions are displayed in Hi§). 3 for the casg,6f p, = 0.5. The stability region of the system without switchover
time shrinks considerably when there is switchover delayteNhat for the case of deterministic channefs, (() = Cs(t) =

1, Vt), the systems with or without switchover times have the sstalgility region\; + s < 1[. Therefore, there is a significant
throughput loss due to switchover delay when the channalgsses are i.i.d. over time. Therefoiteis the combination of
switchover delay and random connectivity that result indamental changes in system behavior

Remark 1: Note that the results of this section hold for more generatesys; namely, for systems witN queues and
arbitrary switchover times between the queues (switchtivee from some queuéto queues given by a constant;; > 1
slots). The stability region in this case is given by/p1 + ... + An/pny < 1.

With Markovian channels, it is clear that one can achievéeb#iroughput region than the i.i.d. channels case if ttankls
are positively correlated over time. This is because we gaio# the channel diversity when the channel states staysétme
with high probability. In the following, we show that indedide throughput region approaches the throughput regioroof n
switchover time case in in_[29] as the channels become marelated over time. Note that the throughput region’in [29] i
the same for both i.i.d. and Markovian channels under thelition that probability of ON state for thei.d. channels is the
same as the steady state probability of ON state for the tate $flarkovian channels. This fact can be derived as a special
case of the seminal work of Neely in[21].

IV. STABILITY REGION - CORRELATED CHANNELS

In this and the following sections we analyze the system vodeelated channels assumption. Assume the channelgzese
C1(t) andCy(t) are according to Definition] 1. We analytically derive an upipeund on the throughput region of the system
(necessary conditions ok, and )\, for stability) via analyzing the corresponding system ws#turated queues. As we show
in Sectior Y, the necessary conditions derived in this eadtire also sufficient and hence the region establishedsrséttion
is the throughput region of the system.

When switchover times are non-zero, channel correlatiopacts the stability region considerably. In particulararhel
correlation can be exploited to improve the throughput @f system. Moreover, as— 0, the stability region tends to that
achieved by the system with no-switchover time and(fer e < 0.5 it lies between the stability regions corresponding to the
two extreme cases= 0.5 ande — 0 as shown in Figl.]3.

We start by analyzing the corresponding system with sadrgueues, i.e., both queues are always non-emptyALet
denote the set of all time average expected departure tzésdn be obtained from the two queues in the saturatednsyste
under all possible policies that are possibly history dejean, randomized and non-stationary. We will show that A;.

We prove the necessary stability conditions in the follgyiremma and establish sufficiency in the next section.

Lemma 1: We have
A CA,.

Proof: Given a policyr for the original system specifying the switch and stay axdibased possibly on observed channel
and queue state information, consider the saturated sygtibnthe same sample path of channel realizatitorg € {0, 1,2, ...}
andthe same set of actioras policyr at each timXe slot € {0,1,2,...}. Let this policy for the saturated system be Let
D;(t),i € {1,2} be total number departures by timdrom queuet in the original system under policy and letDj(t),i €
{1, 2} be the corresponding quantity for the saturated systemrysaliey «'. It is clear thatlim; (D1 (t) + D2(t))/t < 1,
where the same statement also holds for the limiD¢ft), i € {1,2}. Since some of the ON channel states are wasted in the
original system due to empty queues, we have

Di(t) < Di(t), and  Da(t) < Ds(t). ()

Therefore, the time average expectationiof(t),i € {1,2} is also less than or equal to the time average expectation of

Di(t),i € {1,2}. This completes the proof sincel (7) holds under any patidgr the original system. [ ]
Now, we derive the regiom\; by formulating the system dynamics as a Markov Decision &80MDP). Lets;, =

(m(t),C1(t),Ca(t)) € S denote the system state at timevhere S is the set of all states. Also, let, € A = {0,1} denote

the action taken at time sldgtwhere A is the set of all actions at each state. &) = C(7)|._, denote the full history

of the channel processes until timeFor a saturated system, a policy is a mapping fii) to the set of all probability

distributions on actions; € {0, 1}. This definition includes randomized policies that choeseandomly at a given stats.

1Throughput region of a general N-queue polling system wittienary arrivals of rates\;,s € 1,..., N, i.i.d. service processes of mean service times
s1,...,sn and finite travel timesD;; between queues and j is given by p = Zfil Ais; < 1 (see e.g.,[127]). Therefore, in the absence of random
connectivity, finite travel times do not affect the staliliegion. To see this, considering the system under the apt®ated Policy, with arrival rates close
to the boundary of the stability region, the fraction of tsrthe server spends receiving packets dominates the frastiime spent on travel.



A stationarypolicy is a policy that depends only on the current state.dchetime slot, the server observes the current state
st and chooses an actien. Then the next statg is realized according to the transition probabilitle§j|s, a), which depend
on the random channel processes. Now, we define the rewactidns as follows:

ri(st,a¢)=110f s,=(1,1,1) or s;=(1,1,0), anda;=1 (8)
ro(st,ar)=110f s,=(2,1,1) or s;=(2,0, 1), anda;=1, (9)

andry(s¢, ar) = ra(st,a:) = 0 otherwise. That is, a reward is obtained when the servessstdyan ON channel. We are
interested in the set of all possible time average expeapdrture rates, therefore, given some as > 0, define the system
reward at timet asr(s;, a;) = a1r1(se, ar) + aara(se, at). The average reward of policy is defined as

T : 1 o s
= i, {3}

Given somexy, s > 0, we are interested in the policy that achieves the maximoma tiverage expected reward= max, r7.
This optimization problem is a discrete time MDP charaettiby the state transition probabilitiPgj|s, a) with 8 states and
2 actions per state. Furthermore, under every policy, thieetying Markov chain that describes the system state &eolinas
a single recurrent class plus possibly a set of transietgsstdlote that we eliminate the policy that switches in alt&es
and achieves 0 total average rate. Therefore this MDP bsltmthe class obnichain MDPs [23]. For Unichain MDPs with
finite state and action spaces, we can definestage-action polytopeX, as the set of 16-dimensional vectorghat satisfy
the balance equations

x(s;1) + x(s;0) :Z Z P(s|s’,a)z(s';a), Vs € S, (10)
s’ a€{0,1}
the normalization condition
ZI(S; 1)+ 2(s;0) =1, (11)

S

and the nonnegativity constraints
z(s;a) >0, fors € S,a € A. (12)

Note thatz(s; 1) can be interpreted as the stationary probability that acitay is taken at state. More precisely, a point
x € X corresponds to a randomized stationary policy that takésrae € {0, 1} at states w.p.

x(s;a)
x(s;1) + z(s;0)
where S, is the set of recurrent states given By = {s € S : z(s; 1) + z(s;0) > 0}, and actions are arbitrary for transient
statess € S/S, [23, Theorem 8.8.6]. Furthermore, every policy has a uniiméing average state action frequency X
regardless of the initial state distributidn [23, Theore®.8]. Therefore, givemny policy, there exists a stationary randomized
policy with the same limiting state action frequencies! [ZBhese facts imply that when searching for the optimal jesdic
one can restrict attention to stationary randomized pedicis in[(113) forx € X.

The following linear transformation of the state-actiorypope X defines theeward polytopd16]: {(71,72)\71 =X.ry,Tg =
x.ry,x € X}, where(.) denotes the vector inner product andandr, are the 16-dimensional reward functions defined]n (8)
and [9). This polytope is the set of all time average expedegghrture rate pairs that can be obtained in the saturasteinsy
i.e., it is the rate regiom .. An explicit way of derivingA, is given in Algorithm[1.

P(actiona at states) = ,a € A;s €S, (13)

Algorithm 1 Stability Region Characterization
1. Given ay, as > 0, solve the following Linear Program

max Q1T + (eTo
xr
subject to x € X. (14)

2: For a givenaz/ay ratio, the optimal solutior(7;,75) of the LP in [14) gives one of the corner points &f. Find all
possible corner points and take their convex combination.

The following lemma is useful for finding the solutions of thkove LP for all possibles /a; ratios [23, Corollary 8.8.7].
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Fig. 4: Stability region under correlated channels with arithout switchover time for (af = 0.25 < e, and (b)e = 0.40 > e..

Lemma 2: Supposex is a vertex for the LP in[(14), then the stationary randomipeticy corresponding tc, as defined in
(13), is a deterministic policy. Conversely, for any statioy deterministic policy, the stationary distribution sthtes induced
by the policy is a vertex for the LP if(1L4)

The intuition behind this lemma is as follows. For simpljcassume all states are recurrent. Note that the more general
case can be argued similarly. Now suppase X, i.e.,x(s,a) > 0,s € S, a € A, andx satisfies all the equality constraints
in (IJ) and [Tl1) out of which only 8 are linearly independdfir a 16 dimensional vector € X to be a vertex, we need
to have at least 16 linearly independent active constraitis If x corresponds to a deterministic policy, then eitlés, 1)
or x(s,0) has to be zero. This gives at ledsi = 8 more linearly independent active constraintxatatisfying the vertex
condition.

Thereforethe corners of the rate polytopks are given by stationary deterministic policiéEhere are a total df® stationary
deterministic policies since we hawestates an@ actions per state. Hence, finding the rate pairs correspgrdi the 256
deterministic policies and taking their convex combinatgives A ;. Fortunately, we do not have to go through this tedious
procedure. The fact that at a vertex Bfl(14) eithés; 1) or x(s;0) has to be zero for eache S provides a useful guideline
for analytically solving this LP. The following theorem,qwed in Appendix C, is based on this solution to find the carodr
As and then applying Algorithral 1. It is one of key results of theper characterizing the stability region explicitly.

Theorem 3: The rate regionA is the set of all arrival rates\; > 0, Ay > 0 that fore <e. =1 — \/5/2 satisfy

2
M+ (1—eh < (126)
L—OM+(L+e—ey < %_g
3 €
< Z_
A+ < 173
(I+e—EM+(1—eA < Z—%
2
(1—6)2/\1+6)\2 S (1 26),
and fore > ¢, satisfy
M4 (1—e)(3=2) < w
3 €
< Z_
M+ < 173
(1 — 6)(3 — 26)/\1 + X < w

The stability regions for these two rangesedadre displayed in Fid.]4 (a) and (b). As— 0.5, the stability region converges
to that of the i.i.d. channels with ON probability equal G®. In this regime, knowledge of the current channel state is of
no value. Ase — 0 the stability region converges to that for the system withsmitchover time in[[29]. In this regime, the
channels are likely to stay the same in several consecume slots, therefore, the effect of switching delay is rgigle.

Remark 2: Stability region expressions in terms of the channel pataraeare for two parallel queues, two-state Markovian
channels and one slot switching time. However, the tecleitgged for characterizing the stability region in terms &f shate
action frequencies is general. For instance, this teclen@an be used to find the stability region of systems with mioaa t
two queues, arbitrary switchover times, and more comm@itdfiarkovian channel processes.



As we stated before, the corner points of the polytdpecorrespond to deterministic policies. We observe that therder
points of the rate region polytope fer> ¢. case are also present in the rate region polyopte fore. case. One of the two
additional corners for the < €. case, namely, the policy for the corner point,r2) = ((1 — €)?/4, (2 — €)/4), corresponds
to the following deterministic policy: At queue-1: stay prdt (C,C2) = (1,0) and switch in all other states and at queue-2:
switch only at(C;, C3) = (1,0) and stay at all other states. The critical point is that tlibcg decides to switch at queue-1
when the channels arg;, Cy) = (1, 1), which does not provide a vertex for the rate regiondor ¢.. Analytically, this is
becausgry,rs) = ((1 — €)?/4,(2 — €)/4) is within the convex combination of the 4 vertices of the ratgion fore > «..
The intuitive reason behind this is that asncreases, the predictions about the future channel sketesme less reliable.
Therefore, as increases, switching dC,C>) = (1,1) at queue-1 for future ON channel states at queue-2 becorsss le
preferable than a successful transmission available aiegién the current slot.

V. FRAME BASED DYNAMIC CONTROL PoLICY

We propose a frame-based dynamic control (FBDC) policyiiegpby the state action frequencies and prove that it is
throughput-optimal asymptotically in the frame length.eTmotivation behind the FBDC policy is that a poliey that
achieves the optimization if_(114) for given weights and o, for the saturated system, should achievgoad performance
also in the original system when the queue siggsand Q; are used as weights. This is because first, the paticyill
lead to similar average departure rates in both systemsuféiciently high arrival rates, and second, the usage of guszes
as weights creates self adjusting policies that capturedyimamic changes due to stochastic arrivals. This is sinddahe
structure of the celebrated max-weight scheduling’in [&jecifically, divide the time into equal-size intervals Bfslots
and letQ+(57) and Q2(jT) be the queue lengths at the beginning of jite interval. We find the deterministic policy that
optimally solves[(I¥) whe®, (57') andQ,(jT) are used as weights and then apply this policy in each timeo$lhe frame.
The FBDC policy is described below in details.

Algorithm 2 FRAME BASED DYNAMIC CONTROL (FBDC) PoLicy
1: Find the optimal solution to the following Linear Program

maxgy, r,} Ql(jT)Tl + Q2(jT)7’2
subject to (r1,7m2) € Ag (15)

where A, is the rate polytope derived in Sectibnl IV.
2: The optimal solutior(r}, r5) in step 1 is a corner point ok ; that corresponds to a stationary deterministic policy tkho
by 7*. Apply 7#* in each time slot of the frame.

Theorem 4: The FBDC policy stabilizes the system as long as the drratgs (A1, \2) are within thed-stripped stability
region A2 whered(T') is a decreasing function df.

The proof is given in Appendix D. It performs a drift analysising the standard quadratic Lyapunov function. Howeités,
novel in utilizing an MDP framework in Lyapunov drift argume The basic idea is that when the optimal policy solving (15),
w*, is applied over a sufficiently long frame ®fslots, the average output rates of both the actual systerthaenzbrresponding
saturated system convergertt. For the saturated system, the difference between emipigites andr* is essentially due to
the convergence of the Markov chain induced by poti¢yto its steady state, which is exponentially fasffif16]. Therefore,
for sufficiently large queue lengths, the difference betwiee empirical rates in the actual system afichlso decreases with
T. This ultimately results in a negative Lyapunov drift whins inside thed(7")-stripped stability region since frorh ({15) we
haveQ(j7).r* > Q(UT). A\

The parametef(T), capturing the difference between the stability regiorhefEBDC policy and\;, is related to the mixing
time of the system Markov chain and is a decreasing functfoii.oThis establishes that the FBDC policy is asymptotically
optimal and thatA = As. Moreover, as also suggested by the simulation results aid®eVIll §(7') is negligible even for
relatively small values of".

The FBDC policy is easy to implement since it does not reqtliee solution of the LP for each frame. Instead, we can
solve the LP for all possiblé)»(t)/Q1(t) values onlyoncein advance and create a mapping from thg(t)/Q:(t) values
to the corner points of the stability region. Then, we can thé€ mapping to find the corresponding optimal policy at the
beginning of each frame. Such a mapping depends only osltipesof the lines in the stability region in Fi] 4. Therefore,
these mappings are already available and are given in fifieesl6.

Remark 3: FBDC policy is agenericpolicy applicable to much more general systems. For instaih@rovides throughput
optimality for systems with more number of queues, with baaver time from some queueo queuej given by a constant
d;; > 1 slots, and with more complicated Markov modulated chantrettires. FBDC can also be used to achieve stability
for classical network control problems such the one withsnitchover times analyzed ih [29].
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Fig. 5: Mapping from the queue sizes to the capacity regioneropoints for the FBDC policy foe < e.
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Fig. 6: Mapping from the queue sizes to the capacity regionaropoints for the FBDC policy foe > ¢..

Remark 4: FBDC policy provides a new framework for developing thropgtioptimal policies for network control. Namely,
given any queuing system whose corresponding saturatéehsys Markovian with a finite state space, throughput opiigna
is easily achieved by solving an LP in order to find the staigrMDP solution of the corresponding saturated system and
applying this solution over a frame in the actual system.

Note that the FBDC policy does not require the knowledge efélrival rates, the channel statistics or the capacityoregi
The mapping in figureEl5 arld 6 is given in terms of thresholde @mince for two queues these values are available. For
general networks of many queues and arbitrary switchowezdj the corresponding table of mappings from the queus gize
stationary deterministic policies can be obtained by sgjthe LP in[(I#) using the queue siZ&g, (7', Q2(jT) as weights.

In the next section we consider Myopic policies that do nafuiee the solution of an LP and provide stability for more
than 96% of the stability region. Simulation results in SectlonVUggest that the Myopic policies may indeed achieve the
full stability region while providing better delay perfoemce than the FBDC policy for most arrival rates.

V1. Myopric CONTROL POLICIES

Next, we investigate the performance of simpigopic policies. We implement these policies in a frame-basedidash
where the scheduling/switching decisions during a framé& dfme slots are based on queue lengths at the beginning of the
frame and channel predictions for a small number of slots the future. We refer to a Myopic policy considerikgfuture
time slots as thé&-Lookahead Myopic policy. In thé-Lookahead Myopic policy, the server chooses the queue tivéHarger
weight where the weight of a queue is the product of the quength and the expected number of departures in the current
and the next slot from the queue. The detailed descriptioth@f-Lookahead Myopic policy is given below.
Algorithm 3 1-LOOKAHEAD MYoOPIC PoLICcY

1: Assuming that the server is currently with queue 1 and théesyss at thejth frame, calculate the following weights in
each time slot of the current frame;

Wi(t) = QuGT)(Cu®) + E[Ca(t +1)[C1(1)])
Wa(t) = Q2(T)E[Ca(t + 1)[Ca(t)]. (16)

2: If Wi(t) > Wa(t) stay with queue one, otherwise, switch to the other queugmias rule apply for queue 2.

Next we establish a lower bound on the stability region of thReookahead Myopic Policy by comparing its drift over a
frame to the drift of the FBDC policy.

Theorem 5: The 1-Lookahead Myopic policy achieves at leadtaction of the stability regionAs asymptotically inT'
wherey > 90%.
The proof is constructive and will be establish in variowepstin the following. The basic idea behind the proof is that 1-
Lookahead Myopic policy produces a mapping from the set elgsizes to the stationary deterministic policies cooredmg
to the corners of the stability region. This mapping is simtb that of the FBDC policy, however, the thresholds on theug
size ratios),/Q are determined according 0 {16). We first show the derimaticthis mapping and then bound the difference
between the weighted average departure rates of the 1-beaklaMyopic and the FBDC policies. We refer to the 1-Lookdhea
Myopic policy as the Myopic policy in the following.

Mapping from queue sizes to actions. Case-1: € < ¢. For each corner of the throughput region, we will find the mof
coefficients@Q; and Q5 such that the Myopic policy chooses the deterministic asticorresponding to the given corner. We
enumerate the corners of the throughput regiohgas, ..., bs whereby is (0,0.5) andb; is (0.5,0).

Corner by:
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Optimal actions are to stay at queue-2 for every channelitondTherefore, the server chooses queue-2 even wherhtreel
state isC; (), Ca(t) = (1,0). Therefore, usind(16), for the Myopic policy to take theedatinistic actions corresponding to
bo we need
Q1.(1—¢€) < Q2.(e) = Q: > ! <.
@1 €
This means that if we apply the Myopic policy with coefficie;, Q> such thatQ./Q1 > (1 — ¢)/¢, then the system output
rate will be driven towards the corner poit (both in the saturated system or in the actual system witfel@nough arrival
rates).
Corner b;:
The optimal actions for the corner poitit are as follows: At queue-1, for the channel stéiestay, for the channel statésg,
01 and00: switch. At queue-2, for the channel stdté switch, for the channel statdd, 01 and00: stay. The most limiting
conditions arel1 at queue-1 and0 at queue-2. Therefore we ne€gh (2 —€) < Q2(1 —€) and@1(1 — €) > Q2¢e. Combining
these we have
2—e¢ Q2 1—c¢

< <
1l—¢ @ €
Note that the conditiom < ¢, = 1 — v/2/2 implies that!=¢ > 2=¢
Corner by:
The optimal actions for the corner poibt are as follows: At queue-1, for the channel stafieand 11:stay, for the channel

states01 and00: switch. At queue-2, for the channel statls switch, for the channel statdd, 01 and00: stay. The most
limiting conditions arell at queue-1 an@0. Therefore we need);(2 — ¢) > Q2(1 — ¢) and @ < Q2. Combining these we

have
< QQ < 2—¢€
Q1 1-¢
The conditions for the rest of the corners are symmetric amdbe found similarly to obtain the mapping in Hig. 7.

1

Mapping from queue sizes to actions. Case-2: € > ¢,
In this case there are 4 corner points in the throughput regMe enumerate these cornershgds, bs, bs whereby is (0,0.5)
andbs is (0.5,0).
Corner by:
The analysis is the same as theanalysis in the previous case and we obtain that for the Mypgiicy to take the deterministic
actions corresponding tly we need

Q2 1—c¢

> .

Q7 e

Corner by:
This is the same corner point as in the previous case comedgmp to the same deterministic policy: At queue-1, for the
channel statd 0 and 11:stay, for the channel statéd and00: switch. At queue-2, for the channel states switch, for the
channel state$1, 01 and00: stay. The most limiting conditions ar at queue-2 (since > ¢. we have% < %) and00.
Therefore we need): (1 — ¢) > Q2¢ and@; < Q2. Combining these we have

Qg 1—e¢

1< =< :
Q1 €

The conditions for the rest of the corners are symmetric amdbe found similarly to obtain the mapping in Hid. 8 for e..

Drift Analysis

In each frame, FBDC policy drives the system output rate tde/dhe corner point of the throughput region that is the
solution of the optimization in[{15) (i.e., according to theappings in figure§]5 and 6). The Myopic policy performs a
similar operation but according to the different mapping®g in figured¥ anfl8. In the following we will analyze in whic
Q2(t)/Q1(t) regions the Myopic and the FBDC policies drive the systematolw different corner points. We will bound the
resulting difference between weighted output rates of W fiolicies where the weights are the queue sizes at the fiagin
of the frames, thereby obtaining a worst case performanceh&Myopic policy. Writing the drift expressions for the lgyic
policy similar to the proof of Theorefd 4, we have from](46)ttha
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Fig. 7: Mapping from the queue sizes to the throughput regmmer points for the 1-Lookahead Myopic policy fok e..
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Fig. 8: Mapping from the queue sizes to the throughput regmmmer points for the 1-Lookahead Myopic policy for> ¢..

wherer™V is the corner point obtained from one of the Myopic mappingd & (7') is a decreasing function af. Now let
g = S Qi+ (S Qo)) ()

and

Wesne = Y @i(ort + (L @i0)acr)

denote the time average weighted departure rates corrdisgoto the two policies. Also denote the ratio of the two by
U = Wary/Wope. We find lower bounds on the rati over all queue sizes at the beginning of the current framegiwh
will constitute a lower bound on the stability region of theydfic policy. First, consider the simpler rati’ given by

Zi Qi(t)r;
We later take the factors into account via the argument thiat — ¥. The following lemma is proved in Appendix E and
essentially constitutes a lower bound on the achievabtautitrput region of the Myopic policy.

Lemma 3: ¥’ > 0.9002.
Now consider the expression fdr given by

5 Qo™+ ( 2,00 ) ()
S.@or + (a0 )om)

Sinced(T') andd3(T') are both decreasing with, we have that
U >0 —54(7T)

v =

ChoosingT" large enough so thak (7)) < 0.0002 we have thatl > ¥’ — 0.0002 = 0.9000 and hencéV,, > 0.9Wrppc.
Utilizing this in (1) we have the following for the Myopic poy

AT( ) <(B+2) T+ZQ - O.QZQi(t)Tf—FésZQi(t)

whered; = 0.99 is a very small and positive numbej (decreasing Wiith Now for (A1, \2) strictly inside the 0.9 fraction
of the d5-stripped stability region, there exist a smajl > 0 such that(\i, X2) + (&,€) = 0.9(r1,7r2) — (05, d5), for some
r = (r1,72) € Ag. Substituting this expression f@i;, A\2) and using) ", Q;(t)(r — ;) < 0 we have,

S <@ ar- (Law)e

Therefore, the system is stable foinside at least the 0.9 fraction 64-strippedthroughput region wheré&; (T') is a decreasing

function of T'.

Remark 5: A similar analysis shows that tfieLookahead Myopic Policgchieves at lea$i4% of A s, while the3-Lookahead
Myopic Policyachieves at leasi6% of A. The k-Lookahead Myopic Policy is the same as before except tlafdiowing
weight functions are used for scheduling decisions: Asegrtiie server is with queue 1 at time siot

Wi(t) = Q1(iT)(C1(t) + Sk E{C1(t +7)|C1(t)}) and Wa(t) = Q2(jT) Sor_ E{Ca(t +7)[Ca(t) }.
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Fig. 9: The total average queue size for (a) the FBDC poliay @) the Myopic Policy forI’ = 10 ande = 0.40.

Fig. 10: The total average queue size for (a) the FBDC poliny @) the Myopic policy forl’ = 25 ande = 0.25.
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Fig. 11: Stability region under correlated channels with ‘arithout switchover time for (a) = 0.05 and (b)e = 0.45.

VIlI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we present simulation results for the FBD@ #re 1-Lookahead Myopic policies. We also present numierica
results that show the stability region for differenvalues. We performed simulation experiments that presesriage queue
occupancy results for the FBDC and the Myopic policies. W fierified the correctness of the simulation model by corifigm
that the FBDC policy achieves the full stability region ireteimulation results and then performed experiments forlthe
Lookahead Myopic (OLM) policy. In all the reported resultge have(A, A\2) € A, with 0.01 increments. For each point at
the boundary ofA5, we simulated one point outside the stability region. Femtfore, for each data point, the arrival processes
were i.i.d., the channel processes were Markovian as irﬂ:'gjd the simulation length was 100,000 slots.

Fig.[d (a) presents the total average queue €&g, = 129" (Q1(t)+Q2(t))/t, under the FBDC policy for = 0.40 > e..
The boundary of the stability region is shown by (red) linesttee two dimensional; — )\, plane. We observe that the average
queue sizes are small for gl\;, \2) € A, and the big jumps in queue sizes occur for points outdideFig.[d (b) presents
the performance of the OLM policy for the same system. Theukition results suggest that there is no appreciable difie
between the stability regions of the FBDC and the OLM poficidote that the total average queue size is proportiondleo t
average delay in the system through Little’s law. For these figures, the average delay under the OLM policy is less than
that under the FBDC policy fo86% of all arrival rates considered. For the same system we aisolated anon-frame-based
Myopic policy that utilizes the queue length information time current time slot for the weight calculations ih_(116). This
implementation of the OLM policy preserves a similar stiapilegion to Fig[® (b) while having delay results at most aschn
as the FBDC policy for96% of all arrival rates. When the current queue lengths are usete scheduling decisions, the
Myopic policy adapts to changes in the system dynamics moiekly, therefore, better delay performance is expected.

Fig.[1I0 (a) shows the total average queue size under (a) tBCRilicy and (b) the OLM policy foe = 0.25 < e.. Again
this result suggest that the OLM policy is achieving the filbility region. In this case the regular and the non-fréraged
implementations of the OLM policy outperformed the FBDCipplin terms of delay for81% and 96% of all arrival rates
considered respectively. These delay results show thaDtié policy is not only simpler to implement than the FBDC myli
but it can also be more delay efficient.

Figures[ Il (a) and (b) displays the stability region of thetam fore = 0.05 ande = 0.45 respectively. For very small
channel correlatione(— 0.5) the stability region tends to that of the i.i.d. channelsezawhereas for very large channel
correlation € — 0) the stability region approaches that of the no-switchdiree case analyzed ifn [29].

Fig.[12 (a) shows the total average queue size under (a) tBeCRilicy and (b) the OLM policy foe = 0.10 < e.. Again
this result suggest that the OLM policy is achieving the filbility region. In this case the regular and the non-fréraged
implementations of the OLM policy outperformed the FBDCipplin terms of delay ford7% and91% of all arrival rates
considered respectively. This suggest that the delay aagarof the Myopic policies are less pronounced for highlyelated
channels.



Fig. 12: The total average queue size for (a) the FBDC poliny @) the Myopic policy forl’ = 20 ande = 0.10.

ib) My
Fig. 13: The total average queue size for (a) the FBDC polimy @) the Myopic policy forl’ = 50 ande = 0.30.
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Fig.[I3 (a) shows the total average queue size under (a) tRECA®licy and (b) the OLM policy for = 0.30 ~ ¢.. In
this case the regular and the non-frame-based implemensatif the OLM policy outperformed the FBDC policy in terms
of delay for94% and 96% of all arrival rates considered respectively. This sugdleat the delay advantage of the Myopic
policies are more pronounced for less correlated channels.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we analyzed the scheduling problem watidomly varying connectivitgndserver switchover timéor the first
time in literature. We analytically characterized the tigbput region of the system using MDP theory, developedradrbased
dynamic control policy (FBDC) that is throughput-optimatadeveloped much simplétyopic Policiesachievingy-fraction of
the throughput region whergcan be as high a1%. For systems with correlated channels, throughput regiamacterization
in terms of the state action frequencies of the the satursyettm and the throughput-optimality of the FBDC policychol
for general systems with many queues, arbitrary switchimgd and more complicated Markovian channels. SimilaHg, t
throughput region as well as the throughput-optimalityteé tSated policy for the uncorrelated channels case hold foem
general systems.

FBDC policy provides a new framework for developing thropghioptimal policies for network control. For any queuing
system whose corresponding saturated system is finite-Btatkovian, FBDC achieves stability based on a novel idea of
applying state action frequencies that solve an LP for therated system.

In the future, we intend to derive analytical expressionstii@ throughput regions of more general systems. In paaticu
for systems with non-symmetric Markov channels or multigliet switching times, analytical solution of the LP debgrg the
throughput region of the system could be possible. We intendkevelop throughput optimal Myopic policies for the cuntre
system and for more general systems. Finally, schedulidgranting in multihop wireless networks with dynamic chalsne
and switchover times is an interesting and challengingréutlirection.

APPENDIX A-PROOF OFTHEOREM[]]

We prove Theoreri]1 for a more general system uNtigueues and travel time between quéwd queuer given by D;;
slots. We call the ternzﬁvz1 Ai/pi the system load and denote it pysince it is the rate with which the work is entering the
system in the form of service slots. We prove that a necessarglition for the stability of any policy ip = vazl Ai/pi < 1.

Proof: Since queues have memoryless channels, for any receivé@tpas soon as the server switches to quegube
expected time to ON state i5/p;. Namely, the time to ON state is a geometric random varialitle parametep, and hence
1/p; is essentially the “service time per packet” for queu@herefore, the i.i.d. connectivity is essentially a getrimeandom
variable representing service time in a classical polliygtem. In a multiuser single-server systath or without switchover
times with stationary arrivals whose average arrival rates’areé € {1,2}, and i.i.d. service times independent of arrivals
with average service times/p;,7 € {1,2}, a necessary condition for stability is given by the systemd| p, less than 1.
To see this, consider the polling system with zero switchdwvees, stationary arrivals of rats; andi.i;.d. service times of
meanl/p;. The throughput region of this system is an upperbound onhiteeighput region of the corresponding system with
nonzero switchover times (for the same sample path of &rawd channel processes, the system with zero switchover tim
can achieve exactly the same departure process as the sygtemonzero switchover times by making the server idle when
necessary). A necessary condition for the stability of tvener system i® = A1 /p1 + An/pn + ...+ M1 /pN < 1, (e.0., [32]).

[ |

APPENDIX B-PROOF OFTHEOREMI[Z]

Again we prove the theorem for a more general system Withimﬂl%Jeues and travel time between quewstd queuer

given by D;; slots. We prove that Gated cyclic policy is stablepi= > .~ 15
Proof: Let m be the discrete time index for theth time the mobile stops for servicing a queue. The proofnglar to

the stability proof in[[2]. LetT;,, be the time slot number of this mobile-node meeting timedila 7,1 the mobile meets
with the next node in the cycle and at tirfig, | ; it comes back to the same node). L¢in) be the i.d. of the node that the
mobile serves at timé’,, and letS(Q ) (1)) be the service time required to ser@,,,)(7,,) packets at time’,,. Since
we have cyclic service, we specify one particular order o¥ise and simplify the notation for traveling times from reodto
nodej, D;; asD; denoting the time required to move from nod# the next node in the cycle. Also &l = Zf.vzl D; be
the total travel time in one cycle.

Since we have gated service, we obtain the following queotuiton:

T7n+S(QI(m) (Tnz))+DI(m)—1

N
S Qi(Ts) Z Qu(T, Z ( 3 Ai(t)) = Qum(Tom). (18)
=1

t=Tp,
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Consider the following Lyapunov function:

(19)

N 0T
:Z;Q(

The intuition behind this choice of Lyapunov function is thgiven the current queue sizes, it is the expected amount of
service time needed to serve what is currently in all the ggeBrom[(IB) we obtain,

T +S(Qr(m)(Tm))+Dr(m)—1

I o) - e @)

=T, Pi(m)

Taking expectations conditional dQ(7,,,) we obtain,

i(Tm i(Tm APy m) (T, (T
E[EW‘Q(TM}_;Q; >+;E(M+DW)_M. 1)

Pi(m) Pr(m)

where we used the independence of the arrival and the charowgsses conditional on the current queue SiZ68.(,,,)(T7,))
is a random variable that depends on arrivals befgrebut not on arrivals aftefl},, as the arrival processes are i.i.d. over
time. Therefore, B5(Q1(m)(Tm))|Qrm)(Tm)] is nothing but% Simplifying we obtain

Pi(m)

N N
| | o
E[Zi_l %’Q(Tm)} _ ; % T Dy — B ) (g .

Now we write a similar expression for ting,, ;.

E{ZN: %@]Q(T,ﬂ)} - E{E[i MIQ(TmH)} ‘Q(Tm)}

3 m Q m Tm
{ZQ—“HpD gy — 22 Tmer) 1—p>\Q<Tm>}. (23)
=1 Pi Pr(m+1)
Noting thatQ (1) (Tim+1) > Qr(m+1)(Tin) and using[(2R), we have frorf (23)
N
Qi(TerQ) Q Ql(m) (Tm) Ql(erl) (Tm)
E xnomes) (D) + Dim + .
[; Di ‘Q( } Z T(m) K +1)) ( p)( Pi(m) Pr(m+1) )
Repeating the same argument we obtain a drift condition oxmercycle given by
N N-1
Qi(Trmyn)  Qi(Tm) Ql(m+j)(Tm)
E - Tn)| <pD—(1-— — 24
[Z} > o }Q( )} pD — (1= p) ; P (24)

Hence, we obtain a negative drift as soon as

N
-1 P 1=

Therefore using the Lyapunov stability (e.d.,][21, Theorgn the queue length processes at discrete times indexed by

satisfies anV-step negative Lyapunov drift and therefore they are statbev consider an arbitrary time slote (T, Ty,+1)-

We have thatQ(t) < Q(T,.+1) since there is guaranteed to be no service betwEgnand T,,.1. Therefore we have

E{Q(t)} <E{Q(T,.+1)}. Therefore, the system is stable as longas 1. [ |

APPENDIX C-PROOF OFTHEOREM[3|
We enumerate the states as follows:

=(1,1,1)=1

47
=(2,1,1)=5 g (26)



17

We rewrite the balance equations [n](14) in more details.

z(1;1) + 2(1;0) = (1 — €)*(z(1;1) + 2(5;0)) + e(1 —€)(2(2;1) + 2(6;0))
+e(1—€)(z(3;1) + 2(7;0)) + € (z(4;1) + z(8;0)) (27)

2(2;1) +2(2;0) = e(1 — €) (z(1; 1) + 2(5;0)) + (1 —€)*(x(2;1) + (6;0))
+€*(2(3;1) + 2(7;0)) + €(1 — €)(x(4;1) + x(8;0)) (28)

(5 1) + 2(5;0) = (1 —)*(2(5; 1) + 2(1;0)) + €(1 —€)(x(6;1) + z(2;0))
+e(1—€)(x(7;1) + 2(3;0)) + € (x(8;1) + z(4;0)) (29)
z(7;1) + 2(7;0) = e(1 — €) (2(5; 1) + 2(1;0)) + €(2(6;1) + 2(2;0))
+(1—€)*(2(T;1) + 2(3;0)) + e(1 —€)(x(8;1) + z(4;0)) (30)
The following equations hold for each channel state p&ir, Cs).

z(1;1) + 2(1;0) + 2(5; 1) + 2(5;0) = 1/4 (31)
2(2;1) + 2(2;0) + 2(6;1) + 2(6;0) = 1/4 (32)
2(3;1) +2(3;0) + z(7;1) + 2(7;0) = 1/4 (33)
x(4;1) + x(4;0) + z(8;1) + x=(8;0) = 1/4 (34)

Let ug = (2(1;1) + 2(2;1) andug = (2(5;1) + 2(7; 1)). Summing up[(27) with[(28) and(29) with (30) we have
0) +2(2;0)) + €(x(3;1) + x(4; 1)) + €(x(7;0) + 2(8;0)) + (1 — €) (x(5;0) + x(6;0))
0

)+ 2(7;0)) + €(2(6; 1) + z(8;1)) + €(2(2;0) + (4;0)) + (1 — €)(2(1;0) + 2(3;0))

cup = —(x(1;
eug = —(x(5;

Rearranging and using_(B1)-(34) we have

R e(x(3;1) + (4 1) + 2(7;0) + 2(8;0)) — (2 — €) (x(1;0) + 2(2;0)) — (1 =€) (x(5;1) + 2(6; 1))
(35)
Uy = 2 ; ‘4 (2(2;0) = 2(4;1) + 2(6;1) — x(8;0)) — (2 = €)(x(5; 0) + 2(7;0)) — (1 — ) (x(1; 1) + 2(3; 1))
(36)
Using [29) in [3b) and[{27) i (36) we have
up = % +e(x(3;1) + z(4;1) + z(7;0) + x(8;0)) — 6(21__:) (z(4;0) + z(8;1)) — Wx(& 1)
l—e l+e—€ (1—e? . . (1-o)? :
t 250 - eyt (L0 - g (@(3:0) + a7 1)) — (2- e+ 5==)a(20) (37)
up = 27 4 e((2:0) + 2(6: 1)) - (e—|— 6(21__ 6)) (2(4;1) + 2(8;0)) — (1_;)(%26):%3; 1)
+ 6(12___66)1:(1;0) - '16?26—_5 z(5;0) — (12__62 (#(2;1) +2(6;0)) — (2 et (12__66) )W; 0) (38)
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Using [33) and[(34) in[(37) and_(B2) ih (38) we have

uy = %ﬁ;ze) + (e + %) (z(4;1) 4+ x(8;0)) + 5 i (z(3;1) + x(7;0))
_ (1-9B-29 ?(_36‘ 29) 2(6:1) + 76(12‘_66)1:(5;0) - 1:{267__6;1:(1;0) —(2-e+ (12__62 ) (2:0) (39)
vy — 4?22—_2; B (6 N 6(21_—66)) (z(4;1) + 2(8;0)) + 5 i - (z(2;0) + 2(6;1))
— € — ¢ —€ €— € —¢)?
—(1 2)(_36 2 )x(3; 1)+ 76(12 — 6)17(1;0) - 16—2_27_6):17(5;0) - (2 —e+ u — 2 )$(7§ 0). (40)

Consider the LP objective functiom; (z(1;1) + z(2;1)) + a2 (x(5; 1) + z(7;1)), and note that the solution to this LP is
a stationary deterministic policy for any given andas. This means that, for any stateeitherz(s; 1) or z(s;0) has to be
zero. In order to maximize; (z(1;1) + x(2;1)) + a2 (z(5;1) + 2(7; 1)) we need

N e Q2 1
#(7:0) =0 if ar T (2-€)2+(1—¢€)?
. (65 1
=0 if 2>~
w3 =0 0 2 AT gE e
a9 1—¢

50 =0 if —>——
#(5:0) a; — l4+e—€’

z(80)==x(41) =0 if —>1,
a
2(6;0) =0 if %2(1_6)(3_26),
1

z(1;1)=0 if =>

Note that we have

22—+ (1—-¢? > (1-€)(3-2¢)>1
14 ¢— €2
- 1—c¢

V

(2—€)* 4+ (1 —¢)? >1

holding for alle € [0, 0.5]. Consider the following two cases:

Caseli e >e.=1—1/2/2
In this case we havél — €)(3 — 2¢) < (1+¢€—€%)/(1 —¢€). This means that we have the following optimal policies dejneg
on the value ofs /.

1 <22 <(1—¢€)(3—2e):
@queue-1 (1,1,1) : stay, (1,1,0) : stay, (1,0,1) : switch  (1,0,0) : switch
@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0) : switch (2,0,1) : stay, (2,0,0) : stay.
Substituting the above zero variables iftal (39) dnd (4®ait be seen that this policy achieves the rate pair
(1—¢€)(3—2¢) 3 — 2

" Tie-g 0 T aEog

2 > (1—-¢€)(3—2e):

@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0) : stay, (2,0,1):stay (2,0,0) : stay.

In this case it is optimal to stay at queue-2 for all channelditions. Therefore the decisions at queueu-1 are arpitkamely,
it is sufficient that at least one state corresponding toesepeing at queue-1 take a switch decision, which is the caise f
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ag/a; > ((1 —€)(3 — 2¢)),sincex(3;1) = 0 if aa/a; > 1/((1 — €)(3 — 2¢)). Since the policy always stays at queue-2, it
achieves the rate pair
r = O, To = 0.5.

Note that the case farz/a; < 1 is symmetric and can be obtained similarly.

Case2 e<e.=1—+/2/2
In this case we havél — ¢)(3 — 2¢) > (1 + € — €?)/(1 — €). This means that before the staté;0) becomes zero, namely
for (1+e—¢€%)/(1—¢€) < as/aq < (1 —€)(3—2¢), havingz(1;1) = 0 is optimal. This means that there is one more corner
point of the rate region foe < ¢.. In more details we have the following optimal policies.
1 < [e2) < 1+6—62.
— a1 — l—e °
@queue-1 (1,1,1) : stay, (1,1,0) : stay, (1,0,1) : switch  (1,0,0) : switch
@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0) : switch (2,0,1) : stay, (2,0,0) : stay.
This policy is the same policy as in the previous case andhieaes the rate pair
(1—¢€)(3—2¢) 3 —2¢
12— = PTa2—e

T =

as 14e—e?.
(e %1 > l—e °

We have the following deterministic actions.

@queue-1 (1,1,1) : switch,  (1,1,0):?,  (1,0,1) : switch, (1,0,0) : switch
@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0): 2, (2,0,1) : stay, (2,0,0) : stay.

In order to find the final threshold am, /oy, we substitute the above deterministic decisiongin (Z8) @nd [3D). Utilizing

also [31), [(3R),[(33) and (B4) we obtain

2(2;1) = % — (1= e)2x(6;1) (41)
2(5;1) + 2(T; 1) = % +ex(6;1) (42)
(43)

The previous threshold on./«; for 2(6;0) to be zero, i.e.(1 — €)(3 — 2¢), is valid for the case where(1;0) = 0. Other
decisions staying the same, whe(i; 0) is positive andx(1;1) = 0, o increases and, decreases. Therefore the threshold
on as/a; for (6;0) to be zero changes, in particular it becomega; > (1 — €)?/e. This gives the following two regions:

1+e—e2 < Q2 < (1_5)2:

1—e @ — €

The optimal policy is

@queue-1 (1,1,1) : switch  (1,1,0) : stay, (1,0,
@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0) : switch, (2,0,
From [41) and[{(4R2) it is easy to see that this policy achieves
(1—¢)? 2—¢

7‘1 - 4 9 7'2 4

) : switch,  (1,0,0) : switch

1 1,0,0
1) : stay, (2,0,0) : stay.

a (1—6)2.
a—f > !

The optimal policy is

@queue-2 (2,1,1) : stay, (2,1,0) : stay, (2,0,1):stay (2,0,0) : stay.



20

This policy achives
r = O, ro = 0.5.
Similar to Case-1, the case;/a; < 1 is symmetric and can be solved similarly.

Thus we have characterized the corner point of the stalvéigyon for the two regions of. Using these corner points, it is
easy to derive the expressions for the lines connectingtbemer points, which are given in TheorEin 3.

APPENDIX D-PROOF OFTHEOREM[4]

Proof: Let D;(t) bel if there is a departure from queuet time slott and zero otherwise, we have the following queue
evolution relation.

Qi(t+1) = Qi(t) + Ai(t) — Di(2).

Writing similar expressions for time slotse {t + 2, ...,t + T'} and summing all the expressions creates a telescopingserie
yielding

T-1 T-1
Qit+T)=Qi(t) = Y_ Di(t+7)+ > Ai(t+7).
=0 7=0
Taking the square of both sides we obtain
T-1 2 T-1 2 T-1 T-1
Qut+ TP < Qi)+ (Dt +7) + (D Ailt+7) —2t)( Y Dilt+7) = Ailt+7)).  (44)
=0 7=0 7=0 7=0

Define the quadratic Lyapunov function
2
L(Q() =Y _ Qi (1),
i=1
and theT-step conditional Lyapunov drift

Ar(t) £ E{L(Q(t + T)) — L(Q(1)|Q(t)} -

Summing [4#) over both queues, taking conditional expirtatising D;(t) < 1 for all time slotst, E{4;(¢)?} < A2, and
E{Ai(tl)Ai(tg)} < \/E{Ai(tl)}QE{Ai(tg)}Q < A12nax for all t andtg we have

T—1
Ar(t) < 2BT*42E {Z Qi(t)>  [Ai(t+7) — Di(t +7)] \Q(t)}

7=0

T-1
= 2BT?+2T)» Qi(HA—2) _ Qi(tE { > Dit+ T)\Q(t)}
4 i 7=0
whereB = 1 + A2

2 ax IS @ constant.
Let r;(t) be a reward function such that(¢t) = 1 if at time ¢ the server is at queuewith ON channel and decides to stay
at queuer at timet andr;(t) = 0 otherwise. Note that;(¢) is simply the reward function associated with applying ppli*
to the saturated queue system whose infinite horizon aveetgésr* = (7, r5). Let x* be the optimal vector of state action
frequencies corresponding td'. Define the time average empirical reward from quéirethe saturated systeriy ;(t), and
that in the actual systenf)Tyi(t), as

= A =
fT,i(t)éTZH(t-FT), DT,i(t)éTZDi(t-i-T).
7=0 7=0

Also define the corresponding two dimensional vecigr&) and ]5T(t). Similarly define time average empirical state action
frequency vectok(t). Let a.b denote the inner product for vectaisandb. From the definition of the rewards in terms of
state action frequencies ifl (9) we can writg; (t) = a1.xr(t), Fr2(t) = az.Xr(t) andr} = a;.x*, r5 = ap.x*, whereay
and ap are appropriate vectors of dimension 16. Now we have th&f @screasesx(t) converges tax* and hencer(t)
converges ta* with probability 1 regardless of the initial state of the teys. More precisely we have the following lemma
[10], [16]:

Lemma 4: For every choice of initial state distribution, there std constantg; and ¢, such that

P(||&r(t) — x*|| > 61) < cre=@%T | WT > 1, V5, > 0.
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Therefore using|tr () — r*|| < |[xr () — x*||(]|a1|]* + ||a2||2)%, we have that there exists constantsandcs such that
P(||fr(t) — || > 61) < cre= 5T VT > 1,¥6; > 0, (45)

under policy7* for any initial state distribution. Now define the following

T—1
CEDY Qult) 7 3 Dii+ 1) = L Qu0Dr)

= 2e Zn t7) =2 Qe
T—O
e
We rewrite the drift expression as

AQTZE)<BT +ZQ A —E{Wr(t)|Q(t)}

_BT+ZQ )\ —E{R*(£)|Q(t)}

+E{R !Qt}
= BT +ZQ t)Ai —ZQ (t)r
+E{R* ~Wr(t)|Q()} -
Now we bound the last term.
E{R(t !Q 0} =
_IE{R |Q(t)R —War(t) > 6[|Q(t)]]}
.P(R() Wr(t) > 6:/|Q(t)]] |Q(1))
+E{R(®) (t)\@( ‘(1) - W (t) < a2llQ(e)] |
bo

.P(R<> Wi () < 5/1Q()| [Q(1))
(ZQ) (IR (O-Wr(t)] = 811Q)]| Q)+ 22/1QE.

Consider
PR (1) — Wr(0)] = 5/lQW)] |Q®)
P(|R<> H01> 2wl Qe )
P<|WT<t> P01 2l Qe )
§PQ|r*—rT ||>—‘Q >
+ P (IDr()-5r(0)] > 2 Q)

where the last inequality follows from the Schwartz Inedydbr inner products given as

|R*(t) = Rr(t)|=1Q(t).(r" =2 ()| < [|Q)[].|[r" =2 (£)]].

Using [45), there exists constant such that
E{R(0)-Wr)|Q0)} (3 Q)ere T+ alIQ0)]

OCOI(LHE =0l = Z2]Q).
2
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Hence we can write the drift term as

AT <BT+ZQZ A—ZQ vri + (2 e)
.Qw(wﬂ+s+P@ﬁﬂw—fﬂwnz%wQ@).

Note that||Dr(t) — #r(t)|| is because of the lost rewards due to empty queues and it & &muaero if both of the queues
have more tharl” packets at time. Namely, ||Dr(t) — 77 (t)|| = 0 if Q1(t) > T and Q2(t) > T. Therefore, calling
§ 2 creea%T 1§, we can write

A;j(f) <BT+ZQ )\ ZQ i +H+H () <T1}ZQ

<BT+ZQ ZQZ r—i—éZQz )+ 2T. (46)

Now for (A1, \2) strictly inside thed-strippedthroughput regiom\?, there exist a smalf > 0 such that(\;, \2) + (&, €) =
(ri,m2) — (6,0), for somer = (ry,72) € Ag. Therefore we have,

A;“j(f) <(B+2)T+ Z Qit)(r; —r}) — gz Qi(t)

Finally using) ", Q:(t)(r — ;) < 0 we have

40 < 2o (Sar0)e

Hence the queue sizes have negative drift w@hQi( ) is outside a bounded set. Therefore the system is stable for
within the J-stripped stability regionA? where §(T) is a decreasing function df (see e.g.,[[21, Theorem 3]). Note that
§ = cre=%T 4 5, for anyd, > 0. Therefore choosing, appropriately (for examplel, = 7-°-5% for some smalb; > 0),
we have that(7T') is a decreasing function df. [ |

APPENDIX E-PROOF OFLEMMA [3
Here we prove tha®’ > 0.9002 where

o = 2 Q"
> Qi(t)r]
Proof: We divide the proof into separate cases for differenégions.
1) Weighted Departure-Rate Ratio Analysis, Case 4:¢.. Considering the mappings in figuigs 7 &id 5, the regions where
the Myopic policy and the optimal policy “chooses” the sansener point, we havel’ = 1. In the following we analyze the
ratio in the regions where the two policies chooses diffecemner points. We term these cases as “discrepant” casesviNVv

use@; and Q- instead ofQ;(t) and Q2(¢) for notational simplicity. Note that we have th%ﬁ > (1;;:;2) always holds.

However equals ) at e, = 0.245 for the case o < ¢, = 0.293.

(1-e?

Case 1Ll e<e — 2=¢ <

Discrepant Region 1£=<" 5) < Q2 o1
In this case the Myoplc policy chooses the corner pojnivhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner plyjniTherefore,

le
o @ED) +@G-9) | (19 «
Qo =2 2 1-e
62
= 1—520.9700.

Discrepant Region 21+<) D < 32 o =
In this case the Myoplc pollcy chooses the corner pbjmivhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner pbinfTherefore,

/ Ql( 8(2 B) ) + QQ( 8(275))
b= (1—-e)2
o ( )+ Q23— 9)

3 € Q2 €
$ 54 o+ 20— )
8 8(2 €) 8 8(2—¢)
= =h > 0.9002.

1 +%(%—i)
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This is a minimization of a functlon of two variables for albgsiblee values in the intervad < ¢ < ¢, and the ratlo@ in
| 1+€ € )

the interva o

CASE 12 ¢, < ¢ < e, — f:; > <1‘;>2

Discrepant Region 1%2 6; < 82 < 1=

In this case the Myopic policy chooses the corner pojnivhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner plyjniTherefore,
Qu(5E) + Qa3 - 9) e (-0 ¢

>1—c
Q-1 R R T

U=

no

€
— >
5 =
Discrepant Region 2ll=9) :) < 82 < —
In this case the Myopic policy chooses the corner pointvhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner plyjniTherefore,
Ql(%_ €+8(2 e)+Q2( T 82— 5))

Q21
3 € 3

)(1_6+m)+1_m20.9150.

U=

1—¢€
_(2—6

€

In this case the Myoplc pollcy chooses the corner pbimivhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner pbinfTherefore,

Ql( 8(2 e)+Q2( @)
Qd““)+@ﬂ——ﬁ
%_€+8(2 €)+Q2(§ ﬁ)
&G0
A. Weighted Departure-Rate Ratio Analysis, Case . ¢ < 0.5

Considering the mappings in figulds 8 and 6, again for thensgivhere the Myopic policy and the optimal policy “chooses”
the same corner point, we hav€ = 1. We analyze the ratio in the regions where the two policiezosks different corner
points termed as “discrepant” cases. Note tHat ¢)(3 — 2¢) is always less than or equal {& — €)/e for € > ¢.. Since due
toe> e, — —<, there is only one discrepancy region.

Discrepant Region 1(1 — ¢)(3 — 2¢) < 22 < 1=
In this case the Myopic policy chooses the corner pojnivhereas the optimal policy chooses the corner pljniTherefore,

Ql(%_€+8(2 e)+Q2( 82— 5))

Discrepant Region 3£+=) < 2 < a-9?

\I//

> > 0.9474.

v =
Q21
€ € €
- - - - >0.914.
> ()G et 4(2—6)) T1Tagoe = oM
Combining all the cases, for alle [0, 0.5], we have thatl’ > 0.9002 for all possible@); and Q-. [ |
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