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Abstract—Status update systems is an emerging field of study updates through the same FCFS queue to the same monitor.
that is gaining interest in the information theory community. We Along the same generalization direction as [in [2], one may
consider a scenario where a monitor is interested in being upo ask: what would happen if we increase the number of queues
date with respect to the status of some system which is notdictly  ayailable, i.e., if the source is able to serve multiple upslat
accessible to this monitor. However, we assume a source nolas the same time? This question is tackled[ih [3], where a single

access to the status and can send status updates as packets 10pissnn process is sending updates over an infinite number of
the monitor through a communication system. We also assume . . ! .
gueues with exponential service time.

that the status updates are generated randomly as a Poisson ; .
process. The source node can manage the packet transmissitn However, in these aforementioned works, the authors

minimize the age of information at the destination node, whih is ~ mostly consider FCFS queues. One would focus on Last Come
defined as the time elapsed since the last successfully tranisted First Served (LCFS) type of queues since they are intujtivel
update was generated at the source. We use queuing theory to more suitable for the problem in hand: we are interested in
model the source-destination link and we assume that the timm  delivering the newest update to the monitor, which means we
tp successfully_ transmit a packet is a gamma distributed SQI"CG‘. gain more by Sending the “youngest” packet in the gueue
time. We consider two packet management schemes: LCFS with  first  This idea is developed inl[4] where the authors derive
g;‘?{/‘;?'&g :\r/‘gra'éce:':a% e"";ﬁ‘(ﬁ‘gep;igEggog'eavkv‘;gzogg?#ftgr rfmt‘ﬂ an expression forl{1) by treating the following two models
under these assumptions. Moreover, we extend these resulis \I’_Vg:I:eS assuming exponential |_nte.r§1rr|val and Service tirfig:
the case where the service time is deterministic. queue without pfe.emp“on' if the queue I _busy, any new
update will have to wait in a buffer of size 1. This means that

the new update will replace any older packet already waiting
to be served(ii) LCFS with preemption, where contrary to

In status update systems, one or several sources setfte first case, any new update will prompt the source to drop
information updates to one or several monitors at a certaithe packet being served and start transmitting the newcdmer
effective rate). Naturally, the goal of this process is to ensure[4], it is shown that an LCFS queue with preemption achieves a
that the status updates are as timely as possible at theeecei lower average age compared to the model without preemption.
side. For this purpose,][1] uses the teame to refer to the However, both models outperform the FCFS model presented
time elapsed since the generation — at insta(tt — of the  in [1].
newest packet available at the receiver. Formally, the dge o

h Ket i\ (1) — d the timeli ! In this paper, we also consider these last two schemes in
such packet is\(t) = ¢ — u(t) and the timeliness requirement o e 5 derive closed form expressions for (1). Howeves, th
at the monitor corresponds to a small average age. Indeea1

ain novelty is the assumption of a gamma distribution fer th

real-time status updating can.be m(_)deled as a source fe.ed'ggrvice time in age of information problems. The motivation
packets at rata to a queue which delivers them to the monitor for such a distribution is twofold:

with some delay. Hence, the requirement at the destination
translates into finding the optimal transmission scheméaand e Based on the classical applications of gamma distribu-

I. INTRODUCTION

the optimal effective update rateat the source that minimizes tions in queuing theory, these distributions can be seen
1/ as a reasonable approximation if we want to model
A = lim —/ A(t)dt. 1) relay networks. Indeed, in such network, a transmitter
T T Jo and a receiver are separatedibrelays with each relay
However, numerous factors affect the evaluation[df (1) sagch taking an exponential amount of time to complete
the model of the source update process, the number of squrces transmission to the next hop. This means that the
the model of the queue, the number of queues available, etc. total transmission time is the sum é&findependent
exponential random variables which induces a gamma

Kaul et al. in [1] solve one aspect of the problem where
they consider a single source generating packets as a\rate _ o .
Poisson process feeding them to a single First Come First ® As we will see later, a deterministic random variable

distribution.

Served (FCFS) queue with exponential service time. Using can be seen as the limit of a sequence of gamma
Kendall notation, this is an FCF8//M /1 system. Moreover, distributed random variables. Therefore, one can study
the authors also consider the cases of deterministic saunge the performance of the LCFS-based schemes under
exponential service time, i.e., FCH3/M/1 system, as well deterministic service time by taking the limit of the
as random source and deterministic service time, i.e., FCFS result obtained for a gamma distributed service time.
M/D/1 system. Although this is an indirect method of calculatingl (1),

it is simpler than the direct approach.
Yates and Kaul in[[2] generalize the problem solved in P hp

[1] by considering the presence of multiple sources sendin@his paper is organized as follows: in Sectloh Il we present
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the preliminary results that will be used throughout our kvor 2) ComputindgE(Q;): Based on Figurgs lla arld11b, it was
and define the average peak age as an alternative metric. &hown in [4] that

Section[ll] we derive the closed form expressions for both )

the average age and the average peak age when assuming an i1

LCFS scheme with preemption. On the other hand, SeEfibn IV E(Qi) = E(Ti-1Yi-1) +E ( 2 > : (4)
computes the formulas for these quantities when consiglerin

an LCFS queue without preemption. In these last two sections .

the service time is assumed to be gamma distributed. Howeve®. Computing the Average Peak Age

in Section[¥ we calculate the two ages for a deterministic h ic of i is th K

service time for each of the two schemes. Finally, Sedfign VI, /Another metric of interest is the average peak age. We
presents numerical simulations that validate our thezakti define the peak age as

results.

Pi = lim A(t),
t—17,
[I. PRELIMINARIES t<ty,
A. General definitions which is the value of the instantaneous age just before it is

duced by the reception of th&" successful packet. From
gures[Ih an@1b, we can deduce that the peak age can be
ritten asP; = T;_; + Y;_1. Therefore, the average peak age
given by:

As we have seen, our two schemes of interest are LCFS;
with preemption and LCFS without preemption. The variation' !
of the instantaneous age for these two scenarios is given g
Figure[1. The saw-tooth pattern depicted in those figures i&
due to the following behavior of the age. Lgtbe the time
thei'? packet is generated and Ktbe the time the'” packet
is received (if it is successfully received). Moreover, heitit
loss of generality, we assume the beginning of observasion i
at timet = 0 and that the queue is empty at this instant with

an initial age ofA. The ageA(t) increases linearly with time All the above results were obtained without any assumption

and is set to a smaller value when a packet is received. Hencgn the service time. However, as we have discussed before,
the instantaneous age is equal to the current time minus th@is paper studies two models for the service time: a gamma
generation time of the newest of the received packets. distributed service time with parameteks 6) and a determin-

Itis important to note that in both schemes of interest, somés.tIC service time. Here is a brief description of the gamma

packets might be dropped. Hence we call the packets that aPéStr'bUt'On'
not dropped, and thus delivered to the receiver, as “suftdlyss  Definition 1. A random variableS with gamma distribution
received packets” or “successful packets”. In additionh@tt T'(k,0) has the following probability density function:
we also define(i) I; to be the true index of thé" successfully
received packet(ii) ¥; =t~ —t} to be the interdeparture sh=le=%
time between two consecutive sﬁccessfully received pagcket Is(s) = Zrprn

. . . Ok (k)
(#i1) X; = tr,+1 — t;, to be the interarrival time between
the successfully transmitted packet and the next generateghe Erlang distribution®(k, 6) is a special case of the gamma
one (which may or may not be successfully transmitted)distribution wherek € N.
so fx(z) = Xe™*%, (iv) T; to be the system time, or the
time spent by the?” successful packet in the queue and
N, = max {n;t;, <7}, the number of successfully received
packets in the intervdD, 7].

E(F;) = E(Ti—1) + E(Yi-1). )

D. Defining the service time

Such random variable has a mean bfS) = k6 and
a varianceVar(S) = k6#%. These quantities will come in
handy later on. Another important property of gamma random
variables is given by the following lemma:

B. Computing the Average Age Lemma 1. Supposés,, ~ I'(k,, 0,) is a sequence of random

Using these quantities and Figufes 1a B 1b, the author@riables such thatt(S,) = ., for someu > 0. Then
in [4] show that the sequence,, converges in distribution to a deterministic
variable Z as k becomes very large, i.e,

T—00 T

A= lim 1 / A(t)dt = N\ E(Q)), (2) J
0 Sn — Z, ask — oo,
where). is the effective update rate afifQ); ) is the expected L -
value of the areaR; at steady state. Hence, we need towhereZ = - with probability 1.
determine these two quantities.
The above lemma obviously still holds §, ~ E(k,,,6.,,).
This lemma provides an additional motivation for studyihg t
Xe = A - P ({packet is received successfylly (3) average age and the average peak age under the assumption of
a gamma distributed service time since we can easily extend
whereP ({packet is received successflllyis the probability the results to the deterministic service time model by rietti
that a packet in the queue will be delivered to the receiver. k& — oo.

1) Computing the effective ratéAs stated in[[5],



A A

Age
Age

A Qs

Q, Q A4 A

Q oy Qi AT Qu
i ‘ L ‘ T ‘ - ‘ H - \' ‘ w'/ ‘ < T i ——f ‘ ‘ H \' t : ‘
4 gt b tyts &, 6 b7 ) tg t e te g t 4 T 4 t) G5t g t, e e g t
T Y, —> Ty Y
=T Yi— Ty Y W3.Ss,
(a) Age of information for LCFS with preemption scheme (b) Age of information for LCFS without preemption scheme

Fig. 1. Variation of the instantaneous age for both schemes

I1l. A GE OF INFORMATION FORLCFSWITH PREEMPTION  A. Average age

In this section we will compute the average ageand We start by deriving the expression for_ the average age.
the average peak age(P,) for the Last Come First Served We need to compute two quantities for this purpaBe;)
(LCFS) scheme with preemption and a gamma distribute@nd the effective rate..
service time. As we have seen before, in this scenario any 1) ComputingE(Q;): Using [2), we obtain:
packet being served is preempted if a new packet arrives and
the new packet is served instead. Hence, the number of gacket E(O) — E(T. .Y, B 2.
in the queue can be modeled as a continuous-time two-state (Qi) =E(LimaYiz1) + 2

semi-Markov chain depicted in Figuié 2. y2
—JE(E-l)lE(K-l)JrE( H>. ™

The O-state corresponds to the state where the queue 2

is empty and no packet is being served while the 1-stalgpe second equality comes from the fact thatand Y; are
corresponds to the state where the queue is full and is $ervinngependent (since the interarrival time is exponentiad an

one packet. However, given that the interarrival time bewe ponce memoryless). In fact, thé successful packet leaves the
packets is exponentially distributed with rat¢hen one spends queue empty and hendé = X, + Z; whereX; = X; — T; is

. . . . . - 1 1 (2 2 K2
an exponential amount of tim& in the O-state before jJumping o yemaining of the interarrival time (between the departf

with probability 1 to the other state. Once in the 1-state,e ;ih gy ccessful packet and the arrival of the next generated

two independent clocks are started: the gamma distributegne) andZ, is the time for a new packet to be successfully
service time clock of the packet being served and the kate delivered.Z; does not overlap witfl; and thus is independent

memoryless clock of the interarrival time betwgen the aurre from it. As for X;, we also get that it is independent Bf. To
packet ‘f.’md the next one to be generated. W(_a jump back to t Sfove this we notice that for a successfully received packet
O-state if the service time clock happens to tick before ttiat the joint distributionf (z,) can be written as

the interarrival time. Given that the interarrival timesveen J KXo Tl

packets are i.i.d as well as the service time of each packet, 0 if x <t

then the probability to jump from the 1-state to the O-state fxim(z,t) = { fes@d) i oasp o (8)
does not depend on the index of the current packet. Hence, the P(S<X)

jump from the 1-state to the O-state occurs with probabilitywhere X and S are the generic independent interarrival time
p = P(S < X), whereS is a generic gamma distributed and service time respectively. Now, using a change of vigiab
service time andX is a generic rate memoryless interarrival we get

time which is independent of. On the other hand, if the

interarrival time clock happens to tick before the servioeet For, (@0 = fxiomm (8,) = fxm (2 +4,1)
clock then the current packet being served is preemptechend t 0 if 2 <0
new generated packet takes its place in the queue. Therefore = % if >0

<

we stay in the 1-state and the two clocks are started anew ]
independently from before. This explains the p probability _ { 0 . !f r <0 (9)
seen in Figur&l2 for staying in the 1-state. h(z)g(t) if >0

Given that the probability will be useful in the compu- (@) shows thatX; and T; are indeed independent. Moreover,
tation of the average age as well as the average peak age, Wge can show thak; is exponential with rate\. Given that
start by deriving its expression here: X; and Z; are both independent froffi,, thenY; andT; are

also independent.

p=P(S < X) = ( 1 >k ©6) From now on we will drop the subscript index since at
1+X0) steady statd;_; and7; have same the distribution, which is
also the case fol;_; andY;. The following lemma will be
Now we are ready to derive the two age metrics. used to evaluaté (7):



of G. If F’ is a random variable such that

1 Lemma 3. Let G be gamma distributed with parametefs)
- ) 1-p and F' be a rate\ exponential random variable independent

p P(F' < a)=P(F < olF < G),
Fig. 2. Semi-Markov chain representing the queue for LCRE pieemption  then the moment generating functionof is given by
1 A A 1
Lemma 2. Let G be gamma distributed with parametefs{) -Pp -8 —s(1+0(A—5s))

and F' be a rate)\ exponential random variable independent of Y
G. Then, conditioned on the evef < F'}, the distribution ~ Wherep = (m) .

of G becomes gamma with parameters, ﬁ) _ _ - _
Proof: We first start by computing the probability density

th—1o—t(H2%) function of X'.
fara<r(t) = 971@- (10) D= 1 Pt<F<t+eF <@G)

€
. PE<F<t+eP(F<GIt<F <t+e)
Proof: In order to prove this Lemma we will compute the - lﬂ% P(F < G)
probability density functionfc g« r: Ae—BB(G > 1)

. PE<G<t+elG<F N 1-— ’
faia<r(t) = lim ( . | ) . P
@ 1 Pt<G<t+eP(GLKFlt<G<t+e¢) wherep= (ﬁ) .
e—0 eP(G < F) s . .
0 now we can calculate the moment generating function
-Ja P(G < F) oo
b e or(s)= [ foetar
© fa(t) 0
p > 1 —tA t
tk*lefgeft)\ = / 1—pA€ ]P)(G > t)es dt
= 0 -
k [e'S)
Ok (k) (ﬁ) - ( A /\/ P(G < t)estdt)
tk71 —pLtA0 1- p )\ = 0
e 0
= VAN Using integration by parts and the fact thﬁﬂP’(G <t) =
(m) (k) fa(t) = % we get
where(a) is obtained by applying Bayes rule and(it, p is
iven by [6) [ | o (8) 1 A A
. 1(S) = —_
g y F 1—-p\A—s5 A=s)(1+0\—s))*
In order to apply Lemma@]2, we first notice that for a given
packeti, the event{S; < X;} is equivalent to the event [

%pzi:ke(t ginlSafgiC(ieS;fil)Jlli)é ;ﬁge;;%%gsmf; tLhaet 5{3 bsaebrillli?e Lemma 4. The moment generating function Bfis given by:
time of thei*" packet is less than given that this packet was A

successfully transmitted. However, since the servicediare Py (s) = A—s(1+00— )~ (14)
interarrival times are i.i.d the does not depend on the index

7. Now sinceT is the service time of a successful packet then
this leads us to

Proof: By observing Figurd]2 we notice thaf is the
smallest time needed to go from the O-state back to the O-

P(T < o) =P(S; < alS; < X;) =P(S < alS < X), (11) state. Hencé&” can be written a§” = X + W whereX is the

generic interarrival time an@l/ is the time spent in the 1-state

where S and X' are the generic service and interarrival time pefore the first jump back to the O-state. Bocan be written
respectively. By replacing: by S and F' by X in Lemmal2, gs-

we deduce that the system tiffieis gamma distributed with

S’ with probability p
%)
parameter{k, 1+,\9)' Therefore, X +9 with probability (1 — p)p
10 W=<¢ X|+ X5+ 8" with probability (1 — p)?p

(T) = 1+ X0 (12) '
Now we turn our attention to the distribution Bffor which we M , )
compute its moment generating function. Before going frth = Z X;+ 5, (15)
in our analysis, we state the following lemma. j=0



(A, 1/8)

where X is such thatP(X} < a) = P(X < a|X < 9),

S’ is such thatP(S' < o) =P(S < oS < X) and M is a
geometri¢p) random variable which is independent®f and

S’, and which gives the number of discarded packets before
the first successful reception. Applying Lemnhds 2 ddd 3 on
S’ and X' respectively and using the fact thaf,S” and X

are all mutually independent, it follows that

bw(s) = E (e 2% ) g1 (s)

A \"
=E (¢x:(5)™) <%>

- ) ; 1+ M0 *
_ jz::o¢x(s) p(1—p) <m>

A—s

(A1,1/8)

(A;,1/8)

2 level 0

level 1

Fig. 3. Markov chain representing the queue for LCFS withaneemption

A _s (1+6(\— S))’C' (16) IV. AGE OF INFORMATION FORLCFSWITHOUT
PREEMPTION
Moreover, sinceX andWW are independent angly (s) = =,
we get using[(16)
by (s) = x(s)pw(s) = A Another interesting scheme worth to study is the LCFS
Y X W A—s(1+0(\— S))k' without preemption. In this scenario, we assume that theeue

has a buffer of size 1 and we wait for the packet being served
B to finish before serving a new one. If while serving a packet a
new update arrives, it replaces any packet waiting in théehuf

Now that we have found)y we can compute the first | i section we will derive a closed form expression fa th

k
two moments of V' as E(Y) = 32 and E(Y?) =  average aged and the average peak ag&P;) for LCFS
% ((1+X9)*T1 —kOX). Combining these results without preemption while assuming an Erlang distribution f
with m) we obtain, the service time with parameték, 6). An Erlang distribution

is nothing but a special case of the gamma distribution where

(1+ \9)%k k € N. Moreover, an Erlang distributiofk, #) can be seen as
E(Qi) = 22 A7) the sum ofk independent memoryless random variahlgs
each with ratel— Using this observation, we model the state of
2) Computing the effective ratdJsing [3) we get the queue as a two-level Markov chain as shown in Figuire 3.
1 k
/\ez)\p:/\< ) : (18)
L+ 20 As in the previous section, we will denote the generic rate-

A interarrival time be and the generic Erlang distributed
Now we are ready to compute the average age: We corservice time byS = Z -, A;. Using this notation, we notice

clude that the service time can be represented as the succession of
. . . .k exponential-time steps that need to be accomplished for a
Spéﬁgfnse'tlggsﬁh-l;he(zvg)rigeerv?g: '[Iir:n??sl_(i:\llzesnvl\;lth preemptlonsuccessful reception. Hence, a packet in sfate{1,...,k}
ng(k, 9 y: orj' € {l',...,k'} is a packet completing hig" step out of
(1+ /\9) a total of k. Moreover, the O-state represents an empty queue,

A= AE(Q;) = (19) all the states of level O represent an empty buffer and thbse o
level 1 represent a full buffer. After spending an exporadnti
amount of time in the O-state, we can only jump to the 1-state

Proof: Using [IT) and [(18). ] once a new update arrives. Using the memoryless property of

the exponential distribution, we can describe the evotutb
this packet in the queue as follows: at state {1, ..., k}, two

B. Average peak age exponential clocks start simultaneously. One clock — dethot

Proposition 2. The average peak age in the LCFS with 47 ~ Of rate 5 and another one — denoteq — of rate. If

IockA ticks first then the packet jump to st 1 and the
preemption scheme assumihigk, 6) service time is given by: buffer stays empty. Otherwrl)se it jl.llmpg o ng;mce oW

L0 (14 \0)F the buffer is full. On the other hand, if the packet is at state
+ (20) ;' and theA; clock ticks first then the packet jump to state
1+ A0 A G+1) W|thout updating the buffer. However, if the; ticks
first then the packet stays in statebut we update the buffer
Proof: Using [8), [12) and the value @&(Y"). m  with the new arrival.

A

E(P) = E(T) + E(Y) =




A. Average age

Proposition 3. The average age in the LCFS without preemp-
tion scheme assuming Erlarfg(k, 8) service time is:
kB2 + M0+ 3kN0) 2(1 — k200)
 2(¢F + kN AL+ EN(1 + AO)F)
kEO(1 4 kX0 + 2k)
14 A0+ kXO(1 4 AG)F+1
1+ X0+ KN
AL 4+ 20) (1 + A0)* + EXO(1 + N)2F)

(21)

packet will not wait and start service upon arrival since the
(i — 2)t" successful packet left the queue empty. However,
given \IJTQ with [ # 0, the (i — 1)** successful packet
arrived when the(i — 2)*" successful packet was at stdte
or I’ of its service time. In order to find the distribution of
W;_1 conditioned on\I/f2 we introduce the following event:

i, = {0 A, < AL AL, > 8 AL b where
{A] ,}4>1 is the sequence of interarrival times after tigh
successful packet enters stéteNotice thatV;  is the event

that exactlyn updates arrived when th&" successful packet
was in statd (or I’) and then no more updates were generated

Proof: As in the previous section we need to compute thefor the remainder of the service time. Henbg = Up> 0} .

effective rate (given by[{3)) anB(Q;) (given by [3)).

1) ComputingE(Q;): Following the same line of thoughts
as in SectiofiTll, we will calculat&(T;_1Y;_1) by expressing
it as the average of two conditionally independent varigble

given some set of events. For this end we define the family of

eventsl’ {A; > A§§Zf:j+1 Al < X}, wherel < j < k.
Hence\If§- is the event that during the service time of e
successful packet a new update arrived at jttestep of the
service time (i.e, statg or j’) and then no new update arrived
for the remainder of the service time. The superscfiptis
used to indicate that we are dealing with tH& successful
packet. Forj = 0, ¥} is the event that th&" successful packet
leaves the queue empty. Note that for evs’arw;’,l <j<k}

is a partition of the probability space.

It is sufficient to condition on the evenk) ' in order
to ensure conditional independence betw&én, andY;_;.
This is due to the following fact: give@ ', we know that
the (i — 1)*" successful packet left the queue empty and henc

we have a situation identical to that of the with preemption

case (see Sectidn]lll) arif_; andY;_; are independent. On

the other hand, gived, !, the buffer is not empty and thus
a new packet will be served directly after the departure ef th
(i—1)*" successful packet. In this case, the interdeparture tim
Y;_; is simply the service time of thé" successful packet
whose value is independent @_; = W;_; + S;_1, where
W,_1 the waiting time andS;_; is the service time of the
(i — 1)** successful packet (see Figlrd 1b).

Although conditioning orrI/gfl is enough to obtain inde-
pendence betweel;_; andY;_;, we will need to condition
on the two independent evenI/af{_l and ¥; 2 in order to be
able to calculate the conditional expectatiorif,. However,
it is clear that conditioning on these two events also leads t
the independence betweé&h ; andY;_;. Hence we get

E(T;-1Yi-1)

k
=Y (B(Tia| 02 E (V|00 2)
4,1=0

x P(UHP(Y;7?)). (22)

We start by computing E (T;_,|¥) '¥;~?)
E (Wit |02 1W0)72) + E (S5 | W10 72).

The waiting time of the(i — 1)** successful packet doesn't
depend on\IJ;fl since they are disjoint in time, but it does
depend on¥; 2. In fact, given¥{ 2, the (i — 1)** successful

So conditioned on|’,* we have

n

>oAL?

g=1

k
Wi = Z AGT —
m=l

n

1—2 1—2
= (AT =Y A

g=1

k
)+ Y ALY

m=Il+1

(23)

It can be shown that, conditioned of ", A}, < Aj},
(A2 Py Al(fq_m) has an exponential distribution with
rate 1. This means that under this condition alofi;,_; has

the same distribution as the sumfof [+ 1 independent expo-

nential random variables with ra§e If we further condition on
iz;ﬁll A > Ain} and use Lemmi@ 2, we deduce that
conditioned on\I/l(Zgz), W,_1 has a gamma distribution with
s{k —1+1, ﬁ) Now si_nce\l/f*2 = Upe, 02

we conclude that if we condition o‘h;*r", W;_1 is distributed

gsT (k — 141, ﬁ) Therefore,

parameter

if l=0

) . 0
E (WZ‘_1|\I/;-71\]];72) = { (k7l+1)9 |f l # 0 (24)

1+20

Now we turn our attention td (Si_1|\11§f1\111i*2). One first
notices that the service timg;_; of the (i — 1) success-

ful packet is independent of its arrival time given by the
event¥; 2 since we assumed independence between service
time and interarrival time. Hencel (Si,1|w§_1wf_2)
E (S;-1|¥;""). For the casg = 0, we get

k

k
ALY AL < X)
=1 m=1

E (S;i—1|%5 ") :E<

kO
1+ X0

(25)

where the last equality is obtained by applying Lenita 2 with



G=Y"F _  Ai-1 andF = X. As for the casg # 0, we get
E (Si-1|¥5)
k . . . k .
B> ALNAT > AL Y At <X

m=j+1

m=1
j—1
> E(ALY) +E(ATHAT > A

m=

=

k k

oA Y At <X
m=j+1 m=j+1
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where the third term iffa) is obtained by applying Lemnid 2
with G = an:jﬂ A"l and F = X. Therefore, combining

(29) and [2b) we get,

+E

(26)
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Now we need to comput& (}Q,1|\IJ§*1\I/§'*2). For this end,
observe thatY;_; is independent of#;~? given that they
don’t overlap in time. Moreover, foj = 0, the (i — 1)

successful packet leaves the queue empty and thus we Willpressions in(31) and__(32), we obtain our result.

need to wait an exponential amount of ticié of rate \ before

Based on our previous observations we know that
E(Y?,|¥5 ") = E(X' + 5)?) andE(Y;2|¥57) = E(S?).
Using these facts we get

2 + 2kX0
E(YZ,) = k62 + k%6% + ¢~ (7% ) . (30)
Combining [29) and [(30), we finally get
KO+ N +3kN0) . (1 — k2N
E(@) = o 2 (T
EO(1 + kX6 + 2K) 1 k6
k+1 L 2k U ook
+4q < \ > 32 A G

2) Computing the effective ratefo calculate the effective
rate we first observe that the evefpracket is successfully
received is equivalent to the evertpacket passes by the 1-
statg. Hence if we ‘uniformize’ the Markov chain so that the
time spent at each state is exponential with rated, we get
Ae = ()\ + l) m wherem; is the steady-state probability of
the 1-state in the ‘uniformized’ Markov chain. The analysiis

such chain ([58], chapter 5) gives = W‘i(iig(‘?_@ Therefore,

A1 40k
VTSIl

(32)

Finally, replacingE(Q;) and X, in A = A\ E(Q;) by their
[ |

thei*" successful packet arrives and is served directly. Hence,

conditioned oritIJB*l, Y;_1 has same distribution gs{’ + .5)
with X’ and S independent. On the other hand, fpr£ 0,

the (i — 1)*" successful packet leaves the queue with anothep

packet waiting in the buffer ready to be served. Thus in thi
case,Y;_; is simply the service time of thé’* successful
packet. To sum up,

5 +kO i j=0
ko if 7>0
To compute E(T;_,Y;—;) we still need the probability
P(¥’~"). For j > 0, we use the fact thab’}' is the in-
tersection of two independent events and find thak’ ") =
As for j = 0, we have already seen in Sectioq Il

B (Yialoy 9 %) = { (28)

A0
(A+XO)F—7F1 -
that P({ ')

independent of the index and thus we can find®(¥;?)
by replacing;j by [ in the previous expressions. Combining

k
p = (le) . These probabilities are

B. Average peak age

roposition 4. The average peak age in the LCFS without

$reemption scheme assuming ErlaBgk, §) service time is:

1 ko

E(F) (33)

Proof: We know thatE(P;) = E(T;-1) + E(Y;—1). We
calculate these two terms as follows

k
B(T) = 3 B (T [0 ) BOw ()

7,0=0
).

1+ X0+ kN0

- (34)

this results with [(2I7), [{28) we obtain after some tedious

calculations
kO 1—-kXN(2k+1
E(Ti-1Yi-1) = 7(1 + kM) + ¢* (A—(QH>
kO(1 + kXO + 2k) 1 ko
k41 Lo RV opyg
+4q ( 3 ) ek 34 (29)
with ¢ = Tlm'

The last term to compute in order to obtddQ;) is
E(YZ,) = (Y2, W5 HP(P ) + BV, |5 HP(T ).

1

- kO — k+1

o
where we used (27) for the last equality. FiY;_,) we will
only condition ontIJEfl. Hence using[(28), we get

E(Yi—1) = E(Yi1 [ HP(WEY) + E(Yio [T) HP(EE )
k

=Ko+ L.

. (35)

Thus, combining the above two results we obtain our result.
[ |



V. AGE OF INFORMATION FOR DETERMINISTIC SERVICE 5
TIME

In order to compute the four ages of interest under &
deterministic service time assumption, we use Leriina 1. Fc
that, we fix the mean of the service tim8s to E(S,,) = %
for somep > 0, and letk — oo. It is beyond the scope of

this paper to show that if,, A Z, ask — oo then we also

Average age A

Average age, k=17
have convergence in the average ages,Ag, — Ayz. Here =T ) :;;;;§;;§; ke
Ag, refers to the average age corresponding to service tim ot - Average age. k-2
S,. However, we will use this result to derive the different e . = o
ages. A
A. LCES with preemption Fig. 4. Average age fo_r gamma service tirflewith E(S) = 1, differentk
and LCFS with preemption
Letting ¥ — oo in (I9) and [(2D), we get
A — ﬂ (36) can be made{:) the theoretical curves given by (21) and
A (38) match the empirical results arid) as the value oft
1 eMr increases, the average age decreases for almost(akcept
E(P) = M 2\ (37) " for values close to 0 where all distributions behave sirtyi)ar
This difference in performance is especially seen at high
B. LCFS without preemption We give here a quick intuition that explains this behavior.
. . When X is high (A — o), the time where the queue is
Letting k& — oc in (2I) and [(3B), we get empty goes to 0 and thus the queue is always transmitting.
2\ _o,—p P This also means that on average the waiting tiifig ; goes
A= 22+p=r7) 2%\6 1 g +pp) + pef(2+ 3p) (38) to 0. Given these two observations, one can say that thensyste
(1+ pe) time 7;_; and the interdeparture timg_; will have almost
E(P,) = 1 4 2-¢e” (39) the same distribution as the service time, \/2vhile being almos
A I independent. Thug(Q,) =3 E(S)? + . As for the
wherep = 2. effective rate)., since the queue is almost always busy, the
® average rate at which the receiver gets new update is nothing
) . . . A—=o0 1
VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS but the inverse of the average service time N.6—— B(S)

. . . A=o E(S*) _ 0 , 3k6 ;
In this section we show that the theoretical results ob-Therefore,A —"E(S5) + 355 = 5 + =5~ This result —

tained in the previous sections match the simulations. \ae al Which is also obtained by taking the limit ovérin 2I) — is
compare the performance of the two transmission schemes 8gcreasing withi. Hence the behavior seen in Figlie 5.
interest as well as the effect of the parameteon each of
them. First it is worthy to specify that all simulations were
done using gamma distributed service times with all havin
the same mearkd = 1, except for the deterministic case

where the service time is fixed to 1. Figure 4 presents thg, pe gamma distributed with — 2. In this case we notice

average age under LCFS with preemption scheme and gamma,; for small) the two schemes perform similarly. However,
distributed service time. Two observations can be madedasg, \'s around 1, the LCFS with preemption scheme performs
on this plot: (i) the theoretical curves given by (19) and 1(36) gjightly better before being outperformed by the LCFS witho
co!nC|de with the empirical curves andi) as the value of preemption scheme at high's. Practically, this means that

k increases, the average age increases for. all values. of ¢ jne is using a medium whose service time is modeled
This means that, Und¢r_ LCFS V‘."th preemption, the_ averaggs a gamma random variable, the best strategy (among the
age assuming deterministic service firfie — co) is higher éansidered ones) is not to preempt while increasing thetepda

than the a"erf%gel ag.e‘a?]surr]nin% a rﬁgular gamma distributed e ration rate as much as possible. This strategy alseeappl
service. In particular, itis higher than the average agenas®  \yhen the service time is deterministic as seen in Figire 7. In

memoryless time. This observation can be explained by they .t \ye opserve that for deterministic service time and for

fact that the probabilitykof packet being preempted is giverny a1 es of A, the average age and the average peak age
byl—p=1- (ﬁ) (refer to SectioriLIll) which is an for the LCFS without preemption scheme are smaller than

increasing function ok. Therefore, ag increases the receiver the average age and average peak age for the LCFS with
will have to wait on average a longer time till a new updatePréemption respectively.

is delivered since the preempting rate becomes higher. This

analysis is true for any value of, hence the phenomenon VII. CONCLUSION

seen in Figurél4.

Next, we compare the performance of the two transmission
schemes in two models: for gamma distributed and determin-
Ystic service time. Figurgl6 shows the average age under LCFS
with and without preemption when the service time is taken

We considered the gamma distribution as a model for
In a parallel setting, Figuid 5 presents the average age undthe service time in status update systems. We computed and
LCFS without preemption. In this case also two observationgnalyzed the average and average peak age of information



4
Average age, k=2 [2]
Average age, k=6
35 Average age, k=17
4 Average age, k= oo
o 37 ] [3]
&
(]
g25 i
E [4]
s N |
15 | ‘ —_— | [8]
10° 10t
A
Fig. 5. Average age for gamma service tirfiewith E(S) = 1, different & [6]

and LCFS without preemption
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Fig. 6. Average age for gamma service tiffiewith £ = 2 andE(S) = 1
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Average peak age for LCFS with preemption

9r Average age for LCFS with preemption
Average peak age for LCFS without preemption
Average age for LCFS without preemption B

Age A

Fig. 7. Average age and average peak age for deterministitccedime

under two schemes: LCFS with preemption and LCFS without
preemption. This allowed us to evaluate these metrics frarde
ministic service time. This suggests that considering gamm
distributions for similar problems can be a good idea since
the Gamma distributions (or at least Erlang distributics®
practically relevant as they can be used to model the total
service time for relay networks.
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