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On Capacity and Delay of Multi-channel Wireless
Networks with Infrastructure Support

Hong-Ning Dai, Raymond

Abstract—In this paper, we propose a novel multi-channel
network with infrastructure support, called an MC-IS network,
which has not been studied in the literature. To the best of ou
knowledge, we are the first to study such arMC-IS network.
Our proposed MC-IS network has a number of advantages over
three existing conventional networks, namely a single-chmnel
wireless ad hoc network (called anSC-AH network), a multi-
channel wireless ad hoc network (called anMC-AH network)
and a single-channel network with infrastructure support (called
an SC-IS network). In particular, the network capacity of our
proposedMC-I S network is v/n log n times higher than that of an
SC-AH network and an MC-AH network and the same as that of
an SC-1 S network, where n is the number of nodes in the network.
The average delay of our MC-IS network is y/logn/n times
lower than that of an SC-AH network and an MC-AH network,
and min{Cr, m} times lower than the average delay of anSC-
IS network, where C; and m denote the number of channels
dedicated for infrastructure communications and the numbe of
interfaces mounted at each infrastructure node, respectisly. Our
analysis on anMC-IS network equipped with omni-directional
antennas only has been extended to aC-I S network equipped
with directional antennas only, which are named as anMC-IS-
DA network. We show that an MC-1S-DA network has an even
lower delay of LQJ—CJCI compared with an SC-IS network and
our MC-IS network. For example, whenC; = 12 and 0 = 15, an
MC-IS-DA can further reduce the delay by 24 times lower that
of an MC-1S network and reduce the delay by 288 times lower
than that of an SC-IS network.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chi-Wing Wong, Hao Wang

multi-hop communications inevitably lead to the high end-
to-end delay. Furthermore, every node equipped with a &singl
interface cannot transmit and receive at the same timetfie.
half-duplex constraint). We name this single-channel ad ho
network as arSC-AH network.

One approach to improve the network performance is to
use multiple channelsnstead of a single channel in a wire-
less network. The experimental results [of [5]3[10] showt tha
using multiple channels can significantly improve the nefwo
throughput. One possible reason for the improvement is that
using multiple channels can separate multiple concurranst
missions in frequency domains so that the interference can
be mitigated. Another reason is that multiple simultaneous
transmissions/receptions are supported rbyltiple network
interfacesmounted at a wireless node, consequently leading
to the improved frequency reuse and the increased throwghpu
However, it is shown in[[2][[9] that each channel (or up to
O(logn) channels) must be utilized by a dedicated interface
at a node in order to fully utilize all the channels simul-
taneously so that the network capacity can be maximized.
When the condition is not fulfilled, the capacity degrades
significantly. Besides, the average delay oN@-AH network
is also®(y/n/logn), which increases significantly with the
increased number of nodes. We call this multi-channel eg=l
ad hoc network as aMC-AH network.

Recent studies [11]=[16] investigated the performance im-
provement by adding a number of infrastructure nodes to

How to improve the network performance, in terms of Wireless network. Specifically, as shown inJ[11]. ][15],
the network capacity and the average delay, has been a Reploying infrastructure nodes in the wireless network can
issue in recent studie§1[1]. Conventional wireless networRignificantly improve the network capacity and reduce the
typically consist of nodes that share one single channel fayerage delay. But, every node (both a common node and

communications. It is found in[2]=[4] that in a rand®ad hoc

an infrastructure node) in such a network equipped with a

network withn nodes, each node has a throughput capacfingle interface cannot transmit and receive at the same tim
of ©(W//nlogn) (whereW is the total network bandwidth) (i.e., the half-duplex constraint is still in place). Bessg only

and the average delay of this network &(/n/logn).

one single channel is used in such a network. We call this

When the number of nodes increases, the per-node througHpgle-channel networks with infrastructure support aS@n
decreases and the average delay increases. One major izasénnetwork.

that all the nodes within the network share gamemedium.

In this paper, we propose a novel multi-channel network

When a node transmits, its neighboring nodes in the saiyih infrastructure support that overcomes the above draw-

channel are prohibited from transmitting to avoid integfese.

backs of existing networks. This network consistscommon

Besides, multi-hop and short-ranged communications are pRodes each of which has a single interface, anfiastructure
ferred in this network in order to minimize the interferencBodes(or base stations), each of which has multiple interfaces.
and achieve the high network capacify [2]. However, tH@oth common nodes and base stations can operate on different

1There are two kinds of network placements: (ajaadom networkin

channels. This multi-channel wireless network with infras-
ture support is called aMC-1S network that has the following

which n nodes are randomly placed, and the destination of a flow © algharacteristics.

randomly chosen and (b) ambitrary network in which the location of nodes,
and traffic patterns can be optimally controlled. We onlysider the random
network in this paper.

o Each common node is equipped with a single network
interface card (NIC). Each base station is equipped with
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TABLE |
COMPARISON WITH OTHER EXISTING WIRELESS NETWORKS

| | Pure Ad Hoc [ Ad Hoc with Infrastructure|
Single Channel | SC-AH networks SC-ISnetworks
-7l [LI-[Z8]
Multiple Channels| MC-AH networks MC-IS networks
[5]-[20] (this paper)

In

multiple NICs.

There are multiple non-overlapping channels available.
Each NIC at either a common node or a base station can
switch to different channels quickly (so we can ignore
the switching delay of NICs).

Base stations are connected viaiged network that has
much higher bandwidth than a wireless network.

Each common node with a single NIC can communicate
with either another common node or a base station, where
a communication with another common node is called
an ad-hoc communication and a communication with a
base station is called an infrastructure communication.
But, a common node supports only one transmission o

;
one reception at a time. Besides, it cannot simultaneousl)@')

transmit and receive (i.e., it is in l@lf-duplexmode).

Each base station with multiple NICs can communicate
with more than one common node. In addition, a base
station can also work in &ll-duplex mode, i.e., trans-
missions and receptions can occur in parallel.

fact, our proposedviC-IS networks have provided a

solution to the new applications, such Bevice-to-Device
(D2D) networks[[19], wireless sensor networks (WSNs), $smar

grid,

smart home and e-health systems [20]] [21]. For exampl

the theoretical analysis on the throughput and the delayiof o
MC-IS networks can be used to analyze the performance of
the overlaid D2D networks (details can be found in Section

VII-C)

Table[]l compares our propos®tC-1S networks with other

existing networks, where one can observe M&tIS networks

can

SC-IS networks and can potentially have a better network
performance (in terms of the network capacity and the del
than other existing networks. However, to the best of o
knowledge,there is no theoretical analysis on the capacit

and

paper is to investigate the performance ofM@-IS network
and to explore the advantages of this network. The prim
research contributions of our paper are summarized asv®llo

1)

)

fully exploit the benefits of botMC-AH networks and

the average delay of an MC-IS networke goal of this

®3)

but the existing networks are only limited by subsets
of them (not all of them). This means that studying the
performance of ouMC-IS networks is more challenging
but it is more useful and realistic to consider four
requirements simultaneously since they exist naturally
in real life applications.

Our proposedC-IS network has a lot of advantages
over existing related networks. In particular, BtC-1S
network can achieve theptimal per-node throughput
W, which is /nlogn times higher than that of an
SC-AHnetwork and arMC-AH network and the same
as that of anSC-IS network, while maintaining the
smallest delay, which is,/logn/n times lower than
that of an SC-AH network and anMC-AH network,
and min{Cr,m} times lower than that of ar8C-IS
network. The performance improvement mainly owes to
the multiple interfaces at a base station, compared with
a single interface at a base statiorS@-1Snetworks. As

a result, ouMC-IS networks have a better performance
than SC-ISnetworks though the theoretical analysis is
also more complicated than that 8C-ISnetworks.

We also extend ouMC-IS networks with the consid-
eration of usingdirectional antennasnstead ofomni-
directional antennas Specifically, all aforementioned
networks (i.e.SC-AHnetworks,MC-AH networks,SC-

IS networks and oumMC-IS networks) are equipped
with omni-directional antennas but the extendde-

IS networks have both the base stations and all common
nodes equipped witlirectional antennas. We name the
extendedMC-IS networks asMC-IS-DA networks. We
show that arMC-1S-DAnetwork can have an even lower
delay of === compared with both aMC-IS network
and anSCe-ISnetwork, wheref is the beamwidth of a
directional antenna mounted at the base station (usually
¢ < 27). Consider the case @f; = 12 andf = {5 that

is feasible in Millimeter-Wave systems [22]. AiC-IS-

DA can further reduce the delay by 24 times lower than
that of anMC-IS network and reduce the delay by 288
times lower than that of aBC-ISnetwork.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
presents a survey on the related studies to ME-1S
network. We present the models used in this paper in Section
hfl]] Section[IM then summarizes our main results. We next

derive the capacity and the delay contributed &y hoc
mmunicationsn an MC-IS network in Sectioi V. Section
presents the capacity and the delay contributedrifsas-

) i tructure communicationis an MC-1S network. We extend our

We formally identify anMC-IS network that character- 5 5)ysis with the consideration of directional antennasels

izes the features afiulti-channelvireless networks with 55 the mobility and provide the implications of our resuits i

infrastructure supportTo the best of our knowledge, theSectiorml]. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section VIII.
capacity and the average delay of an MC-IS network

have not been studied before

We propose @eneraltheoretical framework to analyze
the capacity and the average delay. We show that otheMWe summarize the related works to our study in this
existing networks can be regarded as special cases of eaction. The first network related to our propodéd-IS
MC-IS network in our theoretical framework. Besidesnetwork is anSC-AHnetwork. AnSC-AHnetwork has a poor
we find that outMC-IS networks are limited byour re- performance due to the following reasons: (i) the interiese
quirementgto be defined in Sectidn 1\3imultaneously among multiple concurrent transmissions, (ii) the numkfer o

Il. RELATED WORKS



simultaneous transmissions on a single interface andtl(id)
multi-hop communications [2]=[4].

The second network related to dUC-1Snetwork is arMC- . T oseem Inirastruciure
AH network, in which multiple channels instead of a single = ) afon 2 O\ communications
channel are used. Besides, each node in such a network i < -
equipped with multiple network interfaces instead of sing|
network interface. This network has a higher throughput tha Base station
an SC-AH network because each node can support multiple « commonnode
concurrent transmissions over multiple channels. However
this network suffers from the high delay and the increased
deployment complexity. The average delay of BIC-AH
network is the same as that of &C-AH network, which Fig. 1. Network topology of aMC-IS network
increases significantly with the number of nodes. The de-
ployment complexity is mainly due to the conditidd [9] that
each channel (up t®(logn) channels) must be utilized by acan bring the performance improvement, which might be one
dedicated interface at a node so that all the channels dye fulf the future works.
utilized simultaneously and thus the network capacity can b In this paper, we analyze the capacity and the delay of
maximized. When the condition is not fulfilled, the capacitpn MC-IS network. Although parts of the results on the
degrades significantly. analysis on the capacity and the delay contributed by ad

The third network related to ouvIC-IS network is anSC- hoc communications have appeared [inl [32], our analysis in
IS network [11]-[18], [238]. It is shown in[[11],T15] that an this paper significantly differs from the previous work ireth
SC-ISnetwork can significantly improve the network capacitjollowing aspects:
and reduce the average delay. However, an infrastructute no , We derive the capacity and the delay of &fC-IS
in such a network equipped with a single interface cannot network contributed by infrastructure communications in
transmit and receive at the same time (i.e., the half-duplex this paper while[[32] only addresses the capacity and the

Ad hoc
communications
—_—

constraint is still enforced). Thus, the communicatioragteh delay contributed by ad hoc communications.

such anSC-ISnetwork is still not minimized. Besides, such , We fully investigate the capacity and the delay of\a@-

SC-ISnetworks also suffer from the poor spectrum reuse. IS network with consideration of both infrastructure com-
The fourth network related to ouMC-IS network is a munications and ad hoc communications. Specifically, we

multi-channel wireless mesh network with infrastructuﬂﬂ's also ana|yze the average de|ay and the Opt|ma||ty of our

port (called anMC-Mesh-ISnetwork) [24]-{29], which is results, all of which have not been addressed in [32].
the evolution of multi-channel multi-interface wirelessesh « We also compare our results with other existing networks,

networks (called artMC-Meshnetwork) [30], [31]. AnMC- such as arB8C-AH network, anMC-AH network and an
Mesh-ISnetwork is different from ouMC-IS network due to SC-ISnetwork and analyze the generality of AUC-IS
the following characteristics of aMC-Mesh-ISnetwork: network in this paper.

(i) a typical MC-Mesh-ISnetwork consists omesh clients . We extend our analysis with consideration of using di-
mesh routerandmesh gatewayshile anMC-ISnetwork rectional antennas in avC-IS network. Discussions on
consists of common nodes and infrastructure nodes. the mobility are also presented in this paper (see Section

(ii) different types of communications exist in the mulgt [VITfor more details).
hierarchicalMC-Mesh-ISnetwork, which are far more
complicated than aMC-IS network. For example, there I1l. M ODELS

are communications between mesh clients, communty e adopt the asymptotic notatioris [33] in this paper. We
cations between mesh gateways, and communicatigps : ; i

en describe theMC-IS network model in Sectiof TII-A.
between a mesh gateway and a mesh router.

(i) an MC-Mesh-I1Snetwork uses wireless links to connec§ecu0n|:|]:IEB next gives the definitions of the throughput

the backbonenetworks (corresponding to the infrastruc-Capac'ty and the delay.

ture network in anMC-IS network). As a result, the

assumption of the unlimited capacity and the interferenc8- MC-IS Network Model

free infrastructure communications in 8MC-IS network Take Fig.[1 as an example MC-IS networks. In this

does not hold for aMC-Mesh-ISnetwork. network, » common nodes are randomly, uniformly and in-
(iv) the traffic source of arMC-Mesh-ISnetwork is either dependently distributed on a unit square plaheEach node

from a mesh client or from the Internet while the traffiéss mounted with a single interface that can switch to one of

always originates from the same network in BIC-IS (' available channels. Each node can be a data source or a

network. destination. All the nodes are homogeneous, which means

Therefore, the analytic framework on the capacity and thieat they have the same transmission range. In additiore the

delay of suchMC-Mesh-ISnetworks is significantly different areb infrastructure nodes, which are also calleake stations
from that of anMC-IS network. An interesting question isinterchangeably throughout the whole paper. We assume that
whether using directional antennas MC-Mesh-ISnetworks b can be expressed as a square of a condtarfi.e., b2)



where b is an integer in order to simplify our discussionthatW = W + Wiy + Wi p = Wa +2W; y. To simplify
Each base station is equipped with interfaces and eachour analysis, we uséV; to denote eitheiV;y or Wi p.
interface is associated with a single omni-directionaéant, Corresponding to the partition of the bandwidth, we alsdt spl
which can operate on one aof channels. The planel theC channels into two disjoint grougs, andCy, in which
is evenly partitioned intob equal-sized squares, which ar&’4 channels are dedicated for ad hoc communications and
called BS-cells Similar to [11], [15], [16], we also assumeC; channels are dedicated for infrastructure communications
that a base station is placed at the center of d8hcell Thus,C = C4 + C;. Besides, each base station is mounted
Unlike a node, a base station is neither a data source nowigh m NICs, which serve for both the uplink traffic and the
destination and it only helps forwarding data for nodes.téd downlink traffic. It is obvious that the number of NICs seryin
base stations are connected through a wired network withdot the uplink traffic is equal to the number of NICs serving
capacity constrainnd delay constraint for the downlink traffic. Som must be an even number.

There are two kinds of communications in aiC-IS 2) Interference modelln this paper, we consider theter-
network: (i) Ad hoc communicationbetween two nodes, ferencemodel [2], [9], [11]-[13], [15]. When nodeX; trans-
which often proceed in a multi-hop manner; (ifrastructure mits to nodeX; over a particular channel, the transmission
communicationsbetween a node and a base station, whidh successfully completed by nod¢; if no node within the
span a single hop. An infrastructure communication cossit transmission range oX; transmits over the same channel.
anuplink infrastructure communication from a node to a baseherefore, for any other nod¥;, simultaneously transmitting
station, and alownlink infrastructure communication from aover the same channel, and any guard zdxe> 0, the
base station to a node. following condition holds.

In the following, we describe two major components for . .
network communications. The first component is the routing dist(X, X;) = (1 + A)distX;, X;)
strategy. The second component is the interference modelwhere distX;, X;) denotes the distance between two nodes

1) Routing Strategyin this paper, we consider tié-max- X, and X ;. Note that thephysical interferencenodel [2] is
hop routing strategyin which, if the destination is locatedignored in this paper since the physical model is equivalent
within H (H > 1) hops from the source node, data packets afiee interference model when tipath loss exponens greater
transmitted through ad hoc communications. Otherwisea ddhan two (it is common in a real world][2], [34]).
packets are forwarded to the base station through infretstier ~ The interference model applies for both ad hoc communica-
communications (i.e., the uplink infrastructure commanic tions and infrastructure communications. Since ad hoc camm
tion). The base station then relays the packets through thieations and infrastructure communications are sepdiaye
wired network. After the packets arrive at the base statidgifferent channels (i.e¢/4 andC; do not overlap each other),
that is closest to the destination node, the base statiam tlike interference only occurs either between two ad hoc com-
forwards the packets to the destination node (i.e., the tiokvn munications or between two infrastructure communications
infrastructure communication). Take Figl 1 as the example

again. Data flow 1 starts from nodg€; to nodeX;s in the B, Definitions of Throughput Capacity and Delay

][nuln-hog i? h\(l)\;:_t?anneastmcDe tnoﬁélﬁ ;5 vv_|th|n f ?_Opf. The notation of throughput of a transmission from a node
ro(rjn r;? e- 1'f If regard to Da 3eXOW d silnce Estlna 'O'Z'Xi to its destination nod&(; is usually defined as the number
NOde Ass IS far from Sourceé nocetss, data packels are ¢ piq that can be delivered from; to X; per second. The

gar}_snlltte?j ILom sou;ce nOSESGtr:O Its hn:ehares_t bo?se tstat:(o? ggregate throughput capacityf a network is defined to be
s fIrst and then are torwarded through tn€ wired network tig, o 45 throughput of all transmissions in the networke Th

reaching base statioB; that finally sends the data packets t%er-node throughput capacityf a network is defined to be

destination nodeXps. . its aggregate throughput capacity divided by the total nermb
_TheH—max-hop routing strateggan_avmd the problem that of transmissions (or all nodes involved in transmissiofs).
arises by using thé-nearest-cell routing strategin the case this paper, we mainly concentrate on fher-node throughput
of two nodes near the boundary (.)f two adjacast-cells For apacityand theaverage delaywhich are defined as follows.
example, Data .ﬂOW 4as ShO\.Nn in Fig. 1 starting from node pefinition 1: Feasible per-node throughpwor anMC-IS
Xjp o destination nodeXs; will be transmitted in one hop poqyary 5 throughput of\ (in bits/sec) isfeasibleif by ad
by ad hoc commur_ncatlons according dﬂFr_nax-hop fouting 4 communications or infrastructure communicationstethe
strategy However, in thgk-negrest-cell rou_tlng strat.egﬂﬂl], exists aspatial and temporal schemwithin which each node
node Xy has to transmit to its neareBS(i.e., Bs) first and an send or receiva bits/sec on average.
then B3 forwards the data packets through the wired networ Definition 2: Per-node throughput capacity of an MC-IS

till they reach3;, which is the neare®#Sto nodeXas. This oo rkwith the throughput of\ is of order©®(g(n)) bits/sec
problem may result in inefficient use of bandwidth resource

. . . ; SOUICE] there are deterministic constartis> 0 and’ < +oo such
It is obvious thatwhen there is an uplink communication
there is always a downlink communicatioWe then divide . , i
the total bandwidth oV bits/sec into three parts: (1) 4 for limnseo  PA= h,g(n) is feasiblg = 1 and
ad hoc communications, (2)V; ¢ for uplink infrastructure limy, o0 inf ~ P(A = h'g(n) is feasiblg <1.
communications and (3)V; p for downlink infrastructure  In this paper, the per-node throughput capacity oIS
communications. Sincé@l’; iy is equal tolW; p, it is obvious network is expressed by = X\, + \;, where)\, and; denote



the throughput capacity contributed by the ad hoc commnetworks, which are limited by only subsets of the four
nications and the infrastructure communications, resgeygt requirementgbut only some of them and not all). For example,
Besides, we usé’, T4, T to denote theeasible aggregate the capacity o5C-AHnetworks and&SC-1Snetworks is limited
throughput the feasibleaggregate throughput contributed byoy Connectivity requiremenand Interference requiremenrds
ad hoccommunications, and tHeasibleaggregate throughput shown in [2] and[[111] while the capacity &C-AH networks
contributed byinfrastructurecommunications, respectively. is limited by Connectivity requirementnterference require-
Definition 3: Average Delay of an MC-IS networkhe mentand Interface-bottleneck requiremef@] (under random
delay of a packets defined as the time that it takes for thenetwork placement). As a result, our analysis on\N@-I1S
packet to reach its destination after it leaves the solrfe [detwork is far morechallengingthan those in the previous
After averaging the delay of all the packets transmitted studies.
the whole network, we obtain theverage delayf an MC-IS More specifically, as shown in Figl] 24 can be parti-
network, denoted byD. tioned into 3 casesCase lcorresponding to the case when
The average delay of aNlC-IS network is expressed by Cy = O(Fy), Case 2 corresponding to the case when
D = D,+ D,, whereD, and D; denote the delay contributedC4 = Q(F;) and C4 = O(F»), and Case 3corresponding
by ad hoc communications and the delay contributed by infrae the case wherCy = Q(F:), where F; = logn and
tructure communications, respectively. To derive the ager r, — n(%)z'
delay in this paper, we consider tfieid modelproposed by  Under each of the above caséd$,can be partitioned into
A. El. Gamal et al. in[[3],[[4]. In this model, the packet siz&wo sub-cases. Und€ase 1 H is partitioned into 2 sub-cases,
is allowed to be arbitrarily small so that the time taken fofiamelySub-case 1.nd Sub-case 1.2Sub-case 1.1s when
transmitting a packet may only occupy a small fraction of ong — o(G,) and Sub-case 1.2s when H = Q(G), where
time slot, implying that multiple packets can be transnditte;, — n%/log§ n. UnderCase 2 H is partitioned into 2 sub-
within one time slot. The fluid model can be easily extended {ses, namelgub-case 2.and Sub-case 2.2Sub-case 2.is
the case of the packet with constant size as shon [35E N@fhen H = o(G,) and Sub-case 2.2s when H = Q(Gs)
that we glo not count the del_ay caused by the_ mfrastruct%erer = n%0§/10g% n. UnderCase 3 H is partitioned
communications within the wired network. Besides, we alsg; > sub-cases, nameS§ub-case 3.and Sub-case 3.25ub-

ignore the queuing delay in thi_s mpdel. . case 3.lis whenH = o(G3) and Sub-case 3.5 whenH =
In order to compare the optimality of our results with th?z(G ), where Gy — nl/logl n. Fig.[2 shows all possible
3)s 3 = 2 2 n. .

existing ones, we introduce treptimal per-node throughput .
capacity A which is the maximum achievable er-node?ub_Cases we consider.
Pacty Aopt, ; : P Each requirement dominates the other at least one sub-case
throughput capacity, and theptimal average delayD,,, der di .
Do . ynder ifferent conditions as follows.
which is the average delay when the optimal per-node throug o . )
« Connectivity Conditioncorresponding t&ub-case 1.t

put capacity\,,; is achieved. ) o - i
which Connectivity requiremendominates.
« Interference Conditioncorresponding t@ub-case 2.t

) ] o _ which Interference requiremerdominates.
We first present th_e four r_equwements t_hat limit the capamt . Destination-bottleneck Conditiorcorresponding t&Sub-
of anMC-ISnetwork in Sectiol [V-A. Section IV-B then gives  ¢35¢ 3.2in which Destination-bottleneck requirement

IV. MAIN RESULTS

the main results. dominates.
« Interface-bottleneck Conditioncorresponding toSub-
A. Four Requirements case 1.1 Sub-case 2.,lor Sub-case 3,1in which
We have found that the capacity of aMC-IS network Interface-bottleneck requiremedbminates.

is mainly limited by four requirements simultaneouslyi)

Connectivity requirementthe need to ensure that the networld. Summary of Results

is_ conne<_:te<_1| S0 thaf[ ea_ch source n_ode can successf_ully COMMiye summarize the main results as follows.
nicate Wlth_lts des_tmatlon node; (|I)1te_rf_erence requirement Throughput and Delay for an MC-IS network
- two receivers simultaneously receiving .packet§ from WO Theorem 1:The per-node throughpukt for an MC-IS net-
different tran_sm|tte_rs must be separated with a minimum Q'\ﬁlork has four regions as follows.

tance to avoid the interference between the two transnmissio . - o -

for the two receivers; (iiiDestination-bottleneck requirement ) WheDVAConnectlvny. lemg,'i'on Is satisfied, A =
- the maximum amount of data that can be simultaneously @(W) + ©(min{z, nCI}WI)' where A, =
received by a destination node; (iterface-bottleneck re- O (F1sy;) andA; = G(min_{%, %}W{)?.
quirement the maximum amount of data that an interface can ) When Interference Conditionis satisfied, A =
simultaneously transmit or receive. Besides, each of the fo O —4—) + O(min{2, 22 }W;), where ), =

. . . . C3ZHlogZn
requirements dominates the other three requirementsrimster

of the throughput of the network under different conditioms o #ﬁg%n) and)\; = O (min{2, f_gI}WI);
Ca andH. iii) When Destination-bottleneck Conditide satisfied \ =

+ G(min{b bm W),

& b
CaHlog? n-log(H?logn) n’ nCr

Our findings are significantly different from the previous n% log log(H? log n)Wa
studies in SC-AH networks, MC-AH networks and SC-IS



o |
: Case 1 c, Q(F) Case D ‘ : Case 3 |
| c, O(F) I
| o I . |
I H= U(V k[ =Q(G,)” H= O(Ci/ \<‘ Q(G, )|I H= o(G‘/ VA Q(G,) |
|

I . .
| Sub-case 1.1~ Sub-case 1 2 Sub-case 2.1 Sub-case 2.2 | Sub- cme 3.1 Yul) case 3.2 I
| |

k) (Destinat

Fig. 2. All possible sub-cases considered

consistent with our bounds when our configuration is set to
the one for thesC-AHnetwork. Specifically, the configuration
is that H is set to©(y/n/logn), C4 =1, Wq = W and

Wr = 0. In that configuration, the total bandwidth is assigned

where )\,

@( n% loglcl)g(H2 logn)Wa ) and
CaHlog? n-log(H?logn)

Ai = O(min{2, L en AW
iv) When Interface- bottleneck Conditiors satisfied,A =

o Hrren. & ) +O(min{Z, 22 y1W;), where), = for ad hoc communicationsi(4 = W andW; = 0), there is
a single channel available’(y = 1) corresponding to that of
o HQIO% ) ch—f) and)\; = @(mm{n, nCI}WI) an SC-AH network [2].
(B) An MC-AH network is a special case of our MC-IS

Theorem 2:The average delay of all packets in BC-IS

/ network: The theoretical bounds in th&C-AH network [9]
network isD = 6(%) + @( ) where D, =

are consistent with our bounds shown in Theofdm 1, when

our configuration is set to the one for tMC-AH network, in

H3logn - c
9( n ) and D; e(min{chm} ' which H is set to©(y/n/logn), corresponding to that of an
2. Overview of Our Proof MC-AH network [9].

Since ad hoc communications and infrastructure communi-|n particular, we have the following cases:

cations are carried in two disjoint channel grodps andC’, . Case I: whenC's = O(loen) and H = O(«/n/loen
we will derive the bounds on the capacity and the delay con- A togn) (vn/logn)

mln{CI m}

tributed by the two communications separately. In paréicul
we first obtain the bounds on the the capacity contributeddby a
hoc communications in Sectién V. More specifically, we will
derive the upper bounds on the capacity by consideration of,
the aforementioned four requirements and then prove therlow
bounds by constructing the cells, designing routing scheme
and TDMA scheme properly. Although our approach is the
integration of the previous studies @C-IS networks [15]

and MC-AH networks [[9], our solution is non-trivial due to
the following reasons: (i) the capacity MC-IS networks is
limited by the aforementioned four conditions simultangdgu
while those ofSC-ISnetworks andviC-AH networks are only
limited by subsets of the four conditions; (ii) as a resulg w
need to redesign the cell construction, the routing scherde a
the scheduling scheme based on various factors (sudi,as
C4 andn), which are not straight-forward. Details about our
proof on ad hoc communications will be given in Secfion
We will next derive the capacity contributed by infrasturet
communications in Sectidn V1. Similarly, we need to constru

phrase while these constructions are different from thdse
ad hoc communications. The complete proof of TheokémSf
and Theoreni]2 will be given in Sectign]VI.

3. Generality of MC-IS Networks *

Our proposed/C-ISnetwork offers a more general theoreti-
cal framework than other existing networks. In particuddiner
networks such as aBC-AHnetwork [2], anMC-AH network
[9], and anSC-ISnetwork [15] can be regarded as special ®
cases of ouMC-IS network under the following scenarios.

(A) An SC-AH network is a special case of our MC-IS
network: The theoretical bounds in tHf&C-AHnetwork [2] are

(Connectivity Condition is satisfied), the per-node
throughputh = ©(W/y/nlogn) and the average delay
D = ©(4/n/logn), which matches the result of aiC-
AH network [9];

Case Il: when Cy = Qogn) and Cx =

> 10 2 ogn 2

gn %) .)’ an.d._H = O(y/n/logn) (In-
terference Condition is satisfied), the per-node through-
put A\ = O(W/{/Cyn) and the average delapp =
©(y/n/logn), which matches the result of aC-AH

network [9];

2
Case lll: whenC 4 = Q(n(%) ) andH =

©(4/n/logn) (Destination-bottleneck Condition is sat-
isfied), the per-node throughpit= © (222 ) and
the average delay = O(y/n/logn), which matches
the result of arMC-AH network [9].

ote that we do not consider the capacity contributed by
infrastructure communications in the above four cases.
(C) An SC-IS network is a special case of our MC-IS net-

BS-cells design routing scheme and TDMA scheme in thiﬁk: Similarly, the theoretical bounds in tH&C-1Snetwork

are consistent with our bounds when our configuration is

t to the one for th&C-ISnetwork.
In particular, we have the following cases:

Case |: whenCy = 1 and H = Q(n%/log% n) (Con-
nectivity Condition is satisfied)\ = @(Hlogn %Wi)
andD = ©(11%sn | ) which matches the result of an
SC-ISnetwork [15];

Case Il: when(Cy4 1 and H
(Interface-bottleneck Condition is satisfied)y =
@(Hjlo% Ig“ + mln{n,nc tWr) and D
(£ 4 ¢), which matches the result of aBC-IS

= = o(n%/log% n)



network [15]. oo X SCAH
4. Optimality of Results J: 77777777777 =" O wean
We analyze the optimality of the per-node throughput A scis
capacity A and the average delal of an MC-IS network. i 5 | O Mo
Specifically, the analysis is categorized into two case}: (1 ‘ A Xk Mc-is-DA
when )\, dominates)\;; (2) when); dominates),. | C
Case 1 when )\, dominates); (i.e. W4, — W and P R @
Wi /W = 0). A E— A — "
We obtain the maximum per-node throughput capacity as [FJ'C' A ”
the following sub-cases: (i} = © (o) with Connectivity Jnlogn

% with Interferencecondi- Fig. 3. Capacity and delay regions under different netwofltee scales of
C2Hlog2 n the axes are in terms of the ordersrin

1
tion; (i) A = © n? logllog(w log )W ) with Destination-
CH log?2 n-log(H? logn)
bottleneckcondition; (iv) A = © (2% 1ozn) with Interface- 1S network can achieve the smallest del&)( &)
bottleneckcondition. In all the above sub-cases, we alway@oint C in Fig. [3) when the optimal per-node throughput
have the average deld) = © H?’fgn . The results imply ¢apacity A = ©(W) is achieved. It is shown in[3], [4]
that we should assign most of channel bandwidth to ad hftat in an SC-AH network and anMC-AH network, the
communications in order to obtain the maximum capacity afficreased capacity pays for the higher delay due to the multi
the minimum delay. However, we will show as follows thaf!OP transmissions. However, #C-IS network and arSC-
the above results are not optimal compared v@tse 2 IS network can overcome the _del_ay peqalty by tr_ansmlttmg
Case 2 when \; dominates), (i.e. W; — W/2 and packets_ through infrastructure, inside which there is nayde
Wa/W = 0). constraint. Furthermore, aMC-IS network can ach|eve_ an
In this case, the maximum per-node throughput capac en shorter delay than a$C-.ISnetwc.)rk by using multlple_
) = @(%W) and the average delap — @( c ) Interfaces at each base station, which can support multiple

’ i ; min{c 7m} . . . . pu - .
implies that when wher\; dominates),, to maximize the simultaneous transmissions. Specifically, as shown in[&ig.

capacity, most of the channel bandwidth should be assign%'aMC'IS ne%work (pointC in Fig.[d) has a d‘?'ay r_edu_ctlon
for infrastructure communications. At this time, increasthe gain of min{Cr,m} OVer anSC-ISnetW(_)rk (pointB in Fig.
number of base stations can significantly improve the nétwoy” For example, arMC-IS network W'th Cr = m - 12
capacity. More specifically, ib = Q(n), then A = O(W), ‘9 there areC’; = 12 non-overlapping channels in IEEE
which is significantly higher than those i@ase 1 This is 802.11a[[3b]), in which we assign a dedicated interface for
because the multi-hop ad hoc communications may lead %Ch channe_l, has a delay 12 times lower thanSﬂ}IS
the capacity loss due to the higher interference of muligule network. Be5|d§s, whe_n we _ext_end_ our analysis orive:
hoc communications. Meanwhile, the minimum average deléi network equipped W'tmm“"_‘j'r?Ct'OUa' antennasnly 1o

D in 1 cas s bounded bp(rc ). herec s a1 Terk apped witieetone smenesny,
constant and: oy |i13|lr](jepend.ent ofn. .It S ObVI.OUS even lower delay of—-- as shown in poinC’ in Fig.[3,
that orémy = © ©(7=p2") ) since H is determined \yhereg is the beamwidth of a directional antenna mounted

by the number of nodes. Intuitively, we have much lower at the base station (usually< 27). Consider the same case

delay than that ofCase 1 The reason behind this lies ingf ¢, = 12 and§ = Z that is feasible in most of mmWwave

the higher delay brought by the multi-hop communicationsystems[[22]. AMMC-IS-DAcan further reduce the delay by 24
in Case 1 In summary,MC-IS networks have theptimal times lower that of aMC-IS network and reduce the delay by
per-node throughput capacity,,, = ©(W) and theoptimal 288 times lower than that of £C-ISnetwork. This is because
average delayDoy = O( ey )- using directional antennas can concentrate the trangmisi
We summarize our key results and compare our results withthe desired directions and can improve the spectrum reuse
other related networks in Figl 3. In particular, we compare gotentially supporting more concurrent transmissiongale

MC-IS network with three existing networks, namely BIC- g this extended work will be addressed in Secfiod VII.
AH network, anSC-ISnetwork, and arSC-AH network, in

terms of the optimal per-node throughput capaditand the
optimal average delay in Fig.[3. As shown in Fig[]3, an
MC-IS network can achieve the optimal per-node throughput
capacity,,; = ©(W) (point C in Fig.[3), which isy/nlogn We first derive the upper bounds on the network capacity
times higher than that of amMC-AH network and arSC-AH contributed by ad hoc communications in Secfion IV-A. Sec-
network (pointA in Fig.[3), and the same as that of &C- tion presents constructive lower bounds on the network
IS network (pointB in Fig.[3). In other words, there is nocapacity contributed by ad hoc communications, which have
capacity degradation in the optimal per-node throughpanof the same order of the upper bounds, implying that our results
MC-IS network. are quite tight. We then give the aggregate throughput dgpac
Besides, compared with other existing networks,M@- in Section[V-C. Note that our derivations are significantly

condition; (ii) A = @(

V. CAPACITY CONTRIBUTED BY AD HOC
COMMUNICATIONS



different from those of the existing networks, such &8- Proof. We first calculate the probability that a node uses the
AH networks,MC-AH networks andSC-I1Snetworks because ad hoc mode to transmit, denoted B(AH), which is the
the capacity contributed by ad hoc communication@f-1S probability that the destination node is located witliinhops
networks is mainly limited by all four aforementioned regdi away from the source node. Thus, we have

ments simultaneously (not just subsets of these requirtsnen B 9 9

and we need to establish a new theoretical framework to P(AH) = nH"r(n). )

analyze the results. Since each source generatgshits per second and there are
totally n sources, the total number of bits per second served
Ay the whole network is required to be at least P(AH) -
h - )l\ca. We next prove that - P(AH) - h - A\, is bounded by
1
We found that the network capacity contributed by ad hot Té") é:?g?é the maximum number of simultaneous transmis-
transmissions in aMC-IS network, denoted by,, is mainly = gions on a particular channel BY,,.x. As proved in Lemma
affected by (1) Connectivity requirement, (2)Interference g 4in [2], N,... is upper bounded by, wherek; > 0
i ination- i ) . Rzt e
requirement, (3)Destination-bottleneckequirement and (4) is g constant, independent of Note that each transmission
Interface-bottleneckequirement. We first derive the uppelyyer thew channel is of W4 /C4 bits/sec. Adding all the
bounds on the per-node throughput capacity under Connggnsmissions taking place at the same time over alldhe

tivity Condition (defined in Sectioh IV-A). Before presemdi  channels, we have the total number of transmissions in the
Propositior[]l, we have Lemnia 1 to bound the expectation\gf,ole network is no more than

the number of hops, which is denoted by

Lemma 1:The expectation of the number of hopsis kq = Wa k1 W abits/
bounded byO (H). A2(r(n))? wz::l Ca  D(r(ny)2 APISISEC
Proof. We first denoteP(h = i) by the probability of the _ L
event that a packet traversés= i hops. According to the Therefore, we have - P(AH) -1 Aa < mopimy Wa.
H-max-hop routing scheme?(h = i) is essentially equal to %omblnln%[/the abovg II;{(;:'SUltS with Lemrih 1 yieldls <
the probability that a packet traverses at miost i hops with  &23(ny * wrisr2(n) = nifr? () Wherek, is a constant. _
the exclusion of the event that a packet traverses no mone thaBesides, to guarantee that the network is connected with
h =i —1 hops, where > 0. Thus, P(h = i) is equal to the high probability (/v.h.pﬁ, we requirer(n) > 1";% [2]. Thus,
ratio of the area of a disk with radiys— 1) -r(n) to the area we have), < -£22Wa_ wherek; is a constant.

— H3log?n

A. Upper Bounds on Network Capacity Contributed by
Hoc Communications

of a disk with radiusi - r(n), wherer(n) is the distance of a e then derive the upper bounds on the per-node throughput
hop. As aresultP(h =1i) = %W capacity under Interference Condition.
We then have Proposition 2: When Interference requirement dominates,
B = E(h) 1 P(h=1)+2-P(h=2)+ the per-node throughput capacity contributed by ad hoc com-
I . W
+H-P(h = H) munications is\, = O chmAg%n
7r?(n) 3rr2(n) Proof. We present a proof of the bound in Appendix A.; .
: TH2r2(n) : TH22(n) Before proving the upper bounds on.t.he throughput capacity
(H? — (H —1)2) - 7r2(n) under the destination-bottleneck condition, we need tandou
+H - ~HZ2(n) (1) the number of flows towards a node under tHemax-hop

routing scheme. Specifically, we have the following result.
Since H[H? — (H — 1)?] in Eq. @) are the series of Lemma 2:The maximum number of flows towards a

hexagonal numbers, then EfJ (1) can be simplified as followgde under theH-max-hop routing scheme i®y(n) =
log(H? log n)

- a? - GH? ' Proof. Let N;(1 < i < n) be a random variable defined as
It is obvious thath is a function of H as shown in Eq[{2). follows:
The limit of () as H approacheso is N, { 1 if source node transmits to its destination node;
— ! 0 otherwise.

lim h(H)=06(H - .

Hosoo (H) = O(H), Let N; be a random variable representing the total number
which can be directly derived from the definition of thef source nodes transmitting in ad hoc mode. We have
asymptotic notatior®(-) and Eq. [(2). N, = 3.1 | N;. Thus, the expected number of source nodes

We then have Propositiol 1 that bounds the per-nolf@nsmitting in ad hoc mode is:

throughput capacity contributed by ad hoc communications n n

under Connectivity condition: E(Ny) = E<Z Ni> =Y E(N)).
Proposition 1: When Connectivity requirement dominates, i=1 i=1

the per-node throughput capacity contributed by ad hoc COMzyye say that an event happens with a high probability i?(e) — 1 when

munications is\, = O (i as:)- n— .



Since f(N; = 1) = P(AH) = mH?r%(n) andr(n) needs % % %
to be©(y/logn/n) to ensure that the network is connected, I I I I |
we haveE(N;) = 1-7H?r?(n) +0- (1 — 7H?*r?(n)) = i i i i
TH?*2(n), ie., B(N;) = ©(rH*1%£%). Therefore E(N;) = AN S S S
n-mH?E" = 2 logn. i | |
Recall the Chernoff bound5[37], we have 3

o for any 6 > 0, P(N;, > (1 + d)mH?logn) < ! i ! !
x TH?logn bo---- bo---- F:/;—(’n)’;.‘ ””” ‘
(W) ;
o for any 0 < § < 1, P(N; < (1 —§)mrH?logn) < Fig. 4. Plane divided into a number of cells and each with ares).
e—TH logn-d /2.

In summary, for any0 < ¢ < 1, we can obtainP(| N, —
7H?logn| > dnH?logn) < e~emH’logn \wheree > 0.
Thus, whenn — oo, the total number of source node
transmitting in ad hoc mode B(H?logn) w.h.p.

In a random network, each source node can randonBy Constructive Lower Bounds on Network Capacity Con-
choose its destination. The traffic for a source-destingt@mir tributed by Ad Hoc Communications
is denoted as #low. Thus, it is very likely that a node will e then derive the lower bound on the network capacity by
be the destination of multiple flows. It is proved [n[38] thatqnstrycting a network with the corresponding routing sube

the maximum number of flows towards any given node in g,q scheduling scheme when each requirement is considered.
random network withV nodes, denoted by)(N), is UpPer The derived orders of the lower bounds are the same as the

log N
bounded byo (28 %), w.h.p. orders of the upper bounds, meaning that the upper bounds

. is also upper bounded b4 Note that this result holds
S]’or any network settings. 0

T loglog N )
Combining the two results (by replaciny = H?logn) are tight. In particular, we first divide the plane into a nenb

leads to the above result. 0 of equal-sized cells. The size of each cell is properly chose
We then prove the upper bounds on the per-node throughggtihat each cell ha®(na(n)) nodes, where(n) is the area
capacity under Destination-bottleneck Condition. of a cell (Secuo[‘m) We then design a routing scheme

Proposition 3: When Destination-bottleneck requiremento assign the number of flows at each node evenly (Section
dominates, the per-node throughput capacity contribueath [-B2). Finally, we design alime Division Multiple Access
hoc communications i8, = 05 n? loglog(H? logm)Wa | (TDMA) scheme to schedule the traffic at each node (Section
CaH3log?2 n-log(H?logn)

Proof. Since each node has one interface that can suppor
most"c"—: and Since each node has at mdsi (n) flows under
the H-max-hop routing scheme, the data rate of the minimu

4% shown in Figll4. The cell size afn) must be carefully
: W ) .
rate flow is at moste 757y, where Dy (n) is bounded by o osen to fulfll the three requirements, i.e., the conwigti

9(&%) by Lemmad2. After calculating all the datarequirement, the interference requirement and the déistina
rates at each node times with the traversing distance, we haettleneck requirement. In particular, similar {d [9], wet s

n-P(AH) - Mg -h-r(n) < %0 .1, a(n) =

CaDu(n) = min { max
We then have s cz 3 H2 1
Note that the interface-bottleneck requirement is inddpeh
WA WA .
0 < = < e Togm) of the size of a cell.
CaDu(n)P(AH)hr(n) = CamH3r3(n) - 2Bty The maximum number of nodes in a cell can be upper
o _ 5 5 bounded by the following lemma.
This is becausér = ©(H) and P(AH) = wH*r*(n) are Lemma 3:1f a(n) > 221%" then each cell ha® (n(a(n))
derived in Lemmad]l and Eq.(3) in the proof of PmpOSitiOHodesw.h.p. "
[, respectively. Proof. Please refer td [9]. 0
H logn H
Sincer(n) = @(\/ T) as proved in[[2], we then have  We next check whether all the above valuesa¢h) are
properly chosen such that each cell haén(a(n)) nodes

) Cell Construction: We divide the plane intol/a(n)
equal-sized cells and each cell is a square with areaof,

3 3
100logn log2 n log 2 n-log(H2 logn)
3 .
n ’ ’ n2-loglog(H?logn)

A

\ Wan? -loglog(H?logn) w.h.p.whenn is large enough (i.e., Lemn@ 3 is satisfied).
© T CuH3log?" -log(H2logn) It is obvious that'%0len - 30loen gpglesin - 50logn

C2?n
. O since we only considef'y in ConnectivityACondition and
Finally, we prove the upper bounds on the per-node throu dog? n-log(H? log n)

h- " . .
put capacity under Interface-bottleneck Condition. glnterference Condition. Bes'de",;%.loglog(Hz log n) is also

Proposition 4: When  Interface-bottleneck  requiremengreater than®216" with large n since loloi(h(T;lzoinL) -1
dominates, the per-node throughput capacity contributed gos &

3
M= . log? 50 log ;
ad hoc communications is, = O(VCV_:). and 0:% nos —sgn whenn I-S Iarge_ enough. -
Proof. In an MC-IS network, each node is equipped with only Besides, the number of interfering cells around a cell is

one interface, which can support at mgst data rate. Thus, bounded by a constant, given by Lemiila 4 as follows.
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«— onesecond ————»| Time denotes transmission/reception of a node. In this consryc
| -

=1 3 ] x one hop along a flow is associated with one edge in the routing

< edgecdlorsiol === graph. In the routing graph, each vertex is assigned with
o f(n) = O(H3a(n)) edges. It is shown i ]9]/139] that this
routing graph can be edge-colored with at most/3a(n))
colors. We then divide one second if®§H3a(n)) edge-color
slots, each of which has a Iength@(ﬁ(n)) seconds and is
stained with a unique edge-color. Since all edges conrgectin
to a vertex use different colors, each node has at most one
transmission/reception scheduled in any edge-color tiloe s

Lemma 4:Under the interference model. the number of (i) Mini-slot: We further divide each edge-color slot into

interfering cells of any given cell is bounded by a constam'n"SIOtS' Then_, we b‘%"?‘ a sch_ed_ule that assigns a trasismi
ks, which is independent of. sion to a node in a mini-slot within an edge-color slot over
Por’oof The detailed broof is stated in Appendix B a channel. We construct anterference graphn which each
2) i?outin Scherlra1e'To assion the ﬁgws at éach nDOdevertex is a node in the network and each edge denotes the
evenly, we gesign a rbuting s%:heme consists of two Ste|r|%t_erference between two nodes. We then show as follows that
(1) Assigning sources and destinations and (2) Assignieg t% € mterference.graph can be vgrtex-polored wifina(n))
colors, wherek; is a constant defined inl[9].

remaining flows in a balanced way. L 6:The interf h b ; lored
In Step (1), each node is the originator of a flow and each emma . 1ne interlerence graph can be vertex-colore

. o 5 with at mostO(na(n)) colors.
node is the destination of at m (n) flows, whereD (n) pof. By Lemmd&4, every cell has at most a constant number

asf%mt?s;?lé_vismmmz Thus, after Step (1), there are at m(g%interfering cells. Besides, each cell hasna(n)) nodes by
" ' mmal3. Thus, each node has at mOsta(n)) edges in

We denote the straight line connecting a source S to ; )
destination D as an S-D lines. In Step (2), we need to cakeul re interference graph. It is shown that a graph of degree at
) ' ostkq can be vertex-colored with at mokg + 1 colors [9]

the number of S-D lines (flows) passing through a cell so th : .
: - . Hence, the interference graph can be vertex-colorgd w
we can assign them to each node evenly. Specifically, we h
at mostO(na(n)) colors.

thi;ﬂlgvglgg:.gﬁzu:qmber of S-D lines passing through a cell We need to sch_edule the_interfering nodes either on diEfe_ren
is bounded byO(nH?(a(n))?). channels, or a_t different mini-slots on the same c.hannelesm.
Proof. The detailed proof is stated in Appendix C. two nodes assngned the same vgrtex—cc_)lor(_:io not interfake wi

As shown in Lemmd3, there a®(n - a(n)) nodes in each other, while two nodes stained with different colory ma

. : interfere with each other. We divide each edge-color sl in

each cell. Therefore, Step (2) will assign to any node at m ima(n) ini-s] h : q ) h o
3 2 - -
O(nfil.(aa((nn))) ) — O(H3a(n)) flows. Summarizing Step (1) o W mini-slots on every channel, and assign the mini

and Step (2), there are at mogtn) = O(1 + H3a(n) + slots on each channel from 1 {WW A node assigned
Dy (n)) flows at each node. On the other hand?a(n) with a colors, 1 < s < krna(n), is allowed to transmit in
dominatesf(n) since H > 1 and a(n) is asymptotically mini-slot [C_SAW on channels mod Cy) + 1.
larger thanDy (n) whenn is large enough. Thus, we have e next prove the constructive lower bounds of the capacity.
f(n) = O(H?a(n)).

3) Scheduling Transmission$Ve next design a scheduling  proposition 5: The achievable per-node throughput capac-

scheme to transmit the traffic flows assigned imoating i )\, contributed by ad hoc communications is as follows.
scheme Any transmissions in this network must satisfy the 1) When Connectivity requirement dominates, is
two additional constraints simultaneously: 1) each iatesf W A , _ “

only allows one transmission/reception at the same time, an Q(Wg%) bits/sec; _ _ )

2) any two transmissions on any channel should not interfere?) When Interference requirement dominates, is
with each other. Q(%) bits/sec;

We propose a TDMA scheme to schedule transmissions thag) Whghcﬁelgi;gtion-bottleneck requirement dominates,
satisfy the above two constraints. Fig. 5 depicts a scheafule 1% loglog(H? log ) Wa

transmissions on the network. In this scheme, one second is is 02 CAH? o2 nl 2

. . A 0g?2 n-log(H?logn)
divided into a number okdge-colorslots and at most one  4) When Interface-bottleneck requirement dominatgsis
transmission/reception is scheduled at every node duscj e Q(Vg_::)
edge-color slot. Hence, the first constraint is sa_tls_fled:hEaproof_ Since each edge-color slot with a Iength(b(ngl( ))
edge-color slot can be further split into smalleini-slots o  Tkrma(n)] aln

In each mini-slot, each transmission satisfies the above t@@conds is divided 'm‘ﬁc—AW mini-slots over every chan-

constraints. nel, each mini-slot has a length m((H3¢];.(n))/ Pm“(")

. . Ca
Then, we describe the two time slots as follows. seconds. Besides, each channel can transmit at the rate of

(_|) Edge?color slot First, we construct a routing graph inw, bits/sec, in each mini-slof,, = O Wy —
which vertices are the nodes in the network and an edge CAHSa(n)-[7C—A’]

.
|
L
|
1 P
mini-slot

Fig. 5. TDMA transmission schedule

bits/sec;
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bits can be transported. Sinc{é%} < k”é—‘;(") + 1, (2) WhenCy >m, Tr = O(bcﬂIWI).

we have \, = Q(MH%%”;;GH%(MCA) bits/sec. Thus, Proof. S_ince each packet .transmitted in the. infrastructu_re
mode will use both the uplink and the downlink communi-
Ao = Q(MINo(Hsffz/?n)n, HSZZ?)CA)) bits/sedd. cations, we only count once for the throughput capacity.
Recall that a(n) is set to Case (1) wheiw'; < m. Itis obvious that then interfaces at
min { max { 100logn 1og1‘% n }’ logg n-log(H? logn) } each base station can support at niéstbandwidth. In other
" C2n ) n?2-loglog(H?logn) words, theC; channels are fully utilized by the: interfaces.

Substituting the three values ta,, we have the results Counting all theb base stations, we hag = O(bWr).

1), 2) and 3). Besides, each interface can transmit or receiv Case (2) wherC; > m. When the number of interfaces is

at the rate of ¥4 bits/sec. Thus), = Q(&4), which is the smaller than the number of channels, not all @echannels

result 4). O are fully used. In fact, at most: channels can be used at a
time. Besides, each channel can support at n!gélstbits/sec.

C. Aggregate Throughput Capacity Thus, each base station can support at nst/; bits/sec.

The upper bounds proved in PropositiGhElL12, 3 match witrPunting all theb base stations, we havg; = O(bz Wr).
the lower bounds proved in Propositibh 5, implying that our O
bounds are quite tight. Besides, it is showrlin [15] that dtalt
traffic of ad hoc communicationsisr H2r2(n)\,. Combining B. Constructive Lower Bounds of Network Capacity Con-
Proposition§ 110213, anid 5 with the total traffic leads to tHébuted by Infrastructure Transmissions

following theorem. The lower bounds are proved by constructing a routing
Theorem 3:The aggregate throughput capacity of the nescheme and a transmission scheduling scheme on a regular-
work contributed by ad hoc communications is tessellated BS network. The derived orders of the lower dsun
1) When Connectivity requirement dominate$, is are the same as the orders of the upper bounds, implying that
@(;}’ggﬂ) bits/sec. the upper bounds are tight.
2) When Interference requirement dominateg, is 1) BS-Cell Construction by Regular Tessellatiorhere are
O(—""4—) bits/sec. b base stations regularly placed in the plane dividing theela
CiHlogZn . . into a number of equal-sizeBS-cells Note that the size of
3) When Desﬁtmgtpn-?otﬂeneck requirement domlnateéach BS-cellmay not be necessarily equal to the size of a
Ty is @(le;(l’ilfgo ]Z’Z:if%) bits/sec. cell. Besides, Lemm@]4 still holds even if the base stations
4) When |nte?facég-bott|geneckgrequirement domindfasis  are regularly placed in the plane. So, the number of intiexger
O(H?logn - ch—f) bits/sec. BS-cellsis also bounded by a constant, denotedkpywhich
is also independent df.
VI. CAPACITY CONTRIBUTED BY INFRASTRUCTURE 2) Routing and Scheduling Schemé&e routing scheme
COMMUNICATIONS for the infrastructure traffic is simple, i.e., to forwarckttraffic

0 a base station (uplink) and to forward the traffic from a
ase station (downlink). We propose the following TDMA
h%cheduling schem&; to schedule thé8S-cellsto be active

jn a round-robin fashion.

(1) Divide the plane intd equal-sizedBS-cells

(2) We group theb BS-cellsinto a number of clusters.
Each cluster hagks + 1) BS-cells We then split the
transmission time into a number of time frames. Each
frame consists ofks + 1) time slots that correspond to

In this section, we analyze the network capacity contrithut
by infrastructure communications. Specifically, we detive
upper bounds of the capacity in Section MI-A and give t
constructive lower bounds of the capacity in Secfion VI-
We give the aggregate capacity contributed by infrastnectu
communications in Sectidn VIIC. Note that our propos&d-

IS networks have the multiple interfaces at a base station,
compared with a single interface at a base statiorS@r

IS networks. As a result, ouMC-IS networks have a better ] >
performance thaiSC-1Snetworks though the derivations are  the number oBS-cellsin each cluster. In each time slot,
also more complicated than those $E-ISnetworks. Finally, oneBS-cellwithin each cluster becomes active to transmit

Sectior[VI-D gives the proof of Theore 1 and Theof@m 2. and theBS-cellsin each cluster take turns to be active.
For example, all the clusters follow the same 9-TDMA

. . transmission scheduling scheme, as shown in[Big. 6.
A. Upper Bounds of Network Capacity Contributed by Infras- "
PP . W pacty ou y Proposition 7: Under the TDMA schemé&:,, the through-

tructure Communications ; :
derive th bounds of the th hout put capacityT7y, is:

We derive the upper bounds of the throughpu capacny(l) WhenCy < m. Ty = Q(bWW).
contributed by infrastructure communications as follows. (2) WhenCy > m. Ty — (b2 11)
Proposition 6: Under the /-max-hop routing scheme, the 1  I1 = Qo5 Wr).

throughput capacity contributed by infrastructure comivan Proof. S_mce each packet t_ransmltted in the_lnfrastructure
tions, denoted by}, is: mode will use both the uplink and the downlink, we only

B count once for throughput capacity.
(1) WhenC; <m, Tr = O(bWr). Case (1) wherC; < m: Under TDMA schemeX;, each
SMING(f(n), g(n)) is equal tof(n) if f(n) = O(g(n)); otherwise, it BS-celllls active to transmit evergks + 1) time slqts. When a
is equal tog(n). BS-cellis active, there are at moSt; channels available to use.
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We first derive the bound on the delay when the packets are
transmitted in the infrastructure mode. As shownl[in| [15¢ th
\ average delay for the packets transmitted in the infrasirac
mode in anSC-ISnetwork is bounded b¥(c), wherec is a
constant depending on the transmitting capability of theeba
station. Different from anSC-IS network, where each base
station is equipped with a single interface supporting astmo
{ one transmission at a time, each base station iVi&ilS
agS-cal network can suppontin{C7, m} simultaneous transmissions
Fig. 6. An example of the TDMA transmission schedule, in wah&ach ?‘t atime. This is because whéh S m, a base station \_Nltm
BS-cellin a cluster becomes active evedytime slots. interfaces can support at mast simultaneous transmissions;

whenC > m, a base station witi interfaces can support at
mostm simultaneous transmissions. Thus, the average delay

Thus, the total bandwidth d#'; of thoseC'; channels are fully for the packets transmitted in the infrastructure mode in an
used Thus the per-cell throughpult is lower bounded by MC-IS network is bounded b@(m)
k - (,f;ffl). We then derive the bound on the deiay when the packets

Case (2) wherC; > m: S|m|IarIy, eachBS- cellls active are transmitted in ad hoc mode. If the packets are transimitte
to transmit every(ks + 1) time slots in case (2). But, when ain the ad hoc mode, the expectation of the number of Hops
BS-cellis active, onlym channels available at a time and eacbnder the H-max-hop routing strategy is bounded By H)
channel can support at mo%i— data rate. Thus, the per-cellas proved by Lemmil 1. Since the time spent by a packet at
throughput); is lower bounded% Counting all theb each relay is bounded by a constant numberthe average
base stations, we havg — Q(CbmWI ). O delay is of the same order as the average number of hops, i.e.,

1(ks+1) D=c -h= @( )
1°
) It is shown in the proof of Lemma&l2 that the number

C. Aggregate Throughput Capacity of transmitters in the ad hoc mode isH?2logn w.h.p.

After combining Propositiol6 and Propositibh 7, we havghen the number of transmitters in the infrastructure mode

the following theorem. is (n — mH?logn) w.h.p. After applying the aforemen-
Theorem 4:The aggregate throughput capacity of the netioned analysis, we have the average delay of all pack-
work contributed by infrastructure communications is ets D — © mH? logn-H+(n—mH? log n)m) Note that
(1) WhenCI <m,T; = @(bW]) nenH2logn " H3 logn
(2) WhenC; > m, Tr = ©(b2 7). % is bounded byO(1). Thus, D = O(=—5%) +
It is shown in Theorenil4 that the optimal throughpu&9 e m}) .

capacity contributed by infrastructure communicatidns=
O(bW;) is achieved whenC; < m. Generally, we have
Cr = m. If C; # m, some interfaces are idle and wasted. In this section, we first extend our analysis to the scenarios
It implies that to maximizel';, we shall assign a dedicatedof using directional antennas MIC-IS networks in Section
interface per channel at each base station so that alCthe [VII-A] Note that our analysis is non-trivial since the eiist
channels can be fully utilized. However, it is not true tha wanalytical models such a8dC-AH networks,SC-ISnetworks
always have”; = m since the radio spectrum becomes scar@nd even ourMC-IS networks cannot be directly used in
[40] and there may be fewer channels than the interfaces. e extended/C-IS networks because the interference model

VIl. DISCUSSIONS ANDIMPLICATIONS

will give a discussion on this issue in SectionVII. is significantly different from those existing ones. We then
discuss the impacts of mobility models in Section VII-B.
D. Proof of Theorerfil1 and Theordih 2 Finally, we present the implications of oMC-IS networks
in SectionVII-G.
We finally give the proof of Theorefd 1 and TheorEn 2 as
follows: ) o )
Proof of Theorem[d A. Using Directional Antennas in MC-IS networks

We first have the aggregate throughput capa€ity T4 + Conventional wireless networks assume that each node is
T, whereT4 is the aggregate capacity contributed by ad hamuipped with anomni-directional antenna, which radiates
communications and’ is the aggregate capacity contributedadio signals in all directions including some undesired di
by infrastructure communications given by given by Theoremections. Recent studies such [as|[41]] [42] show that apglyi
B and Theoreml4, respectively. Since there are at mosides directional antennas instead of omni-directional antentaa
in the network, we then dividg” by n and finally have the wireless networks can greatly improve the network capacity
results in Theorerl1. This completes the proof. g The performance improvement mainly owes to the reduction

We then derive the average delay of BC-IS network in the interference from undesired directions since dioeeci
contributed by ad hoc communications and infrastructuemtennas concentrate radio signals on the desired dinsctio
communications as follows. Although directional antennas have numerous advantages, t

Proof of Theorem[2 bulky size and the impacts of directionality also restrioe t
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Infrastructure

directional links by infrastructure communications is the same as that of a

diregﬂ:ﬁing typical MC-IS network. With regard to the capacity contributed
— by ad hoc communications, we need to extend our analysis in
Section[Y to anMC-IS-DA network. Specifically, atMC-IS-

DA network has different capacity regions on the per-node
throughput capacity\,, compared with arMC-IS network.

Fig. 7. Network topology of atMC-IS-DA network in aBS-cell We show the main results as follows.

Corollary 1: The per-node throughput for an MC-1S-DA

network has four regions as follows.

application of directional antennas to conventional vessl
networks. However, with the evolution of wireless communi- W
cation technologies, these challenging issues will finaky Hlogn) + O (min{Z, 2 }WI) where), = O(%
solved. In fact, a directional antenna has become a negessit Hlogn) and\; = ®(In1n{n, e 2 Wr);

in order to compensate for the tremendous signal attemuatiojjy \vhen Interference Conditioris satisfied,\ = ©

i) When Connectivity Conditionis satisfied, A = @(

4_ .
*°
L
@?

2

/N

in millimeter-wave (mmWave) communication systems, which w B

is a very promising solution for the next generation commu- 70%}““ 1 ) + G(mm{n, ner D AWr), where \, =
. . . . . . (0 n

nication systems (5G[B3]._ It is feasible to dep_loy d_lrenal 9“( o .g W and s — ©(min{2, 22 }1v,);

antennas at both base stations and mobile devices in mmWave ) 1 - n’ nCI I

02 Hlog2 n
communication systems since their size will be quite corhpaciii) When Degtlnatlon bottleneck Conditids satisfied )\ =

due to the fact that the antenna size is inversely propation n% loglog(H? logn)Wa
: i . S} S}
to the radio frequency (the frequency band is ranging from CaH log3 n-log(H? logn) * (mm{”’ ”CI}WI)
30GHz to 300GHz in mmWave communication systems [44]). o n3 log log(H? log n)Wa
. . ; where A\, = © 7 and

We extend our analysis on afiC-1S network with omni- CaHlog2 n-log(H? log n)
directional antennas (in the previous part of this papeth&d Ai = ©(min{t, L SEWT);
with directional antennas. In particular, we name M@-1S  iv) When Interface- bottleneck Conditiors satisfied,\ =
network equipped with directional antennas as\M@-IS-DA o HQIO% . + @(mm{n’ L. m APy, whereh, =

network. Fig[¥ shows an example MIC-1S-DA networks, in

which each base station is equped_ with multlple (_1|reetlo_n o HQIO% . %> and); — G(mln{w b }WI)
antennas and each common node is equipped with a single A !
directional antenna. Similar to aMC-IS network, there are Proof. The detailed proof is presented in Appendix D.
two types of communications in aMC-1S-DAnetwork:ad hoc As shown in Corollaryf 1, amtMC-1S-DA network has four
communicationshetween common nodes arnfrastructure capacity regions similar to amMC-IS network. However,
communicationbetween a common node and a base statiocompared with aMC-IS network, anMC-IS-DAnetwork has
Differently, both ad hoc communications and infrastruetutthe higher throughput capacity than BC-1S network when
communications in arMC-IS-DA network consist ofdirec- Connectivityrequirement andnterferencerequirement dom-
tional communication linksnly. inate. In particular, whei€Connectivity Condition’s satisfied,

In this paper, we consider fiat-top antenna model that is an MC-1S-DAnetwork has a capacity ga#s- over anMC-IS
typically used in previous works [10]_T41] [45]. In partic network. Wheninterference Conditioris satisfied, alMC-IS-
ular, sidelobes and backlobes are ignored in this direatioDA network has a capacity gaiﬁ'— over anMC-IS network.
antenna model. This is because the sidelobes/backlobes Hris result implies that using directional antennas inM@-
so small that the impacts of them can be ignored when tH&network can significantly improve the capacity contributed
main beamwidth is small (e.g., 30in [46]). Besides, smart by ad hoc communications. The capacity improvement may
antennas often have null capability that can almost elitminaowe to theimproved network connectivitgnd thereduced
the sidelobes and backlobé&s][47]. Our antenna model assuimnéarference One thing to note that the capacity MiC-1S-DA
that a directional antenna gain is within a specific angée, i. network contributed by infrastructure communicatioxsis
the beamwidth of the antenna, which is ranging from Grto the same as that of aMC-IS network, implying that using
The gain outside the beamwidth is assumed to be zero. In directional antennas at base stations will not improve the
MC-IS network, each common node is mounted with a singt@pacity. However, our following analysis will prove thaing
interface, which is equipped with a directional antennahwitdirectional antennas at base stations can significantlyced
beamwidthy. Each base station is mounted withinterfaces, the delay contributed by infrastructure communications.
each of which is equipped with a directional antenna with 2. Delay of an MC-1S-DA network
beamwidthé, where each directional antenna at each baseRecall in Sectior_VI-C that we need to had < m
station is identical. Note that the beamwidthof an antenna so that the maximum throughput capacity contributed by
at a common node is not necessarily equal to the beamwidifrastructure communications can be achieved. We usually
f of that at a base station. have C; = m so that there is no waste of interfaces. It

1. Capacity of an MC-IS-DA network implies that we shall assign a dedicated interface per adann

We first derive the capacity of aMC-IS-DA network. In at each base station so that all the channels can be fully
particular, the capacity of aNC-IS-DA network contributed utilized. However, as the radio spectrum is becoming more



14

congested and scarde [40], it is extravagant and imprac¢ticasuppose that we only have only one channel available, i.e.
let C; = m. Thus, we extend our analysis to the case with; = 1, which can only be used by one omni-directional
Cr <m. antenna in arMC-IS network even if there are more than

We first equally dividem antennas intac groups, each of one antennas. However, in 8&C-1S-DAnetwork where each
which has™ antennas (we also assume thais divisible by~ base station is equipped with 12 directional antennas each
though this analysis can be easily extended to the caserthawith beamwidth & (i.e., 30°), this single channel can be
is not divisible byr). Within each group, thé* antennas are simultaneously used by 12 antennas. Actually, in mmWave
pointed to the same direction so that their beams cover easlular networks, the beamwidth of a directional anterma i
other, as shown in Fi@] 7. We name each group of antennasiasally less than 15[43] potentially improving the spectrum
asector It is obvious that each sector will coverThere is no reuse better.
overlapping between any two adjacent sectors. Therefwee
is no conflict between any transmissions from two adjacegt |mpacts of Mobility
sectors The conflict only happens between the antennas within . S .

. . . Multi-hop and short-ranged ad hoc communications in-

the same sector. In order to avoid conflicts, we can assign

C channels to the conflicting transmissions within the samc\e”tably result in the low throughput and the high delay due

sector. In anMC-IS-DA network, each base station Withto the interference among multiple concurrent transmissio

multiple directional antennas can support more simulteuaeoand the time spent on multi-nop relays. As shown in] [48],

o : " to allow a mobile node to serve as the relay between the
transmissions than that of a typiddlC-ISnetwork. Intuitively, source and the destination can greatly reduce the intedere
an MC-IS-DA network can have a better performance than @ 9 y

. : .~ _and consequently lead to the higher throughput than the
%Fs)lucl?l MC-IS network. In particular, we have the fOIIOWIngnetwork without mobile relays. IIMC-IS networks, we can

. also employ mobile nodes to serve as the relays similar to
Corollary 2: The average delay of all packets in an e pioy Y

_ H? log n . X[@] Note that the mobility can only be applied e@mmon
tendedMC-IS network is D = @( n ) + 6(\_%"]-0])’ nodes instead of infrastructure nodésge stationssince all

whereD, = © H?logn\ gnd D, =06 _% ) the base stations are connected through a wired network with
[

n

Proof. Since the delay contributed by ad hoc’communicatiofiédh bandwidth and they are usually fixed. When there is the
D, is the same as the aforementioned analysis in Sectigifilar assumption on the mobile model (i.e. random walk)
IVI-D] we omit the analysis oD, here. to ] we shall be able to derive the_ hlgher thrpughput
We next derive the bound on the delay when the pack@@pac'ty contributed by ad hoc communications, which shall
are transmitted in the infrastructure mode. Since the aeer?® bounded bp(1) as suggested in [48]. Since the proving
delay for the packets transmitted in the infrastructure enodeChniques are similar to those [n [48], we ignore the dedail

in an SC-IS network is bounded byd(c) [15], wherec is derivations in this paper.

a constant depending on the transmitting capability of the'n addition to random walk mo_del, mre realistic mobilit_y
base station. In aMC-IS-DAnetwork, each base station nowM0dels, such as random way-point model [49] and Brownian

hasm directional antennas, which can support at most Motion model[[S0]. can also be used in dUC-IS networks.

simultaneous transmissions at a time. Thus, theoreticaliy 't 1S not the focus of our paper to consider mobility in
MC-IS-DAnetwork shall haven times transmitting capability U MC-1S networks due to the following reasons: (1) most
than that of arSC-ISnetwork. The remaining question is whaPf €xisting mobility models can be directly used in ad hoc

the maximum value ofn is. We then derive the upper boundFemmunications in ouMC-IS networks, which basically have
onm as follows. the similar features to conventional wireless ad hoc netsjor

It is obvious thatm is determined byx and the number (2) introducing mobile relay nodes to the network also bsing
of available channel€’;. Specifically, we haven — - C the higher delay no matter which mobility model is used, as
from our MC-1S-DAnetwork model. Besides; is apparently indicated in [4], [49], [50]. This is because it always takes

upper bounded by%’fj since there is no overlapping betweel? 10N9 t_|me_ for relay nodes_ to move_from the source _to
any two sectors. Then, with each sector, there are at ipst "€ _destination. How to achieve the high throughput while
channels that can be used. Therefore— L%ﬂj .Cy. maintaining the low delay iMC-IS networks is still an open
In summary, the average delay for the packets transmittecﬂﬁ)blem'
the infrastructure mode in adC-IS-ext2network is bounded
by ©( 1z, ). Following the similar proof steps of TheoremC. Implications of our results
2, we have the above result. 0 The penetration of wireless communication with mobile
It is shown in Corollany( R that using directional antennaisitelligent technologies is significantly changing our Igai
at base stations in aWIC-IS network can further reduce thelives. It arises a diversity of new applications of scalable
average delay contributed by infrastructure communioatiosmart communication systems, e.g., wireless sensor nieswor
D; in the caseC; < m since obviouslyL%”JCz > C;. (WSNSs), smart grid, smart home and e-health systémis [20],
Besides, Corollary]2 also shows that the narrower anten[2d]]. The smart communication systems require smart dsvice
beamwidthy is, the lower average deldy; is. This result also (smart-phones, smart appliances, sensors, robots, taneei
implies that using directional antennas in BIC-IS network devices) connected together. Due to the heterogeneity of
can significantly improve the spectrum reuse. For exampligvices and applications, heterogeneous traffics are geaer
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Take the smart grid as an example. It may require the narrower VIIl. CONCLUSION
bandwidth to transmit power consumption information from : . ,
: .In this paper, we propose a novel multi-channel wireless
smart meters to the operation center than that to transmit L .
. . : network with infrastructure (named &MC-1S network), which

surveillance videos. The heterogeneity of the networkqrerf . . . .

. . T consists of common nodes, each of which has a single in-
mance requirements of various applications leads to the n

research challenges in this argal [51], e.q., how to imprbee tFé'yface, and infrastructure nodes, each of which has nhiltip

throughput capacity by offloading the traffic at base statio interfaces. We derive the upper bounds and lower bounds on

Our MC-IS networksprovide a solutionto the above raisedqhe capacity of aMC-ISnetwork, where the upper bounds are

challenges. When there are a large number of Iow—volurﬁ(reoved to be tight. Besides, we find that BC-IS network

. o . e as a higher optimal capacity and the lower average dela
traffics, e.g., transmitting monitored temperature infation g P pactty g y

from sensors to sinks in a WSN. we need to let ad hcgréan anMC-AH network and arB8C-AHnetwork. In addition,

S : ) : o it"is shown in this paper that aMC-IS network has the
communications dominate, 1.8, dominates);, as implied same optimal capacity as &C-1Snetwork while maintainin
from our aforementioned results (see Sedfioh 1V). On theroth P pacity 9

. . .~ a lower average transmission delay than S®-IS network.
hand, when there are high-volume traffics, such as trarismitt . .
Moreover, since each common node in BIC-IS network

images or surveillance videos obtained from autonomo%sec1uipped with a single interface only, we do not need to

cameras to the controll_lng _center of a sma_rt grid, we neeetto \make too many changes to the conventional ad hoc networks
infrastructure communications dominate, e dominates\,,.

When there are some hybrid traffics of high-volume data aHVo\“"e obtaining high pe_rforman_ce. W(_a e_xten_d our analysis on
an MC-IS network equipped wittomni-directional antennas

low-volume data, we need to assign ad hoc communicationa K inned witldirectional
and infrastructure communications proportionally. Thisran ontly to a_nMC-ISnetwor equipped withiirectional antennas
’ only, which are named as aviC-IS-DA network. We show

interesting question: how to assign the traffics to eithéas: that anMC-IS-DAnetwork has an even lower delay —”i-

tructure communications or ad hoc communications accgrdin . 7 | Cr
to different bandwidth requirements of various applicasio compared with arsC-ISnetwork and ouMC-IS network. For

. . . - . xample, wher®’; = 12 andf = {5, anMC-IS-DAcan further
-|\I;|hcls_|;nr?gt\,5§r|left as one of future working directions in aﬁeduce the delay by 24 times lower that of MIC-1S network

_ . L and reduce the delay by 288 times lower than that oc5&nlS
Device-to-DevicgD2D) communications have recently at+,arvork.

tracted great attentions since this technology can offlbad t

network traffic, improve the spectrum reuse and increase the

throughput capacity [19]/[52]. However, there are a number APPENDIXA

of challenges in D2D networks, such as the interferenceproof of Proposition 2

management, relay management and the resource (spectrumyhen Interference Condition is satisfied, the per-node
allocation. D2D networks have the common features of ofyoughput is limited by the interference requirement [2].
MC-IS networks. For example, there are two kinds of commisimilar to [2], we assume that all nodes are synchronized.

nications in a D2D network: (i) D2D communications betweepet the average distance between a source and a destination
devices (similar to ad hoc communications in oMIC-1S be, which is roughly bounded by - r(n).

networks) and (ii)cellular communications between devices |4 the network withn nodes and under thél-max-hop

and base stations (similar to infrastructure communioatio routing scheme, there are at most P(AH), where P(AH)

our MC-IS networks). Therefore, our theoretical analysis O the probability that a node transmits in ad hoc mode and can
MC-IS networks can be used to analyze the performance g ca|culated by EqCY3). Within any time period, we consider
D2D netvvprks, especially fooverlaid D2D networkH. For bit b, 1 < b < AnP(AH). We assume that bit traversesi(b)
example, in D2D networks, we can allocate channels for o5 on the path from the source to the destination, where the
multi-hop D2D communications and allocatg channels for j,_h hop traverses a distance «fb, ). It is obvious that the
cellular communications in D2D networks. The throughpyisiance traversed by a bit from the source to the destimégio

and the delay of D2D networks shall have the same boung§ |ess than the length of the line jointing the source and the
as ourMC-IS networks. Meanwhile, our proposéttmax-hop - gestination. Thus, after summarizing the traversing disteof
routing scheme can be applied to D2D networks to solve thg bits, we have

relay (routing) issues with multi-hop D2D communications

[53], [54] since it is more practical than conventional ad ) mAa P(AH) h(b)

hoc routing schemes, which often traverse the whole network Aq - nl- P(AH) < Z Z (b, h).

while our H-max-hop routing scheme can localize the com- =1 h=l

munications withinH hops (which is quite practical to D2D | et T}, be the total number of hops traversed by all bits in a
communications). second and we havg, = 37" j(p). Since each node
has one interface which can transmit at m%@}, the total
number of bits that can be transmitted by all nodes over all

Stiterfaces are at mo 4n e,

4In anoverlaid D2D networks, the dedicated spectrum resources have b
allocated to D2D communications and cellular communicegiaespectively.
In an underlaid D2D networks, both D2D communications and cellular
communications are sharing the same spectrum, which nelasthrequires T, < Wan (4)
more complicated schemes. h = 20,4 °




Fig. 8. The number of interfering cells contained in digk

On the other hand, under the interference model, we have

the following in-equation given by [2]

diSt(Xl — Xg) > %(dlst(Xg — X4) + diSt(Xl —

where X; and X3 denote the transmitters antl, and X4
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Fig. 9. The probability that a lind; intersects a cell.

APPENDIXB

Proof of Lemmal[4

Consider any cell in Figl]4. The distance between any
transmitter and receiver within the cell can not be more than
Tmax = \/ 2a(n).

Under the interference model, a transmission can be suc-

denote the receivers. This in-equation implies that eagh heessful if no node within distancd; = (1 + A)rpax Of
consumes a disk of radiurr% times the length of the hop. the receiver transmits at the same time. Therefore, all the

Therefore, we have

=

nXa P(AH) h(b)
)IEDIE
b=1

1

2

(r(b,h))* < Wa.

>
Il

This in-equation can be rewritten as

nAa P(AH) h(b) AW
A

b=1

g S 7TA2T}I.

interfering cells must be contained within a difkas shown
in Fig.[8. The number of cells contained in digk is thus

bounded by:
(V2ds)?  (V2(1 4+ A)rmax)?  2(1+ A)2 - 2a(n)
ks = = = =4(1 + .
a(n) a(n) a(n)
which is a constant, independent:ofnote thatA is a positive
constant as given in Section IIA). 0

()

APPENDIXC

Since the left hand side of this in-equation is convex, we Proof of Lemma[§

have

—_

nXq P(AH) h(b) 1 2 nX.,P(AH) h(b)

b=1 h=1

Joining [B)(6), we have

nXa P(AH) h(b)

AW AT,
> r(b,h) < Ah
b=1

h=1

From [4), we have

nAa P(AH) h(b)

Besides, since, ol P(AH) < Zn)\ o P(AH) Zh (b) (b h) P(LZ— intersectsS and the transmission along; is using bandwidth‘ég)

>y F(T(b h))?

Consider a cellS, as shown in Fig[]9. It is obvious that

cell S is contained in a disk of radiuB, = “2(" . Suppose
S, lies at distance: from the center of the disk. The angle

subtended a$; by the disk is no more tha@l . \/@. It the
(6)  destination nodeD; is not located within the sector of angle
a, the linel; cannot intersect the disk containing the cgll
Thus, the probability thatf.; intersects the disk is no more
ks H? (r(n))? a(n)

than
Since each source noo% is uniformly distributed in the
plane of unit area, the probability density thét is at a
distancexz from the center of the disk is bounded Bytzx.
Besides,Ry < = < H -r(n). In addition, to ensure the
successful transmission, the transmission rarige < 4Ry =

V/8(a(n)). As a result, we have

A

< /H T H? ((a(n))? - 2mzdr < keH?(a(n))?.

we have
< WA \/ 7rA22nCA . WA \/ 71'A22nCA \/ 7TA277,CA
“~ nl-P(AH) nﬁr(n)wm(r(n))? = wH3(r(n))?

Sincer(n) > lj%, we finally have

k4nWA

Ao < —5——.
CiH3log2n

APPENDIXD

Proof of Corollary I
Similar to the proof of the throughput capacity of BC-
IS network, we also derive the upper bounds and the lower
bounds on the capacity of aC-IS-DA network. We then
g show that the upper bounds match with the lower bounds,
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xic—{1*4)., is of W4 /C4 bits/sec. Adding all the transmissions taking
4f§ place at the same time over all thi&, channels, we have

]
///: / 'L % the total numEer of trgr:smmi/ssions ir;C the Whole4 network is no
R —_— more thangzr o 2oty or = e e AU %blts/sczac.
N Therefore, we have - P(AH) -h- )\, < WWA : %.
Combining the above results with Lemrﬁh 1 yieldls <
Fig. 10. Interference model of directional antennas. AQI:%(n) . m;;’;g(n) < nfﬁg%‘(‘n) . 4¢L22, whereks is a constant.

Besides, to guarantee that the network is connected with
H HF H logn
implying our bounds are quite tight. After combining thesQIgh probab|I|tyk(/v.VhV.p), \Zli requwer(n). D ). Thus,
resultsi we can prove Corollaﬂ 1 we haVeAa S ngllo 2An . %, Wherekg IS a constant.
1. Upper bounds on Capacity of an MC-1S-DA Network We then derive the upper bounds on the per-node throughput
Similarly, the capacity of arMC-IS-DA network is also capacity under Interference Condition. .
affected by all four aforementioned requirements. The mainProposition 9:When Interference requirement dominates,
difference lies in deriving the results on Connectivityuizg- the per-node throughput capacity contributed by ad hoc com-
ment and Interference requirement. Without repetitions, Wnunications is\, = O 2 . —2Wa

1 :
only show the key proving steps in this section. ) \ ¢ CﬁHF log? n
We first extend thenterferencemodel in Sectiofi TI=A to Proof. The basic proving technique is the same as the proof

the case of using directional antennas at both transmitt&fs Pr_qposmonDZ as presented in A_ppendlx A _TO avoid
and receivers. Consider that nodé transmits to nodey; 'cPetitions, we only list the key steps in the derivations.

over a channel. The transmission is successfully completed "€ Main difference lies |12the interference region of an
by node X; if no nodes within the region covered by,’s MC-IS-DAnetwork, which is 7, of that one of anMC-IS

472

antenna beam will interfere witi;’s reception. Therefore, Network [41]. Therefore, we have

for every other nodeX, simultaneously transmitting over the nXa P(AH) h(b) A2 2
same channel, and the guard zone > 0, the following > —(r(b,h))* — < Wa.
condition holds = o 2 A
dist( X, X;) > (1 + A)dist(X;, X;) ) This in-equation can be rewritten as
or X;'s beam does not cover nodeg; e P(AH) h(b) )
. - . E 1 4W.
Fig.[10 shows that a transmission from noXig will not cause Z Z —(r(b,h))* < 4 d)_ (8)
. ) . . Th 7TA2Th 4m2
interference toX,’s transmission since the antenna beam of b=1  h=1
X does not cover receivex;;. Since the left hand side of this in-equation is convex, we
We then derive the upper bounds on the per-node throughpggie
capacity under Connectivity Condition, which is preserited | PCAH) h(b) 2 A P(AH) h(b)
Propositior8. " 1 " 1 )
" - . . —r(b,h < —(r(b,h))*.
Proposition 8: When Connectivity requirement dominates, — }; Thr( )| s bz_; hz_:l Th (r(b, 1)
the per-node throughput capacity contributed by ad hoc com- B B B (9)

munications is\, = O(4z; - H;‘I’c‘%n) Joining [B)(®), we have
a

Proof. We first derive the probability that a node uses the e POAH) h(b)
ad hoc mode to transmitP(AH) = wH?r?(n), which is the Z Zr(b B < AWAT,  ¢*
same as that of aNIC-IS network. T TAZ  4r2’
Since each source generatgsbits per second and there are : ,
totally n sources, the total number of bits per second served by~ oM [4) in Appendix A, we have

b=1 h=1

the whole network is required to be at leastP(AH ) “h-Aa, nAa P(AH) h(b) o TV 5
whereT is bounded byo(H), i.e., LemmdlL also holds for S k) < AL 2” .
the case of Connectivity Condition of eMC-IS—DAnetwozrk. b=1  h=1 ¢ TA2C
W t thair - P(AH) - h - \, is bounded by2Z%- - . . - n
ekTex prove tha (AH) Ao IS bounde y4¢2 Besides, sincay -nl- P(AH) < Zbi(iP(AH) ZZibir(b, h),
Wy
AZ(r(n))? we have

he maximum number of simultaneous transmissions on a
particular channel denoted bY,. is affected by the number R Q”ZVA N e 2’*;"*‘ N on 2’*;"*‘ N~ aTen
of interfering nodes in its neighborhood, which is detergin A\a < — = —= < .
by the size gf the interferencegregion. When we use direation nl- P(AH) nhi(n)mH?(r(n))* mH3(r(n))?
antennas at both tran§mitter and receiver ends, the conditi Sincer(n) > /122" we finally have), < —kanWa .
interference zone i 2‘; > portion of that one when omni- ™ T CIHPlogin
directional antennas are used at both ends according to é‘{ﬁr
extended interference model in Efl (7). ThDg,., is upper  Compared with the result of aiC-IS network presented in
bounded by%2 . #, wherek, > 0 is a constant, inde- Propositior 2, arMC-1S-DA network network has a capacity
pendent ofn. Note that each transmission over thechannel gain of %’T. 0
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Since the upper bounds on the throughput capacity undgrindependent ofi(n) andn. 0
the destination-bottleneck condition and interfaceibntck (2) Routing Schem@&he routing scheme is the same as that
condition of anMC-1S-DAare the same as those of RIC-IS of an MC-IS network. So, we ignore the detailed proof here.
network, we ignore the proof here. (3) Scheduling Transmissiong/e next design a scheduling
We next derive the lower bounds on the network capacisgheme to transmit the traffic flows assigned irroating
by constructing a network with the corresponding routingchemeWe propose a TDMA scheme to schedule transmis-
protocol and scheduling protocol with the satisfactionhwitsions. In this scheme, one second is divided into a number
each requirement. of edge-colorslots and at most one transmission/reception is
2. Lower bounds on Capacity of an MC-IS-DA Network scheduled at every node during each edge-color slot. Each
Similar to the proof of lower bounds on the capacity of agdge-color slot can be further split into smalteini-slots The
MC-IS network, we also have the following three steps: (19nly difference lies in the mini-slot. In particular, evecgll
cell construction, (2) designing routing scheme, (3) deisig has at most a constant number of interfering cells with aofact
TDMA scheme to schedule the transmissions. Without repetis= )2, and each cell ha®(na(n)) nodes. Thus, each node has
tions, we only highlight the key steps in our proof. at mostO((%)Qna(n)) edges in the interference graph. It is
(1) Cell Construction.We divide the plane intal /a(n) shown that a graph of degree at méstan be vertex-colored
equal-sized cells, each of which is a square with ara&¢th at mostk + 1 colors [39]. Hence, the interference graph
of a(n). The cell size ofa(n) must be carefully cho- can be vertex-colored with at mo€((:=)?na(n)) colors.
sen to fulfill the three requirements, i.e., the conned-hen, we useklo(%)?na(n) to denote the number of vertex-
tivity requirement, the interference requirement and theolors (wherek, is a constant).

destination-bottleneck requirement. Differently, we @et) = We need to schedule the interfering nodes either on differen
. 100logn logsn ¢ | log? nlog(H?logn) | : channels, or at different mini-slots on the same channeksin
min{ max§ — —=—, —1 '3, ¢, 5 . ¢ lnour - . .
n ™ |7 n3.loglog(H?2 logn) two nodes assigned the same vertex-color do not interfelre wi

C2n
MC-IS-DAnetwork. Similarly, the maximum number of nodegach other, while two nodes stained with different colory ma
in a cell can be upper bounded by Lemiia 3 in Sedfionl V-EBnterfere with each other. We divide each edge-color st in
The number of interfering cells around a cell in iC-1S- %a(n) . f_ﬂ mini-slots on every channel, and assign the
DA network is also bounded by a constant, which nonetheless =~* § wona(n) ¢
is different from that of an aMC-IS network. In particular, Mini-slots on each channel from 1 F&T ' mw - Anode
we have the following result. assigned with a colos, 1 < s < kjona(n)
Lemma 7:The number of cells that interfere with any give
cell is bounded by a constaks (wherekg = 81(2+A)2% ,
which is independent ai(n) andn.

Proof. Suppose that there is a céll that can transmit with its Proposition 10: The achievable per-node throughpiy
8 neighboring cells. The transmission range of each node dgntriputed by ad hoc communications is as follows.
cell D, r(n), is defined as the distance between the transmitter )
and the receiver. Since each cell has the 8ize), r(n) is no

more than3./a(n) (if including the cell itself, there are 9 H3logZn . . )
cells). 2) When Interference requirement dominates, is

From the interference model, the transmission is successfu Q(iﬂw“ s %’T) bits/sec;

ly when the interfering nodes afe + A f v R - -
only when the interfering nodes afe + A)r(n) away from 3y when Destination-bottleneck requirement dominalgs,
the receiver or the interfering nodes will not cause interfiee

i
- 4=, is allowed
Mo transmit in mini-slot 25 | on channels mod C's) + 1.

We next prove the constructive lower bounds of the capacity.

When Connectivity requirement dominates, is
Q M-% bits/sec;

is O n% loglog(H2 logn)Wa

at the receiver (the beams of the interfering nodes do narcov C A H3 log3 n-log(H? log n) bits/sec;
the receiver). Let us consider that a transmiftgrwithin cell 4) When Interface-bottleneck requirement dominakgsis
B is transmitting a data packet to a receiver within cell A. Q(Vg—:)
S_ince thebtransmission range btKetW@iﬂ)?nd X i; TE”), ”r‘]e Proof. Since each edge-color slot with a length of
istance between two transmitt&, and.X; must be less than 1 ® is divi it kiona(n) ini
(2+ A)r(n), if X}, causes the intv;rferen::e witki;. Thus, an Q(HS“(M irz) seconds is dIVIded. |r_1tc{ Ca mint-
slots over every channel, each mini-slot has a length of

seconds. Besides, each chan-

interfering area is loosely bounded within a square with 68(( 1 )/ Vlom(n) L
edge length oB(2 4+ A)r(n). 3a(n) Ca 4r? _ ) a
Meanwhile, to ensure a successful transmission, the bea@é can transmit at the rate f= bits/sec, in each mini-
of the two nodes are pointed at each other. Thus, only thpt, \, = Q( - V‘;ﬁm(n) —~ ) bits can be trans-
nodes within the receiving beam of; can interfere with CAH‘“(")'(—2 e | )
the reception afX;. Besides, only when a transmitter adjustported. Since{%j(") : f?w < %ﬁ(”) ‘ f? -+ 1, we have
its beam to the receiver, it can interfere with the receive/{. _ ( Wa ) bits/sec. Thus\, —
So, the interfering probability i$-2)2. Combining the two ~* — kioH3a2 (n)n-2% + H3a(n)Ca ' @
2 4

2
observations; there are at mdst = W ()2 = Q(MINO(H3a2z/Z?n»i2§’ HS;Z;‘)CA)) bits/sec. Since(n) is
2 (z, . . . 47 4
81(2 + A)* £ interfering cells. Hencze, the number of mter-Set tomin { max{lOOIOgn logd n i} log 3 n-log(H? log n) }
fering cells is bounded by1(2+A)?.Z;, which is a constant T e, 277 3 doglog(H2 logn)
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Substituting the three values #g,, we have the results 1), 2)[24] P. Zhou, X. Wang, and R. Rao, “Asymptotic capacity ofrastructure
and 3). Besides, each interface can transmit or receiveeat th
rate of &4 bits/sec. Thus\, = Q(%4), which is the result [,

4).

Following the similar proving steps in Sectin_V-B an
Sectior[V], we can finally obtain Corollafy 1.
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