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Abstract—We study energy harvesting (EH) transmitter and as

sume that thieelper has batteryo save the harvested energy.

receiver, where the receiver decodes data using the harvest For each proposed EH scenario at transmitter and receieer, w

energy from the nature and from an independent EH node,
named helper. Helper cooperates with the receiver by trans-
ferring its harvested energy to the receiver over an orthognal
fading channel. We study an offline optimal power management fol
policy to maximize the reliable information rate. The harvested
energy in all three nodes are assumed to be known. We consider
four different scenarios; First, for the case that both transmitter

and the receiver have batteries, we show that the optimal pay

is transferring the helper's harvested energy to the receier,
immediately. Next, for the case of non-battery receiver andull
power transmitter, we model a virtual EH receiver with minim um
energy constraint to achieve an optimal policy. Then, we caider

a non-battery EH receiver and EH transmitter with battery.
Finally, we derive optimal power management wherein neithe

the transmitter nor the receiver have batteries. We proposehree
iterative algorithms to compute optimal energy management
policies. Numerical results are presented to corroborate He
advantage of employing the helper.

I. INTRODUCTION

Green communications is a new concept which deals with
using the harvested energy from the nature and efficiently
transmit data over the communications networks. Thus, op-
timal harvested energy management policies have gained lot
of interest in both theoretical and practical perspectives

The optimal policy for the case where both source and
destination harvest energy in a point-to-point data link is
considered in [1]. In [2] and [3], authors find the optimal
sampling rate to make tradeoff between sampling and degodin
energy cost at EH receiver. In [4], authors study data link
optimization for the case of channel state information &t th
receiver. In [5], energy cooperation between transmitted a
two relays is considered. In [6], fading multiple accessie
optimization with battery capacity and energy consumption

propose an optimal energy management policy at the three
nodes to maximize the reliable data rate. We consider the

lowing four scenarios;

« EH transmitter and receiver with batteries
We study the case where both transmitter and receiver are
equipped with batteries. Thus they can save the harvested
energy for the upcoming time slots. For this scenario, we
analytically prove that the energy from the helper must
be transferred to the receiver as soon as it is harvested
from the nature. So, we present a closed form solution
using the scheme given in [10].

« Full power transmitter and non-battery receiver
Assume that the transmitter has unlimited energy at all
the time slots (full power) and the receiver is not equipped
with a battery and has to consume all or part of the
harvested energy at the moment. For this case, we propose
an iterative algorithm based orvatual EH receiver with
some minimum constraints on powers.

« Transmitter with battery and non-battery EH receiver
EH transmitter has a battery, so it then can store the
harvested energy but the receiver is not equipped with a
battery. So the receiver can only use its harvested energy
at the current time slot. In this case, we decompose the
solution to inner and outer problems and we prove that the
optimal outer solution is derived iteratively by assuming
that EH transmitter is full power.

« EH transmitter and receiver with no batteries
In this case, neither the transmitter nor the receiver has
battery. So both of them can only use their harvested en-
ergy at the harvested time slot. For this case, we propose
an iterative algorithm for optimal energy management.

constraints is studied. EH transmitter and relay with arr@ne gqr g1 scenarios, we present concrete proofs for optignafit

arrival constraints is studied in [7]—[9]. In [10], it is asred
that transmitter and the receiver rely exclusively on thergn

all

related iterative algorithms.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section Il

harvested from the nature. The receiver uses the harvesigdcribes the system model and problem statement. Section

energy for thedecoding processThe idea of energy cost of |
the processing for EH transmitter is also studied in [11].
In this paper, we present EH transmitter and receiver with
decoding costwherein there is arenergy cooperatiodink
from EH helper to the receiver. Utilizing energy link from

presents problem statements and solutions. Section IV

provides a numerical result and conclusions.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL
In this paper, we consider point-to-point communications

the helper to the receiver, obviously increases the raidata where the transmitter sends and the receiver receives- infor
rate, especially when the harvested energy at the receivemiation by utilizing a helper, see Fig. 1. It is assumed that

less than the required energy for the decoding process. $te all

the three nodes are energy harvesters and the receiver
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Fig. 1: Cooperative transmission with energy harvesting trariemit
receiver and helper.

In this problem (2b), (2c), and (2d) denote the transmitter
and receiver and the helper energy causality constraiets, r
needs sufficient amount of power, knowndecoding costto  spectively. It can be intuitively understood that transfey
decode data transmitted by the source. Although the receilper's energy instantaneously to the receiver is optimal
harvests energy from the nature, it can also receive enegiyce the receiver has a battery to store the energy. We
from the helper at given time slots. However, the transmiprove the claim in the following. Let define a new constraint
ter only harvests energy from the nature. Without loss F7_ w(g(p:)) < S27_, Ei + aH;,Vj as (26).

generality, the presented method is applicable to the ca esmma 1. If p* andj* denote the optimum powers for (2,a-
where the helper transfers energy to the transmitter as w%f D P P P '

The communications time is divided inf¥ equal time slots avr;d for the new problem (2,a,baespectively, thep; =

and the energy is harvested at the beginning of each tiffre
slot. At thei'" slot, the harvested energies at the transmitter, Proof: Considering (2c) and (2d), we have
receiver and the helper are denoted{tiy;}Y |, {E:} 1, and  S7_, 0(9(pi)) < S0\ Ei + ad; < S0_ Ei + aH;, V5.
{H;}Y,, respectively. We have assumed that at each tifNow , it can be argued that (2a,bd) is the same as (2) but it
slot, the helper transfers some energy units to the receil@extended in receiver energy causality constraint. Meggo
over a fading channel with energy efficienaye [0,1]. In we reduce (2a,b\@) to (2a,b,§ which is optimization
other words, when the helper senfjsunits of its energy, the problem independent from;. These two actions extend
destination receives onlky x §; amount of energy. answer set and as a resul;", g(py) < SN, g(5}). On
The channel between the transmitter and the receiverthg other hand, considering = H;,V; as the special case,
AWGN one with zero-mean and unit variance noise, that isis feasible for (2) and it changes the problem to (28b,c
_ Therefore,ZfV:1 g(pf) < Zf.vzl g(p;). Now, we conclude that
Yi= X+ 2, fori=1,.. N @ Y g(57) = S, g(p7). Since the power policy; 1Y,
wherei indicates the time slotX; is the transmitted symbol iS feasible for (2) and holds the objective function equal to
with E(X2) = p;, Y; is the received symbol at the destinatiothat for {p;}}',, it can be concluded tha = p;, Vi because
and Z; ~ N(0,1). Since the receiver has no data buffer, ief (2) convexity and the uniqueness of the optimal poli®y.

; rom lemma 1, we can substitute constraints in formats (2c)
must decode the message at the end of the each time SA%E (2d) with (28 in case of problem convexity and other

Therefore, according to the normalized AWGN channel, thgstraints independency frofa. By replacingr; = g(p;) in

achievable information rate is = g(p;) = = log(1+p;) [13]. (2), the problem can be rewritten as

More_over, in order to.decode the message at timez's'hpthe max i r (3a)

receiverg; = o(r;) units of energy in receiver’s battery is used T

for processingyp(r;) is the decoding cost function which is j j

“convex, monotone increasing in the incoming rate” [1]. st. > g ') <> Ei, V) (3b)
Throughout the paper we assume that there is offline =1 =1

information about the harvested energy from the nature by
the transmitter, receiver and helper %t any time slot, ite,
harvested energy valuds;}~ |, {E;};,, and {H;}, are o L , L
known beforehand. In the paper, we study optimal poweYVhere the o?eiuve funct:con IS Ilnearhfuncuon_argd ()

management over the three nodes to increase the relia®id #(-) are Oltal convthunctu_)ns.l T I_us,_(SgI 1S adcbonvex
information rate. In the rest of paper, we consider the foQPtimization problem and the optimal policy is derived by us

scenarios. For all cases, it is assumed that the helper ggmt_he_ cqnventlonal method_s [_14]' Now it is clear th?lt the
partially store its harvested energy for the upcoming tifoess optimization problem (3) is similar to the problem consieter

in [10, eq (3)]. If {r;})¥, are the optimal solutions of (3),
[1l. PROBLEM STATEMENTS using the same approach as [10, lemma 1-3, and Theorem 1],
we have the following two lemmas and Theorem 1.

J J
D oe(ri) <Y Ei+aH, Vj (30)
i=1 i=1

A. EH transmitter and receiver with batteries
The problem for this case is formulated as Lemma 2. r; <rj,, fori=1,.,N -1



Lemma 3. if r; < rj,, for somek, at least one of the solution optimality. Thusg;,, = E,,,. |
constraints, (3b) or (3c), is satisfied with equality jat k. We assume thafg;} Y, denotes the optimal power policy
for problem{(6a),(6¢)}. {¢:} Y, can be calculated by forward

Theorem 1. The optimal rates are waterfilling algorithm. Then, we have lemma 5 and 6.

> By =i g ()

7, = min{g( P )s Lemma 5. If g, < E) for somek, theng; = Ej
) Z;‘_n:l Ej +aH; _Zézll o(r?) @) Proof: Consideripg the waterfiling  algorithm ~ for
o ( P— )} {(6a),(6¢)}, the termg, < FEj, means that to derive the
no el optimum policy for {(6a),(6¢)}, the virtual receiver saves
whereio = 0, and , , E) + aHj, — ¢, amount of energy ak?” slot which is larger
. . S By =300 g ) than aHj,. Since the virtual receiver can save at mogf;,
" i?igirilinN{g( in — fn_1 ) 5) amount of energy at'" slot, the amount of energy to be
= in1 . saved would be exactlywH; because of the problem (6)
(pfl(zjzl Ej +'O‘Hﬂ'._ 25 ‘p(rﬂ'))}. convexity. Henceg; = E. u
In — in—1 Then, it can be shown that ignoring tit&"* slot at which
B. Full power transmitter and non-battery receiver pr < Ej from waterfilling will result in non-increasing water

In this scenario, there is no limitation on transmittert€Vel in whole time slots except the” slot.

power consumption and it may be better for the helper {Qmma 6. If dx < Ey for somek and{g;})¥., denotes optimal
store its harvested energy and transfer to the receiver. lajgjicy at (8), theng; < ¢; for 1 <i < N andi # k.

Intuitively speaking, this problem reduces to a problemhwit

virtual receiver. That is, helper’s energy is transferred to the N .
receiver instantaneously and we take waterfilling algamitim max Z ¢ (i) (8a)
total receiver energy taking into account the receiver g@ner DO itk
saving inability constraint. 1f¢;}}¥., denotes receiver power j J
consumption, the problem is st. Y @< Y Eitad, Vj (8b)
N y i=1,i#k i=1,i%k
n;aéx Z<p7 (g:) (6a) j J
’ i=1 Z& < ZHZ', A (8c)
st. ¢ >Ei, Wi (6b) i=1 i=1
j j 6k = 0. (8d)
Y@ <d Eitad, Vj (6c) , , , ,
= = Proof: The optimal solution fof(6a),(6¢)} is equivalent
J j to problem (9) as
> 6 <> Hi Vi (6d) N
= e max Y ¢ (q) (%a)
where (6b) is the receiver energy saving inability constrai R
Moreover, (6¢) and (6d) refer to the receiver and helpergner J i ) .
causality constraints, respectively. It is worth mentimmnthat S.1. Z % < Z Ei+aH;, V) (9b)
i=1,i#k i=1,i#k

saving energy occurs at helper only. Using Lemma 1, one can
replace (6¢) and (6d) by";_, ¢ < >i_, Ei + aH; for all  where {H] = H;}Y, ;.\, and Hy, = Hpp1+Hy +

j, which is named (8¢. We call (6¢) the virtual receiver F, G ) ) ) )
While using lemma 1, (8) is equivalent to

energy causality constraint which assume that the recaver, — - . ‘
virtually initiated with E; + a.H; amount of energy qlth slot  {(9a),(98)} where (98) is >=7_, ;.\ i < X1z, EitaH]
and we use it to find the optimal power transfer pofig§}_,. for all j in which {H} = H;}Y, ., and H, =

Therefore (6a-d) can be reformulated as (64bl€ {¢;}., H,., + H,. Sinced, < Ej, it can be easily concluded that
denotes the optimal power policy for (6), we characteriz ﬂ{H{ = H{'}£V:17i¢k7k+l andech > Hllcl-i—l meaning that both
optimal solution (6) in the three following lemmas. are the same ordinary waterfilling problem through wholeetim
slots excepk!” time slot, but more power available fat- 1*"
slot at (9). Hence, the optimum power f§(9a),(98)} will
~ never be larger than (9) at any remaining slot. Equivalently
Proof: Assuming thatg;, > E.,, there is sufficiently the optimal power policy for (8) will never be larger than the
small amount of energy, which can be saved at'" slot optimal power policy for{(6a),(6¢)} i.e. {G < ¢;}Y, P
without violating (6b) and to be used at" time slot. Then,  Lemma 5 and 6 expresses thatjif < ), we can save
we have whole energy ak'” slot at helper. This omitting reduces water
1ok 1, o 1ok 1/ x level and never contradicts our decision about omitting tha
# g =+ e gt > @ am) + o7 ) (7) slot. This reduction in water level may cause some new! $tot
Sincep~1(.) is a concave function, the left side of (7) leadbecome less thah;. Hence, to calculatég; } Y |, we propose
to larger data transmission which contradicts the probleiterative steps as presented in algorithm 1, with geneealgw

Lemma 4. If there exist two tinle slotsy andn wherem < n,
such thatg) < ¢}, theng’, = E,,.



iteration. Benefited from this parameter separation, weehavpower management i.€:; }/L, = FL({Ei} L, {H}Y,) #
¢ — E {p71(S:)}Y, and specificallyr; # »~*(S51). Then, one of
: “, Vi (10)  two following assumption must happen. First, in contradict
C. Batterv t it q batterv EH . to lemma 4, there must be some time stot> 1 such
- battery transmitter and non-battery =R receiver _that# > 7 and p(7%) > E;. So, noting that{r;}V =
Here, due to incapability of the receiver's energy saving, {EIN,, {7}Y,), we would have two cases
the transmitter and helper energy saving policy should bé’.l_h Zf.l:tl’ 4 l:flth first tionyi . .S th
performed to maximize the total data transmission rate. In 11€ first case of the first assumptions < 7. So, there
this case also, we can assume that the helper has transfeyyedld be sufficiently small amount of energy which can
it's harvested energy instantaneously to the receiver aptya be saved at first slot fon'* slot at helper in the way that
waterfilling solution taking into account the receiver &yer we could have new maximum limitation set ife/}Y, =
saving inability and the transmitter energy management. {o (@) =€), o~ (p(F%) + ) YU {7 iv:h_#n as the output

for F? . Noting thaty(.) is an increasing function, the new set

q; = S;, andd; =

s ;n (t1a) {7 }:;L, imposes larger maximum constraint at time sioat

j j transmitter, without constraining transmitter rate atetisiot
st. > g ') <> Ei, V) (11b) 1, which contradicts=;, optimality.

i=1 i=1 Now, we consider the second case of the first assumption,

I I , ri = 77. Then, it can be shown that, = 7} because of

z;‘p(”) = X;EL +ad, V) (1) the function R, features in having two time slot maximum
L; ; . rate constraint'} and 7, where#; > 7 because ofg(.)
Z‘Si <N"H., VY (11d) concavity and we avoid presenting the complete proof. Isi thi
=1 =1 case, considering the new sgt}¥ ; as defined above again,
(7)) > Ej, Vj (11e) let the transmitter save = g~ 1(r}) — g (o H(o(r}) —€))
r; <7 Vj (11f) amount of energy at first slot for the'” slot. Defining

NN AN VN i A
Any power saving policy at helper imposes a set of maifijile 0 Rgt,(l{]%}ti:l’ {Ei i=1), it can proven that; = 7y
imum constraints on transmitter power management at egtjy for then siot, we have
time slot. (11e) denotes energy _saving inability at recreiv_e r = min{g(g‘l(r;;) + 6')7@_1(90(?;) +€)} (13)
From lemma 1, one can substitute (11c) and (11d) with = i ,
I o(7) < S, B + oH,;,Vj which is denoted by If r/ is equal to thle first argument ?f (13), it can be shown
1= - 1= ) / /o — * / — * / * =%
(11¢). As before, we assumed that the receiver energy &t + 7, = g(g7 (ri) =€) +9(g7 (7)) + € )_? T+ T
initiated with E; + oH, at i*" slot which help us calculate becausg(.) is a concave function. Similarly, if,, is equal

optimal energy transfer policgs: } N | using {7:,7*}¥ . To to the second argument, noting thgt= 7}, it can be shown

solve (11), we decompose the problem into outer and indgRt"1 + 77 = ¢~ (p(r1) —*6)_ + <Pi/1 (]%6(7’;2) +€) > 1T+ T
problem. We show the inner problem (11a,b,f) by the functio-|:1hus_1the new policy ff)":ﬁ Le. {m}isy = {97 (w(F]) —
{riy = Ry({EN, . {7} Y,) which maximize}> L, r;. ), (p(7) +€)} U{Ti}ils 4, let the functionR, obtain

For fixed{r;})V,, the functionR, is the waterfilling algorithm {r;}’, where>>, v/ > S| r* which contradicts initial

on the first argumen{E;}Y |, taking into account the maxi- assumption for the optimality d¥,.

mum constraingg~'(7;)} Y, at each slot, where the optimal The second assumption is that for some slot 1, 7] <7
solution is considered in [12] and we avoid representing ti@@d it is feasible to turn some energy frort" time slot back
optimal algorithm. Moreover, we specify the outer problert the first time slot at helper. Non-optimality of this case
on (11) as{r}¥, = F,({E:}X,, {H:}Y,), whereF, is can be concluded in a similar way as the first assumption and

any feasible{7;}~ , under two constraints (11e). So, the we discard the proof to avoid repetition. Hence, in case the

optimal rates at (11) is given by functionF}, ({ £}/, {H;}Y,) follows the waterfilling algo-
rithm 1 to provide the optimum maximum energy constraint
Rg({Ei}lNzla Fga({Ei}zNzla {Hz}ivzl)) (12) forRy, the funCtiong({Ei}ivzlv F:;({Ei}gip {Hi}L,)) pro-

. o vides the optimum rate at first time slot at (11) i ]

We denote the result for (12), by };=, whenF, is fixed | emma 7 is the main idea of algorithm 2 to calculate (11).
asF({E: L, {Hi}y) = {¢ 1 (Si) L., where{S;}]\, is : : . :
derived from algorithm 1. Beside$y; }, denote the optimal D- EH transmitter and receiver with no batteries
policy at (11). Then, we have the following lemma. In this scenario, only helper can save energy for upcoming
slots. If the constraint;; < g(E;),Vj denotes the transmitter
energy saving inability and is shown by (Z}Lbthe problem

Proof: Algorithm 1 is the waterfilling algorithm to calcu- formulation for this scenario becomes (11&)o
late {S;}}¥,, in terms of{ £}, and{H;} , which waterfill Intuitively speaking, we assume that helper transfers the
helper energy in the way that non-battery receiver is enktole harvested energy instantaneously to the receiver which is
decode maximum data with the assumption that transmittercislled a virtual receiver. Note that the receiver energyngav

full power. We assume th&, does not follow algorithm 1 for inability imposes minimum energy constraint at the virtual

Lemma 7. 7y = 7.



receiver at any time slot. Besides, harvested energy at n@®j T. M. Cover and J. Thomaglements of Information Theory2006.
battery transmitter imposes maximum energy constrainhen {14 S. P. Boyd and L. Vandenberghpnvex Optimization2004.

virtual receiver at all slots. Using lemma 1 to 6, we prese.l.t e Aloorth
algorithm 3 to find the optimal policy for (114;H as terative Algorithms

. Initialization
ri =min(g(E;), ¢~ (S:)), Vi. (14)  1:Initialize the transmitter (algorithm 2,3), receiverdahnelper
energies{E;, E;, H;} 4
IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND CONCLUSION Define functions

We present numerical examples for the second and th#dg(-) ande(.); transmission rate and decoding cost function

scenarios. Suppose that0.7 andy~!(.) = ¢(.). We ini- Define procedure

o= _ . ; o 3 A({LiYiex) = Ra({Li}iex, {ri}icx); calculate{L;};cx by
t'alfe E _,[5’8’|3] a_lr;]dH ?[7’:']’2] n th(l;ee t'm?ﬁ SHIOtS’ €., waterfilling the energies{L;}iex, taking into account the
N = 3. Using algorithm 1 for the second scenaroli(power  maximum energy constraintsd—(r;)};cx at all slots.

transmitte), we deriveq*=[7.5,8,7.5] as the optimal power 4: choose algorithm 1,2, or 3.

consumption at the receiver. It can be seen that the he_la\%orithm 1: (Full power transmitter and non-battery receiyer

do not transfer energy at the second time slot to the receiver

. ; o 5. Initialize the arrays{S;, S; = 0}, the setsV = ¢, V = {0}
For the third scenario, we initializ€ and H as before and 6: while V # ¢ do

set E=[6.5,13.5,9]. By use of algorithm 2, we calculate thg. ypdateH; by sending the whole water i bins at helper
optimal policy asr*=¢([6.5,8.25,8.25]). In consistent with forward to the first bin which is no member

lemma 7, we considerefl = q* as the maximum constraint8: S: « Ei + ozI]thz- for all 4 .

on the transmitter for all the time slots to determine thet fir§:  Waterfill {Si};Z, ;¢ and let the result b¢Si}.Z, ;o v

time slot. Then, according to algorithm 2, one unit of energh® ﬁ‘%%in:ﬁtfugigrnsditggtrt]heesgtns at whictt; < ; and put

is saved af" at the first time slot for the two remaining onesqq. v . v o

In summary, we studied maximizing data rate transmissiaR: end while
over a point-to-point AWGN channel with EH transmitter13:{S;}icv < {Ei}icv
receiver and energy cooperating helper. The helper efflgienl4: Return

managed and transferd its harvested energy to the receivdgprithm 2: (Battery transmitter and non-battery receiyer

since the receiver needs sufficient power to decode the mgssetr — |

sage. We analyzed four scenarios; When both EH transmittemwhile £ < N do

and receiver have batteries, we presented a closed formaipti7: {7} r < {@71(Si)l\}i1\;k using algorithm 1 for bing to N
solution. For other scenarios (full power transmitter ad-n 8f {riile < Ro({E:}ime, {Ti}iln)

battery receiver, battery transmitter and non-battergiver, - if By < o(rn) [o(7) — o(r)]
and EH transmitter and receiver with no batteries), we eeriv10: Update{H,};Z, by saving =——————="— amount of
iterative algorithms to achieve the optimal power policies energy at helper a*" slot tok + 1** slot.
11: else
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