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Robust Energy Harvesting Based on a Stackelberg Game

Siddhartha Sarma, Kundan Kandhway and Joy Kuri

Abstract—We study a Stackelberg game between a base station

and a multi-antenna power beacon for wireless energy harvéisg

in a multiple sensor node scenario. Assuming imperfect CSI
between the sensor nodes and the power beacon, we propose a
utility function that is based on throughput non-outage probability

at the base station. We provide an analytical solution for tle
equilibrium in case of a single sensor node. For the generabse
consisting of multiple sensor nodes, we provide upper and Veer .
bounds on the power and price (p|ayer5’ Strategies). We congye Flg 1:Graphical representation of energy harvesting sensoranketw

e e ar. 0an, harvested energy s a quadratc (supernear) fomc
tight. of channel gain and, therefore, inaccurate CSI has further
degrading effects. Therefore, considering imperfect @3J.(
based only on path-loss) for the power beacon—which has
multiple antennas—is more realistic, and this is considere
in our work. Also, we generalize the model by considering
Recently, due to the ubiquitous presence of wireless dsyvicenultiple sensor nodes.
wireless power transfer (WPT)I[1].1[2] has grabbed the atten Due to imperfect CSI[]6], our problem formulation differs
tion of researchers. WPT has huge application in scenarfesm that in [2] significantly. In[[4], utilities are determistic,
such as sensor networks in a border area or a toxic zowgereas, in our formulation the base station’s utility isdxh
where regular replacement of batteries is almost impassibbn a probabilistic term in the proposed Stackelberg game.
Traditionally, wireless sensor nodes rely on batterieshwiAs we cannot directly calculate the data throughput, we
limited lifetime to transmit data to a base station. In a ¥&is8 consider a utility function that is based dhroughput non-
power harvesting scenario, along with the base stationgpoveutage probability—probability of throughput being above a
beacons are also deployed to recharge the sensor nodesrétlefined threshold. Outage probability of an adhoc nétwor
the absence of any internal power source, these sensor nogligs wireless power transfer was evaluated [in [8] in a non-
follow a harvest-then-transmit [3] scheme to communicate game theoretic setting and significantly differs from oéiso,
with the base station. we differ from [3], [6] as in those works, the sensor network
In practice, sensor networks and power beacons may #ed power beacon belonged to the same deploying authority.
deployed by different authorities. As a result, one needsia m Our work ensures quality of sensing by keeping the data
tually beneficial scheme that ensuerrgy trading between throughput for each sensor node above a certain threshold.
both parties. Such scenarios involving multiple selfsiested Outage occurs when the throughput goes below that threshold
agents can be studied in a game theoretic framework. Thierefore, we would like to improve the minimum non-outage
authors in [[4] have studied energy trading between powgrobability over the sensor nodes (equivalent to decrgasin
beacons and their users by formulating a Stackelberg gamghe maximum outage probability) by asking the power beacon
Our modeling approach and analysis are different from thoge adjust the antenna gains appropriately while transmgjtti
in [4]. Unlike [4], where single antenna power beacons aggfficient power. The base station should compensate the
considered, we consider raulti-antenna power beacon [5]- power beacon monetarily for its service. So, the utility of
[7]. Such multi-antenna systems can improve the efficiericy the base station should include the revenue generated due
energy transfer by employing beamforming. Contrarily, aebato non-outage of data throughput and compensation paid to
station with a single antenna can cater to the requireméntstige power beacon (with appropriate scaling). The utility of
low data rate sensor networks and is considered in our wotke power beacon should consist of the revenue generated by
In [4], perfect channel state information (CSI) betweeselling power, minus the operational cost.
the power beacons and the sensor node is assumed. But, iDue to intractability of the throughput non-outage probabi
real-world scenarios, one requires training signals tonedé ity, we bound it using Markov’s and Jensen’s inequalities. W
channel gains and a higher accuracy can only be obtain@dn formulate a Stackelberg game with these utility fuordi
at the cost of a higher estimation time. For multi-antennghose equilibrium simultaneously maximizes the respectiv
systems, the issue is more critical compared to single ajtlities. The solution of this Stackelberg game decides th
tenna as efficient beamforming requires accurate CSI. Alssptimal antenna weights and transmit power for the power
unlike capacity, a logarithmic (sub-linear) function ofactmel beacon for single sensor node scenario. For the multiplsosen

_ _ o scenario, we provide computationally efficient solutions b
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ing [4]) are: (i) Formulation of a Stackelberg game for nplii assumed that the Gaussian noise is characterized by zero mea
sensor nodes with a multiple antenna power beacon assunmaingl variancer?. We assume that the base station has perfect
imperfect CSI between the sensor nodes and the power beadoiormation about allh,; (can be obtained using training
(ii) Analytical evaluation of the optimal solution for theg&®k- signals), whereas, the base station has imperfect infawmat
elberg game for a single sensor node, (iii) The equilibriuabout allh; (as mentioned before). Due to imperfect CSl,
strategies (power and price) of the players correspondingthroughput cannot be calculated; therefore, the baseostati
the upper and lower bounds on the base station’s utility farould like to maximizethroughput non-outage probability

the most general case involving multiple sensor nodes, (igiven by:

Comparison among the solutions provided by the bounds, a

relaxed semidefinite program and exhaustive search. Pron—outage,i(8) = Pr (Di(P,w) > B). (3)

Here, 3 > 0 is a predefined threshold. To ensure quality
of sensing, the base station would try to improve the mini-

The system model consists of one base station (BS), opgm Pron—outage.i(3) Over the sensor nodes by purchasing
multi-antenna power beacon (PB) and sensor nodes (SN), appropriate amount of power and by asking the power beacon
indexed byi € N = {1,2,---,N} as shown in Fig[ll. to adjust the antenna gains. However, at the same time,
The power beacon ha¥l antennas, whereas, the base stati&fkpenditure on power should be reduced, leading to a welghte
and sensors are equipped with a single antenna each. fbBtric.

sensor nodes can communicate directly with the base stationye model the imperfect CSI between the power beacon and
We adopt theharvest-then-transmit model [3]. We consider he jth sensor node in the following mannds; = h; + e;,

a slotted system in which each time slot is divided into tW@nereh, is the estimated channel and the ewspis a random
parts: (i) In the first part, which consists of a fractiorf the  yector, which is distributed according to circularly syntrie
total time slot, the power beacon transmits power to the®engomplex Gaussian distribution, i.€A/(0, ), whereX is the
nodes for energy harvesting; (ii) In the second part (of lna  coyariance matrix. Consequently, frofd (Dhon—outage.i(B)
(1—7) fraction of the time slot), the sensor nodes transmit da@ 5 |ogarithmic function of a nonlinear combination of nilt
(information) to the base station using the harvested §néTg pje Gaussian random variables. A closed form expression for
several scenarios, different authorities may deploy tmsse Pryon—outage.i(8) is difficult to obtain, therefore we propose

network and the power beacons; so, the base station needg following bound ONPron—outage.i(3) by applying the
negotiate with the power beacon for wireless power transfgiiarkov's and Jensen’s inequalities.

In the proposed Stackelberg game, the power beacon acts as a

II. SYSTEM MODEL & PROBLEM FORMULATION

seller and charges the base station at the gqter unit power Pr (Di(P,w) > f) < E[D; (P, w)]
and as a consequence, the base station ask® fonits of - B
power from the power beacon. (1-1) r|hsi|2E[|h}w|2} p
Without loss of generality, we can assume that each time < 98N logy | 1+ 1 —7)02/N
slot is of unit length. During the first part, energy harveste
at theith sensor node is given by: (1— 1) TIhSiI2NwTE[hih}]wP
E; = 7hhiw[>P, wherewiw =1 1) = ogn e |1 (1=r7)o? @

whereh; is the M x 1 complex channel gain vector from the Denoting the right hand side dfi(4) (P, w), the utility
power beacon to théth sensor node, and is the complex <4 o \oce station is: e

antenna gain vector of the same dimension. The second part

of the time slot is divided intaV equal partd Each sensor Ugs(p, P,w) = min {al';(P,w)} — TpP.

node transmits data to the base station in its assigned tohe s o i ’ ’

by completely spending the energy harvested during the fijghereq (> 0) is a weighting parameter. The utility maximiza-
part. The data throughput at the base station due taitthe g, problem for the base station is:

sensor node can be written as:

(1—71) {1 E; )] max Ups(p, P,w), subjectto:P >0, wiw=1 (5)

= logy (1 + |hsi
N 2 2((1=7)/N
) oA —7)/N) We define the following utility function for the power bea-
Using (1), we get con:Upg(p, P) = (p—c)P, wherec captures the operational

(1—7) 7N|h »|2|hTw|2P cost per unit transmitted power. Note thatf < ¢, then
D;(P,w) = 5N log, (1 + ;ll L ) (2) the utility is negative and power beacon would refuse to sell
o*(1=7) power. The relevant optimization problem at the power beaco

Here, hy; is the complex channel gain between fitle sensor is:
and the base station. In the throughput equation, we have

_ o _ We solve the problemd](5) andl(6) to obtain the optimal
10ne can adjust and transmission times assigned to fiiesensor nodes

based on requirements. Many TDMA systerms [9] use predefimeel $lots anten_na weightv™, Opt'mal_ pricep* and optimal powerP*
for operational simplicity. We have assumed equal timessist an example. that simultaneously maximize the utilities of both the @iy

max Upp(p, P) subject to:p > c. (6)
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I1l. ANALYSIS & SOLUTION variable with degree of frr?edom (d.o.f22)and non-centrality
In Sec[Il-A, we consider a scenario containing a singlgarameter§? = 2 &f)) 49 (3" = Q‘ULQ'Q Further,

g g1

sensor node and obtain a closed form solution for the prabosge can approximate the non-central chi square distribution
Stackelberg game. In SecTII-B, we address the multiple@ensf d.o.f. 2 by a central chi-square random variabig) of the

node scenario. same d.o.f[[11]. Recalling that the chi square random kibgia
A. Single sensor node (N=1) with d.0.f2 is an exponential random variable, from Eg.1(12),
For the single sensor node scenarib, = (1 — we can write

7)In (1 + pxP) /(261n2), wherer = 7lhs|?/(0*(1 — 7)),
1 =wiQw andQ = E[hh| = hh+3. The utility function

n U
: : ) . P ~P ( 2> —) - (_—)
of the base station for this scenario can be rewritten as: non—outage ()~ Pr (X0 = p) =P \"p)>

B
UBS(pa P) =a'ln (1 + :LU{P) - Tva (7) where n= (4(1‘;17-)‘2,(11)(012,/72-302
’ T|Ns + )
where,o/ = a1 — 7)/(281n2). The approximation considered above is quite accurate for

Since, we are considering normalized antenna weights s#faller values of centrality paramete¥” (< 0.4). Now, the
the optimal antenna weight is independent Bf therefore utility can be written as:
w (_;zv_v can be maxn.”mzed in isolation using the following Ups(P) = o exp(—n/P) — 7pP (13)
optimization problem:

* T i wiw = - . .
pro=maxew Qw subject tow'w =1 ) Proposition 1: The optimal solution can be calculated by

Optimization problem({8) is thRayleigh Quotient problem Solving the following system of equations i and p:
[10, p. 176] and, the_refore, the optimgl objegtive function  /pe=/P) _ 7pp2 =0 andn/P —c/p = 1. (14)
value,p* and the solutionw™* are the maximum eigenvalue of ) o )
the matrixQ and the corresponding eigenvector, respectively. Proof: Differentiating Eq. [(IB) with respect t¢” and
First, we optimize the base station’s utility for a fixed €quating It to0, we get.

Differentiating the base station’s utility function witlespect dUps  a'nexp(—n/P)
. = —7p=0 (15)
to P, we get: dP P2
9Uss - Bk —7p=0 Similarly, for utility of the power beacon, we get:
opP (1+ p*kP) dUps AP
N B =P+(p—c)— =0 (16)
— P = (T ) © ip ar

For a givenp, Eq. [1%) provides us the optimal utility.

Second, we replace the value Bf(from (9)) in the seller’s Differentiating it with respecp, we get (using EqLT15):

utility function (@) and maximize with respect {a

a'n? exp(—n/P) dpP 5 n dp P
QN EPNTNE)  9rpp) B = P2 (——1)—:—
Wen _py(p-oZ =0 ( pe ) T "\2p dp 2
ap 1 [a'u's ar o Replacing this in Eq.[(16), we get the second equation,
Py (T—p - 1) —(p—0) i 0 whereas, the first equation corresponds to Eg. (15). =
== Velars/T (10) B. Multiple sensor nodes
Substituting [(ID) in[(9), we calculate the optimal power, For multiple sensor nodes, the base station utility is:
1- Nt|hg|*wiQ,wP
o1 [as Uss . Pow) = min 20D g, (14 TR E 30T ) — oo,
P =— ~1 (11) an
WK TC

Note that as botfi/zs andUpy are concave functions, so  HereQ; = E[h;h{] andhy; is theith sensor-to-base station
P* andp* are equilibrium points of the proposed Stackelberghannel gain.
game. As in the previous section, we can optimize antenna gain
Special case (M=1): For this single antenna power beacogeparately to maximize utility. We formulate the following
and single sensor node case, we have an alternate appré¥iinization problem to obtain the optimei.
for calculating the equilibrium. Note that we only need tadfin
the optimal power value (beamforming is absent). Rearrangi ) ) 9t , ;
the terms in the probability expression in EQ. (3): subject to:|hy["w'Q;w > v, Vie N, wiw =1, (18b)

(4% (- 7_)02> w2 Problem [[(18) is non-convex, so a global solution is difficult

max v (18a)

Pron—outage(8) = Pr Qh|2 > to obtain. But we can obtain analytical upper and lower beund

2
7|hs[2P efficiently. Let ) 9 )
h = h + e, where the errore is distributed according to Vimin =TI Aot Qu), ¥, Lo
: e . Vmaa =100 A (i *Qu), i} (19)
CN(0,0%). Thus, |h? is a non-central chi-square random maz e
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Here, \nin(.) @and Ayq.(.) denote the minimum and max- IV. RESULTS
imum eigenvalue of a matrix. Using the value of,;, or In this section, we have evaluated the Stackelberg equilib-
Umaz (instead ofu*/|hs|?) in (I0) and [(I1), we can solve rium for different scenarios: (i) Single antenna power loeac
the Stackelberg game for these two values. single sensor node (Fid.] 3), (i) Multiple antenna power
Alternatively, using wiQ,w = Tr(w'Q,w) = beacon, single sensor node (Fi§y[%, 5), (iii) Multiple ant@n
Tr(Q,ww') = Tr(Q;W), and relaxing the rank-1 constraintpower beacon and multiple sensor nodes (Eig[6h, 6b).
W = ww', Problem [[IB) results in the following relaxed In Fig.[4, we have plotted the optimal power and corre-
semidefinite program: sponding price with respect to distanédetween the power
max v (20a) I(oe)acon &1([)(; t[%els)ensgr(g;)de calculfaed lJ(si%(tW(;)approaches—
: 20, , _ a) Eq. ) an Proposition 1 (E0.1(14)).
stTr(ha QW) z v, ¥i € N, Tr(W) =1, W = 0 (200) In Fig.[4, we have plotted the optimal power and corre-
Here, T'r() indicates the trace of the matrix. By solving thesponding price with respect to distanéeéoetween the power
semidefinite problem[{20), we will obtain the optim%* beacon and the sensor node calculated usiny (10)[and (11).
andv,q, (optimal v value). The corresponding optimal vectoiChannel gain values are calculated based on the distance be-
wsdp Can be obtained by using eigenvalue decomposition wfeen the nodes using the following expression = d(_)”/Q,

W~ or applying randomization techniquie [12]. with a path-loss factory = 3.5. The ambient noise variance
Calcuiaten | Calculate they” at the power beacd o? = 107%. We have set the proportion of time for which

(Vmins Vinazs Vedps I energy is harvested = 1/2, throughput threshold = 1,
gs) 8 the base statiofs weighting parameterr = 10® and power beacon’s operational

‘ CalculateP* at the base statior#

cost parametee = 1. The error covariance matrix is
Fig. 2: Block diagram of Stackelberg game equilibrium evaluatiorgconsidered to bé/dv, wherel is the identity matrix.
Fig.[3 studies the asymmetry in power allocation in antennas
due to asymmetry in channel uncertainties for a single senso
® e rmEuds  —o-¢ romea 8 ° node scenario (SecIMA). Without loss of generality,{ebe
6= flom Eq. (10) 4P’ from Eq. (11) the element at positiofi, 1) of the diagonal covariance matrix
33, with other diagonal entries unchanged. We have plotted
the power allocated to th@/ antennas with respect to this
uncertainty coefficienf. We have evaluated the corresponding
eigenvectorw*, and calculated the power used by those
antennas. It is evident that to mitigate the uncertaintg, th
e power beacon will allocate more power to the first antenre, th
R e = = B SN channel corresponding to which has higher uncertainty. (Fig

Power (P’)
Price (p") (x 1000)

5 10 15 20
Distance between PB and sensor node (d) [5) . . . .
Fig. 3: Plot of optimal power and price with respect to disean " FI9: and[8b—corresponding to the multiple sen-
(d) between single antenna power beacon and a single serfr "0de scenario (Séc TlI-B)—we have plotted the power
node for the utility function[{7) and(13) foM = 1, o — transmitted and the price charged by the power beacon with
103, B =1, c =1, 6% = 0.1 ando? = 10-%. This plot respect to the distancé for different A/ (number of an-
compares the optimal solutions calculated using two difier [€MNas of the power beacon) values. The paramétes

approaches: (a) solutions to E(10) ahd (11) whén- 1 the distance between the center of the area where sensors
(b) solutioné to the system of equations](14). ' are randomly placed, and the power beacon. Various curves

correspond tQ/in, Vmas (Calculated from[(119)), the optimal
v calculated from SDP (Problerh (20)), amdobtained from
global (exhaustive) search. The number of sensor nodes is
N = 20. The base station coordinate is fixed (at10,0)
and the power beacon coordinate varies (ds0). Sensor
nodes are randomly placed in a rectangular area with corners
(—4,-10), (4,-10), (4,10) and (—4,10). The results are
averaged overd00 random positions of the sensors in this
rectangular region.
We find the upper bound if_(IBb) to be tight, i.e., using
the vq. in (@4), we get a problem whose optimal solution
% 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 (P, p) is almost exactly the same as the optimal obtained
pistance between PB and sensor node (¢) by global search. Also, for each, the difference between
Fig. 4: Plot of optimal power and price with respect to distané ( the power (price) values calculated from the upper bound
tlaetwgeln el be?jcorlalrg)qsa single sensor nade: 10%, # = ang exhaustive search is smaller than the difference betwee
» €= L M =09 anda = ' the power (price) values calculated from the SIDP] (20) and
exhaustive search. Note that, as the number of anteihas

F'.g' [2 summarizes the steps involved in evaluating tr?ﬁcreases, the power transmitted by the beacon decreases.
equilibrium for the proposed Stackelberg game.

20

Power (P') dB
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o
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Fig. 5: Power allocated vs. error coefficient_ )
(¢) for a single sensor nodeV/ = 5 and Fig. 6: Power and price vsi for M = 5, 10. Plots corresponds to from (193), [I9b),
d = 10. Problem [[2D) and Global (exhaustive) search, respectivély= 20. Note: v from global

search and,,.. lead to almost same results.

Also, as expected, transmit power increases with distafige. [11] D. R. Cox and N. Reid, “Approximations to noncentral tdisutions,”

h;h! is a rank-one matrix an& is a scaled identity matrix, Canadian Journal of Safistics, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 105-114, 1987.

. o . [12] Z.-g. Luo, W.-k. Ma, A.-C. So, Y. Ye, and S. Zhang, “Sesfitite
the/\sma"eSt eigenvalue of matr()hihi + 2) is independent Relaxation of Quadratic Optimization ProblemEEEE Signal Process.
of h; and depends only on the eigenvalues3f which is Mag. , vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 20-34, 2010.

same for alli. Hence, from[(19a) the power and price values
corresponding ta,,;, are overlapping.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have considered a Stackelberg game be-
tween the base station and the multi-antenna power beacon fo
wireless energy harvesting in a multiple sensor node né&twor
We consider imperfect CSI between the power beacon and
sensor nodes. The base station’s utility is based on thputgh
non-outage probability and expenditure due to purchase of
power. For the single sensor node scenario, we evaluate the
equilibrium analytically. Equilibrium strategies corpemding
to the upper and lower bounds on the utility of the base statio
is evaluated for multiple sensor nodes.
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