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Abstract—In this paper, we propose two new performance
metrics, coined the Version Innovation Age (VIA) and the Age
of Incorrect Version (AolV) for real-time monitoring of a two-
state Markov process over an unreliable channel. We analyze
their performance under the change-aware, semantics-aware, and
randomized stationary sampling and transmission policies. We de-
rive closed-form expressions for the distribution and the average
of VIA, AolV, and Aoll for these policies. We then formulate
and solve an optimization problem to minimize the average
VIA, subject to constraints on the time-averaged sampling cost
and time-averaged reconstruction error. Finally, we compare the
performance of various sampling and transmission policies and
identify the conditions under which each policy outperforms the
others in optimizing the proposed metrics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Timely delivery of relevant status update packets from an
information source has become increasingly crucial in various
real-time communication systems, in which digital compo-
nents remotely monitor and control physical entities [1]], [2].
These systems require reliable and timely exchange of useful
information, coupled with efficient distributed processing, to
facilitate optimal decision-making in applications such as
industrial automation, collaborative robotics, and autonomous
transportation systems. These challenging requirements gave
rise to goal-oriented semantics-empowered communications
[3l], a novel paradigm that considers the usefulness, the time-
liness [4], [5] and the innate and contextual importance of
information to generate, transmit, and utilize data in time-
sensitive and data-intensive communication systems. Recently,
a new metric called version Age of Information (Aol) has
been introduced in [6], where each update at the source is
considered as a new version, thus quantifying how many
versions out-of-date the information on the monitor is com-
pared to the version at the source. Several studies have
considered the version Aol as a key performance metric of the
timeliness of information in networks [6]—[16]. The scaling of
the average version Aol in gossip networks of different sizes
and topologies is investigated in [6]-[13]. A learning-based
approach to minimize the overall average version age of the
worst-performing node in sparse gossip networks is employed
in [14]. The authors in [15]] studied the problem of minimizing
the average version Aol using a Markov Decision Process
(MDP) in a scenario where an energy harvesting (EH) sensor
updates the gossip network via an aggregator equipped with

caching capabilities. The work [16] considered the problem
of minimizing version Aol over a fading broadcast channel,
employing a non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) scheme.

Prior work on version Aol relies on the occurrence of
content change at the source, while the destination nodes only
demand the latest version of the information from the source,
regardless of the content of the information. In other words,
version Aol exclusively focuses on changes occurring in the
source’s content, disregarding the significance and the utility
of the information. Several semantics-aware metrics [17]—[31]
have made a step in that direction, without though investigating
the evolution of versions. In this work, we propose two new
semantics-aware metrics, coined Version Innovation Age, and
Age of Incorrect Version, which take into account both the
content and the version evolution of the information source.

In this paper, we examine a time-slotted communication sys-
tem where a sampler performs sampling of a two-state Markov
process, acting as the information source. Consequently, the
transmitter sends the sample in packet form to a remote
receiver over an unreliable wireless channel. A specific action
is executed at the receiver based on the estimated state of the
information source. We propose two novel semantics-aware
metrics, namely Version Innovation Age and Age of Incorrect
Version, derive general expressions for the distribution of Aoll
and its average, and assess the system performance under
change-aware, semantics-aware, and randomized stationary
sampling and transmission policies. In addition, we formulate
and solve a constrained optimization problem with the average
Version Innovation Age as the objective function and time-
averaged sampling cost and time-averaged reconstruction error
as constraints.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a time-slotted communication system in which
a sampler conducts sampling of an information source, de-
noted as X (¢), at time slot ¢, as shown in Fig. [l The
transmitter then forwards the sampled information in packets
over a wireless communication channel to the receiver. The
information source is represented as a two-state discrete-time
Markov chain (DTMC) {X(¢),t € N}. Therein, the state
transition probability Pr[X (¢t + 1) = j|X(t) = i| represents
the probability of transitioning from state ¢ to j and can be
defined as Pr[X(t + 1) = j|X(t) = i] = 1(i = 0,5 =
01-p)+16GE=0,j=1p+1(t=1,7=0)q¢+ 1@\ =
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Fig. 1. Real-time monitoring of a Markovian source over a wireless channel.

1,7 = 1)(1 — q), where 1(-) is the indicator function. We
denote the action of sampling at time slot ¢ by o*(t) = {0, 1},
where oz;ﬂt) = 1 if the source is sampled and o*(t) = 0
otherwisell. Here, for the sampling and transmission policy,
we consider the randomized stationary policy where a new
sample is performed probabilistically at each time slot [31].
We assume that the probability of sampling at time slot ¢ is
Pas = Pr[a®(t) = 1]. We also define Pr[a®(t) = 0] = 1 — pas
as the probability that the source is not sampled at time
slot ¢. For comparison purposes, we adopt two other relevant
sampling policies, namely change-aware and semantics-aware
policies proposed in [21]], [31]. At time slot ¢, the receiver
constructs an estimate of the process X (t), denoted by X (),
based on the successfully received samples.

We consider a wireless channel between the source and the
receiver, assuming that the channel state h(t) equals 1 if the
information source is sampled and successfully decoded by the
receiver and 0 otherwise. We define the success probability
as ps = Pr[h(t) = 1]. At time slot ¢, when the source is
sampled and transmitted, we assume that with probability ps,
the system is in the sync state, i.e., X (£) = X (t). Otherwise,
if the system is in an erroneous state, the state of the recon-
structed source remains unchanged, ie., X(t) = X(t — 1).
Acknowledgment (ACK)/negative-ACK(NACK) packets are
used to inform the transmitter about the success or failure
of transmissions. ACK/NACK packets are assumed to be
delivered to the transmitter instantly and without errord].
Therefore, the transmitter has accurate information about the
reconstructed source state at time slot ¢, i.e., X (t). In addition,
we assume that the corresponding sample is discarded in the
event of a transmission failure (packet drop channel).

III. PERFORMANCE METRICS

In this section, we consider the impact of the semantics
of information at the receiver. We propose and analyze two
new performance metrics, termed Version Innovation Age
(VIA) and Age of Incorrect Version (AolV), which jointly
quantify both the timing and importance aspects of informa-
tion. Furthermore, we compare the average Age of Incorrect
Information (Aoll) under the policies presented in Section [}

A. Version Innovation Age (VIA)

Before introducing the new metric in this section, we first
review the Version Age of Information (VAol) proposed in

'We assume that when sampling occurs at time slot ¢, the transmitter sends
the sample immediately at that time slot.

2 An ACK/NACK feedback channel is required only for the semantics-aware
policy.

Fig. 2. DTMC describing the evolution of the VIA.

[6]. We assume that each update at the information source
represents a version. At time slot ¢, Vs(t) represents the
version at the source, whilst Vr(t) represents the version at
the receiver. The VAol at the receiver is then defined as
VAol(t) = Vr(t) — V5(t). This metric relies on changes in the
information source, but the content of the information source
is not considered important. Therefore, we introduce here a
new metric named the Version Innovation Age (VIA), which
measures the number of outdated versions at the receiver
compared to the source when the source is in a specific state.
We define the evolution of VIA as follows

VIA(t), X(t)=X(t+1)and {o5(t)=0,
or (@¥(t)=1, h(t)=0)},

VIA(t41)=¢VIA(¢)+1, X (t)# X (t+1) and {a*(t)=0,
X

or (a*(t)=1,h(t)=0)},

0, h(t) = 1.

1)
Using (d), we can describe this metric by a DTMC as depicted
in Fig. 2l The transition probability VIA(¢) is now defined as

P, j = Pr[VIA(t + 1) = j|VIA(t) = i]. )

Lemma 1. For the randomized stationary policy, the transition
probability P; ;,Vi,j € {0,1,---} is given by

Py = [1G=0paps + 1G=1)(1 - p)(1 - prp)

~—

.. 70,3
+1(j=i+ 1)p(l — pmps)} 08
o, + 71,4
+ [1G=0)paps + 1=~ 4)(1 = parp)
. . 1,4
+1(j=14+ 1)q(1 — pasps }7’ 3
(J )q(1 = pasps) ———R— 3)

Note that o ; and 71 in Lemma [l are the probabilities ob-
tained from the stationary distribution of the two-dimensional
DTMC describing the joint status of the original source
regarding the current state of the VIA, i.e., (X(t), VIA(t)).

Proof: See Appendix [Al [ |

Lemma 2. For a two-state DTMC information source, the sta-
tionary distribution 7;; for the randomized stationary policy
is given by
P* ¢ pasps (1= parps)’
(p+ Q) (p+ (1 _p)pa-‘ps) v (Q+ (1 - q)pa-‘ps)
PYq*pasps (1= parps)’

T1,i= (r+9) (p+ 1 —p)pafps) k (q+ (1 —Q)Pasps) NES

i=0,1,....

T0,i= kO

0,1,....

“)



where k, and w are given by

k= %, mod {i,2} =0,
3L, mod {i,2} #0.
42 mod {¢,2} =0,
w=17 ti.2} )
=5, mod {7,2} # 0.
Proof: See Appendix [ |

Using and (@), we can calculate the average VIA, VIA,
as

VIA = ZzPrVIA imomwr“
=1

1=0
_ 2pq(1 = pwrps) ©)
(P + @)pasps

Note that the convergence condition for the previous expres-
Vpa(1-pasp: )

\/(lep)pasps )(qﬂlfq)pasps)

Remark 1. Using (@) and @BI), we can prove that when
ps = Lor2pg = p+gq orp = 0and 2pg = p+gq
the randomized stationary policy has the same average VIA
as the change-aware policy only if pos = 1; otherwise, the
change-aware policy has a lower average VIA compared to the
randomized stationary policy. Furthermore, when 0 < p; < 1
and 2pq # p + q, the randomized stationary policy has a
lower average VIA compared to the change-aware policy if

— e Cp <l
p+q+(2pq—p—q)ps

sion is <1.

Remark 2. Using eq. (39) in [31], we can express the average
VIA given in (@) and (B1) as a function of the time-averaged
reconstruction error. For the randomized stationary policy, (6))
is formulated as
— +qg+(1—-p— ps| P
VIA(Py) = [p+aq+ (1 —p—q)paps] )
PasDs
where Pg represents the time-averaged reconstruction error
and in ) is given by

)

2pq(1 — pasps)
(p+a)[p+aq+ 1 —p—q)pans

Furthermore, for the change-aware policy, the expression
given in (31 can be written as

Pr =

®)

— 2
VIA(Pg) = <— — 1) Pg, )
where Pg in Q) is calculated as
1- s
Pg=—1 (10)
2 — Ds

B. Age of Incorrect Version (AolV)

A major issue with VIA is that when the state of the
source changes and transmission fails, the VIA increases by
one. However, the system may be in a synced state, i.e.,
X(t) = X(t). In other words, even if the system has perfect
knowledge of the source’s state, the VIA can still increase.
For that, we introduce another metric, named Age of Incorrect

Version (AolV), which is defined as the number of outdated
versions at the receiver compared to the source when the
system is in an erroneous state, i.e., X () # X(t). We can
define the evolution of the AolV as follows

AolV(t), X(t+1) = X(t),
X(t+1)#X(t+1)

AolV(t+1) = S AoIV(t) +1, X(t+1)# X(t),
X(t+1)#X(t+1)
0, X(t+1)=X(t+1)

Y

Using (II), for a two-state DTMC information source,
Pr[AolV(t) # 0] is calculated as

Pr[AolV(t) # 0] = Pr[X(¢) = 0, X(t) = 1, AolV(t) = 1]

+Pr[X(t) = 1, X(t) = 0, AolV(t) = 1]

= T0,1,1 + 71,0,1, (12)

where 7 1,1 and 7 o1 are the probabilities obtained from
the stationary distribution of the three-dimensional DTMC
describing the joint status of the original and recon-
structed source regarding the current state of the AolV, i.e.,
(X(t), X (t), AoIV(t)).

Lemma 3. For a two-state DTMC information source, the sta-
tionary distribution m; ; 1, Y1, j, k € {0, 1} for the randomized
stationary policy is given b

qlq+ (1 — Q)pasps)

70,0,0 = ; (13a)
P+ p+a+ (1 —p—q)paps)
pq(1 = pasps)
To,1,1 = , (13b)
(p+a)p+a+ 1 —p—qPpaps)
pp+ (I —p)pasps
T1,1,0 = [ ( ) } , (13¢)
(p+a)p+a+ 1 —p—qpaps)
pq(1 = pasps)
71,0,1 = ) (13d)
P+ p+a+ (1 —p—q)paps)
70,0,1 = T0,1,0 = 71,0,0 = 71,1,1 = 0. (13e)
Proof: See Appendix [Cl [ |

Now, using (I3D) and (I3d) we can calculate (I2)) as follows

Pr[AolV(t) = 1] = mp,11 + 71,01

_ pq (1 — pasps) a4
P+ a)p+a+ (1 —p—q)paps)
Using (I4), the average AolV, AolV, can be obtained as
AoIV = > iPr[AolV(t) = i]
i=1
2 1 - Pa’Vs
pq(1 — pasps) 15)

T+ p+a+(1—p—apaps)

3For a two-state DTMC information source, the maximum value of AolV
is equal to 1.



C. Age of Incorrect Information

The Age of Incorrect Information (Aoll) is a metric that
quantifies the time elapsed since the transmitted information
became incorrect or outdated [[19]. Let AolI(¢) # 0 denote the
system being in an erroneous state, i.e., X (t) # X (t), while
the synced state of the system is denoted by Aoll(t) = 0. We
also define AollI(t) as the Aoll at time slot ¢. The evolution
of this metric can be described as follows

Aoll(t +1) = {AOH(t) +1, X(t+1)#X(E+1),

, otherwise.
Lemma 4. For a two-state DTMC information source,

Pr[Aoll(t) = i] for the randomized stationary policy is given
by

Pr[Aoll(t) = i]

(16)

P>+ +(p+a—p>—a°)pasps

) 1= 07
B (p+q)[p+q+(1*p*q)paspx}
ra(—per) (10 e@+0-p T 0w)]
(p+a) [p+q+(1—p—q)pasps} ’ -
(17)
where ®(-) is given by
O(z) =z + (1 — 2)pasps. (18)

Proof: See Appendix [ |
Using Lemma 4] we can calculate the average Aoll Aoll as
follows

Aoll = ) " iPr[Aoll(t) =il
=1
_ pa(1 = paps) [P+ 4+ (2= p — @)paeps]
P+ 9)2PP(q)[p+ g+ (1 —p— q)pasps]
where ®(-) is obtained in (I8).

19)

IV. OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

In this section, we aim to find the optimal randomized sta-
tionary sampling policy that minimizes the average VIA, while
considering constraints on both the time-averaged sampling
cost and the time-averaged reconstruction error given in (8).
We assume that each attempted sampling incurs a cost denoted
by J, and the time-averaged sampling cost is constrained not
to surpass a specified threshold 0. Furthermore, we consider
a constraint that the time-averaged reconstruction error cannot
exceed a certain threshold Ep,x. We formulate the following
optimization problem

minimize VIA
Pas

(20a)

T
. . 1
subject to lim = ; 61{a’(t) =1} < Omaxs  (20b)

PE < Emam (ZOC)

where the constraint in (20b) is the time-averaged sampling
cost, which can be simplified as
1 T
TIEI;OT;M{Q‘ (t) =1} = 0pas. Q1)

S[—e—ms. g=02
RS, g = 0.4

0
1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
» P

(@) ps = 0.3 (b) ps = 0.7
Fig. 3. Minimum average VIA in a constrained optimization problem as a
function of p and q.
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Fig. 4. Minimum average VIA in an unconstrained optimization problem as
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Now, using (@), (8) and the optimization problem can be
formulated as

2pq(1 — pasps)

minimize (22a)
Pas (P + Q)PasDs
2pq — E, 2
subject to 24 = Enax(p + ) < Pas <1,
2pqps + Emax(p + ¢)(1 —p — q)ps
(22b)

where 7 = dmax/d < 1 and Epyx < 1.

To solve this optimization problem, we first note that the
objective function in is decreasing with p,s. In other
words, the objective function has its minimum value when
Do has its maximum. Now, using the constraint given in
@2b), the maximum value of sampling probability is 7.
However, 7 is the g)ptimal value of sampling probability when
QPqu%Zn;f;‘f‘Eé’;a‘i)piq)p? . < n < .1; otherwise, we cannot
find a sampling probability that satisfies the constraint of the
optimization problem, and thus, an optimal solution does not
exist.

Remark 3. In what follows, RS and RSC policies represent the
randomized stationary policy and the randomized stationary
policy in the constrained optimization problem, respectively.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we numerically validate our analytical results
and assess the performance of the sampling policies in terms of
the average VIA and the average AolV under various system
parameters. Simulation results are obtained by averaging over
107 time slots.

Figs. [l and [ illustrate the minimum average VIA under
time-averaged sampling cost and reconstruction error con-
straints for 7 = 0.5 and Ey.x = 0.5, considering various
values of p, ¢, and ps for both the constrained and un-
constrained optimization problems, respectively. As seen in
Fig. Bl with both low and high success probabilities, the
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Fig. 6. Time-averaged sampling cost as a function of p and ¢ for § = 0.1.

optimal RS outperforms the change-aware policy in scenarios
where the source changes slowly and rapidly. In contrast,
the change-aware policy exhibits superior performance for a
moderately changing source. This is because when the source
changes slowly, the change-aware policy takes fewer sampling
and transmission actions, resulting in a higher average VIA.
In contrast, when the source changes rapidly, the change-
aware policy generates more samples, violating the imposed
constraint, and in that case, the optimal RS performs better.
Moreover, according to Remark [Il the randomized stationary
policy achieves a lower average VIA compared to the change-
aware policy when 2pq < pos < 1. However,

p+q+(2pq—pd%);

based on the constraint given in , the maximum sampling
probability is limited to 7. Consequently, for values of p
and ¢ where 1 < — 29 the change-aware policy
p+a+ (2pq—p—q)ps
outperforms the optimal RS policy in terms of average VIA.
Furthermore, as shown in Fig. [ the optimal performance
of the RS policy surpasses that of the change-aware policy
in the unconstrained case. However, in such a scenario, the
optimal strategy for the RS policy involves sampling. More-
over, transmitting at every time slot results in the generation
of an excessive amount of samples. Figs. [ and |6] illustrate
the average AolV and the time-averaged sampling cost as
functions of p and ¢ for p,s = 0.5, § = 0.1, and various ps,
respectively. As shown in Fig. 3 the semantics-aware policy
exhibits a smaller average AolV than the other policies for
slowly and rapidly changing sources. However, Fig. |6] shows
that the change-aware and semantics-aware policies generate
more samples when the source changes rapidly compared to
the randomized stationary policy. This implies that if there is
a constraint on the sampling cost, the RSC policy outperforms
the other policies for a rapidly changing source.

VI. CONCLUSION

We studied a time-slotted communication system where a
sampler performs sampling, and the transmitter forwards the

samples over a wireless channel to a receiver that monitors
the evolution of a two-state DTMC. We proposed two new
metrics, namely VIA and AolV, and we analyzed the system’s
average performance regarding these metrics and the Aoll for
the change-aware, semantics-aware, and randomized stationary
policies. Furthermore, we obtained the optimal randomized
stationary policy that minimizes the average VIA, subject to
time-averaged sampling cost and time-averaged reconstruction
error constraints.

Our results illustrated that, in terms of the average VIA,
the optimal randomized stationary policy outperforms the
change-aware policy for slowly and rapidly evolving sources.
However, the change-aware policy exhibits better performance
for moderately changing sources under certain conditions. In
addition, in terms of the average AolV, the semantics-aware
policy performs the best, except under constraints on the time-
averaged sampling cost and time-averaged reconstruction error
are present, and when the source changes rapidly, in which
cases the randomized stationary policy is superior.

REFERENCES

[1] M. A. Abd-Elmagid, N. Pappas, and H. S. Dhillon, “On the role of
age of information in the Internet of Things,” IEEE Communications
Magazine, vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 72-77, 2019.

T. Shreedhar, S. K. Kaul, and R. D. Yates, “An age control transport

protocol for delivering fresh updates in the Internet-of-Things,” in IEEE

20th International Symposium on” A World of Wireless, Mobile and

Multimedia Networks”(WoWMoM), 2019, pp. 1-7.

[3] M. Kountouris and N. Pappas, “Semantics-empowered communication

for networked intelligent systems,” IEEE Communications Magazine,

vol. 59, no. 6, pp. 96-102, 2021.

S. Kaul, R. Yates, and M. Gruteser, ‘“Real-time status: How often

should one update?” in IEEE Conference on Computer Communications

(INFOCOM), 2012, pp. 2731-2735.

[5] N. Pappas, M. A. Abd-Elmagid, B. Zhou, W. Saad, and H. S. Dhillon,
Age of Information: Foundations and Applications. ~Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, 2023.

[6] R. D. Yates, “The age of gossip in networks,” in IEEE International
Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT), 2021, pp. 2984-2989.

[71 ——, “Timely gossip,” in IEEE 22nd International Workshop on Signal
Processing Advances in Wireless Communications (SPAWC), 2021, pp.
331-335.

[8] B. Buyukates, M. Bastopcu, and S. Ulukus, “Version age of information
in clustered gossip networks,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Information Theory, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 85-97, 2022.

[9] P. Kaswan and S. Ulukus, “Timely gossiping with file slicing and
network coding,” in [EEE International Symposium on Information
Theory (ISIT), 2022, pp. 928-933.

[2

—

[4

=

[10] ——, “Susceptibility of age of gossip to timestomping,” in IEEE
Information Theory Workshop (ITW), 2022, pp. 398—403.
[11] ——, “Age of gossip in ring networks in the presence of jamming

attacks,” in 56th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems, and Com-
puters, 2022, pp. 1055-1059.

[12] P. Mitra and S. Ulukus, “Age-Aware Gossiping in Network Topologies,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.03249, 2023.

[13] M. A. Abd-Elmagid and H. S. Dhillon, “Distribution of the Age of
Gossip in Networks,” Entropy, vol. 25, no. 2, p. 364, 2023.

[14] P. Mitra and S. Ulukus, “A Learning Based Scheme for Fair Timeliness
in Sparse Gossip Networks,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2310.01396, 2023.

[15] E. Delfani and N. Pappas, “Version age-optimal cached status updates in
a gossiping network with energy harvesting sensor,” in 21st International
Symposium on Modeling and Optimization in Mobile, Ad Hoc, and
Wireless Networks (WiOpt), 2023, pp. 143-150.

[16] G. Karevvanavar, H. Pable, O. Patil, R. V. Bhat, and N. Pappas, “Version
Age of Information Minimization over Fading Broadcast Channels,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.09975, 2023.

[17] G. Stamatakis, N. Pappas, and A. Traganitis, “Control of status updates
for energy harvesting devices that monitor processes with alarms,” in
IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), 2019.



[18] G. J. Stamatakis, N. Pappas, A. Fragkiadakis, and A. Traganitis,
“Semantics-Aware Active Fault Detection in IoT,” in 20th International
Symposium on Modeling and Optimization in Mobile, Ad Hoc, and
Wireless Networks (WiOpt), 2022, pp. 161-168.

A. Maatouk, S. Kriouile, M. Assaad, and A. Ephremides, “The age of
incorrect information: A new performance metric for status updates,”
IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, vol. 28, no. 5, pp. 2215-2228,
2020.

Q. Liu, C. Li, Y. T. Hou, W. Lou, J. H. Reed, and S. Kompella,
“Ao2l: Minimizing age of outdated information to improve freshness
in data collection,” in IEEE Conference on Computer Communications
(INFOCOM), 2022, pp. 1359-1368.

N. Pappas and M. Kountouris, “Goal-oriented communication for real-
time tracking in autonomous systems,” in /[EEE International Conference
on Autonomous Systems (ICAS), 2021.

M. Kalfa, M. Gok, A. Atalik, B. Tegin, T. M. Duman, and O. Arikan,
“Towards goal-oriented semantic signal processing: Applications and
future challenges,” Digital Signal Processing, vol. 119, 2021.

P. Popovski, O. Simeone, F. Boccardi, D. Giindiiz, and O. Sahin,
“Semantic-effectiveness filtering and control for post-5G wireless con-
nectivity,” Journal of the Indian Institute of Science, vol. 100, no. 2, pp.
435443, 2020.

P. Popovski and et al., “A Perspective on Time Toward Wireless 6G,”
Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 110, no. 8, 2022.

Jayanth S., N. Pappas, R. Bhat, “Distortion Minimization with Age of
Information and Cost Constraints,” 21st International Symposium on
Modeling and Optimization in Mobile, Ad Hoc, and Wireless Networks
(WiOpt), Aug. 2023.

D. Giindiiz, Z. Qin, I. E. Aguerri, H. S. Dhillon, Z. Yang, A. Yener,
K. K. Wong, and C.-B. Chae, “Beyond Transmitting Bits: Context,
Semantics, and Task-Oriented Communications,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 5-41, 2023.

G. Cocco, A. Munari, and G. Liva, “Remote Monitoring of Two-
State Markov Sources via Random Access Channels: An Information
Freshness vs. State Estimation Entropy Perspective,” IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Information Theory, vol. 4, pp. 651-666, 2023.

M. Salimnejad, M. Kountouris, and N. Pappas, “Real-time Remote
Reconstruction of a Markov Source and Actuation over Wireless,” IEEE
1CC Workshops, 2023.

E. Fountoulakis, N. Pappas, and M. Kountouris, “Goal-oriented poli-
cies for cost of actuation error minimization in wireless autonomous
systems,” IEEE Communications Letters, 2023.

M. Salimnejad, M. Kountouris, and N. Pappas, “State-aware real-time
tracking and remote reconstruction of a Markov source,” Journal of
Communications and Networks, vol. 25, no. 5, pp. 657-669, 2023.

, “Real-time Reconstruction of Markov Sources and Remote Actu-
ation over Wireless Channels,” IEEE Transactions on Communications,
2024.

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemma [ll

Using the total probability theorem, we can write the
transition probability given in (2) as

P, ; = Pr[VIA(t + 1) = j|VIA(t) = ]

=Pr[VIA(t + 1) = j|VIA(t) =4, X (t) = 0]
x Pr[X(t) = 0|VIA(t) = i]
+ Pr[VIA (t+1) = j|VIA(t) = i, X (t) = 1]
x Pr[X(t) = 1|VIA(t) = i]. (23)
Now, using (@), one can write (23) as
P = [1(j=0)pasps + 1(j=1)(1 = p)(1 = pasps)

+1(=i+ Dp(1L = pasps) | Pr[X(t) = O[VIA() = 7]
+ [ (] O)pa“ps + ]]-( Z)( )(1 - pa*ps)
F1(j=i+1)g l—pasps}Pr X (t)=1|VIA() =],

(24)

Py,0/0,0

Pr1/1,1

P10/1,0

Fig. 7. Two-dimensional DTMC describing the joint status of the original
source regarding the current state of the VIA using a two-state information
source model, i.e., (X (t), VIA(t)).

where the conditional probabilities in (24) are given by

Pr[X(t) =0, VIA(t) = {]
Pr[VIA(t) = i
70,4
70, + T
Pr[X(t) =1, VIA(t) = i
Pr[VIA(t) = i
T,

. - (25)

o, + 71,4

Pr[X(t) = 0|VIA(t) = i| =

Pr[X(t) = 1|VIA(t) = i| =

Now, using (23), we can write (24) as

Py = [1G=0pasps + L(i=)(1 = p)(1 = pacps)

T0,4
7T01+7le

2
+ [1G=0)pwps + 1= 901001 =)
vy

+1(G=i+ 1)

1 — PasDs (26)

,z+

B. Proof of Lemma

To obtain 7;; we depict the two-dimensional DTMC de-
scribing the joint status of the original source regarding the
current state of the VIA, ie., (X(t),VIA(t)) in Fig. [1
where the transition probabilities P; ;/, n = Pr[X (t+1)=
m, VIA(t+1) =n|X (t) =1, VIA(t) = j], Vi,m € {0,1} and

Vj,n €{0,1,---} are given by
Pyo/00=1—p, Po.570,0=(1=p)pasDs,
Pojj10 =ppPaspss  Fojjo,+1=0,

Py js1,j+1=0(1=pasps), Po 0, = (1=p)(1=pasps),
Piono=1-—gq, Py /0 = (1= q)pasps,
Py 50,0 = qPasPss

= Pass), P1jj1.5 = (1=q) (1 —pasps).
27)

P41 =0,
Py jjo501 =q(1



(1 = p)(1 — pasps)

(1 = pP)pasps
q(1 — pasps)

P(1 — pasps)

(1 = @)pasps

1—g¢g

(1= @)1 = pasps)

Fig. 8. Three-dimensional DTMC describing the joint status of the origi-
nal and feconstructed source regarding the current state of the AolV, i.e.,
(X (1), X (t), AoIV (1)).

Now, using Fig.[7land (7)), one can derive the state stationary
distribution 7;; Vj € {0,1} and ¢ > 0 as follows

P4 Dasps (1=pasps)’

0,i= — =, i=0,1,--
(p+a) (p+(1=p)pasps)” (a+(1—@)paps)
o P4 pasps (1=pasps)’ oL
S k w?rl T O
(p+CI) (p+(1_p)pa>ps) (Q+(1_Q)pa>ps)
(28)
where k, and w are given by
b= %, mod {i,2} =0,
oL mod {i,2} # 0.
w2 d{i,2} =0
w={z ™ {i,2} =0, (29)
==, mod {i,2} # 0.

Similarly, for the change-aware policy 7o ; and 71, in (28)
can be written as

1— 7
77::qu( ,pS)7 220,17
p+q
S 1_ Si
m = PP g (30)
ptyq

Using (30), we can obtain the average VAol, VIA, for the
change-aware policy as

_ 1 — Ds
DPs
(3D

VIA = Z iPr[VIA(t

)
§ { 7TOz+7le
=0 =0

C. Proof of Lemma

To derive m; jx,Vi,j,k € {0,1}, we represent the three-
dimensional DTMC describing the joint status of the original
and reconstructed source regarding the current state of the
AolV, ie., (X(t), X(t),AoIV(t)) as Fig. 8] Now, using Fig.
[8l we can obtain the state stationary 5,4,k for the randomized
stationary policy as

70,00 = Pr[X(t) = 0, X(t) = 0, AoIV(t) = 0]
qlq+ (1 — Q)pasps)
- 32
P+ap+a+ 1 —p—Qpaps]’ G2
Toa,1 = Pr[X(t) = 0, X(t) = 1, AolV(t) = 1]
pa(1 — pasps)
= , 32b
P+ p+a+ (1 —p—q)paps) (320)
1,0 = Pr[X(t) = 1,X(t) = 1, AolV(t) = 0]
plp+ (1 - p)pasps}
= , 32
P+ p+a+ 1 —p—qPpaps) (32¢)
m01 = Pr[X(t) =1,X(t) = O,AoIV(t) =1]
pq(1 — pasps)
= , 32d
P+ p+a+ (1 —p—q)paps) (20
70,0,1 = T0,1,0 = 71,00 = 71,1,1 = 0. (32e)

Furthermore, for the change-aware policy one can write (32)
as follows

q q(1 —py)
0,00 = 750,11 = 75—, (332)
YT 2 —p) T )2 - py)

P p(1 —ps)
mM10= ——~"—, 71,01 = ———=——, (33b)
T o-p) T 2 —p)
70,0,1 = T0,1,0 = T1,0,0 = 71,1,1 = 0. (33¢)

Now, using (33), the average AolV for the change-aware
policy is given by

AoIV = Y iPr{AoIV(t) = i] = mo,11 +m,01 = 5 _?.
i=1 T
(34)

Moreover, for the semantics-aware policy, we can obtain (33)
as follows

qlg+ (1 —q)p]

70,0,0 = , (35a)
(p+a)[p+a+ 1 —p—qps]
pq[1 — ps]
T0,1,1 = , (35b)
(p+a)p+a+Q1—p—qps]
- plp+ (1 —p)ps] (350)
U (pt+ptat+r A —p—q)ps]’
pq[1—ps]
71,0,1 = ) (35d)
’ (p+a)[p+aqa+1—p—qps]
70,0,1 = T0,1,0 = T1,0,0 = 71,1,1 = 0. (35¢)

Using (B3), the average AolV for the semantics-aware policy
can be written as

AoIV = > " iPr[AolV(t) = i] = 70,11 + m1,0.1
=1
_ 2pq(1 — ps)
(p+a)p+aq+ Q1 —p—q)p]

(36)



D. Proof of Lemma
At time slot ¢, Aoll(¢) denotes the synced state, therefore

Pr[Aoll(t) = 0] can be written as
Pr[Aoll(t) = 0] = Pr[X(t) = 0, X(t) = 0]
+Pr[X(t) = 1,X(t) = 1] =moo + 711

(37)

Furthermore, Aoll(¢) = 4 > 1 indicates that the system was in
a synced state at time slot £—1, and it has been in an erroneous
state from time slots t — ¢+ 1 to t. Therefore, we can calculate

Pr[AoII } as follows

Pr[Aoll(t)=i]

=Pr[X()£X(t), X(t—1)#£X(t—1),-

X (t—i41) # X(t—i+1), X (¢ _z)—f((t_i)}
=Pr[X()£X(t), X(t—1)#X(t-1),-

VX (t—i+1) # X (t—i+1)[X (t—i) = 0, X (t—i) = ]

# )
x Pr[X(t—i) = 0,X(t—i) = 0] +Pr[X( V£ X (1),
X (t—i+1) # X (t—i+1)[X (t—i) = 1, X (t—)

) =1,

]

x Pr[X(t— X(t—i) = 1]

=p(1 = @) (1=paps) o0 +a(1 = p)' T (L=parps) iy,
(38)

where 7’ 7,Vz j € {0,1} are the probabilities derived from

the stationary distribution of the two-dimensional DTMC
describing the joint status of the originl source regarding the
current state at the reconstructed source, i.e., (X (t), X(t)).
Now, using the two-dimensional DTMC depicted in Fig. [0

one can obtain wfjj as follows
A qla+ (1 — @)pasps]
00 (p+ @) [p(1 = pasps) Fa+ (1 — @)pasps]
A pq(1 — pasps)
1 )
01 (04 @) [p(1 = pasps) +q+ (1 = @)pasps]
A Pq(1 — pasps)
1,0 — )
O 0+ Q) [p(1 = pasps) +a+ (1 — Q)paspy]
plp+ (1 —p)pasp
= [ 3 (39)

(p+ ) [p(1 = pasps) +a+(1 — @)pasps]

Now, using (39), Pr[AoII(t) = z} given in (37) and (38) can
be written as

Pr[Aoll(t) = i]

P>+ +(p+a—p>—a°)pasps

) 1= 07
(r+a) [p+q+(1*p*q)pasp>}
T pa—pasp) [1-0) @)+ (1-p) B (p)] is1
(p+q)[p+q+(1—p—q)pa»ps} ’ -
(40)

where ®(z) = x + (1 — Z)pasps. Similarly, for the change-

aware policy, Pr[AollI(¢) = i] in @Q) is given by

. e i=0,

Pr[Aoll(t) = i] =4 Ly _p)[a-pa—g)]
(p+a)(2—ps) ’

(41)
i>1

(1 =p)(1 = pasps)

g(1 — pasps)

(1 = p)pasps

P(1 — pasps)

(1 = q)(1 — pasps)

Fig. 9. Two-dimensional DTMC describing the joint status of the original
source regarding the current state at the reconstructed source using a two-state
information source model.

Now, using (1), the average Aoll for the change-aware policy
is obtained as

(p? + ¢*)(1 — py)
pa(p+q)(2 —ps)

Furthermore, for the semantics-aware policy, we can obtain

Aoll = ) " iPr[Aoll(t) =i] =
i=1

(42)

Pr[Aoll(t) = i] as follows
Pr[Aoll(t) = i
P’ +¢*+(p+a—p*—4*)ps i=0
) ) [p+q+(1—p—¢Z)ps] ’ ’ 43
pit-p) [0-0 @0 vw)] @)

(r+a) [p+q+(1*p*q)ps]

where ®(x) = x + (1 — 2)pasps. Now, using @3), one can
calculate the average Aoll for the semantics-aware policy as
Aoll = > " iPr[Aoll(t) =i]
i=1
__prad—p)[p+a+(2—p—qp] @)
P+ a)¥@)¥(@)[p+a+(1—p—qps]

where U (z) =z + (1 — )ps.
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