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Optimizing Information Freshness in Wireless
Networks Under General Interference Constraints

Rajat Talak , Sertac Karaman , and Eytan Modiano, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract— Age of information (AoI) is a recently proposed
metric for measuring information freshness. AoI measures the
time that elapsed since the last received update was generated.
We consider the problem of minimizing average and peak AoI in
a wireless networks, consisting of a set of source-destination links,
under general interference constraints. When fresh information
is always available for transmission, we show that a stationary
scheduling policy is peak age optimal. We also prove that this
policy achieves average age that is within a factor of two of
the optimal average age. In the case where fresh information
is not always available, and packet/information generation rate
has to be controlled along with scheduling links for transmis-
sion, we prove an important separation principle: the optimal
scheduling policy can be designed assuming fresh information,
and independently, the packet generation rate control can be done
by ignoring interference. Peak and average AoI for discrete time
G/Ber/1 queue is analyzed for the first time, which may be of
independent interest.

Index Terms— Age of Information (AoI), wireless networks,
scheduling, information freshness.

I. INTRODUCTION

EXCHANGING status updates, in a timely fashion,
is an important functionality in many network settings.

In unmanned aerial vehicular (UAV) networks, exchanging
position, velocity, and control information in real time is
critical to safety and collision avoidance [1], [2]. In internet of
things (IoT) and cyber-physical systems, information updates
need to be sent to a common ground station in a timely fashion
for better system performance [3]. In cellular networks, timely
feedback of the link state information to the mobile nodes,
by the base station, is necessary to perform opportunistic
scheduling and rate adaptation [4], [5].

Traditional performance measures, such as delay or through-
put, are inadequate to measure the timeliness of the updates,
because delay or throughput are packet centric measures that
fail to capture the timeliness of the information from an
application perspective. For example, a packet containing stale
information is of little value even if it is delivered promptly by
the network. In contrast, a packet containing freshly updated
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Fig. 1. Time evolution of age, Ae(t), of a link e. Times ti and t′i are instances
of ith packet generation and reception, respectively. Given the definition
Ge(t′i) � ti, the age is reset to t′i − Ge(t′i) + 1 when the ith packet is
received.

information may be of much greater value to the application,
even if it is slightly delayed.

A new measure, called Age of Information (AoI), was
proposed in [6], [7] that measures the time that elapsed
since the last received update was generated. Figure 1 shows
evolution of AoI for a destination node as a function of time.
The AoI, upon reception of a new update packet, drops to the
time elapsed since generation of this packet, and grows lin-
early otherwise. AoI being a destination-node centric measure,
rather than a packet centric measure like throughput or delay,
is more appropriate to measure timeliness of updates.

In [6], AoI was first studied for a vehicular network using
simulations. Nodes generated fresh update packets periodically
at a certain rate, which were queued at the MAC layer first-
in-first-out (FIFO) queue for transmission. An optimal packet
generation rate was observed that minimized age. It was
further observed that the age could be improved by controlling
the MAC layer queue, namely, by limiting the buffer size or by
changing the queueing discipline to last-in-first-out (LIFO).
However, the MAC layer queue may not be controllable in
practice. This lead to several works on AoI under differing
assumptions on the ability to control the MAC layer queue.

Many of the applications where age is an important metric
involve wireless networks, and interference constraints are one
of the primary limitations to system performance. However,
theoretical understanding of age of information under inter-
ference constraints has received little attention thus far. In [8],
the problem of scheduling finite number of update packets
under physical interference constraint for age minimization
was shown to be NP-hard. Age for a broadcast network, where
only a single link can be activated at any time, was studied
in [9], [10], and preliminary analysis of age for a slotted
ALOHA-like random access was done in [11].
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We consider the problem of minimizing age of information
in wireless networks under general interference constraints,
and time-varying links. The wireless network consists of a set
of source-destination pairs, each connected by a wireless link.
Each source generates information updates, which are to be
sent to its destination. We measure the age at each destination.
We consider average age, which is the time average of the
age curve in Figure 1, and peak age, which is the average
of all the peaks in the age curve in Figure 1, as the metrics
of performance. Due to wireless interference only a subset
of links can be made to transmit simultaneously. We obtain
simple scheduling policies that are optimal, or nearly optimal.

We consider two types of sources: active sources and
buffered sources. Active sources can generate a new update
packet for every transmission, i.e., fresh information is always
available for transmission. Buffered sources, on the other hand,
can only control the rate of packet generation, while the
generated packets are buffered in the MAC layer FIFO queue
for transmission.

For a network with active sources, we show that a stationary
scheduling policy, in which links are activated according to a
stationary probability distribution, is peak age optimal. We also
show that this policy achieves average age that is within factor
of two of the optimal average age. Moreover, we prove that
this optimal policy can be obtained as a solution to a convex
optimization problem.

For a network with buffered sources, we consider Bernoulli
and periodic packet generation, that generate update packets
at a certain rate. We design a rate control and scheduling
policy to minimizes age. We show that if rate control is
performed assuming that there is no other link in the network,
and scheduling is done in the same way as in the active
source case, then this is close to the optimal age achieved by
jointly minimizing over stationary scheduling policies and rate
control. This separation principle provides an useful insight
towards the design of age optimal policies, as scheduling
and rate control are typically done at different layers of the
protocol stack.

Peak and average age for the discrete time FIFO
G/Ber/1 queue is analyzed for the first time, which may be
of independent interest. A preliminary version of this work
appeared in MobiHoc 2018 [12].

A. Literature Survey

Motivated by [6], AoI was first studied for the first come
first served (FCFS) M/M/1, M/D/1, and D/M/1 queues in [7].
Since then, AoI has been analyzed for several queueing
systems [6], [7], [13]–[25], with the goal to minimize AoI.
Two time average metrics of AoI, namely, peak and average
age are generally considered. AoI for multiclass M/G/1 and
G/G/1 queues, under FIFO service, were studied in [17]. Age
for a M/M/∞ was analyzed in [14], which studied the impact
of out-of-order delivery of packets on age, while the effect
of packet errors or packet drops on age was studied in [26].
Age for LIFO queues was analyzed under various arrival and
service time distributions in [13], [16], [18].

The advantage of having parallel servers, towards improving
AoI, was demonstrated in [15], [16], [22]. Having smaller
buffer sizes [6], [23] or introducing packet deadlines [23]–[25],
in which a packet deletes itself after its deadline expiration,
are two other considered ways of improving AoI. In [19],
the LCFS queue scheduling discipline, with preemptive ser-
vice, is shown to be an age optimal, when the service times
are exponentially distributed, while in [27] optimal update
generation policy to improve age is investigated.

AoI for energy harvesting communication systems was
considered in [28]–[33], while AoI for gossip type information
dissemination was analyzed in [34], [35].

Very little work existed, prior to this, on link scheduling
to minimize AoI. Scheduling, for AoI minimization, finitely
many packets under physical interference constraints was
shown to be NP-hard in [8]. Index policies were proposed
in [9], [10] for broadcast network, and AoI minimization for
slotted ALOHA-like random access was considered in [11].
In this work, we consider the problem of age minimization
for wireless networks, under general interference constraints.
We consider single-hop information flows.

This paper also introduces a distinction between active
sources and buffered sources, and shows that an optimal
scheduling policy in one case can be nearly optimal in the
other. A preliminary version of this work appeared in [12], and
several extensions have recently appeared in [36]–[39]. In [37],
we derive distributed policies for age minimization, while
in [39] and [38] we propose age-based and a virtual queue
based policy for age minimization. We show in [39], that using
the current channel state information can result in significant
age improvement. The case of multi-hop information flows
was considered in [36].

B. Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We describe
the system model in Section II. Age minimization for active
sources is considered in Section III, where we also characterize
the stationary policy that minimizes peak age under a general
interference model. Age minimization for buffered sources is
discussed in Section IV and Section V. Numerical results are
presented in Section VI, and we conclude in Section VII.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a wireless communication network as a graph
G = (V, E), where V is the set of nodes and E is the set of
communication links between the nodes in the network. Each
communication link e ∈ E is a source-destination pair in the
network. The source generates information updates that need
to be communicated to the destination. Time is slotted and the
duration of each slot is normalized to unity.

Wireless interference constraints limit the set of links which
can be activated simultaneously [40]. We call a set m ⊂ E
to be a feasible activation set if all links in m can be
activated simultaneously without interference, and denote by
A the collection of all feasible activation sets. We call this
the general interference model, as it incorporates several
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popular interference models such as 1-hop interference, k-hop
interference [41], and protocol interference models [40].

A non-interfering transmission over link e does not always
succeed due to channel errors. We let Re(t) ∈ {1, 0} denote
the channel error process for link e, where Re(t) = 1 if a non-
interfering transmission over link e succeeds and Re(t) = 0
otherwise. We assume Re(t) to be independent across links,
and i.i.d. across time with γe = P [Re(t) = 1] > 0, for all
e ∈ E. We assume that the channel success probabilities γe

are known, or can be measured separately.
We consider two types of sources, namely, active source and

buffered source. An active source can generate a new update
packet at the beginning of each slot for transmission, while
discarding old update packets that were not transmitted. Thus,
for an active source, a transmitted packet always contains
fresh information. Packets generated by a buffered source,
on the other hand, get queued before transmission, and may
contain ‘stale’ information. The source cannot control this
FIFO queue, and thus, the update packets have to incur
queueing delay. A buffered source, however, can control the
packet generation rate.

The age Ae(t) at the destination of link e evolves as shown
in Figure 1. When the link e is activated successfully in a
slot, the age Ae(t) is reduced to the time elapsed since the
generation of the delivered packet. Ae(t) grows linearly in
absence of any communication over e. This evolution can be
simply described as

Ae(t + 1) =

{
t − Ge(t) + 1 if e is activated at t

Ae(t) + 1 if e is not activated at t,
(1)

where Ge(t) is the generation time of the packet delivered over
link e at time t. In the active source case, for example, Ge(t) =
t since a new update packet is made available at the beginning
of each slot. Thus, in this case, the age Ae(t) is equal to the
time elapsed since an update packet was transmitted over it,
i.e., the last activation of link e. For ease of presentation,
we will refer to Ae(t) as the age of link e.

We define two metrics to measure long term age perfor-
mance over a network of interfering links. The weighted
average age, given by,

Aave = lim sup
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

∑
e∈E

weAe(t), (2)

where we are positive weights denoting the relative importance
of each link e ∈ E, and the weighted peak age, given by,

Ap = lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

∑
e∈E

weAe (Te(i)) , (3)

where Te(i) denotes the time at which link e was successfully
activated for the ith time. Peak age is the average of age
peaks, which happen just before link activations. Without loss
of generality we assume that we > 0 for all e, and the link
weights are normalized to sum to unity, i.e.,

∑
e∈E we = 1.

A. Scheduling Policies

A scheduling policy is needed in order to decide which
links to activate at any time slot. It determines the set of links

m(t) ⊂ E that will be activated at each time t. The policy
can make use of the past history of link activations and age
to make this decision, i.e., at each time t the policy π will
determine m(t) as a function of the set

H(t)={m(ρ),R(ρ),A(ρ ′)|0≤ρ ≤ t − 1 and 0 ≤ ρ ′ ≤ t},
(4)

where A(t) = (Ae(t))e∈E and R(t) = (Re(t))e∈E . Note
that R(t) /∈ H(t), i.e., the current channel state R(t) is not
observed before making a decision at time t. We consider
centralized scheduling policies, in which this information is
centrally available to a scheduler, which is able to implement
its scheduling decisions.

Given such a policy π, define the link activation frequency
fe(π), for a link e, to be the fraction of times link e is
successfully activated, i.e.,

fe(π) = lim
T→∞

∑T
t=1 I{e∈m(t),m(t)∈A}

T
, (5)

where m(t) is the set of links activated at time t, and IS is
an indicator function which equals 1 only if S holds, and 0
otherwise. Note that fe(π) is not the frequency of successful
activations, as channel errors can render an activation of a
link unsuccessful. If fe(π) = 0 for a certain link e then the
average and peak age will be unbounded. We, therefore, limit
our attention to the set of policies Π for which fe(π) is well
defined and strictly positive for all e ∈ E:

Π =
{
π
∣∣fe(π) exists and fe(π) > 0 ∀e ∈ E

}
. (6)

We define the set of all feasible link activation frequencies,
for policies described above:

F =
{
f ∈ R|E| | fe = fe(π) ∀ e ∈ E and some π ∈ Π

}
.

This set can be characterized by linear constraints as

F =
{
f ∈ R|E| | f = Mx, 1Tx ≤ 1 and x ≥ 0

}
, (7)

where x is a vector in R|A| and M is a |E|× |A| matrix with
elements

Me,m =
{

1 if e ∈ m
0 otherwise

, (8)

for all links e and feasible activation sets m ∈ A.
A simple sub-class of policies, which do not use any past

history, is the class of stationary policies. In it, links are
activated independently across time according to a stationary
distribution. We define a stationary policy as follows:

Definition 1 ((Randomized) Stationary Policies): Let
Be(t) = {e ∈ m(t), m(t) ∈ A} be the event that link e was
activated at time t. Then, the policy π is stationary if

1) Be(t) is independent across t, and
2) Pr (Be(t1)) = Pr (Be(t2)) for all t1, t2 ∈ {1, 2, . . .},

for all e ∈ E. For the ease of presentation, we shall refer to
randomized stationary policies and stationary policies. We use
Πst to denote the space of all stationary policies in the policy
space Π.
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The stationary policies defined above are also memoryless,
in the sense that Be(t) are independent across time. The
following are two examples of stationary policies.

Example 1: Set pe ∈ (0, 1) for all e ∈ E, and let a
policy attempt transmission over link e with probability pe,
independent of other link’s attempts. These are distributed
policies, and are investigated in [37].

Example 2: Assign a probability distribution x ∈ R|A| over
the collection of feasible activation sets, A. Then, in each
slot, activate the set m ∈ A with probability xm, independent
across time. We call this the stationary centralized policy. For
this policy,

Pr (Be(t)) =
∑

m:e∈m

xm = (Mx)e , (9)

for all e ∈ E and slots t.
We will see in the next section that in the active source

case, a stationary centralized policy is peak age optimal, and
is within a factor of 2 from the optimal average age, over the
space Π. Motivated by this, in Section IV, we will consider
stationary scheduling policies for the buffered sources.

B. Rate Control in Buffered Sources

In the case of active sources, the update packets are gener-
ated at every transmission opportunity. However, in the case
of buffered sources, we can only control the update generation
rate. We consider two models of update generation, namely,
Bernoulli update generation and periodic update generation.
In the Bernoulli update generation, the source of link e gen-
erates a new update in a time slot with probability λe. In the
periodic update generation, the source of link e generates a
new update once every De = 1/λe slots.

We consider the problem of jointly determining the update
generation rate λe, for each link, and the stationary scheduling
policy π ∈ Πst, in order to minimize peak and average age
defined in (3) and (2), respectively. In Section IV, We propose
a separation principle policy that performs very close to the
optimal.

III. MINIMIZING AGE WITH ACTIVE SOURCES

We consider a network where all the sources are active.
Since the age metrics depend on the policy π ∈ Π used,
we make this dependence explicit by the notation Aave(π) and
Ap(π). We use Aave∗ and Ap∗ to denote the minimum average
and peak age, respectively, over all policies in Π.

We first characterize the peak age for any policy π ∈ Π, and
show that a stationary centralized policy is peak age optimal.

Theorem 1: For any policy π ∈ Π, the peak age is given
by

Ap(π) =
∑
e∈E

we

γefe (π)
. (10)

As a consequence, for every π ∈ Π there exists a stationary
policy πst ∈ Πst such that Ap(π) = Ap(πst). Thus, a stationary
policy is peak age optimal.

Proof: Consider a randomized stationary policy with link
activation frequency fe = P [Be(t)]. It activates link e with

probability fe, in each time slot. Since the channel process is
also i.i.d., it follows that the link e is successfully activated in
a slot with probability feγe.

This implies that the inter-(successful) activation time of
link e is geometrically distributed with mean 1

γefe
. Therefore,

the peak age Ap
e, which is nothing but the average inter-

(successful) activation time, equals 1
γefe

, i.e. A
p
e = 1

γefe
.

Thus, the weighted peak age is
∑

e∈E
we

γefe
. The same

result extends to any policy π ∈ Π, due to the existence of
the limit (5), which ensures ergodicity of the link activation
process Ue(t) = I{e∈m(t),m(t)∈A}. The detailed arguments are
presented in Appendix A.
Theorem 1 implies that the peak age minimization problem
can be written as

Minimize
f

∑
e∈E

we

γefe

subject to f ∈ F , (11)

where F - given in (7) - is the space of all link activation
frequencies for policies in Π. We discuss solutions to (11)
under general, and more specific, interference constraints in
Section III-A.

Theorem 1 implies that a stationary centralized policy is
peak age optimal. We will next show that a peak age optimal
stationary policy is also within a factor of 2 from the optimal
average age. We first show an important relation between peak
and average age for any policy π ∈ Π.

Theorem 2: For all π ∈ Π we have

Ap(π) ≤ 2Aave(π) − 1. (12)

Proof: The result is a direct implication of Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality. See Appendix B.

Let Ap∗ = minπ∈Π Ap(π) and Aave∗ = minπ∈Π Aave(π)
be the optimal peak and average age, respectively, over the
space of all policies in Π. Since the relation (12) holds for
every policy π ∈ Π, it is natural to expect it to hold at the
optimality. This is indeed true.

Corollary 1: The optimal peak age is bounded by

Ap∗ ≤ 2Aave∗ − 1. (13)

Proof: Since Ap∗ is the optimal peak age we have Ap∗ ≤
Ap(π) for any policy π. Substituting this in (12) we get Ap∗ ≤
2 Aave(π) − 1, for all π ∈ Π. Minimizing the right hand side
over all π ∈ Π we obtain the result.

We now show that for any stationary policy the average and
peak age are equal.

Lemma 1: We have Aave(π) = Ap(π) for any stationary
policy π ∈ Πst.

Proof: Let Se be the time between two successful activa-
tions of link e, under the stationary policy π ∈ Πst. We show
that the peak age and average age, for a link e, is given by

Ap
e(π) = E [Se] and Aave

e (π) =
E[S2

e ]
2E[Se] + 1

2 , respectively. Then,
noting the fact that Se is a geometrically distributed random
variable, for π ∈ Πst, we get the result. The detailed proof is
given in Appendix C.
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An immediate implication of Corollary 1 and Lemma 1 is
that a stationary peak age optimal policy is also within a factor
of 2 from the optimal average age.

Theorem 3: If πC is a stationary policy that minimizes peak
age over the policy space Π then the average age for πC is
within factor 2 of the optimal average age. Specifically,

Aave∗ ≤ Aave(πC) ≤ 2Aave∗ − 1. (14)

Proof: Let πC be the stationary policy that minimizes
peak age. We, thus, have

Ap(πC) = Ap∗, (15)

Since πC is also a stationary policy, Lemma 1 implies

Aave(πC) = Ap(πC). (16)

Using (15), (16), and Corollary 1 we obtain

Aave(πC) = Ap(πC) = Ap∗ ≤ 2Aave∗ − 1. (17)

This proves the result.
Theorem 3 tells us that the stationary peak age optimal

policy obtained by solving (11) is within a factor of 2 of
optimal average age. Motivated by this, we next characterize
solutions to the problem (11).

A. Optimal Stationary Policy πC

The peak age minimization problem (11) over F can be
written as

Minimize
x∈R|A|

∑
e∈E

we

γefe

subject to f = Mx

1Tx ≤ 1, x ≥ 0 (18)

Note that the optimization is over x, the activation probabilities
of feasible activation sets m ∈ A. This is because the link
activation frequencies f get completely determined by x. The
problem (18) is a convex optimization problem in standard
form [42]. The solution to it is a vector x ∈ R|A| that
defines a probability distribution over link activation sets A,
and determines a stationary centralized policy that minimizes
peak age. Average age for this policy, by Theorem 3, is also
within a factor of 2 from the optimal average age. We denote
this stationary centralized policy by πC .

We first characterize the optimal solution to (18) for any
A. Given x ∈ R|A|, a probability distribution over the link
activation sets A, f = Mx ∈ R|E| is the vector of induced link
activation frequencies. Now, define Ωm(x)-weight for every
feasible link activation set m ∈ A as

Ωm(x) =
∑
e∈m

we

γe (Mx)2e
=
∑
e∈m

we

γef2
e

. (19)

Clearly, Ωm(x) > 0 for every m. We now characterize the
optimal solution to (18) in terms of Ωm(x)-weights.

Theorem 4: x ∈ R|A| solves (18) if and only if there exists
a Ω > 0 such that

1) For all m ∈ A such that xm > 0 we have Ωm(x) = Ω
2) xm = 0 implies Ωm(x) ≤ Ω

3)
∑

m∈A xm = 1 and xm ≥ 0

Further, Ω is the optimal peak age Ap∗.
Proof: The problem (18) is convex and Slater’s conditions

are trivially satisfied as all constraints are affine [42]. Thus,
the KKT conditions are both necessary and sufficient. We use
the KKT conditions to derive the result. See Appendix D for
a detailed proof.
Theorem 4 implies that at the optimal distribution x, all
m ∈ A with positive probability, xm > 0, have equal Ωm(x)-
weights, while all other m ∈ A have smaller Ωm(x)-weights.

Although the set A is very large, it is mostly the case that
only a small subset of it is assigned positive probability. A
feasible activation set m is said to be maximal if adding any
link e /∈ m, to m, renders it infeasible, i.e., m ∪ {e} /∈ A. In
the following we show that only the maximal sets in A are
assigned positive probability, thereby reducing the number of
constraints in (18).

Corollary 2: If x is the optimal solution to (18) then xm =
0 for all non-maximal sets m ∈ A.

Proof: Let m′ ∈ A be a non-maximal set. Thus, there
exists a m ∈ A such that m′ � m. By definition of Ωm(x)
we have Ωm′(x) < Ωm(x). Thus, if xm′ > 0 then we would
have Ω = Ωm′(x) < Ωm(x) which is a contradiction.

The optimization problem (18), although convex, has a
variable space that is |A|-dimensional, and thus, its computa-
tional complexity increases exponentially in |V | and |E|. It is,
however, possible to obtain the solution efficiently in certain
specific cases.

1) Single-Hop Interference Network: Consider a network
G = (V, E) where links interfere with one another if they
share a node, i.e., if they are adjacent. For this network, every
feasible activation set is a matching on G, and therefore, A is a
collection of all matchings in G. As a result, the constraint set
in (18) is equal to the matching polytope [43]. The problem
of finding an optimal schedule reduces to solving a convex
optimization problem (18) over a matching polytope. This
can be efficiently solved (i.e., in polynomial time) by using
the Frank-Wolfe algorithm [44], and the separation oracle for
matching polytope developed in [45].

2) K-Link Activation Network: Consider a network G =
(V, E) in which at most K links can be activated at any given
time; we label links E = {0, 2, . . . |E|−1}. Such interference
constraints arise in cellular systems where the K represents
the number of OFDM sub-channels or number of sub-frames
available for transmission in a cell [5].

The set A is a collection of all subsets of E of size at most
K . This forms a uniform matroid over E [43]. As a result,
the constraint set in (18) is the uniform matroid polytope. It
is known that the inequalities

∑
e∈E fe ≤ K and 0 ≤ fe ≤ 1,

for all e ∈ E, are necessary and sufficient to describe this
polytope [43]. Thus, the peak age minimization problem (18)
reduces to

Minimize
f∈[0,1]|E|

∑
e∈E

we

γefe

subject to
∑
e∈E

fe ≤ K (20)
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Since the number of constraints is now linear in |E|, this
problem can be solved using standard convex optimization
algorithms [42].

IV. MINIMIZING AGE WITH BUFFERED SOURCES

We now consider a network with buffered sources, where
each source generates update packets according to a Bernoulli
process. The generated packets get queued at the MAC layer
FIFO queue for transmission. We assume that all the MAC
layer FIFO queues are initially empty. We restrict our scope
to stationary policies.

Let π be a stationary policy with link activation frequency
fe for link e. Then the service of the link e’s MAC layer
FIFO queue is Bernoulli at rate γefe. The buffered source (link
e), in effect, behaves as a discrete time FIFO G/Ber/1 queue.
In the following subsection, we derive peak and average age
for a discrete time G/Ber/1 queue. We use these results for the
network case in sub-sections IV-B and IV-C.

A. Discrete Time G/Ber/1 Queue

Consider a discrete time FIFO queue with Bernoulli service
at rate μ. Let the source generate update packets at epoches of
a renewal process. Let X denote the inter-arrival time random
variable with general distribution FX . Note that X takes values
in {1, 2, . . .}. We assume λ = E [X ]−1

< μ.
We derive peak and average age for this G/Ber/1 queue.

Age for continuous time FIFO M/M/1 and D/M/1 queues was
analyzed in [7]. We will see that the results for the discrete
time FIFO Ber/Ber/1 and D/Ber/1, which can be obtained
as special cases of our G/Ber/1 results, differ from their
continuous time counterparts, namely M/M/1 and D/M/1.

Let T denote the system time for a packet, namely, the time
from the packet’s arrival to the time it completes service.
To help derive peak and average age, we first analyze the
system time T for a packet in the G/Ber/1 queue.

Lemma 2: The system time, T , in a FIFO G/Ber/1 queue is
geometrically distributed with rate α∗, where α∗ is the solution
to the equation

α = μ − μMX (log(1 − α)) , (21)

where MX (α) = E
[
eαX

]
denotes the moment generating

function of the inter-arrival time X .
Proof: See Appendix F, in the supplementary material.

Note that the α∗ depends on the distribution FX . Using
Lemma 2, we can now compute peak and average age for the
G/Ber/1 queue.

Theorem 5: For G/Ber/1 queue with update packet genera-
tion rate λ and service rate μ the peak age is given by

Ap =
1
α∗ +

1
λ

, (22)

while the average age is given by

Aave = λ

[
M ′′

X(0)
2

+
1
α∗M ′

X (log(1 − α∗))
]

+
1
μ

+
1
2
,

(23)

where α∗ is given by (21), and MX(α) = E
[
eαX

]
is the

moment generating function of the inter-generation time X .

Fig. 2. Plot of peak and average age as a function of queue occupancy
ρ = λ/μ for various continuous time and discrete time queues. μ = 0.8.

Proof: The peak age is given by

Ap = E [T + X] , (24)

where T is the steady state system time, and X is the inter-
arrival time of update packets. This follows from the same line
of arguments as in [16], [17], which derive the peak age for
continuous time queues. Since E [X ] = 1

λ and E [T ] = 1
α∗ ,

form Lemma 2, the result follows. The proof for Aave is given
in Appendix G, in the supplementary material.

The peak and average age for the continuous time
M/M/1 queue was derived in [7], [16], [17]. We now show
that the average/peak age for the discrete time queue differs
significantly from its continuous time counterpart. In Figure 2,
we plot the peak and average age for the continuous time
M/M/1 and the discrete time Ber/Ber/1 queue, as a function
of queue occupancy ρ = λ/μ. Here, the service rate μ is set
to 0.8 for the sake of illustration only.

We observe that the age difference between the continuous
time and the discrete time cases can be very large. This is
especially the case when the server utilization ρ is close to 1.
We observe similar behavior when comparing the continuous
time D/M/1 queue, with the discrete time D/Ber/1 queue.

In the following, we consider two specific discrete time
queues, namely, Ber/Ber/1 and D/Ber/1. We show that the peak
and average age, for these discrete time queues, can be upper-
bounded by their continuous time counterparts M/M/1 and
D/M/1. Although, this bound can be very weak (see Figure 2),
the optimal queue occupancy that minimizes the upper-bound
yields a nearly optimal performance. We will use this, to then
obtain a near optimal rate control and scheduling policy for
the buffered source case.

B. Bernoulli Generation of Update Packets

Using Theorem 5, we now derive peak and average age for
Bernoulli packet generation. Let λe be the packet generation
rate for link e. If link e is getting served at link activation
frequency fe under a stationary policy π, then its peak age is
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given by

Ap
e(fe, ρe) =

{
1

γefe

[
1
ρe

+ 1
1−ρe

]
− ρe

1−ρe
, if γefe < 1

1 + 1
ρe

, if γefe = 1
, (25)

while its average age is given by

Aave
e (fe, ρe)=

{
1

γefe

[
1 + 1

ρe
+ ρ2

e

1−ρe

]
− ρ2

e

1−ρe
, if γefe < 1

1 + 1
ρe

, if γefe = 1
,

(26)

where ρe = λe

γefe
. See Appendix H, in the supplementary

material, for a detailed derivation.
In order to minimize AoI, unlike in the active source case,

we need to jointly optimize over packet generation rates
λe, or ρe, and scheduling policy π ∈ Πst. Note that we
optimize over the space of all stationary scheduling policies.
Using (25), the peak age minimization problem is given by

Ap∗
B = Minimize

f ,ρ∈[0,1]|E|

∑
e∈E

weA
p
e(fe, ρe)

subject to f ∈ F (27)

where F is the set of feasible link activation frequencies;
see (7). Similarly, the average age minimization problem is
given by

Aave∗
B = Minimize

f ,ρ∈[0,1]|E|

∑
e∈E

weA
ave
e (fe, ρe)

subject to f ∈ F (28)

We now derive an important separation principle which leads
to a simple and practical solution to these problems.

The peak and average age for link e can be upper bounded
by as follows:

Ap
e(fe, ρe) ≤ 1

γefe

[
1
ρe

+
1

1 − ρe

]
, (29)

and

Aave
e (fe, ρe) ≤ 1

γefe

[
1 +

1
ρe

+
ρ2

e

1 − ρe

]
. (30)

The upper bounds in (29) and (30) are, in fact, the peak age
and average age for the M/M/1 queue [7], [17]. We define
ρ̄p and ρ̄ave to be the optimal ρe that minimizes the peak and
average age upper-bounds, respectively. We have

ρ̄p = argmin
ρe∈(0,1)

1
ρe

+
1

1 − ρe
, (31)

and

ρ̄ave = arg min
ρe∈(0,1)

1 +
1
ρe

+
ρ2

e

1 − ρe
. (32)

It is easy to see that ρ̄p = 1
2 , whereas ρ̄ave, is known to solve

the equation ρ4−2ρ3 +ρ2−2ρ+1 = 0, and is approximately
given by ρ ≈ 0.53 [7]. The significance of ρ̄p and ρ̄ave is due
to the following lemma.

Lemma 3: The peak and average age at ρe = ρ̄p and ρe =
ρ̄ave, respectively, is at most a unit away from the optimal:

Ap
e (fe, ρ̄

p) − min
ρ∈[0,1]

Ap
e (fe, ρ) ≤ 1, (33)

and

Aave
e (fe, ρ̄

ave) − min
ρ∈[0,1]

Aave
e (fe, ρ) ≤ 1, (34)

for all fe ∈ (0, 1).
Proof: See Appendix I, in the supplementary material.

Motivated by this we propose the following separation
principle policy (SPP):

Separation principle policy:

1) Schedule links according to the stationary policy πC

that minimizes peak age in the active source case.
Here, πC is obtained as a solution to problem (18).

2) Choose ρe = ρ, for all e ∈ E.
3) Generate update packets according to a Bernoulli

process of rate λe = ργefe.

Note that the rate control ρe = ρ is the same for all links.
We choose ρ̄ = ρ̄p to minimize peak age and ρ̄ = ρ̄ave to
minimize the average age. We now prove that the SPP is close
to the optimal peak and average age, namely, Ap∗

B and Aave∗
B ,

respectively.
Theorem 6: Let f∗ be the link activation frequency vector

of the stationary policy πC .

1) Peak age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρ̄p is bounded by

Ap(f∗, ρ̄p1) ≤ Ap∗
B + 1. (35)

2) Average age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρ̄ave is bounded by

Aave(f∗, ρ̄ave1) ≤ Aave∗
B + 1. (36)

Proof: See Appendix K, in the supplementary material.
Theorem 6, therefore, says that when we restrict to station-

ary policies, separation between rate control and scheduling
is nearly optimal. That is, if the rate control (choosing ρe) is
performed assuming that there are no other contending links,
and link scheduling is done by assuming active sources then
the resulting solution is close to optimal.

C. Periodic Generation of Update Packets

Since the packet generation is entirely a design parameter,
we now consider the case where the sources generate update
packets periodically. We will derive optimal packet generation
period De, or equivalently rate λe = 1/De, for each link e
along with a scheduling policy in order to minimize age.

Using Theorem 5 we can obtain peak and average age for
a link e under any stationary policy π and periodic arrivals.
Let fe be the link activation frequency for link e under policy
π, and De be the period of packet generation for link e. Then
the peak age is given by

Ap (fe, ρe) =
1

γefe

[
1
ρe

+
1
σ∗

e

]
, (37)

where ρe = (Deγefe)
−1 and σ∗

e is the solution to the equation
σ = 1 − (1 − σγefe)

De . Note that the new variable σ∗
e is
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nothing but α∗/(γefe), for the α∗ in Theorem 5. Average age
for the same link e is given by

Aave
e (fe, ρe) =

1
γefe

[
1

2ρe
+

1
σ∗

e

]
+

1
2
. (38)

See Appendix E for a detailed derivation.
Our objective is to minimize

∑
e∈E weA

p
e(fe, ρe) for peak

age and
∑

e∈E weA
ave
e (fe, ρe) for average age, where f and ρ

take values in F and [0, 1]|E|, respectively. Let Ap∗
D and Aave∗

D
denote the minimum peak and average age, jointly optimized
over rate control ρ and stationary scheduling policies π ∈ Πst.
We first upper-bound peak and average age just as we did for
the Bernoulli packet generation case.

Lemma 4: The peak and average age for link e is upper
bounded by

Ap
e (fe, ρe) ≤ 1

γefe

[
1
ρe

+
1
σ̂e

]
, (39)

and

Aave
e (fe, ρe) ≤ 1

γefe

[
1

2ρe
+

1
σ̂e

]
+

1
2
, (40)

where σ̂e solves σ̂e = 1 − e−
σ̂e
ρe .

Proof: Using the fact that 1 − x ≤ e−x, we have

1 − (1 − feγeσ)De ≥ 1 − e−σ/ρe , (41)

where ρe = 1
Deγefe

. This implies that if σ∗ solves σ = 1 −
(1 − γefeσ)De and σ̂ solves σ = 1 − e−σ/ρe then σ̂ ≤ σ∗.
The result follows from this.

It is important to note that σ∗ in (37) and (38) is different
from σ̂ in Lemma 4. In particular, σ∗ depends on fe and
De while σ̂ is a function only of the queue occupancy ρe =

1
Deγefe

. As a result the ρe that minimizes the upper-bound(s),
in Lemma 4, is independent of fe.

Furthermore, the upper-bounds in Lemma 4 are nothing
but the peak and average age expressions for the continuous
time D/M/1 queue [7], [20], [46]. Let ρp and ρave mini-
mizes the peak age and average age upper-bounds in (39)
and (40), respectively. Numerically, it can be observed that
ρp ≈ 0.594 and ρave ≈ 0.515 [7]. We now make the following
observation.

Result 1: The peak and average age at ρe = ρ̄p and ρe =
ρ̄ave, respectively, is at most a unit away from the optimal:

Ap
e (fe, ρ

p) − min
ρ∈[0,1]

Ap
e (fe, ρ) ≤ 1, (42)

and

Aave
e (fe, ρ

ave) − min
ρ∈[0,1]

Aave
e (fe, ρ) ≤ 1, (43)

for all fe ∈ (0, 1).
Proof: We note that the age difference:

Δp(γefe) = Ap
e(fe, ρ

p) − min
ρe

Ap
e(fe, ρe),

is a single variable function of the link e’s successful activation
frequency γefe. Furthermore, γefe can take values only in
(0, 1). In Figure 3, we plot this age difference, for both peak
and average age as a function of γefe. We see that the age

Fig. 3. Plot of age difference Δ = Ae(fe, ρ) − minρe Ae(fe, ρe) as a
function of service rate γefe for Bernoulli and periodic packet generation.

difference Δ is always below 1, thereby, validating our result.
In fact, Δ for peak age is observed to be less than 0.7 and Δ
for average age is observed to be less than 0.6.

Motivated by this we again resort to the same SPP as in
Section IV-B but with different rate control ρe which minimize
upper bounds in (39) and (40). We prove the following bounds
for this SPP.

Result 2: Let f∗ be the link activation frequency vector of
the stationary policy πC .

1) Peak age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρp is bounded by

Ap(f∗, ρp1) ≤ A
p∗
D + 1. (44)

2) Average age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρave is bounded by

Aave(f∗, ρave1) ≤ Aave∗
D + 1. (45)

Proof: Using Result 1, the proof follows the same line of
arguments as that of Theorem 6.

V. PERFORMANCE BOUNDS FOR SPP

In Section IV, we considered two update generation models,
namely Bernoulli and periodic. We derived the SPP, that opti-
mizes age jointly over update generation rate and scheduling
policy. However, we limited scheduling policies to the space
of stationary scheduling policies Πst. We now consider a much
larger space of scheduling policies.

It is conceivable that a policy that schedules links depending
on the link’s age or buffer backlogs, may perform significantly
better then the optimal stationary policies. Let Qe(t) denote
the queue length of the buffer of source e, and Q(t) =
(Qe(t))e∈E . Define history HQ(t) to be

HQ(t) = H(t)
⋃

{Q(ρ ′) | 0 ≤ ρ ′ ≤ t}, (46)

where H(t) is as defined in (4). Let ΠQ denote the space of
all scheduling policies which base its scheduling decision at
time t on the history HQ(t), for all t.

We now consider the age of the SPP, with the minimum
age achieved by jointly optimizing over the update generation
rate control and scheduling policy π ∈ ΠQ. We first
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consider Bernoulli update generation and then periodic update
generation.

A. Bernoulli Generation of Update Packets
Let each source generate update packets according to a

Bernoulli process. Let Ap∗
QB and Aave∗

QB denote the optimal
peak and average age, achieved by jointly optimizing over the
update generation rates and the scheduling policy π ∈ ΠQ.
We now show that the proposed separation principle policy is
at most a constant factor away from this optimal age.

Corollary 3: Let f∗ be a vector of link activation frequen-
cies under the stationary policy πC .

1) Peak age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρ̄p is bounded by

Ap (f∗, ρ̄p1) ≤
(

1
ρ̄p

+
1

1 − ρ̄p

)
Ap∗

QB. (47)

2) Average age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρ̄ave is bounded by

Aave (f∗, ρ̄ave1) ≤ 2
(

1 +
1

ρ̄ave
+

(ρ̄ave)2

1 − ρ̄ave

)
Aave∗

QB . (48)

Proof: See Appendix L, in the supplementary material.

We know that ρ̄p = 1/2 and ρ̄ave ≈ 0.53. Thus, the peak age
of the stationary policy πC , with rate control ρe = 0.5γefe,
is at most a factor of 4 away from optimality. Also,
the average age of the stationary policy πC , with rate control
λe = ρ̄aveγefe, is at most a factor of 2

(
1 + 1

ρ̄ave + (ρ̄ave)2

1−ρ̄ave

)
≈ 7

away from optimality. It is important to note that the constant
factors of optimality in Corollary 3 are independent of the
network size.

We next consider periodic update generation, which yield
much smaller factors of optimality, than derived here for the
Bernoulli update generation.

B. Periodic Generation of Update Packets

Let the update generation be periodic at each source. Let
Ap∗

QD and Aave∗
QD denote the minimum peak and average age

that can be achieved by jointly optimizing over the update
generation rate and the scheduling policy π ∈ ΠQ. We prove
that our SPP is at most a constant factor away from this
optimal age.

Result 3: Let f∗ be the vector of link activation frequencies
for policy πC .

1) Peak age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρp is bounded by

Ap (f∗, ρp1) ≤
(

1
σ̂

+
1
ρp

)
Ap∗

QD. (49)

2) Average age of the stationary policy πC with rate control
ρe = ρave is bounded by

Aave (f∗, ρave1) ≤ 2
(

1
2σ̂

+
1

ρave

)
Aave∗

QD . (50)

Here, σ̂ ∈ (0, 1) is the unique solution to σ = 1 − e−σ/ρp
.

Proof: Using Result 1 and 2, the proof follows the same
line of arguments as that of Corollary 3.

TABLE I

RATE CONTROL FOR SEPARATION PRINCIPLE POLICY (SPP) ρ = λe
fe

AND

OPTIMALITY OF SPP OVER SPACE OF ALL POLICIES

Fig. 4. Plot of weighted peak and average age as a function of fraction of
links, δ, with bad channel. N = 50, K = 1, γgood = 0.9, and γbad = 0.1
and 0.2.

Computing the upper-bound factors numerically, we see that
the peak age SPP policy is within a factor of ≈ 2.15 from the
optimal peak age, while the average age SPP policy is within
a factor of ≈ 4.51 from the optimal average age. In Table I we
summarize the performance of our SPP policies, under both
Bernoulli and periodic packet generation, over the space of all
policies. If the bounds are tight, then it suggests that periodic
packet generation should perform much better than Bernoulli
generation.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We consider a K-link activation network with N links. For
this network, a feasible activation set m contains at most K
links. A fraction θ of the links have bad channel with γe =
γbad, while the rest have γe = γgood > γbad. We let we = 1/N
for all the links. Similar results are observed for single-hop
interference network.

A. Network With Active Sources

First, consider the case in which all the sources in the
network are active sources. We plot and compare the proposed
peak age optimal policy πC (shown in red), a uniform sta-
tionary policy that schedules maximal subsets in A randomly
with uniform probability, and a round robin policy (RR) that
schedules K links at a time.

Figure 4 considers the simplest case with K = 1, and plots
the weighted peak and average age, namely Ap and Aave, as
a function of θ. Here, the network has N = 50 links, γgood =
0.9, and two cases of γbad = 0.1 and γbad = 0.2 are plotted.
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Fig. 5. Plot of weighted peak and average age as a function of fraction of
links, δ, with bad channel. N = 50, K = 10, γgood = 0.9, and γbad = 0.1
and 0.2.

Note that the peak age and average age coincide for stationary
policies by Theorem 1. We observe this in simulation. Thus,
to reduce clutter, we have plotted only one curve for the peak
age optimal policy πC and the uniform stationary policy.

We observe in Figure 4 that both peak and average age
increases as θ, the fraction of links with bad channel, increases.
This is to be expected as with more error prone channels,
it takes more time for the source to update the destination. For
γbad = 0.1, we observe in Figure 4, that the peak age optimal
policy πC achieves the minimum peak age. Furthermore, when
the channel statistics is more asymmetric, i.e. θ not near 0 or 1,
the average age performance of the peak age optimal policy
πC is better than the round robin and uniform stationary policy.
We also observe that the round robin policy and uniform
stationary policy achieve the same peak age. This validates
Theorem 1 which states that any two policies with same link
activation frequencies should have the same peak age.

In Figure 4, we see that when the channel statistics across
links is more symmetric (i.e., θ closer to 0 or 1), the round
robin policy yields a slightly smaller average age than the
peak age optimal policy πC . In fact, when γbad is increased to
0.2, the round robin policy performs better in average age for
all θ. However, the average age optimal centralized scheduling
policy is yet unknown even for this simple network (with K =
1), and hence by Theorem 3, the average age of the peak age
optimal policy πC is at most factor 2 away from the optimal
average age, which is consistent with Figure 4.

This problem is exacerbated when we move to K > 1,
in which case it is difficult to intuit a ‘good’ policy that
minimizes average age. Figure 5 plots the weighted peak
and average age as a function of θ. Also, plotted is a round
robin policy of period T = 
N/K�, which schedules the K
worst channels in the first slot, the next K worst channels in
the second slot, and so on. All the parameters are same as
in Figure 4, except that we can activate K = 10 links at a
time. We observe that the proposed policy πC ensures peak
age optimality, and also outperforms other simple scheduling
policies in terms of its average age. This observation is not
limited to the policies presented here, but in general, as it is
difficult to come up with average age optimal policies for a
network with general interference constraints.

Fig. 6. Plot of the weighted peak age Ap, for a network with buffered nodes,
as a function of K . Case 1: N = 50, γgood = 0.9, γbad = 0.1, nbad = 7.
Case 2: N = 10, γgood = 0.9, γbad = 0.1, nbad = 7. Case 3: N = 50 and
γe = 1 for all links.

B. Network With Buffered Sources

We next consider the sources in the network to be buffered
sources. We assume Bernoulli arrival of update packets.
We plot three cases to illustrate the near optimality of the
separation principle policy (SPP): In Case 1, we have N = 50,
nbad = 7 links have bad channel, i.e., γe = γbad = 0.1 while
the remaining have good channel γe = γgood = 0.9. In Case 2,
we have N = 10, nbad = 7, γbad = 0.1, and γgood = 0.9.
In Case 3, we consider N = 50 and γe = 1 for all links e.
We let link weights to be unity, i.e. we = 1 for all e.

We compare the peak age SPP, which chooses ρe = 1/2 for
every link and the link activation frequency f∗ that solves (20).
In Figure 6, we plot the peak age achieved by the peak age
SPP and the optimal A

p∗
B of (27), obtained numerically. We

observe that the SPP nearly attains the optimal peak age for
buffered node in (27) in all three cases.

This can be seen from our observation in Figure 3. In Fig-
ure 3, we observe that the age difference between optimal age
and the age with rate control ρe = 1/2, which is Δ, dimin-
ishes drastically as link activation frequency decreases. When
the interference in the network is large, the link activation
frequencies are bound to be small. This essentially results in
close proximity of our separation principle policy with the
optimal.

In Figure 6, we also plot (in blue) peak age if the network
had active sources instead of buffered sources. We observe
that optimal peak age for the buffered case is about 4 times
that in the active source case. This shows that the cost of not
being able to control the MAC layer queue can be as large as
a 4 fold increase in age.

VII. CONCLUSION

We considered the problem of minimizing age of infor-
mation in wireless networks, consisting a several source-
destination communication links, under general interference
constraints. For a network with active sources, where fresh
updates are available for every transmission, we show that a
stationary policy is peak age optimal, and is also within a
factor of two of the optimal average age. For a network with
buffered sources, in which the generated update packets are
queued at the MAC layer queue for transmission, we proved
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a separation principle wherein it suffices to design scheduling
and rate control separately. Numerical evaluation suggest that
this proposed separation principle policy is nearly indistin-
guishable from the optimal. We also derived peak age and
average age for discrete time FIFO G/Ber/1 queue, which may
be of independent interest.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 1

Let π be a policy in Π, and Te(i) be the time of ith
successful activation for link e. Then Se(i) = Te(i)−Te(i−1),
for all i ≥ 1, is the inter-(successful) activation time for link
e, where Te(0) = 0. Note that Se(i) = Ae(Te(i)) for all age
update instances i. This implies that the peak age is given by

lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Ae (Te(i)) = lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Se(i), (51)

= lim sup
N→∞

Te(N)
N

. (52)

Notice that the time Te(N) → ∞ as N → ∞. We, therefore,
have

1
A

p
e(π)

= lim inf
N→∞

N

Te(N)
= lim inf

T→∞
1
T

T∑
t=1

Ue(t)Re(t),

(53)

where Ue(t) = I{e∈m(t),m(t)∈A} and Re(t) is the channel
process. Now, notice that the process (Ue(t), Re(t))t≥0 is
jointly ergodic. To see this, note that {Ue(t)}t≥0 is an ergodic
processes because {Ue(t)}t≥0 takes values only in {0, 1} and
the limit in (5) exists for π ∈ Π. Moreover, since Re(t) is
independent of Ue(t), they are jointly ergodic. We, therefore,
have

lim inf
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

Ue(t)Re(t) = E

[
lim inf
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

Ue(t)Re(t)

]
,

= lim inf
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

E [Ue(t)Re(t)] ,

(54)

= lim inf
T→∞

γeE

[
1
T

T∑
t=1

Ue(t)

]
,

(55)

= γefe(π), (56)

where the first equality follows due to ergodicity, the second
due to the bounded convergence theorem [47], and the third
because Re(t) is i.i.d. across time t with γe = E [Re(t)] and
is independent of Ue(t). The last equality follows from (5).
Weighted summation over all links e ∈ E gives the result.

To prove that the peak age Ap(π) can be achieved by a
stationary centralized policy πst ∈ Π, it suffices to show
that a stationary centralized policy πst achieve the same link
activation frequencies, i.e., f(π) = f(πst).

Let π ∈ Π be the policy that achieves link activation
frequencies f = (fe|e ∈ E). Then, the policy π activates

interference-free sets in A also with a certain frequency. Let
xm be the frequency of activation for a set m ∈ A, i.e.,

xm = lim sup
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

I{m(t)=m}, (57)

where m(t) denotes the set of links activated at time t. Clearly,
we should have ∑

m∈A
xm ≤ 1. (58)

Furthermore, we must have f(π) = Mx, where M is given
by (8), and f(π) and x are column vectors of fe(π) and xm,
respectively. Now consider a stationary centralized policy πst ∈
Π for which m ∈ A is activated in each slot with probability
xm, independent across slots; we can do this because of the
property (58). Then we have f(πst) = Mx = f(π). This proves
the result.

B. Proof of Theorem 2

The proof is a direct consequence of the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality. Consider a policy π ∈ Π and let Te(i) be the time
of ith successful activation for link e. Then Se(i) = Te(i) −
Te(i−1), for all i ≥ 1, is the inter-(successful) activation time
for link e, where Te(0) = 0. Note that Se(i) = Ae(Te(i)) for
all age update instances i. This implies that the peak age is
given by

lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Ae (Te(i)) = lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Se(i). (59)

The average is given by

Aave
e (π)= lim

N→∞

∑N
i=1

∑Se(i)
k=1 k∑N

i=1 Se(i)
= lim

N→∞

1
2

∑N
i=1 Se(i)2∑N
i=1 Se(i)

+
1
2
.

(60)

Cauchy-Schwartz inequality gives us(
N∑

i=1

Se(i)

)2

≤ N

N∑
i=1

S2(i). (61)

Therefore, we must have

1
2

1
N

N∑
i=1

Se(i) ≤ 0.5
∑N

i=1 Se(i)2∑N
i=1 Se(i)

. (62)

This with (59) and (60) yields 1
2Ap

e(π) + 1
2 ≤ Aave

e (π). Note
that we can claim this because Ap(π) is finite for π ∈ Π due
to (10). Weighted summation over e ∈ E gives the desired
result.

C. Proof of Lemma 1

For a stationary policy, let p be the probability that link e
is successfully activated in a time slot, i.e.,

p = Pr (e ∈ m(t), m(t) ∈ A) , (63)

where m(t) is the set of links activated at time t. Since
the policy is stationary, the inter-(successful) activation times
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Se(i) would be independent and geometrically distributed with
rate 1/p given by: Pr (Se(i) = k) = p (1 − p)k−1, for all k ∈
{1, 2, . . .}. For this distribution we know that E [Se(1)] = 1

p

and E
[
S2

e (1)
]

= 2−p
p2 . Using (60) we obtain the average age

of link e to be

lim
T→∞

1
T

T∑
t=1

Ae(t) = lim
N→∞

∑N
i=1

1
2S2

e (i)∑N
i=1 Se(i)

+
1
2
, (64)

=
1
2

2−p
p2

1
p

+
1
2

=
1
p
. (65)

Using (59) we obtain the peak age of the link e to be

lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Ae (Te(i)) = lim sup
N→∞

1
N

N∑
i=1

Se(i), (66)

= E [Se(1)] =
1
p
. (67)

The result can be obtained from (65) and (67) by weighted-
averaging.

D. Proof of Theorem 4

Since dependence of γe is only in the form we/γe,
we assume γe = 1, for all e, for clarity of presentation. The
dependence on γe can be re-constructed by substituting we/γe

in place of we in the following proof.
The peak age minimization problem (18) can be re-written

with the objective ∑
e∈E

we∑
m∈A Me,mxm

, (68)

over variables xm, for m ∈ A, with constraints
∑

m∈A xm ≤
1 and xm ≥ 0 for all m ∈ A. The Lagrangian function for
this problem is

L(x, Ω, ν) =
∑
e∈E

we∑
m∈A Me,mxm

+ Ω

(∑
m∈A

xm − 1

)

+
∑
m∈A

νmxm,

for Ω ≥ 0 and νm ≥ 0 for all m ∈ A. The KKT conditions
then imply

∂L

∂xm
= 0, for all m ∈ A, (69)

Ω

(∑
m∈A

xm − 1

)
= 0, (70)

νmxm = 0 for all m ∈ A, (71)

along with feasibility constraints for x, Ω ≥ 0, and νm ≥ 0
for all m ∈ A. Now (69) implies

∂L

∂xm
= −

∑
e∈E

weMe,m(∑
m′∈A Me,m′xm′

)2 + Ω − νm = 0,

(72)

which reduces to

Ωm(x) = Ω − νm, (73)

for all m ∈ A. Using (71) and (73) we get that if xm > 0
then νm = 0 which implies Ωm(x) = Ω, while Ωm(x) ≤ Ω
for all m ∈ A. This proves conditions 1 and 2 of Theorem 4.

Since x that satisfy the KKT conditions also solve (18)
we should have fe =

∑
m∈A Me,mxm > 0; otherwise the

objective function would be unbounded. Thus, Ωm(x) = Ω−
νm > 0 which implies Ω > 0 for all m ∈ A. Then (70)
implies

∑
m∈A xm = 1.

We now prove that the Ω defined in Theorem 4 is the
optimal peak age Ap∗. Given that x is the optimal solution
to (18) and Ω be as defined in Theorem 4, the optimal peak
age is given by

Ap∗ =
∑
e∈E

we

(Mx)e

=
∑
e∈E

we

(Mx)2e
(Mx)e , (74)

=
∑
e∈E

we

(Mx)2e

∑
m∈A

Me,mxm. (75)

Exchanging the two summations we get

Ap∗ =
∑
m∈A

xm

∑
e∈E

weMe,m

(Mx)2e
, (76)

=
∑

m∈A,xm>0

xm

∑
e∈m

we

(Mx)2e
, (77)

where the last equality follows from the definition of Me,m.
Notice that

∑
e∈m

we

(Mx)2e
is in fact Ωm(x), which equals Ω

since xm > 0. This gives

Ap∗ =
∑

m∈A,xm>0

xmΩ = Ω, (78)

where the last equality follows because
∑

m∈A xm = 1.

E. Derivation of Peak and Average Age for D/Ber/1 Queue

Let D be the period of the periodic packet generation
and μ be the Bernoulli service rate. The probability distri-
bution of inter-arrival time X of update packets is given by
P [X = D] = 1 and P [X = k] = 0 for all k = D. Thus,
MX(t) = eDt. Using this, the equation (21) can be written as

α∗ = μ − μMX (log(1 − α∗)) , (79)

= μ − μ (1 − α∗)D . (80)

We let σ = α∗
μ . Then σ is the solution to

σ = 1 − (1 − μσ)D . (81)

Using (81), and the fact that M ′
X(t) = DeDt, in Theorem 5

we obtain the result.
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works (FANETs): A survey,” Ad Hoc Netw., vol. 11, no. 3,
pp. 1254–1270, 2013.

[2] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Speed limits in autonomous
vehicular networks due to communication constraints,” in Proc. IEEE
55th Conf. Decis. Control (CDC), Dec. 2016, pp. 4998–5003.

[3] K.-D. Kim and P. R. Kumar, “Cyber–physical systems: A perspective
at the centennial,” Proc. IEEE, (Special Centennial Issue), vol. 100,
pp. 1287–1308, May 2012.

[4] S. Guharoy and N. B. Mehta, “Joint evaluation of channel feed-
back schemes, rate adaptation, and scheduling in OFDMA downlinks
with feedback delays,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 62, no. 4,
pp. 1719–1731, May 2013.

Authorized licensed use limited to: MIT Libraries. Downloaded on December 17,2020 at 00:13:45 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



TALAK et al.: OPTIMIZING INFORMATION FRESHNESS IN WIRELESS NETWORKS 27

[5] S. Sesia, I. Toufik, and M. Baker, LTE–The UMTS Long Term Evolution:
From Theory to Practice. Hoboken, NJ, USA: Wiley, 2009.

[6] S. Kaul, M. Gruteser, V. Rai, and J. Kenney, “Minimizing age of
information in vehicular networks,” in Proc. 8th Annu. IEEE Com-
mun. Soc. Conf. Sensor, Mesh Ad Hoc Commun. Netw., Jun. 2011,
pp. 350–358.

[7] S. Kaul, R. Yates, and M. Gruteser, “Real-time status: How often should
one update?” in Proc. IEEE INFOCOM, Mar. 2012, pp. 2731–2735.

[8] Q. He, D. Yuan, and A. Ephremides, “Optimizing freshness of infor-
mation: On minimum age link scheduling in wireless systems,” in
Proc. 14th Int. Symp. Modeling Optim. Mobile, Ad Hoc, Wireless
Netw. (WiOpt), May 2016, pp. 1–8.

[9] I. Kadota, E. Uysal-Biyikoglu, R. Singh, and E. Modiano, “Minimizing
the Age of Information in broadcast wireless networks,” in Proc. 54th
Annu. Allerton Conf. Commun., Control, Comput. (Allerton), Sep. 2016,
pp. 844–851.

[10] Y.-P. Hsu, E. Modiano, and L. Duan, “Age of information: Design and
analysis of optimal scheduling algorithms,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp.
Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2017, pp. 1–5.

[11] S. K. Kaul and R. D. Yates, “Status updates over unreliable multi-
access channels,” May 2017, arXiv:1705.02521. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.02521

[12] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Optimizing information fresh-
ness in wireless networks under general interference constraints,” in
Proc. 18th ACM Int. Symp. Mobile Ad Hoc Netw. Comput., Jun. 2018,
pp. 61–70.

[13] S. K. Kaul, R. D. Yates, and M. Gruteser, “Status updates through
queues,” in Proc. 46th Annu. Conf. Inf. Sci. Syst. (CISS), Mar. 2012,
pp. 1–6.

[14] C. Kam, S. Kompella, and A. Ephremides, “Age of information under
random updates,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory, Jul. 2013,
pp. 66–70.

[15] C. Kam, S. Kompella, and A. Ephremides, “Effect of message trans-
mission diversity on status age,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory,
Jun. 2014, pp. 2411–2415.

[16] M. Costa, M. Codreanu, and A. Ephremides, “Age of information
with packet management,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory,
Jun./Jul. 2014, pp. 1583–1587.

[17] L. Huang and E. Modiano, “Optimizing age-of-information in a multi-
class queueing system,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT),
Jun. 2015, pp. 1681–1685.

[18] E. Najm and R. Nasser, “Age of information: The gamma
awakening,” Apr. 2016, arXiv:1604.01286. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.01286

[19] A. M. Bedewy, Y. Sun, and N. B. Shroff, “Minimizing the age of
information through queues,” Sep. 2017, arXiv:1709.04956. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04956

[20] Y. Inoue, H. Masuyama, T. Takine, and T. Tanaka, “The stationary
distribution of the age of information in FCFS single-server queues,”
in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2017, pp. 571–575.

[21] A. Soysal and S. Ulukus, “Age of information in G/G/1/1 systems,”
Jun. 2018, arXiv:1805.12586. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/
1805.12586

[22] R. D. Yates, “Status updates through networks of parallel servers,” in
Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2018, pp. 2281–2285.

[23] C. Kam, S. Kompella, G. D. Nguyen, J. E. Wieselthier, and
A. Ephremides, “Controlling the age of information: Buffer size, dead-
line, and packet replacement,” in Proc. IEEE Mil. Commun. Conf.,
Nov. 2016, pp. 301–306.

[24] C. Kam, S. Kompella, G. D. Nguyen, J. E. Wieselthier, and
A. Ephremides, “Age of information with a packet deadline,” in Proc.
IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jul. 2016, pp. 2564–2568.

[25] Y. Inoue, “Analysis of the age of information with packet deadline and
infinite buffer capacity,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT),
Jun. 2018, pp. 2639–2643.

[26] K. Chen and L. Huang, “Age-of-information in the presence
of error,” May 2016, arXiv:1605.00559. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00559

[27] Y. Sun, E. Uysal-Biyikoglu, R. D. Yates, C. E. Koksal, and N. B. Shroff,
“Update or wait: How to keep your data fresh,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 7492–7508, Nov. 2017.

[28] R. D. Yates, “Lazy is timely: Status updates by an energy harvesting
source,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2015,
pp. 3008–3012.

[29] B. T. Bacinoglu, E. T. Ceran, and E. Uysal-Biyikoglu, “Age of informa-
tion under energy replenishment constraints,” in Proc. Inf. Theory Appl.
Workshop (ITA), Feb. 2015, pp. 25–31.

[30] A. Arafa and S. Ulukus, “Age-minimal transmission in energy harvesting
two-hop networks,” in Proc. IEEE Global Commun. Conf., Dec. 2017,
pp. 1–6.

[31] B. T. Bacinoglu and E. Uysal-Biyikoglu, “Scheduling status updates to
minimize age of information with an energy harvesting sensor,” in Proc.
IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2017, pp. 1122–1126.

[32] X. Wu, J. Yang, and J. Wu, “Optimal status update for age of information
minimization with an energy harvesting source,” IEEE Trans. Green
Commun. Netw., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 193–204, Mar. 2018.

[33] A. Arafa, J. Yang, S. Ulukus, and H. V. Poor, “Age-minimal
transmission for energy harvesting sensors with finite batteries:
Online policies,” Aug. 2018, arXiv:1806.07271. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07271

[34] A. Chaintreau, J.-Y. Le Boudec, and N. Ristanovic, “The age of gossip:
Spatial mean field regime,” ACM SIGMETRICS Perform. Eval. Rev.,
vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 109–120, Jun. 2009.

[35] J. Selen, Y. Nazarathy, L. L. H. Andrew, and H. L. Vu, “The age
of information in gossip networks,” 2013, arXiv:1310.7919. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7919

[36] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Minimizing age-of-
information in multi-hop wireless networks,” in Proc. 55th Annu.
Allerton Conf. Commun., Control, Comput. (Allerton), Oct. 2017,
pp. 486–493.

[37] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Distributed scheduling
algorithms for optimizing information freshness in wireless net-
works,” in Proc. IEEE 19th Int. Workshop Signal Process. Adv. Wire-
less Commun. (SPAWC), Jun. 2018, pp. 1–5. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.06469

[38] R. Talak, I. Kadota, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Scheduling poli-
cies for age minimization in wireless networks with unknown chan-
nel state,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2018,
pp. 2564–2568.

[39] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Optimizing age of infor-
mation in wireless networks with perfect channel state information,”
in Proc. 16th Int. Symp. Modeling Optim. Mobile, Ad Hoc, Wireless
Netw. (WiOpt), May 2018.

[40] A. Kumar, D. Manjunath, and J. Kuri, Wireless Networking.
San Mateo, CA, USA: Morgan Kaufmann, 2008.

[41] G. Sharma, R. R. Mazumdar, and N. B. Shroff, “On the complexity of
scheduling in wireless networks,” in Proc. 12th Annu. Int. Conf. Mobile
Comput. Netw., Sep. 2006, pp. 227–238.

[42] S. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, Convex Optimization. Cambridge, U.K.:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 2004.

[43] B. Korte and J. Vygen, Combinatorial Optimization: Theory and Algo-
rithms, 4th ed. Berlin, Germany: Springer-Verlag, 2007.

[44] D. Garber and E. Hazan, “A linearly convergent variant of the condi-
tional gradient algorithm under strong convexity, with applications to
online and stochastic optimization,” SIAM J. Optim., vol. 26, no. 3,
pp. 1493–1528, 2016.

[45] B. Hajek and G. Sasaki, “Link scheduling in polynomial
time,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 34, no. 5, pp. 910–917,
Sep. 1988.

[46] R. Talak, S. Karaman, and E. Modiano, “Can determinacy minimize
age of information?” Oct. 2018, arXiv:1810.04371. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.04371

[47] R. Durrett, Probability: Theory and Examples, 4th ed. Cambridge, U.K.:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 2010.

Rajat Talak received the M.Sc. degree from the
Department of Electrical Communication Engineer-
ing, Indian Institute of Science, Bengaluru, India,
in 2013. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree
with the Laboratory of Information and Decision
Systems (LIDS), Massachusetts Institute of Technol-
ogy.

His research inclination is toward modeling, analy-
sis, and design of algorithms for networked systems.
His current focus has been toward studying age of
information and guaranteeing information freshness

in wireless networks. His other notable work includes developing a new
theoretical framework for machine learning and robotic perception. He was
a recipient of MobiHoc 2018 Best Paper Award. He received the prestigious
Prof. F. M. Mowdawalla Medal for his master’s thesis.

Authorized licensed use limited to: MIT Libraries. Downloaded on December 17,2020 at 00:13:45 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



28 IEEE/ACM TRANSACTIONS ON NETWORKING, VOL. 28, NO. 1, FEBRUARY 2020

Sertac Karaman received the B.S. degrees in
mechanical engineering and in computer engineer-
ing from the Istanbul Technical University, Turkey,
in 2007, and the S.M. degree in mechanical engi-
neering and the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineer-
ing and computer science from the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT) in 2009 and 2012,
respectively. He has been an Associate Professor of
aeronautics and astronautics with MIT since Fall
2012. His research interests lie in the broad areas
of robotics and control theory. In particular, he

studies the applications of probability theory, stochastic processes, stochastic
geometry, formal methods, and optimization for the design and analysis
of high-performance cyber-physical systems. The application areas of his
research include driverless cars, unmanned aerial vehicles, distributed aerial
surveillance systems, air traffic control, certification and verification of control
systems software, and many others. He delivered the Robotics: Science and
Systems Early Career Spotlight Talk in 2017. He was a recipient of the IEEE
Robotics and Automation Society Early Career Award in 2017, the Office of
Naval Research Young Investigator Award in 2017, the Army Research Office
Young Investigator Award in 2015, the National Science Foundation Faculty
Career Development (CAREER) Award in 2014, the AIAA Wright Brothers
Graduate Award in 2012, and the NVIDIA Fellowship in 2011. He serves
as the Technical Area Chair for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE
AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS for the robotics area, the Co-Chair for the IEEE
Robotics and Automation Society’s Technical Committee of Algorithms for
the Planning and Control of Robot Motion.

Eytan Modiano (F’12) received the B.S. degree
in electrical engineering and computer science from
the University of Connecticut at Storrs in 1986, and
the M.S. and Ph.D. degrees in electrical engineering
from the University of Maryland, College Park, MD,
USA, in 1989 and 1992, respectively.

He was a Naval Research Laboratory Fellow from
1987 to 1992, a National Research Council Post-
Doctoral Fellow from 1992 to 1993, and a Member
of the Technical Staff at MIT Lincoln Laboratory
from 1993 and 1999. He is currently a Professor with

the Department of Aeronautics and Astronautics and the Associate Director of
the Laboratory for Information and Decision Systems (LIDS), Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT). His research is on modeling, analysis, and
design of communication networks and protocols. He is an Associate Fellow
of the AIAA. He was a co-recipient of the Infocom 2018 Best Paper Award,
the MobiHoc 2018 Best Paper Award, the MobiHoc 2016 Best Paper Award,
the Wiopt 2013 Best Paper Award, and the Sigmetrics 2006 Best Paper Award.
He had served on the IEEE Fellows Committee in 2014 and 2015. He was
the Technical Program Co-Chair of the IEEE Wiopt 2006, IEEE Infocom
2007, ACM MobiHoc 2007, and DRCN 2015. He has served as an Associate
Editor for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY and the
IEEE/ACM TRANSACTIONS ON NETWORKING. He is also the Editor-in-
Chief of the IEEE/ACM TRANSACTIONS ON NETWORKING.

Authorized licensed use limited to: MIT Libraries. Downloaded on December 17,2020 at 00:13:45 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Black & White)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AdobeArabic-Bold
    /AdobeArabic-BoldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Italic
    /AdobeArabic-Regular
    /AdobeHebrew-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-BoldItalic
    /AdobeHebrew-Italic
    /AdobeHebrew-Regular
    /AdobeHeitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeMingStd-Light
    /AdobeMyungjoStd-Medium
    /AdobePiStd
    /AdobeSansMM
    /AdobeSerifMM
    /AdobeSongStd-Light
    /AdobeThai-Bold
    /AdobeThai-BoldItalic
    /AdobeThai-Italic
    /AdobeThai-Regular
    /ArborText
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /BellGothicStd-Black
    /BellGothicStd-Bold
    /BellGothicStd-Light
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Courier-Oblique
    /CourierStd
    /CourierStd-Bold
    /CourierStd-BoldOblique
    /CourierStd-Oblique
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /EuroSig
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Impact
    /KozGoPr6N-Medium
    /KozGoProVI-Medium
    /KozMinPr6N-Regular
    /KozMinProVI-Regular
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicStd
    /LetterGothicStd-Bold
    /LetterGothicStd-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicStd-Slanted
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MinionPro-Bold
    /MinionPro-BoldIt
    /MinionPro-It
    /MinionPro-Regular
    /MinionPro-Semibold
    /MinionPro-SemiboldIt
    /MVBoli
    /MyriadPro-Black
    /MyriadPro-BlackIt
    /MyriadPro-Bold
    /MyriadPro-BoldIt
    /MyriadPro-It
    /MyriadPro-Light
    /MyriadPro-LightIt
    /MyriadPro-Regular
    /MyriadPro-Semibold
    /MyriadPro-SemiboldIt
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /Symbol
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfDingbats
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 300
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 900
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.33333
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


