arXiv:2311.03653v1 [cs.IT] 7 Nov 2023

On the Performance of LoRa Empowered Communication for Wireless Body Area Networks

Minling Zhang, Guofa Cai, Zhiping Xu, Jiguang He, Markku Juntti, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—To remotely monitor the physiological status of the human body, long range (LoRa) communication has been considered as an eminently suitable candidate for wireless body area networks (WBANs). Typically, a Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel is encountered by the LoRa links of the WBAN. In this context, we characterize the performance of the LoRa system in WBAN scenarios with an emphasis on the physical (PHY) layer and medium access control (MAC) layer in the face of Rayleigh-lognormal fading channels and the same spreading factor interference. Specifically, closed-form approximate bit error probability (BEP) expressions are derived for the LoRa system. The results show that increasing the SF and reducing the interference efficiently mitigate the shadowing effects. Moreover, in the quest for the most suitable MAC protocol for LoRa based WBANs, three MAC protocols are critically appraised, namely the pure ALOHA, slotted ALOHA, and carrier-sense multiple access. The coverage probability, energy efficiency, throughput, and system delay of the three MAC protocols are analyzed in Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel. Furthermore, the performance of the equal-interval-based and equal-area-based schemes is analyzed to guide the choice of the SF. Our simulation results confirm the accuracy of the mathematical analysis and provide some useful insights for the future design of LoRa based WBANs.

Index Terms—wireless body area network, LoRa communication, performance analysis, Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

Healthcare Internet of Thing (HIoT) is a highly efficient and convenient way to provide intelligent diagnosis, treat and disease management, and anticipate risks to patient health [1]. Especially, with the rapid spread of COVID-19, HIoT has been adopted to monitor the significant physiological information in the human body [2]. Hence, it is important for HIoT to ensure the low-power, highly reliable, and long-range information transmission.

As an important technology of HIoT, wireless body area network (WBAN) consists of multiple interconnected low-power

This research has been partially supported by the NSF of China grant number 62071129, and partially supported by the Academy of Finland, 6G Flagship program under Grant 346208.

M. Zhang and G. Cai are with the School of Information Engineering, Guangdong University of Technology, China (e-mail: 2112103025@mail2.gdut.edu.cn, caiguofa2006@gdut.edu.cn).

Z. Xu is with the School of Ocean Information Engineering, Jimei University, Xiamen, China (e-mail: xzpxmu@gmail.com).

J. He is with the Technology Innovation Institute, 9639 Masdar City, Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates, and he is also with the Centre for Wireless Communications, University of Oulu, 90014 Oulu, Finland (E-mail: jiguang.he@tii.ae).

M. Juntti is with Centre for Wireless Communications, University of Oulu, P.O.Box 4500, FI-90014, Finland (email: markku.juntti@oulu.fi).

and resource-constrained sensor devices (e.g., worn, implanted, embedded, swallowed, etc.) that are located in-on-and-around the human body, where these sensor devices are adopted for sensing and data communication [3]–[6]. According to [7], in a HIoT system, physiological signals from each sensor device are transmitted to a hub via a WBAN, and then the collected data is forwarded to the service center. Thus, these information can be provided to the hospitals or clinics. However, due to the limited transmission distance of the WBAN, it is not suitable for long-distance transmission.

Long range (LoRa) modulation, as the physical (PHY) layer of LoRa network, is a chirp spread spectrum (CSS) based modulation, which can achieve low-power and long-range transmission [8]. In the LoRa system, the receiver (usually a gateway) can decode the signal a few decibels below the noise floor. The range and data rate of LoRa communication can be adjusted by different spreading factors (SFs). In addition, LoRa gateway can correctly receive two overlapping signals over the same channel, as long as their SFs are different. Due to these advantages, LoRa modulation was applied in WBAN applications for the offbody communications [10]. In [11] and [12], LoRa sensors were worn on the body to measure the vital signs and environmental data. In [13], a low-power healthcare WBAN platform based on LoRa (HeaLoRa) was proposed for monitoring physiological parameters. In [14], LoRa sensors were placed inside the animal body to monitor the important parameters and communicates with a distant gateway. In such a scenario, the in-to-out-body path loss (PL) was characterized for the first time at 868 MHz. In [15], a low-power LoRa link was built between a fixed base station and a mobile user which is worn on the body. The test results showed that wide ranges can be easily and reliably achieved for off-body LoRa communication links. In [16], the LoRa system was introduced for search and rescue applications in mountain areas. Through the above discussions, it can be found that theoretical analyses of the LoRa system for in-body and off-body communications are still lacking, which limits its further design. In [17], the bit error probability (BEP) expression of the LoRa system was derived over a Rayleigh fading channel. In [18], success probability analysis of the LoRa system was performed over a Rayleigh fading channel. However, for LoRa comminution links in the WBAN, a Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel should be applied according to [14]–[16].

LoRa wide area network (LoRaWAN) is a medium access control (MAC) protocol designed to run LoRa modulation [19]. According to the LoRaWAN characteristics, the devices generally adopt a pure ALOHA (P-ALOHA) mechanism to access channels [20], where the packets access the channel randomly. In [18], scalability analysis of the LoRa network for P-ALOHA mechanism was performed over Rayleigh fading channels. Although P-ALOHA has simple implementation, it is easy to cause packet collisions. As a consequence, it brings the same SF (defined as co-SF) interference, thus significantly affecting the scalability of the LoRa network. In [21], the equalinterval-based (EIB) and equal-area-based (EAB) schemes were used to compare and analyze the scalability of LoRa networks. The results show that the scalability of LoRa network is significantly affected by the SF allocation schemes. To enhance the scalability of LoRa network, the slotted ALOHA (S-ALOHA) and carrier-sense multiple access (CSMA) mechanisms were extensively studied in [22]–[24]. In particular, P-ALOHA, S- ALOHA, and non-persistent CSMA (NP-CSMA) protocols for LoRa network was analyzed over Rayleigh fading channels [25].

Most of the aforementioned studies on PHY and MAC layers of LoRa networks focus on Rayleigh fading channels, and the impact of large-scale fading is ignored. In the LoRa based WBAN, large-scale fading should be taken into account. Motivated by the preliminary investigation in [17], [18], and [25], we propose a more comprehensive and tractable framework of performance analysis on LoRa system for WBAN subject to the Rayleigh-lognormal channels and the co-SF interference from the perspective of the PHY and MAC layers. The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

1) A LoRa based WBAN is put forward, which consists of an enormous number of LoRa end-devices (EDs) from the WBANs and a gateway. In such a scenario, the Rayleighlognormal channel and the co-SF interference are jointly considered.

2) The closed-form BEP expression of the LoRa system for PHY transmission is derived under the Rayleigh-lognormal channel and co-SF interference. Furthermore, we investigate the impact of SF, the shadowing standard deviation and the signal-to-interference ratio (SIR) on the BEP. It is shown that although the BEP of the proposed system is significantly affected by the shadowing standard deviation, the system is capable of mitigating the shadowing effects by increasing the SF and SIR.

3) To find the most appropriate MAC protocol for the LoRa based WBAN, the P-ALOHA, S-ALOHA, and NP-CSMA protocols are comprehensively investigated and compared. In addition, to elaborate on the choice of the SFs, the EIB and EAB schemes are considered. Moreover, we analyse the coverage probability, energy efficiency, throughput, and system delay of LoRa networks relying on the abovementioned protocols and SF allocation schemes for the transmission. Furthermore, we also analyze the impact of some important parameters, i.e., network radius and the average number of EDs, on the system performance.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the system model of LoRa based WBAN from the perspective of PHY and MAC layers. In Section III, the performance of the LoRa based WBAN is analyzed in terms of BEP and some metrics of scalability. Section IV presents the results and discussions. Finally, Section V concludes this paper.

Fig. 1. Uplink transmission for the LoRa based WBAN, where the SF is allocated based on annuli.

II. SYSTEM MODEL Uplink transmission for the LoRa based WBAN is shown in Fig. 1, which includes a large number of LoRa EDs from the WBANs and a gateway. For each WBAN, there are many sensor devices and a hub, where the hub has a coordinator and a LoRa ED. The coordinator collects the physiological data from the sensor devices. The LoRa EDs send the collected physiological data to the gateway. In Fig. 1, we consider the interference caused by the signals generated by the activated EDs with the same SF. It should be noted that the signals for different SFs are perfectly orthogonal. The EDs are uniformly distributed within a circle of radius R (km), which can be described by homogeneous Poisson point process (PPP) Φ with intensity λ (λ>0). We assume that V ⊆ R^2 (2-dimensional Euclidean space) is the disk of radius R, of which the area is V = |V| = πR^2. The total number of EDs within the disk is N , which is a random variable following a Poisson distribution with mean N = λV . The probability density function (PDF) of the distance between the randomly selected ED and the gateway can be expressed as f_{ED} (x) =^{2πx}_{πR2} , 0 ≤ x ≤ R. The disk is divided into K parts, each of which corresponds to a different SF ν, where ν ∈ Ψ = {7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12} and K = |Ψ| represents the number of annuli with | · | being the cardinality of a set. The inner and outer diameters of the j-th (1 ≤ j ≤ K) annulus are defined as l_{j−1} and l_j , respectively.

A. Signal Model for LoRa Physical Layer

LoRa modulation is based on CSS. If the bandwidth of chirp signal is B, a LoRa sample is sent every elapsed time T =^1_B . Besides, LoRa modulation is realized by spreading the frequency change of the chirp signal over 2^ν samples within a symbol duration T_s = 2^ν T . Each symbol s_q can carry ν bits of information and s_q = q, q ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · ·, 2^ν − 1}. The chirp signal ϖ_q (mT ) can be expressed as

ϖ_q (mT ) = √ 1 2^ν e^{j2π[(q+m) mod 2ν ] m2ν} , (1)

where m = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 2^ν − 1 indicates the symbol index at time mT . Moreover, the transmitted discrete-time LoRa baseband signal can be expressed as [17]

ω_q (mT ) = √ E_sϖ_q (mT ) = √ E_s 2^ν e^{j2π[(q+m) mod 2ν ] m2ν} , (2) where E_s is the energy per symbol.

From [17], based on the orthogonality of chirp signals with different offsets, the cross-correlation property of the LoRa demodulator is written as C_{ι,q} = 2^ν −1∑

m=0 ϖ_q (mT ) ϖ^∗_ι (mT ) = { 1, ι = q 0, ι ≠ q , (3) where the chirp signal ϖ_ι (mT ) is used to transmit a symbol s_ι = ι , ι ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · · , 2^ν − 1}, and ϖ^∗_ι (mT ) is the complex conjugate of the chirp signal ϖ_ι (mT ).

Due to the human body shadows and environmental hindrances, the communication channel can be modeled as a Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel [26]. Since the LoRa transmitters generally work asynchronously, collisions always occur between different signals. At the gateway, the received signal can be represented as

r_q (mT ) =h_1ω_q (mT )+ N∑ k=2 χ^ν_kh_kω_{I,k} (mT )+ϕ_q (mT ) , (4) where h_1 and h_k represent the channel coefficient between the desired ED and the gateway, and that between the interfering ED and the gateway, respectively. χ^ν_k is the output of the indicator function, where χ^ν_k = 1 if the k-th interfering node within the same SF annulus as the desired ED, otherwise χ^ν_k = 0. ω_q (mT ) is the desired signal, ω_{I,k} (mT ) is the interfering signal from the k-th interfering node, and ϕ_q (mT ) is complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero-mean and variance N_0.

Due to the capture effect of LoRa [27], we only need to consider the strongest interfering signal in this paper. Let h_{k̂} denote the channel coefficient between the strongest interfering ED and the gateway, and ω_{I,k̂} (mT ) denotes the strongest interfering signal, (4) can be expressed as

r_q (mT ) = h_1ω_q (mT ) + h_{k̂}ω_{I,k̂} (mT ) + ϕ_q (mT ) . (5)

The log-distance PL model between an ED and a gateway is given by

P_L(d) = P_L(d_0) + 10nlog_{10} d d_0 + S[dB], (6) where P_L(d_0) is the PL in dB at the reference distance d_0 = 1 m, d is the distance between the ED and the gateway, n is the PL exponent and S ∼ N(0, σ^2_{dB} ) is a normally distributed random variable that represents the shadowing effect.

Without loss of generality, combining the fading with the shadowing, the instantaneous normalized channel power |h|^2 can be given by

|h|^2 = |h_{ray}|^2|h_{log}|^2

= |h_{ray}|^210^{− PL (d)[dB]10}

= |h_{ray}|^210^−

PL (d0)+10nlog10 dd 0 10 × 10^{− S10} = |h_{ray}|^2Hg(d) = |ℏ|^2g(d), (7)

where |h_{ray}|^2 is the channel power gain of a Rayleigh channel modelling as an exponential random variable with mean one, i.e., |h_{ray}|^2 ∼ exp (1). |h_{log}|^2 represents the channel power

Fig. 2. Illustration of the relationship between the desired signal and the interfering signal.

gain of a log-normal channel. H = 10^{− S10} follows a lognormal distribution with mean μ_H = 0 and standard deviation

σ_H =^{ln 10}_{10} σ_{dB} . g (d) = 10^{− PL(d0 )+10nlog10} d d0 10 is the path loss attenuation, and |ℏ|^2 = |h_{ray}|^2H follows a Rayleigh-lognormal distribution. Hence, (5) can be further written as

r_q (mT ) = √ |ℏ_1|^2g (d_1)ω_q (mT ) + √| |ℏ_{k̂} | |^2g (d_{k̂})ω_{I,k̂} (mT ) + ϕ_q (mT ) , (8)

where ℏ_1 and ℏ_{k̂} represent the channel gain of Rayleighlognormal channel between the desired ED and the gateway, and that between the strongest interfering ED and the gateway, respectively. d_1 and d_{k̂} denote the distance between the desired ED and the gateway, and that between the strongest interfering ED and the gateway, respectively.

Besides, the correlator output of the LoRa demodulator is given by

O_ι =

2^ν −1∑

m=0 r_q (mT ) ϖ^∗_ι (mT ) = { √ β_1E_sg(d_1) + √ β_{k̂}E_sg(d_{k̂})Δ_ι + ϕ_ι (mT ), ι = q √ β_{k̂}E_sg(d_{k̂})Δ_ι + ϕ_ι (mT ), ι ≠ q , (9) where β_1 = |ℏ_1|^2, β_{k̂} = | |ℏ_{k̂} | |^2, ϕ_ι (mT ) is also complex AWGN with zero-mean and variance N_0, and Δ_ι is the cross-correlation interference.

Fig. 2 shows the relationship between the desired signal and the interfering signal. According to [28] and this figure, the interfering signal is defined as

ω_{I,k̂} (mT ) = {_{1√} ρ ω_{I1} (mT ), 0 ≤ m < τ 1√ ρ ω_{I2} (mT ), τ ≤ m < 2^ν , (10)

where ω_{I,k̂} (mT ) consists of two signals ω_{I1} (mT ) and ω_{I2} (mT ), I_1, I_2 ∈ {0, 1, 2, · · ·, 2^ν − 1}, ρ represents the SIR, and it is assumed that a random offset τ occurs between the desired and interfering signal ω_{I2} (mT ). Without loss of generality, τ is assumed to be uniformly distributed in [ 0, 2^{ν−1} ] , thus, it can ensure that the number of interfering samples from ω_{I2} (mT ) is larger than that from ω_{I1} (mT ).

Accordingly, one can assume I_2 = 0 to ensure that the last 2^ν − τ samples of ω_q (mT ) are interfered by the signal ω_0 (mT ) = √_{Es} 2^ν e j2π(m)^m_{2ν} according to (2). Hence, Δ

ι can be expressed as

Δ_ι = 1 √ ρ ( C_{ι,I1} |^{τ −1}_0 + C_{ι,0}|^{2ν −1}_τ ) , (11)

where

C_{ι,I1} |^{τ −1}_0 = 1 2^ν τ −1∑

m=0 e^{j2π(ι−I1 ) m2ν} , (12)

C_{ι,0}|^{2ν −1}_τ = 1 2^ν

2^ν −1∑

m=τ e^{j2πι m2ν} . (13) Using the summation formula of the geometric sequence, the Euler’s formula and the trigonometric formula, the magnitude of C_{ι,I1} |^{τ −1}_0 and C_{ι,0}|^{2ν −1}_τ can be expanded as | | |Cι,I_1 |^{τ −1}_0 | | | = 1 2^ν | | | | | sin ( π^{(ι−I1)}_{2ν} τ ) sin ( π^{(ι−I1 )}_{2ν} ) | | | | | , (14)

| | | Cι,0|^{2ν −1}_τ | | | = 1 2^ν | | | | | sin ( π^ι_{2ν} (2^ν − τ ) ) sin ( π^ι_{2ν} ) | | | | | , (15)

where | | | Cι,I_1 |^{τ −1}_0 | | | reaches its maximum value of^τ_2ν when ι =

I_1, and | | | Cι,0|^{2ν −1}_τ | | | reaches its maximum value of^{2ν −τ}_2ν when ι = 0.

Let U_ι be the upper bound of the magnitude of Δ_ι. It can be given by |Δ_ι|≤U_ι = 1 2^ν √ ρ | | | | | sin ( π^{(ι−I1)}_{2ν} τ ) sin ( π^{(ι−I1)}_{2ν} ) | | | | | + | | | | | sin ( π^ι_{2ν} (2^ν − τ) ) sin ( π^ι_{2ν} ) | | | | | . (16)

For each realization of I_1 and τ, one can assume that U_ι achieves the peak cross-correlation interference at some bin ι̃ = arg max_ι (U_ι). The cross-correlation interference terms are

negligible when ι ≠ ι̃. Hence, U_ι can be approximated as U_ι ≈ { U_{ι̃}, ι = ι̃ 0, ι ≠ ι̃ . (17)

Accordingly, since τ ∈ [ 0, 2^{ν−1} ] , the peak cross-correlation interference is most likely to occur at bin ι̃ = 0, and one has

U_{ι̃} ≈ U_0 = 1 2^ν √ ρ | | | | | sin ( π^{(ι−I1)}_{2ν} τ ) sin ( π^{(ι−I1 )}_{2ν} ) | | | | | + (2^ν − τ) . (18)

Finally, combining (9), (17) and (18), the magnitude of the correlator output of the LoRa demodulator can be obtained as | | | | O_ι| q = 0 | | | | ≈ { | | | √ β_1E_sg (d_1) + √ β_{k̂}E_sg ( d_{k̂} ) U_0 + ϕ_0 (mT ) | | |, ι = 0 |ϕ_ι (mT )|, ι ≠ 0 , (19)

TABLE I THE PARAMETERS FOR SF ALLOCATION SCHEMES.

Parameters EIB EAB

Width r_j =^R_K r_j = R √_j K − R √_{j−1} K Area |V_j | = π (_R K )_2

(2j − 1) |V_j | =^{πR2}_K

| | | | O_ι| q ≠ 0 | | | | ≈ | | | √ β_{k̂}E_sg ( d_{k̂} ) U_0 + ϕ_0 (mT ) | | |, ι = 0 | |√β_1E_sg (d_1) + ϕ_q (mT ) | |, ι = q |ϕ_ι (mT )|, ι ≠ 0, q . (20)

We select the index of the correlator output which attains the largest amplitude. Therefore, the detected symbol s̃_q is written as s̃_q = arg max_ι (|O_ι|) . (21)

B. LoRa MAC Layer

In the distance-based SF allocation scheme, a value of the SF is assigned for an ED based on the distance between the ED and the gateway. Two types of distance-based SF allocation schemes, i.e., EIB and EAB, are considered in this paper. The EIB scheme has equal-width of each annulus while the EAB scheme has equal-area of each annulus. In both schemes, the entire network is divided into K annuli. The parameters of the two schemes are shown in Table I.

The traditional channel access mechanism for LoRa is P- ALOHA, which is easy to implement. However, due to its poor scalability, alternative access mechanisms can be considered. The purpose of this paper is to investigate the performance of different access mechanisms, i.e., P-ALOHA, S- ALOHA and NP-CSMA. According to [25], we can define the intensity λ_u of the PPP of interferers Φ_u for u ∈ {P-ALOHA, S-ALOHA, NP-CSMA}.

1) P-ALOHA: For P-ALOHA, one can express the intensity of the interferers as

λ_P-_{ALOHA} = 2αλ, (22)

where ’2’ means the vulnerability time of P-ALOHA is twice of the message time-on-air (ToA) and α is the duty cycle constraint.

2) S-ALOHA: In the S-ALOHA protocol, the collision is divided into intra-slot collision and inter-slot collision, where the inter-slot collision is divided into the collision with the previous time slot and that with the next time slot. Hence, one can obtain the intensity of the interferers as

λ_S-_{ALOHA} = ( 1 + T_g T_o ) p_sαλ, (23) where T_g is the guard interval, T_o is the value of ToA, p_s = 1 + Q (_{Tg +Tp−5Ts} √ 2σ_{te} ) + Q (_{Tg√} 2σ_{te} ) is the total probability of

collisions, Q (x) =^{1√}_{2π} ∫_∞ x e^{− ς22} dς is the Q-function, T_p is the message preamble duration, and σ_{te} is the standard deviation of packet lengths.

T_o = T_s × [ N_{sp} + 4.25 + 8 + ⌈ ( max (8N_{bp} + N_{CRC} − 4ν + 8 + N_{sh}, 0) 4 (ν − 2) ) ⌉ × (cr + 4) ] , (24)

Since we consider low data rate optimization mode, T_o is given in (24), where N_{bp} is the payload size for the message, N_{sp} is the length of the message preamble, N_{CRC} = 16 if cyclic redundancy check (CRC) is activated, otherwise N_{CRC} = 0. N_{sh} = 20 is for explicit header, N_{sh} = 0 is for implicit header, and cr = 1, 2, 3 or 4 is associated with coding rate CR = 4/5, 4/6, 4/7 or 4/8.

3) NP-CSMA: According to [25], one has

λ_{NP}-_{CSMA} = ( 2 − T_p − 5T_s T_o ) (1 − Ξ) 1 − e^{−E(nA)} E (n_A) pλ, (25)

where^{Tp−5Ts}_{To} is the reduction of vulnerability time due to the nature of LoRa transmission, p is the probability for an ED to be granted access to the channel (p > α), E (n_A) is the expected number of neighbours of an interfering ED, Ξ is the proportion of EDs in the annulus within the contention of transmiter, expressed as Ξ = ∫_{2lj} 0 [ 1 − F_K (_{P0} P_{tx}g(x) )] f_R (x) dx, where P_0 is the detection threshold, P_{tx} is the power consumption of an ED when transmitting the data and f_R (x) is the distance distritution of two independent random EDs uniformly distributed inside a circle of radius R [30], i.e.,

f_R (x) =^{4x}_{πR2} [ cos^{−1} (_x 2R ) −^x_{2R} √ 1 −^{x2}_{4R2} ] , 0 ≤ x ≤ 2R.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSES In this section, we comprehensively evaluate the performance of LoRa based WBANs in terms of BEP, success probability, coverage probability, energy efficiency, throughput, and system delay.

A. BEP Analysis

The received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is given by

γ = E_s/T_s BN_0 |h|^2 = E_sg(d) N_02^ν

|ℏ|^2 =

P_{tx}g(d) N |ℏ|^2, (26)

where N = −174 + ∂ + 10log_{10}B dBm, ∂ is the noise figure of receiving equipment and is fixed for a particular hardware implementation as 6 dB, and γ =^{Esg(d)}_{N02ν} is the average SNR.

The PDFs of power gains for the Rayleigh fading channel and shadowing are respectively written as

p_{ray} (x) = e^{−x}, (27)

p_{log} (x) = 1 √ 2πσ_H x e^− (ln x−μH )2 2σ2H . (28)

Using a gamma distribution to approximate the log-normal distribution [29], one can obtain

p_{log} (x) ≈ 1 Γ (ψ) ( ψ ε )_ψ x^{ψ−1}e^{−x ψε} , (29) where Γ (·) is the gamma function, ψ =^1_{eσ2H −1} and ε = e^{μH} √_{ψ+1} ψ . Let β = |ℏ|^2 = |h_{ray}|^2H, according to [9] and [32], the PDF of β can be computed as

p_β (z) ≈ p_{ray} (z) × p_{log} (z) = z^{ξ−1} Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− zδ} , (30)

where ξ =^1_{2eσ2H −1} and δ = ( 2e^{σ2H} − 1 ) e^{μH} √ e^{σ2}H .

Using ∫_z 0 x^te^{−ςx}dx = ς^{−t−1}G (t + 1, ςz), the approximated cumulative distribution function (CDF) of β can be calculated as F_β (z) = ∫_z −∞ p_β(x)dx ≈ 1 Γ (ξ) G ( ξ, z δ ) , (31)

where G (·, ·) is the lower incomplete gamma function.

According to the analysis in Sect. II-A, the BEP of the LoRa system over a Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with co-SF interference can be given by

P_b = 2^{ν−1} 2^ν − 1 P_e ≈ 1 2 ( 1 2^ν

P_e| ι = 0 +

2^ν − 1 2^ν P_e| ι ≠ 0 )

(a) ≈ 1 2 ( 2^ν − 1 2^ν P_e| ι ≠ 0 )

(b) ≈ 1 2 ( 1 − ( 1 − P^{(N)}_e ) ( 1 − P^{(I)}_e ))

≈ 1 2 ( P^{(N)}_e + ( 1 − P^{(N)}_e ) P^{(I)}_e ) , (32)

where P_e represents the corresponding symbol error probability (SEP), P^{(N)}_e and P^{(I)}_e denote the SEP over a Rayleighlognormal fading channel in the case of no interference and co-SF interference, respectively. Here, in step (a), the BEP is assumed to be determined by the case of ι ≠ 0, i.e., the magnitude of the correlator output can be approximated as (20). In step (b),^{2ν −1}_{2ν} is approximated to be 1, and P_e| ι ≠ 0 is expressed by P^{(N)}e and P^{(I)}e .

Firstly, according to [17], P^{(N)}_e can be given by

P^{(N)}_e = ∞∫ 0 Q (√ 2^{ν+1}γx − √ 2H_2ν_{−1} ) p_β (x)dx

≈ ∞∫ 0 Q (√ 2^{ν+1}γx − √ 2H_2ν_{−1} ) xξ−1 Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− xδ} dx, (33)

where H_ς ≈ ln (ς) +^1_{2ς} + 0.57722.

P^{(N)}_e ≈ a+^1_{2b} Γ (ξ) G ( ξ, 1 δ ( a + 1 2b )) + a−^1_{2b} Γ (ξ) G ( ξ, 1 δ ( a − 1 2b )) + bδ Γ (ξ) [ G ( ξ + 1, 1 δ ( a − 1 2b )) − G ( ξ + 1, 1 δ ( a + 1 2b ))]

≈ H_2ν_{−1} − √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γΓ (ξ) G ( ξ, 1 δ ( H_2ν_{−1} − √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γ )) + H_2ν_{−1} + √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γΓ (ξ) G ( ξ, 1 δ ( H_2ν_{−1} + √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γ ))

− 2^ν γδ 2 √ πH_2ν_{−1}Γ (ξ) [ G ( ξ + 1, 1 δ ( H_2ν_{−1} + √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γ )) − G ( ξ + 1, 1 δ ( H_2ν_{−1} − √ πH_2ν_{−1} 2^ν γ ))] . (36)

P^{(I)}_e ≈ ∑_2ν−1 τ =0

[_1

2^ν

∑_2ν_{−1}

I_1 =0 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 Q (√ 2^ν γβ_1 − √ 2^ν γβ_{k̂}U_0 ) p_β (β_1) p_β ( β_{k̂} ) dβ_1dβ_{k̂} ] 2^{ν−1} + 1 ≈ ∑_2ν−1 τ =0

[_1

2^ν

∑_2ν_{−1}

I_1 =0 P I e |_{U0} ] 2^{ν−1} + 1

. (37)

Using the linear approximation and some mathematical calculations [31], Q (√ 2^{ν+1}γx − √ 2H_2ν_{−1} ) in (33) can be approximated as Q (√ 2^{ν+1}γx− √ 2H_2ν_{−1} ) ≈ 1, x≤ a+^1_{2b} 1 2+b(x−a), a+^1_{2b}< x <a−^1_{2b} 0, x ≥ a−^1_{2b} , (34)

where a =^{H2ν −1}_{2ν γ} and b = −^{2ν γ}_2√_{πH2ν −1} .

Then, (33) can be written as

P^{(N)}_e ≈

a+^1_{2b}∫

0 x^{ξ−1} Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− xδ} dx+ a−^1_{2b}∫

a+^1_{2b} ( 1 2 + b (x − a) ) x^{ξ−1} Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− xδ} dx. (35)

By merging the same parts of the integration interval, the closed-form approximation of P^{(N)}e can be given in (36).

Secondly, according to the deduced formula of the SEP over AWGN channel in [33], P^{(I)}_e can be calculated as (37). The double integral part in (37) is denoted by P^{(I)}_e |_{U0} .

Since double integral is very complicated, we firstly integrate it with respect to β_1. Let A = √ 2^ν γβ_{k̂}U_0, and according to the Hermite integration in [34, Table 25.10], one can obtain ∞∫ 0 Q (√ 2^ν γβ_1 − A ) p_β (β_1)dβ_1

≈ ∞∫ 0 Q (√ 2^ν γβ_1 − A ) β_1ξ−1 Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− β1δ} dβ_1

≈ +∞∫ −∞ Q (√ 2^ν γe^{y1} − A )ey_1 (ξ−1) Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− ey1δ} e^{y1} dy_1

≈ W_1∑

w_1=1 ζ_{w1} e^{y12} e^{y1ξ− ey1δ} 1 Γ (ξ)δ^ξ Q (√ 2^ν γe^{y1} −A ) +O_{W1} ,

(38)

TABLE II SF SPECIFIC THRESHOLD q_ν (B = 125 KHZ).

Annulus ν SNR q^ν(dBm) Range(m) 1 7 −6 l_0–l_1 2 8 −9 l_1–l_2 3 9 −12 l_2–l_3 4 10 −15 l_3–l_4 5 11 −17.5 l_4–l_5 6 12 −20 l_5–R

where W_1 is the number of sample points for approximation, y_1 = ln β_1 denotes the integral point, ζ_{w1} denotes the weight factors and O_{W1} is the remainder which is approximate to 0 as W_1 approaches infinity.

Substituting A into (38), and integrating (38) with respect to β_{k̂}, P^{(I)}_e |_{U0} can be further calculated as

P^{(I)}_e |_{U0} = ∞∫ 0 [_{W1} ∑ w_1 =1 ζ_{w1} e^{y12} e^{y1ξ− ey1δ} 1 Γ (ξ) δ^ξ Q (√ 2^ν γe^{y1} − √ 2^ν γβ_{k̂}U_0 ) +O_{W1} ] β_{k̂}ξ−1 Γ (ξ) δ^ξ e^{− βk̂δ} dβ_{k̂}. (39) Let y_2 = ln β_{k̂}, and similar to the processing of (38), the closed-form approximation of P^{(I)}e |_{U0} can be given in (40), where W_2 is the number of sample points for approximation, ζ_{w2} denotes the weight factors and O_{W2} is the remainder which is approximate to 0 as W_2 approaches infinity. To make the approximation more accurate, W_1 = W_2 = 20 are adopted.

Finally, by combining (32), (36), (37) and (40), we can obtain the closed-form expression of P_b.

B. Coverage Probability

In interference-free scenarios, the system is affected by fading and the noise. If the received SNR is below the reception threshold q_ν , which is shown in Table II, that allows successful detection, the node can not connect to the gateway. By definiton, the connection probability is formulated as

P_{SNR} = P [γ ≥ q_ν |d_1] , d_1 ∈ [l_{j−1}, l_j ] . (41)

P^{(I)}_e |_{U0} = 1 ( Γ (ξ) δ^ξ

)_2

W_2∑

w_2=1

W_1∑

w_1=1 [ ζ_{w2} e^{y22} e^{y2ξ− ey2δ} ( ζ_{w1} e^{y12} e^{y1ξ− ey1δ} Q (√ 2^ν Γe^{y1} − √ 2^ν Γe^{y2} U_0 ) +O_{W1} ) ] + O_{W2} . (40)

To find the transmission range when using LoRa signals for WBAN, we need to find the relationship between the distance d_1 and the connection probability. By using γ in (26), the connection probability can be computed as

P_{SNR} (d_1) = P [ P_{tx} N |ℏ_1|^2g (d_1) ≥ q_ν ]

= P [ |ℏ_1|^2 ≥ Nq_ν P_{tx}g (d_1) ]

= 1 − F_β ( Nq_ν P_{tx}g (d_1) )

≈ 1 − 1 Γ (ξ) G ( ξ, Nq_ν P_{tx}g (d_1) δ ) . (42)

where P [·] is the notation for calculating probability.

We can see from (42) that the connection probability is affected by the distance d_1 and the transmitted power P_{tx}. Increasing the transmitted power at the same distance can achieve higher connection probability and thus improving the communication reliability.

Considering an interference scenario, since we use the assumption that different SFs are perfectly orthogonal to one another, the system is able to provide full protection for concurrent transmissions from different SFs. Moreover, except for the case where the smallest SF is used by a very large number of EDs, we only need to consider the dominant co-SF interferer. And the transmitted power of EDs with the same SF signals are supposed to be equal. Due to the capture effect of the LoRa, the stronger signals will suppress weaker signals received at the same time [25]. We define the strongest interferer k̂ as

k̂ = arg max_{k>1} { P_{tx}χ^ν_k|h_k|^2 }

= arg max_{k>1} { P_{tx}χ^ν_k|ℏ_k|^2g (d_k) } , (43)

where d_k and ℏ_k denote the distance and the channel gain between the k-th interfering node and the gateway, respectively. Hence, the received SIR of the desired ED under dominant co- SF interference is given by ρ = P_{tx}|ℏ_1|^2g (d_1) Î , (44)

where Î = P_{tx} | |ℏ_{k̂} | |^2g (d_{k̂}) is the dominant co-SF interference.

After we find k̂, the SIR success probability can be written as P_{SIR} (d_1) = P [ |ℏ_1|^2g (d_1) | |ℏ_{k̂} | |^2g (d_{k̂}) ≥ θ | | | | d_1 ]

= E_{|ℏ1|}2 [ P [ X_{k̂} ≤ |ℏ_1|^2g (d_1) θ | | | | |ℏ_1|^2, d_1 ]] , (45) where E [·] represents the statistical expectation, X_{k̂} = | |ℏ_{k̂} | |^2g (d_{k̂}), and θ = 1 dB is the SIR threshold [21]. If the desired signal is θ dB stronger than any other signal received simultaneously, no collision occurs.

To find the SIR success probability under the strongest interferer, let X_i = |ℏ_i|^2g (d_i). According to the previous analysis, since d_1 ∈ [l_{j−1}, l_j ], we can obtain that |V_{d1} | = π ( l^2_j − l^2_{j−1} ) and V_{d1} ⊂ V. Moreover, the PDF of d_i, which is defined as the distance between the gateway and the randomly selected ED within the same annulus V_{d1} , can be written as f_{di} (x) =^{2πx}|_{Vd1} | . Hence, the PDF of g (d_i) can be calculated as

f_{g(di)} (x) = | | | | d dx g^{−1} (x) | | | | f^{di} ( g^{−1} (x) )

= 2π × 10^{− 2PL(d0)10n} x^{− 2n −1} n |V_{d1} | , (46)

where g (l_j ) ≤ x ≤ g (l_{j−1}). Using (30), the approximated closed-form PDF of X_i can be computed as

f_{Xi} (z) = f_{g(di)} (z) ⊗ p_β (z) = g(l_{j−1} ) ∫ g(l_j ) 1 x f_{g(di)} (x) p_β ( z x ) dx

≈ g(l_{j−1} ) ∫ g(l_j ) 1 x 2π × 10^{− 2PL (d0)10n} n |V_{d1} | x^{− 2n −1} 1 Γ (ξ) δ^ξ ( z x )_{ξ−1} e^{− zxδ} dx

≈ 2π×10^{− 2PL (d0)10n} n |V_{d1} | Γ(ξ) ( 1 δ )_− 2_n z^{− 2n −1} G ( 2 n + ξ, z δg (x) )| | | x=l_j x=l_{j−1} , (47)

where the symbol ⊗ stands for convolution and z > 0. By integrating (47) and exchanging the order of integration, the CDF of X_i can be given in (48).

According to the order statistics, the CDF of the maximun interference is F_{Xk̂} (z) = E_M [ [F_{Xi} (z)]^M ] , where the sample size M is a Poisson distrubuted random variable with mean υ = λ_u |V_{d1} | and υ is the expected number of concurrently transmitting EDs in the same SF annulus V_{d1} . Since the value of M is an integer from 0 to infinity, according to the total probability theorem, one has

F_{Xk̂} (x) = ∞∑ k=0 υ^ke^{−υ} k! [F_{Xi} (x)]^k. (49)

F_{Xi} (z) = z∫ 0 f_{Xi} (x) dx = π10^{− 2PL (d0)10n} |V_{d1} | Γ (ξ) [ g(x)^{− 2n} G ( ξ, z δg (x) ) − (z δ )_− 2_n G ( 2 n + ξ, z δg (x) )]| | | x=l_j

x=l_{j−1} . (48)

Using the series formula e^x =^∞ ∑ k=0 x^k k! and deconditioning on

the channel power gain |ℏ_1|^2, one can obtain

P_{SIR} (d_1) = e^{−υ} ∞∫ 0 e^{υFXi} (_{zg(d1)} θ ) p_β (z) dz. (50)

We can see from (50) that SIR success probability is not only affected by the distance d_1, but also the mean of Poisson distrubuted random variable υ, which is related to the channel access mechanisms.

The success probability of the proposed system can be computed as

P_{joint} (d_1) ≈ P_{SNR} (d_1) P_{SIR} (d_1) . (51)

Hence, through averaging over V, the coverage probability of the specific ED is given by

P_c = 2 R^2 ∑ j ∫_{lj} l_{j−1} P_{joint} (x)xdx. (52)

C. Energy Efficiency

Energy efficiency is defined as the ratio between the number of successfully decoded bits and consumed energy of the system per unit, which represents the efficiency of the system’s use of energy resources. In the sleep mode it can be assumed that no ED is working, hence the energy consumption can be negligible. Thus, the energy efficiency for an ED at a distance x from the gateway can be written as

η_{EE} (x) =

P_{joint} (x) N_{bp} E_u , (53)

where E_u is the energy required for transmitting a message to the gateway, which is related to the channel access mechanisms in the network.

According to [25], for the P-ALOHA protocol, one has

E_P-_{ALOHA} = P_{tx}T_o. (54)

For the S-ALOHA protocol, let P_{rx} represent the power consumption of an ED when receiving the data, one has

E_S-_{ALOHA} = P_{tx}T_o + P_{rx}T_B ( T_o αT_{SYN} ) , (55)

where the synchronization is maintained by the gateway sending periodic beacons of T_B duration every interval T_{SYN}.

For the NP-CSMA, one has

E_{NP}-_{CSMA} = P_{tx}T_o + P_{rx}T_{CAD} [ E (n_A) 1 − e^{−E(nA)} ] , (56)

where T_{CAD} is the channel activity detection (CAD) duration, and E (n_A) = λpπ ( l^2_j − l^2_{j−1} ) Ξ is the expected number of active neighbors.

TABLE III SOME PARAMETERS FOR LORA.

Parameters Symbol Value Bandwidth B 125 KHz Carrier Frequency f_c 868 MHz Transmit Power P_{tx} 14 dBm Power Consumption for Received Data P_{rx} 15.18 mW Pathloss Exponent n 2.8 Pathloss P_L (d_0) 49.6 dB Message Preamble N_{sp} 8 symbols Activity Factor α 0.33% Coding Rate CR 4/8 Payload N_{bp} 10 bytes Guard Interval T_g 10.24 ms Detection Threshold P_0 -150 dB Beacon Preamble + Payload Synchronization Interval T^{SYN} 128 s CAD Duration T_{CAD} 2 symbols

Through averaging over V, the average energy efficiency of the proposed system can be computed as η_{EE} = 2 R^2 ∑ j ∫_{lj} l_{j−1} η_{EE} (x) xdx. (57)

D. Throughput

According to Section II, one has a Poisson distributed EDs with the offered traffic G, where G = αN . The throughput of the proposed system for the j-th annulus for all MAC protocols is given by

CT_j = 2G R^2 ∫_{lj} l_{j−1} P_{joint} (x)xdx. (58)

Hence, the average throughput for the area V is calculated as CT = ∑ j CT_j . (59)

E. Delay

The delay is defined as the number of transmissions required to successfully transmit a packet. In this paper, we do not consider the processing delay and propagation delay. The delay of the proposed system for the j-th annulus for all MAC protocols is given by

D_j = 1 2 R^2 ∫_{lj} l_{j−1} Pjoint (x) xdx

. (60)

Hence, the average delay for the area V is calculated as D = ∑ j D_j . (61)

Fig. 3. The theoretical and simulated BEP curves of the proposed system over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with no interference and co-SF interference for ν = 7, 9, 11, where σ_{dB} = 8 dB and ρ = 6 dB.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the analytical results are validated by using Monte-Carlo simulations. In this paper, some typical parameters are shown in Table III.

A. BEP

Fig. 3 presents the theoretical and simulated BEP curves over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with no interference and co- SF interference for ν = 7, 9, and 11, respectively, where the standard deviation σ_{dB} is 8 dB and the SIR ρ is 6 dB. From this figure, under co-SF interference, there is a small gap between the theoretical closed-form results and the simulated results due to the use of approximations in the derivation. The curves with P^{(I)}e = 0 represent the case with no interference. Moreover, it can be observed from this figure that considering the co- SF interference, the BEP performance of the LoRa system deteriorates seriously. With increasing the value of ν, better performance can be obtained when Γ < 5 dB, while the BEP can be regarded as a fixed value when Γ ≥ 5 dB. In addition, at the same BEP, the SNR gaps between ν = 7 and ν = 9, ν = 9 and ν = 11 are about 5 dB.

Fig. 4 shows the simulated BEP curves of the proposed system with various values of σ_{dB} and ν over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with co-SF interference. From this figure, at the same value of ν, better performance can be achieved when decreasing the standard deviation. For example, at a BEP of 0.2 and ν = 7, the SNR gap is about 2.5 dB between σ_{dB} = 10 dB and σ_{dB} = 8 dB, and between σ_{dB} = 8 dB and σ_{dB} = 0 dB. Secondly, it can be seen that compared to the unshadowed Rayleigh fading channel, the BEP the proposed system over shadowed Rayleigh fading channel is obviously affected by the shadowing. When Γ ≥ 5 dB, the BEP gap between unshadowed (σ_{dB} = 0 dB) and shadowed (σ_{dB} = 8 dB) Rayleigh fading channel is about 0.12. Furthermore, regardless of the value of σ_{dB} , if the value of σ_{dB} remains the same, the gain for increasing the value of ν from 7 to 12 are almost constant and is about 12.5 dB when Γ < 5 dB.

Fig. 4. The simulated BEP curves of the proposed system with various values of σ_{dB} and ν over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with co-SF interference, where ρ = 6 dB.

Fig. 5. The simulated BEP curves of the proposed system with various values of ρ and ν over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with co-SF interference, where σ_{dB} = 8 dB.

Fig. 5 shows the simulated BEP curves of the proposed system with various values of ρ and ν over Rayleigh-lognormal fading channel with co-SF interference. From this figure, at the same value of ν, the BEP can be effectively improved by increasing the SIR. For example, when Γ ≥ 5 dB, the BEP gap is 0.04 between ρ = 0 dB and ρ = 3 dB, and it is 0.15 between ρ = 3 dB and ρ = 6 dB.

Based on the above discussions, it can be found that BEP performance of the LoRa system can be improved through increasing the values of ν and ρ, and reducing the value of σ_{dB} . To reduce the BEP in practical applications, we can increase the SF and the SIR in the environments with low shadow effect, e.g., hilly/moderate-to-heavy tree density (σ_{dB} = 2.3 dB), hilly light tree density or flat/moderate-to-heavy tree density (σ_{dB} = 3.0 dB) and flat/light tree density (σ_{dB} = 1.6 dB) [35]. However, in the mountain (σ_{dB} = 11.9 dB) and canyon (σ_{dB} = 10.13 dB) [16], etc., reducing the shadow effect by adjusting the position of the antenna and increasing the SIR by controlling the power are also effective methods to obtain significant performance gain.

(a)

(b) Fig. 6. Coverage probability with respect to average number of EDs for different channel access protocols. (a) R = 1 km. (b) R = 6 km.

B. Coverage Probability

Fig. 6 shows the coverage probability of the proposed system with respect to average number of EDs for the network radius R = 1 km and 6 km. Simulation results verify the theoretical derivations in (42), (50) and (51). It can be observed from Fig. 6 that the coverage probability decreases with the increase of N due to the increase of interfering sources. As shown in Fig. 6 (a), for a small value of R, the NP-CSMA protocol can access more number of EDs than the P-ALOHA and S-ALOHA protocol. In addition, the number of EDs that can be accessed by using the EAB scheme is greater than that of the EIB scheme for the three protocols. However, as shown in Fig. 6 (b), for a large value of R, more EDs can be accessed via the EIB scheme for each protocol and the S-ALOHA protocol can access more number of EDs. Therefore, the network radius R is an important factor for the choice of SF allocation schemes and the three MAC protocols.

Fig. 7 shows the coverage probability with respect to R for the three MAC protocols, where N = 3000, and N = 5000. It can seen from these figures that the coverage probability

(a)

(b) Fig. 7. Coverage probability with repsect to network radius R for different channel access protocols. (a) N = 3000. (b) N = 5000.

decreases with the increase of the network radius R. Moreover, it can be observed that for small value of the network radius R, the EAB scheme has a higher coverage probability than the EIB one and the NP-CSMA protocol has a higher coverage probability than the P-ALOHA and S-ALOHA protocols. Furthermore, with the increase of the network radius R, the coverage probability of the EAB scheme decreases more than that of the EIB scheme, and the coverage probability of the NP-CSMA protocol decreases more than that of the S-ALOHA protocols. After a specific value of the network radius R, the coverage probability of the EIB scheme exceeds the EAB scheme, the coverage probability of the S-ALOHA protocols exceeds the NP-CSMA protocol. With increasing the number of EDs, the coverage probability of the EIB scheme exceeds that of the EAB scheme at a smaller value of the network radius R. Consequently, to obtain higher coverage probability, for a small value of R, the EAB scheme performs better than the EIB scheme, and the NP-CSMA protocol is more efficient than the P-ALOHA and S-ALOHA protocols. For a large value of R, the EIB scheme and the S-ALOHA protocol could be adopted.

(a)

(b) Fig. 8. Average energy efficiency with respect to network radius R for different channel access protocols. (a) N = 3000. (b) N = 5000.

C. Energy Efficiency

Fig. 8 shows the average energy efficiency curves of the proposed system with different values of R, where N = 3000 and 5000. It can be found that when the number of EDs is fixed, there exists the value of R to reach the optimal average energy efficiency for the NP-CSMA protocol. For example, when N = 3000, the NP-CSMA protocol has an optimal value of the average energy efficiency, i.e., R ≈ 1.8 km shown in Fig. 8 (a). From Fig. 8 (a) and (b), it can be seen that for the P-ALOHA and S-ALOHA protocol, the EAB scheme performs better than the EIB scheme for a small value of R regardless of the value of N . For the NP-CSMA protocol, the EAB scheme performs better than the EIB scheme in a certain range of R when N = 3000, while for N = 5000, better result can be achieved by using the EIB scheme regardless of the value of R. Therefore, from the perspective of energy efficiency, in practical applications, the EAB scheme with the S-ALOHA protocol is suitable for a small value of R, while for a large value of R, with the increase of N , the EIB scheme with the NP-CSMA protocol can be utilized.

(a)

(b) Fig. 9. Average throughput with respect to network radius R for different channel access protocols. (a) N = 3000. (b) N = 5000.

D. Throughput

Fig. 9 shows the average throughput of the three MAC protocols for different values of R, where N = 3000 and 5000. It can be seen that to obtain higher throughput, the EAB scheme with the NP-CSMA protocol can be adopted for small network radius, while the EIB scheme with the S-ALOHA protocol can be used for large network radius. The conclusion is the same as that of the coverage probability from Fig. 7.

E. Delay

Fig. 10 shows the average delay of the three MAC protocols for different values of R, where N = 3000 and 5000. From Fig. 10, it can be found that the increase of the network radius leads to an increase in the delay for a fixed number of EDs. By comparing Fig. 10 (a) with Fig. 10 (b), increasing the number of EDs with a fixed network radius also leads to an increase in delay. From the perspective of delay, the EIB scheme with the S-ALOHA can be used for large network radius, otherwise the EAB scheme with NP-CSMA protocol can be adopted.

(a)

(b) Fig. 10. Average delay with respect to network radius R for different channel access protocols. (a) N = 3000. (b) N = 5000.

V. CONCLUSION In this paper, the performance of the LoRa system for WBAN has been investigated from PHY and MAC layers over Rayleighlognormal fading channel with co-SF interference. The closedform BEP expression of the LoRa system under Rayleighlognormal fading channel and co-SF interference has been derived. The results show that increasing the value of SF ν and SIR ρ, and decreasing the value of standard deviation σ_{dB} are effective ways to resist the shadowed effect in different environments. Moreover, the performance of the P-ALOHA, S- ALOHA and NP-CSMA protocols for the LoRa based WBAN has been analyzed in terms of coverage probability, energy efficiency, throughput and system delay. Furthermore, the performance of the EIB and EAB schemes for the LoRa based WBAN has also been investigated. From the theoretical and simulated results, it can be found that to obtain higher coverage probability and throughput, and lower delay, the EAB scheme with the S-ALOHA protocol can be adopted for small network radius, while the EIB scheme with the NP-CSMA protocol is suggested for large network radius. To achieve higher energy efficiency, the EAB scheme with the S-ALOHA protocol can be chosen for small network radius, while for large network radius, the EAB scheme with the NP-CSMA protocol and the EIB scheme with the NP-CSMA protocol are suitable for a small number of EDs and a large number of EDs, respectively. Thanks to the these advantages, LoRa communication can be considered as a promising candidate for the WBAN.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. A. Qadri, A. Nauman, Y. B. Zikria, A. V. Vasilakos, and S. W.

Kim, “The future of healthcare Internet of Things: A survey of emerging technologies,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor., vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 1121–1167, Feb. 2020.

[2] H. Habibzadeh, K. Dinesh, O. R. Shishvan, A. Boggio-Dandry, G. Sharma, and T. Soyata, “A survey of healthcare Internet of Things (HIoT): A clinical perspective,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 53–71, Jan. 2020.

[3] W. Group, “IEEE standard for local and metropolitan area networks part 15.6: Wireless body area networks: IEEE std 802.15. 6-2012,” 2012.

[4] A. Elik, K. N. Salama, and A. M. Eltawil, “The Internet of bodies: A systematic survey on propagation characterization and channel modeling,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 321–345, Jan. 2022.

[5] J. Wang and Q. Wang, Body Area Communications: Channel Modeling, Communication Systems, and EMC. Wiley, 2012.

[6] L. Liu, J. Shi, F. Han, X. Tang, and J. Wang, “In-body to on-body channel characterization and modeling based on heterogeneous human models at HBC-UWB band,” IEEE Sens. J., vol. 22, no. 20, pp. 19 772–19 785, Oct. 2022.

[7] P. K. Bishoyi and S. Misra, “Priority-aware cooperative data uploading in body-to-body networks for healthcare IoT,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 12, pp. 10 319–10 326, Jun. 2022.

[8] A. Mondal, M. Hanif, and H. H. Nguyen, “SSK-ICS LoRa: A LoRa-based modulation scheme with constant envelope and enhanced data rate,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 26, no. 5, pp. 1185–1189, May 2022.

[9] A. Furtado, J. Pacheco, and R. Oliveira, “PHY/MAC uplink performance of LoRa class a networks,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 7, no. 7, pp. 6528–6538, Jul. 2020.

[10] P. Gkotsiopoulos, D. Zorbas, and C. Douligeris, “Performance determinants in LoRa networks: A literature review,” IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor., vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1721–1758, Jun. 2021.

[11] M. Islam, M. T. Islam, A. F. Almutairi, K. B. Gan, and N. Amin, “Monitoring of the human body signal through the Internet of Things (IoT) based LoRa wireless network system,” Applied Sciences, vol. 9, no. 9, p. 1884, May 2019.

[12] W. Fan, R. Jean-Michel, and Y. M. Rasit, “We-safe: A self-powered wearable IoT sensor network for safety applications based on LoRa,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 40 846–40 853, Jul. 2018.

[13] H. Taleb, A. Nasser, G. Andrieux, N. Charara, and E. Motta Cruz, “Energy consumption improvement of a healthcare monitoring system: Application to LoRaWAN,” IEEE Sens. J., vol. 22, no. 7, pp. 7288–7299, Apr. 2022.

[14] S. Benaissa, L. Verloock, D. Nikolayev, M. Deruyck, G. Vermeeren, L. Martens, F. Tuyttens, B. Sonck, D. Plets, and W. Joseph, “Joint antennachannel modelling for in-to-out-body propagation of dairy cows at 868 MHz,” in 2020 14th European Conference on Antennas and Propagation (EuCAP). IEEE, Jul. 2020, pp. 1-4 [15] T. Ameloot, P. Van Torre, and H. Rogier, “LoRa base-station-to-body communication with SIMO front-to-back diversity,” IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 69, no. 1, pp. 397–405, Jan. 2021.

[16] G. M. Bianco, R. Giuliano, G. Marrocco, F. Mazzenga, and A. Mejia- Aguilar, “LoRa system for search and rescue: Path-loss models and procedures in mountain scenarios,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 1985–1999, Feb. 2021.

[17] T. Elshabrawy and J. Robert, “Closed-form approximation of LoRa modulation BER performance,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 22, no. 9, pp. 1778–1781, Sep. 2018.

[18] O. Georgiou and U. Raza, “Low power wide area network analysis: Can LoRa scale?” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 162–165, Apr. 2017.

[19] A. Valach and D. Macko, “Upper confidence bound based communication parameters selection to improve scalability of LoRa @FIIT communication,” IEEE Sens. J., vol. 22, no. 12, pp. 12 415–12 427, Jun. 2022.

[20] S. Lee, J. Lee, H.-S. Park, and J. K. Choi, “A novel fair and scalable relay control scheme for Internet of Things in LoRa-based low-power wide-area networks,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 8, no. 7, pp. 5985–6001, Apr. 2021.

[21] A. Mahmood, E. Sisinni, L. Guntupalli, R. Rondón, S. A. Hassan, and M. Gidlund, “Scalability analysis of a LoRa network under imperfect orthogonality,” IEEE Trans. Industr. Inform., vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 1425– 1436, Mar. 2019.

[22] T. Polonelli, D. Brunelli, A. Marzocchi, and L. Benini, “Slotted ALOHA on LoRaWAN - design, analysis, and deployment,” Sensors, vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 838, Feb. 2019.

[23] T.-H. To and A. Duda, “Simulation of LoRa in NS-3: Improving LoRa performance with CSMA,” in 2018 IEEE International Conference on Communications (ICC), 2018, pp. 1–7.

[24] C. Pham, “Robust CSMA for long-range LoRa transmissions with image sensing devices,” in 2018 Wireless Days (WD), 2018, pp. 116–122.

[25] L. Beltramelli, A. Mahmood, P. Österberg, and M. Gidlund, “LoRa beyond ALOHA: An investigation of alternative random access protocols,” IEEE Trans. Industr. Inform., vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 3544–3554, May 2021.

[26] J. Shi, Y. Takagi, D. Anzai, and J. Wang, “Performance evaluation and link budget analysis on dual-mode communication system in body area networks,” IEICE T. Commun., vol. 97, no. 6, pp. 1175–1183, 2014.

[27] D. Croce, M. Gucciardo, S. Mangione, G. Santaromita, and I. Tinnirello, “LoRa technology demystified: From link behavior to cell-level performance,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 822–834, Feb. 2020.

[28] T. Elshabrawy and J. Robert, “Analysis of BER and coverage performance of LoRa modulation under same spreading factor interference,” in 2018 IEEE 29th Annual International Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications (PIMRC). IEEE, Sep. 2018, pp. 1–6.

[29] A. Abdi and M. Kaveh, “On the utility of gamma pdf in modeling shadow fading (slow fading),” in 1999 IEEE 49th Vehicular Technology Conference (Cat. No.99CH36363), IEEE, 1999, pp. 2308–2312 [30] A. M. Mathai, “An introduction to geometrical probability distributional aspects with applications,” Scitech Book News, 1999.

[31] B. Makki and M.-S. Alouini, “End-to-end performance analysis of delaysensitive multi-relay networks,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 23, no. 12, pp. 2159–2163, Dec. 2019.

[32] S. Al-Ahmadi and H. Yanikomeroglu, “On the approximation of the generalized-K distribution by a gamma distribution for modeling composite fading channels,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 706–713, Feb. 2010.

[33] O. Afisiadis, M. Cotting, A. Burg, and A. Balatsoukas-Stimming, “On the error rate of the LoRa modulation with interference,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 1292–1304, Feb. 2020.

[34] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun, “Handbook of mathematical functions : With formulas, graphs, and mathematical tables,” Handbook of mathematical functions : with formulas, 1970.

[35] B. T. Sieskul, F. Zheng, and T. Kaiser, “On the effect of shadow fading on wireless geolocation in mixed LOS/NLOS environments,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 57, no. 11, pp. 4196–4208, Nov. 2009.