arXiv:2404.18990v2 [cs.IT] 11 May 2024

Timely Status Updates in Slotted ALOHA Networks With Energy Harvesting

Khac-Hoang Ngo, Member, IEEE, Giuseppe Durisi, Senior Member, IEEE, Andrea Munari, Senior Member, IEEE, Francisco Lázaro, Senior Member, IEEE, and Alexandre Graell i Amat, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—We investigate the age of information (AoI) in a scenario where energy-harvesting devices send status updates to a gateway following the slotted ALOHA protocol and receive no feedback. We let the devices adjust the transmission probabilities based on their current battery level. Using a Markovian analysis, we derive analytically the average AoI. We further provide an approximate analysis for accurate and easy-to-compute approximations of both the average AoI and the age-violation probability (AVP), i.e., the probability that the AoI exceeds a given threshold. We also analyze the average throughput. Via numerical results, we investigate two baseline strategies: transmit a new update whenever possible to exploit every opportunity to reduce the AoI, and transmit only when sufficient energy is available to increase the chance of successful decoding. The two strategies are beneficial for low and high update-generation rates, respectively. We show that an optimized policy that balances the two strategies outperforms them significantly in terms of both AoI metrics and throughput. Finally, we show the benefit of decoding multiple packets in a slot using successive interference cancellation and adapting the transmission probability based on both the current battery level and the time elapsed since the last transmission.

Index Terms—Internet of Things, random access, slotted ALOHA, age of information, energy harvesting

I. INTRODUCTION

In delay-sensitive Internet of Things (IoT) applications, such as remote sensing, vehicular tracking, and industrial monitoring, devices need to deliver fresh updates about the status of a remote system to a central gateway. To measure the freshness of status updates, the age of information (AoI) metric has been introduced (see, e.g., [2], [3] and references therein). It captures the time elapsed since the generation of the last update available at the gateway. Early works on the AoI, such as [4], focus on a point-to-point link. More recent extensions to the multi-sensor IoT settings consider instead random access protocols based on (slotted) ALOHA [5], which are widely adopted in commercial applications (e.g., in the satellite communication system DVB-RCS [6] and the low-power widearea network protocols LoRaWAN [7] and Sigfox [8]). The AoI achieved with these protocols has been characterized in,

Khac-Hoang Ngo, Giuseppe Durisi, and Alexandre Graell i Amat are with the Department of Electrical Engineering, Chalmers University of Technology, 41296 Gothenburg, Sweden (e-mails: {ngok, durisi, alexandre.graell}@chalmers.se). Andrea Munari and Francisco Lázaro are with the Institute for Communications and Navigation, German Aerospace Center (DLR), 82234 Weßling, Germany (e-mail: {andrea.munari, francisco.lazaroblasco}@dlr.de).

Khac-Hoang Ngo has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant agreement No 101022113. Giuseppe Durisi has received funding from the Swedish Research Council under grant 2021-04970.

This paper was presented in part at the IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM), Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, 2023 [1].

e.g., [9]–[14], for the setting where the devices have a stable power supply.

In real-world scenarios, IoT devices are often designed for prolonged, low-power operation and sometimes deployed in remote locations, where battery replacement is challenging. A solution to this power supply challenge is energy harvesting, which enables the devices to capture and convert energy from the environment, e.g., thermal, solar, vibration, and wireless radio frequency sources, into electrical energy [15]. Energy harvesting introduces new factors that can significantly affect information freshness, such as the level of energy at the devices when a new update is available, and the time needed for the devices to harvest enough energy.

Despite its relevance, the impact of energy harvesting on the AoI in random-access protocols remains largely unexplored. This paper seeks to address this gap by characterizing the AoI in a slotted ALOHA system with energy-harvesting devices.

A. Related Works

1) AoI in Random-Access Networks: The authors of [9], [11] characterize the average AoI of slotted ALOHA over the collision channel. Feedback from the gateway can significantly reduce the AoI by allowing each device to adapt its transmission policy to the current AoI value [16]–[18]. The aforementioned works reveal that, for slotted ALOHA, if the devices transmit only if a new update is available, the throughput-maximizing protocol also minimizes the average AoI. On the contrary, [13] shows that, if the devices also retransmit nonfresh updates, the average AoI can be improved at the expense of the throughput. The AoI of ALOHA has been analyzed for the slot-asynchronous setup in [10] and the frame-asynchronous setup in [19]. AoI analyses have also been conducted for more advanced ALOHA-based protocols, such as irregular repetition slotted ALOHA [11], [12] and frameless ALOHA [14], [20], [21].

2) AoI with Energy Harvesting: Most works on the AoI with energy harvesting consider a single source sending updates through a point-to-point channel. If the channel is errorfree, the best-effort uniform (BEU) policy, in which a new update is transmitted whenever the battery is not depleted, minimizes the average AoI for the case of infinite battery capacity [22]. For finite battery capacity, the optimal online policy has a multi-threshold structure: a new update is transmitted only if the AoI exceeds a threshold that decreases monotonically with the available energy [23]. If the channel introduces erasures, the battery capacity is infinite, and there is no feedback, [24] shows that the BEU policy is still average-AoI optimal. On the contrary, periodically retransmitting an update until success is the optimal policy when feedback is available.

If the battery has unit capacity and there is no feedback, the optimal policy consists of transmitting a new update if the time elapsed from the last transmission exceeds a threshold that depends on the erasure probability [25]. The aforementioned works assume that the updates are generated at will and transmitted immediately. For the case in which the updates are not generated at will, [26] and [27] address the setting in which the generated updates are transmitted after a stochastic service delay and according to a service rate, respectively. Beyond the single-source point-to-point channel, [25], [28] consider the multi-source setting with a common channel, [29] two-hop networks, [30] the two-source multiple access channel, [31] the multi-source error-free channel with request-based updates, and [32] the multi-device setting with grant-based protocols. None of these works address the massive random-access setup considered in this paper.

3) Random Access with Energy Harvesting: Most existing analyses of ALOHA-based protocols with energy harvesting focus on stability [33] and throughput [34]–[37]. The authors of [38] addressed timely status updates with slotted ALOHA and energy harvesting but analyze the fraction of updates delivered within a deadline rather than the AoI. The authors of [39] analyze the AoI in a random-access system but consider multiple transmitter-receiver pairs and a different energy harvesting model from our model.

B. Contribution

We analyze the AoI in a scenario where energy-harvesting devices send status updates to a gateway following the slotted ALOHA protocol. There is no feedback from the gateway. We model energy harvesting as an independent Bernoulli process, i.e., a device harvests an energy unit in a slot with a given probability, called the energy harvesting rate. Each device receives readings from a sensor, and thus cannot generate fresh updates at will. Upon receiving a new reading, a device with b available energy units transmits the update using b_t energy units with probability (w.p.) π_{b,bt} . The transmitted update is correctly decoded with a probability depending on the transmit power and the level of interference from other devices. Our contributions and main findings are summarized as follows. • Using a Markovian analysis, we derive analytically the average AoI; unfortunately, the numerical evaluation of this quantity for parameters of interest is infeasible due to high complexity.

• We derive accurate and easy-to-compute approximations of the average AoI, the age-violation probability (AVP), i.e., the probability that the AoI exceeds a given threshold, as well as the probability mass function (PMF) of the AoI at the end of each slot and the peak AoI.

• We conduct numerical experiments where the updates are sent over an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel. The receiver either decodes without capture, i.e., decodes only in slots with a single update, or decodes with capture, i.e., decodes in every slot using successive interference cancellation (SIC). We consider two baseline strategies: transmit a new update whenever possible (a.k.a. BEU [22], [24]) to exploit every opportunity to reduce the AoI, and transmit only with full battery (TFB) to increase the chance of successful decoding. We show that an optimized strategy significantly outperforms both baselines in terms of the AoI metrics and throughput, for both decoding-with-capture and decoding-without-capture cases. BEU is close to optimal for low update generation rates but performs poorly for high update generation rates. For the latter scenario, TFB is close to optimal for the decodingwithout-capture case. However, TFB does not benefit from decoding with capture.

• Without capture, the benefit of transmitting with high power vanishes as the power grows large because the successful decoding probability becomes limited by collision. Therefore, the devices should put aside some energy for later transmissions. On the contrary, with capture, the devices should transmit with either high or moderate energy, because this facilitates SIC. Decoding with capture outperforms decoding without capture for the optimized strategy.

• The throughput-maximizing strategy entails a loss in the AoI metrics, especially for high update generation rates.

• A high energy harvesting rate can increase the average AoI and AVP. In this case, the devices often have enough energy and transmit regardless of the obtainable AoI reduction, leading to many transmissions that cause collisions and, even if successful, result in a small AoI reduction. This issue can be resolved by progressively increasing the transmission probability after each transmission. This prioritizes updates that reduce the AoI value considerably if successfully delivered. As shown in [16], [17] for the case with feedback, adapting the transmission probability to the current AoI lowers the average AoI. Our results show that adapting the transmission probability to the time elapsed since the last transmission is beneficial also when there is no feedback.

C. Paper Outline and Notation

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we describe the system model and the AoI metrics. In Section III, we present a Markovian analysis of the operation of a device. We then provide an exact and approximate AoI analysis in Sections IV and V, respectively. In Section VII, we present numerical results and discussions. We conclude the paper in Section VIII.

We denote system parameters and constants by uppercase nonitalic letters, e.g., U, or Greek letters. We denote scalar random variables by uppercase italic letters, e.g., X, and their realizations by lowercase italic letters, e.g., x. Vectors are denoted likewise with boldface letters, e.g., a random vector X and its realization x. All vectors are column vectors. We use sans-serif, uppercase, and boldface letters, e.g., M, to denote deterministic matrices. By I_m, 0_m, and 1_m, we denote the m × m identity matrix, m × 1 all-zero matrix, and m × 1 allone vector, respectively; the dimension is omitted if it is clear from the context. The diagonal matrix with diagonal elements (d_1, . . . , d_m) is denoted by diag(d_1, . . . , d_m). We denote by 1{·} the indicator function, [m : n] = {m, m + 1, . . . , n}, [n] = [1 : n], and x^+ = max{0, x}. We denote the multinomial distribution with n trials, k events, and event probabilities {p_i}^k_{i=1} by Mul(n, k, {p_i}^k_{i=1}), and the geometric distribution with success probability p by Geo(p).

D. Reproducible Research

The Matlab code used to evaluate the numerical results is available at: https://github.com/khachoang1412/AoI_ slottedALOHA_energyHarvesting.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a system with U devices attempting to deliver time-stamped status updates (also called packets throughout the paper) to an IoT gateway through a shared channel. Each device receives readings from a sensor, and thus cannot generate fresh updates at will. Updates are generated independently across sensors. Time is slotted and the devices are slotsynchronous. Without loss of generality, we let the slot length be 1. Each update transmission spans a slot. A device only transmits if it receives a new sensor reading, which occurs at the beginning of each slot w.p. α > 0.

1) Energy Harvesting: Each device is equipped with a rechargeable battery with a capacity of E energy units. The devices harvest energy from the environment to recharge their batteries. As in [17], [31], [33], [35], [38], we model energy harvesting as an independent Bernoulli process. In each slot, one energy unit is harvested by a device w.p. η > 0, independently of the other slots and other devices. We refer to η as the energy harvesting rate. If the battery is full, the device pauses harvesting. We denote by ν_b (calculated in Section III-A) the steady-state probability that the battery level of an arbitrary device is b ∈ [0 : E].

2) Medium Access Protocol: The devices access the medium following the slotted ALOHA protocol. Specifically, consider a device with battery level b ≥ 0. If it has a new update in a slot, it transmits this update using b_t ≥ 0 energy units w.p. π_{b,bt} . Otherwise, it stays silent. Obviously, π_{b,bt} = 0 if b_t > b and π_{b,0} = 1 − ∑_b b_t =1 πb,bt is the probability that

the device does not transmit despite having a new update. For convenience, we use the convention that π_{b,bt} = 0 for b_t < 0. We denote by Π ∈ [0, 1]^{E×E} the matrix whose (i, j)-entry is π_{i,j} for i ∈ [E] and j ∈ [E]. This lower-triangular matrix contains the design parameters of the protocol. We denote the probability that a device with battery level b transmits using b_t energy units by ρ_{b,bt} = απ_{b,bt} + (1 − α)1{b_t = 0}. When b_t = 0, the device stays silent. We assume that no feedback is provided by the receiver.

Consider a device that transmits an update with b_t energy units in a slot. We let L_i ∈ [U − 1] be the number of other devices that have battery level i ∈ [0 : E], and refer to L = (L_0, L_1, . . . , L_E) as the battery profile of these devices. We denote by ω_{bt ,L} the probability that the transmitted update is correctly decoded. The functional dependency of ω_{bt ,L} on (b_t, L) captures the impact of the transmit power and the interference from the other devices. All analytical results in the paper hold for general ω_{bt ,L}.^1 In the numerical experiments in

1We consider a more general decoding model than the commonly-used collision channel model, where a packet is successfully decoded if there is no interference in the slot and all colliding packets are lost. The collision channel is obtained from our model by setting ω_{bt ,L} =

∏_E i=0 ρ^{Li}_{i,0}.

t δ(t). . . . . . 10 θ Y Y−θ+1

Fig. 1: Example of the AoI process. Here, Y is the time elapsed between two AoI refreshes, and θ is an AoI threshold.

Section VII, we shall instantiate ω_{bt,L} by considering a realvalued AWGN channel. At steady state, the average successfuldecoding probability of the update is ω̄_{bt} = E [ω_{bt,L}] , (1) where the expectation is over the steady-state distribution Mul(U − 1, E + 1, {ν_b}^E_{b=0}) of L (see Lemma 1 in Section III-B). The average throughput, i.e., the average number of packets decoded per slot, is given by

T = αU

∑_E b=0 ν_b ∑_b b_t =0 πb,btω̄bt . (2)

3) Age of Information: We define the AoI of a generic device at time t as δ(t) = t−τ(t), where τ(t) is the generation time of the last received update from this device as of time t. The corresponding stochastic process is denoted as Δ(t). The AoI follows the well-known saw-tooth profile illustrated in Fig. 1. It grows linearly with time and is reset to 1 when a new update is successfully decoded. Note that Δ(t) is a continuous-time process that takes values in R. Many AoI metrics are defined as a functional F (Δ) = lim_{t̄→∞}^1_{t̄} ∫¯_t 0 f(Δ(t))dt of the process Δ(t), where f is a given function. For example, the average AoI Δ̄ and the AVP ζ(θ) are defined by setting f(Δ(t)) = Δ(t) and f(Δ(t)) = 1{Δ(t) > θ}, respectively. Other classes of AoI metrics are obtained by replacing the process Δ(t) in F (Δ) by other AoI-related processes. Examples include the (discrete) AoI value ^Δ(s) at the end of each slot s (before decoding) [17], and the AoI value ~Δ(i) just before the ith reset of the current AoI [40]. We refer to ^Δ(s) and ~Δ(i) as the discretized AoI and peak AoI processes, respectively. These two stochastic processes form ergodic Markov chains and thus they can be characterized via their stationary PMF.

In this paper, we use the average AoI and AVP to assess the AoI performance. Furthermore, we also derive the stationary PMF of the discretized AoI and the peak AoI.

III. MARKOV ANALYSIS OF THE OPERATION OF A DEVICE A. Battery Level Evolution of a Generic Device

The evolution of the battery level of a generic device is captured by the Markov chain M_1 shown in Fig. 2. Each state represents a battery level. The transition probabilities between the states can be readily computed. Specifically, a device in state 0 cannot transmit, thus it either remains in this state if it does not harvest energy (w.p. 1 − η) or moves to state 1 if an energy unit arrives (w.p. η). A device in state i ∈ [E] moves to state j ∈ [0 : i + 1] if it transmits an update with i − j

0 1 . . . E−1 E 1−ηρ_{1,0}(1−η) + ρ_{1,1}η ρ_{E−1,0}(1−η) + ρ_{E−1,1}η η ρ_{1,0}η ρ_{E−1,0}ηρ_{E,0} + ρ_{E,1}η ρ_{1,1}(1 − η) ρ_{E−1,E−1}(1−η) ρ_{E−1,E−2}(1−η) +ρ_{E−1,E−1}η ρ_{E,E}(1 − η) ρ_{E,E−1}(1−η) + ρ_{E,E}η ρ_{E,1}(1−η) + ρ_{E,2}η

Fig. 2: Markov chain M1 describing the slot-wise evolution of the battery level of a device.

energy units and does not harvest energy (w.p. ρ_{i,i−j} (1 − η)), or transmits with i − j + 1 energy units and harvests one energy unit (w.p. ρ_{i,i−j+1}η). If the battery is full, i.e., i = E, the device remains in state E if it does not transmit (w.p. ρ_{E,0}), or transmits with 1 energy unit and harvests one energy unit (w.p. ρ_{E,1}η). To summarize, the transition probabilities are given by P[i → j] = ρ_{i,i−j} (1 − η1{(i, j) ≠ (E, E)}) + ρ_{i,i−j+1}η, (3) for i, j ∈ [0 : E]. Note that ρ_{0,0} = 1 and ρ_{i,k} = 0 for k < 0. From these transition probabilities, we compute the steadystate distribution {ν_b}^E_{b=0} by solving the balance equations.

B. Battery Profile Evolution of the Other U − 1 Devices The battery profile L of the other devices takes value in L = { (ℓ_0, . . . , ℓ_E):

∑_E

i=0 ℓ_i = U−1, ℓ_i ∈ [0 : U −1], i ∈ [0 : E] } ], with |L| =

(_{U+E−1} E ) . We now describe the evolution of L across slots. Let ℓ^′ = (ℓ^′_0, . . . , ℓ^′_E) and ℓ = (ℓ_0, . . . , ℓ_E) be the battery profiles at the end of two successive slots. Let also u_{j,k} be the number of devices whose battery level goes from j to k. We have that

u_{j,k} ∈ [0 : min{ℓ^′_j , ℓ_k}], j, k ∈ [0 : E], (4)

ℓ^′_j = ∑_{min{j+1,E}} i=0 u_{j,i}, j ∈ [0 : E], (5)

ℓ_k =

∑_E

i=(k−1)^+ ui,k, k ∈ [0 : E]. (6)

The Markov chain L is the composition of U − 1 independent chains [41], each being identical to M_1. We analyze this chain in the next lemma.

Lemma 1 (Battery profile evolution of U − 1 devices): The transition probabilities of L are given by P [ ℓ^′ → ℓ ] = ∑ {u_{j,k} } : (4)–(6) hold ( ∏ j,k∈[0 : E] P[j → k]^{uj,k} )

· E∏ j=0 min{j,E−1} ∏ k=1 ( ℓ^′_j u_{j,0} )( ℓ^′_j − ∑_{k−1} q=0 u_{j,q} u_{j,k} ) , (7)

Furthermore, the steady-state distribution of L is Mul(U − 1, E + 1, {ν_i}^E_{i=0}).

Proof: To obtain (7), we first multiply the probability that u_{j,k} devices go from battery level j to k for j, k ∈ [0 : E], with the number of possible partitions of ℓ^′_j users with battery level j into sets of u_{j,0}, u_{j,1}, . . . , u_{j,min{j+1,E}} users that go from battery level j to battery levels 0, 1, . . . , min{j + 1, E}, respectively, for j ∈ [0 : E]. We then sum the products over all possible realizations of {u_{j,k}}. The steady-state distribution of L follows from [41, Prop. 1].

C. Markov Chain Describing the Operation of a Generic Device

We track both the battery level and the AoI refresh of a generic device, as well as the battery profile of the other devices. We denote by B^{(s)} ∈ [0 : E] the battery level of the device of interest at the end of slot s. We also let X^{(s)} ∈ {S, F}, where S and F stand for success and failure, respectively, represent the AoI refresh status of the device of interest. Specifically, X^{(s)} = S means that the device refreshes its AoI value by successfully delivering a new update in slot s, and X^{(s)} = F otherwise. Furthermore, we denote the battery profile of the remaining U − 1 devices at the end of slot s by L^{(s)} = (L^{(s)}_0 , . . . , L^{(s)}_E ) ∈ L. The Markov chain G^{(s)} = (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}, L^{(s)}) fully characterizes the operation of the device across slots. The transition probability from state (x^′, b^′, ℓ^′) to state (x, b, ℓ) of the chain G^{(s)} is given by P [ (x^′, b^′, ℓ^′) → (x, b, ℓ) ] = P [ x, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] P [ ℓ^′ → ℓ ] . (8)

Here, P [ x, b^′ →b | ℓ^′ ] is a shorthand for P [ X^{(s)} =x, B^{(s)} =b | B^{(s−1)} =b^′, L^{(s−1)} =ℓ^′ ] . It is computed as follows. First, note that P [ S, b^′ →b | ℓ^′ ] is the probability that, given that the other devices have battery profile ℓ^′, the tracked device successfully delivers an update and goes from battery level b^′ to b, i.e., P [ S, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] = ω_b′_{−b,ℓ}′ ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b}(1 − η1{(b^′, b) ≠ (E, E)}) + ω_b′_{−b+1,ℓ}′ ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b+1}η. (9) Next, P [ F, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] is the probability that, given that the other devices have battery profile ℓ^′, the tracked device fails to deliver an update and goes from battery level b^′ to b, i.e., P [ F, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] = (1 − ω_b′_{−b,ℓ}′ )ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b} · (1 − η1{(b^′, b) ≠ (E, E)}) + (1 − ω_b′_{−b+1,ℓ}′ )ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b+1}η. (10) That is, by accounting for the success/failure probability of update decoding, we replace ρ_b′_{,bt} with ω_{bt,ℓ}′ ρ_b′_{,bt} and (1 − ω_{bt ,ℓ}′ )ρ_b′_{,bt} in P[b^′ → b] given by (3) to obtain P [ S, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] and P [ F, b^′ → b | ℓ^′ ] , respectively.

IV. AOI ANALYSIS

A. AoI Analysis via the Inter-Refresh Time

We denote by Y the inter-refresh time, i.e., the number of slots that elapse between two successive AoI refreshes for the device of interest (see Fig. 1). After a refresh, the current AoI is set to 1 as a packet generated at the start of the current slot is received. The average AoI can be obtained via geometrical arguments as in [3, Sec. II-A], [42, Th. 3]. The discretized AoI, peak AoI, and AVP have also been studied in different settings in the literature, such as [17], [40], and [11], respectively. We formally express these quantities in terms of Y in the following theorem, and provide a proof in Appendix A for completeness.

Theorem 1 (AoI metrics in terms of the inter-refresh time distribution): The discretized AoI ^Δ(s) and peak AoI ~Δ(i) have stationary PMF given by P [ ^Δ = δ ] = P[Y > δ − 2] E [Y ] , δ = 2, 3, . . . (11) P [ ~Δ = δ ] = P[Y = δ − 1] , δ = 2, 3, . . . (12)

An AoI metric of the form F (Δ) = lim¯_{t→∞}^1_{t̄} ∫¯_t 0 f(Δ(t))dt can be computed as F (Δ) =^1_{E[Y ]} E [∫_{Y +1} 1 f(t)dt ] . In particular, the average AoI Δ̄ and AVP ζ(θ) are given by

Δ̄ = 1 + E [ Y^2 ] 2E [Y ]

, (13)

ζ(θ) = 1 − 1 E [Y ] (_{θ−1}∑ y=1 yP[Y = y] + (θ−1)P[Y > θ − 1] ) , θ = 1, 2, . . . (14)

B. Average AoI

The AoI metrics can be derived explicitly. However, as we will explain, their exact computation has high complexity. Due to space limitations, we present only the derivation of the average AoI in the following. As implied by (13), this entails deriving the moments of Y .

1) Derivation of E [Y ]: Without loss of generality, we assign index 1 to the first slot contributing to the current interrefresh time. We expand E [Y ] as

E [Y ] = ∑ x∈{F,S} ∑ b∈[0:E] ∑ ℓ∈L E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (x, b, ℓ) ]

· P [ G^{(1)} = (x, b, ℓ) ] . (15)

Noting that the state in a slot with AoI refresh is of the form (S, b^′, ℓ^′), we have that P [ G^{(1)} = (x, b, ℓ) ] = ∑ b^′ ∈[0:E],ℓ^′ ∈L P[(S, b ′, ℓ^′) → (x, b, ℓ)] ∑ g_0 ∈{S,F}×[0:E]×L ∑ b^′ ∈[0:E],ℓ^′ ∈L P[(S, b ′, ℓ^′) → g_0] . (16)

If the AoI is refreshed again in slot 1, i.e., X^{(1)} = S, the inter-refresh time is 1. Thus, in this case, E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (S, b, ℓ) ] = 1, ∀b ∈ [0 : E], ℓ ∈ L. (17)

The conditional expectation E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (F, b, ℓ) ] can be derived via a first-step analysis [43, Sec. III-4]. Specifically, the inter-refresh time can be computed as the sum of the number of slots until the state X^{(s)} becomes S. This can be conveniently computed by conditioning on the outcome of the first transition as follows. We first define the probability of having an AoI refresh after a state s with X^{(s)} = F, B^{(s)} = b, and L^{(s)} = ℓ as r(b, ℓ) = ∑ b^{′′} ∈[0:E],ℓ^{′′} ∈L P [ (F, b, ℓ)→(S, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ] . We then compute E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (F, b, ℓ) ] as E [ Y |G^{(1)} =(F, b, ℓ) ]

= 1 + ∑ g∈{F,S}×[0:E]×L E [ Y |G^{(1)} =g ] P[(F, b, ℓ)→g] (18) = 1 + r(b, ℓ) + ∑ b^{′′} ∈[0:E],ℓ^{′′} ∈L E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (F, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ]

· P [ (F, b, ℓ) → (F, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ] . (19)

In (18), the Markov property ensures that the average duration, once the transition to state g has occurred, is equal to the one that we would have by starting from such state. Let e and r be vectors that contain E [ Y |G^{(1)} = (F, b, ℓ) ] and r(b, ℓ), respectively, for all values of (b, ℓ). Let Q be a matrix that contains P [ (F, b, ℓ) → (F, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ] for all (b, ℓ) and (b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}). The full-rank system of equations obtained from (19) is compactly expressed as (I − Q)e = 1 + r. Therefore, e = (I −Q)^{−1}(1 +r). This result, together with (16) and (17), allows us to compute E [Y ] via (15).

2) Derivation of E [ Y^2 ] : E [ Y^2 ] can also be computed via a first-step analysis. Specifically, we observe that E [ Y^2|G^{(1)} = (S, b, ℓ) ] = 1, ∀b ∈ [0 : E], ℓ ∈ L, (20) and E [ Y^2|G^{(1)} = (F, b, ℓ) ]

= 1 + 2 ∑ g∈{F,S}×[0:E]×L E [ Y |G^{(1)} = g ] P[(F, b, ℓ)→g] + ∑ g∈{F,S}×[0:E]×L E [ Y^2|Z^{(1)} = g ] P[(F, b, ℓ) → g] = −1 + 2E [ Y |Z^{(1)} =(F, b, ℓ) ] + r(b, ℓ) + ∑ b^{′′} ∈[0:E],ℓ^{′′} ∈L E [ Y^2|Z^{(1)} = (F, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ]

· P [ (F, b, ℓ) → (F, b^{′′}, ℓ^{′′}) ] . (21)

Let now e_2 be the vector obtained by concatenating the term E [ Y^2|Z^{(1)} = (F, b, ℓ) ] for all values of (b, ℓ). We can express (21) compactly as (I − Q)e_2 = −1 + 2e + r. It follows that e_2 = (I − Q)^{−1}(−1 + 2e + r). Using this, (16), and (20), we compute E [ Y^2 ] via an expansion analogous to (15). Finally, we obtain the average AoI Δ̄ by inserting the computed moments of Y into (13).

Remark 1 (Complexity Issue): The exact computation of E [Y ] and E [ Y^2 ] requires the evaluation of the transition probabilities between the n_s = 2(E + 1)

(_{U+E−1} E ) states of the chain G^{(s)}, and to invert the (n_s/2) × (n_s/2) matrix I −Q.

These operations become prohibitive for large values of U and E. This issue motivates us to propose an approximate and lowcomplexity analysis in the next section.

V. APPROXIMATE AOI ANALYSIS

To avoid the complexity issue just highlighted, we ignore the time dependency of the battery profile of the devices whose performance is not tracked. Specifically, we assume the following.

Simplification 1: Given a device of interest, the battery profile L of the remaining U − 1 devices evolves according to a stationary memoryless process across slots.

This simplification allows us to analyze the behavior of the system for large U and E values, and, as we shall see, results in tight approximations of the average AoI and AVP for all scenarios explored in Section VII. Under this simplification, the successful-decoding probability of an update transmitted with b_t energy units is given by the average of ω_{bt,L} over L, i.e., by ω̄_{bt} given in (1). This allows us to derive the distribution of Y in closed form, as presented next.

A. Approximate Distribution of the Inter-Refresh Time Y

Under Simplification 1, the battery profile L in each slot is drawn independently from the distribution Mul(U − 1, E + 1, {ν_b}^E_{b=0}). We therefore only need to track the AoI refresh status X^{(s)} and battery level B^{(s)} of the device of interest. The Markov chain (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}) is obtained from the chain M_1 in Fig. 2 as follows. We split each battery state b in Fig. 2 into two states: AoI refresh (S, b) and no AoI refresh (F, b). Specifically, if the device has battery level b at the end of a slot, the chain moves to state (S, b) if the AoI value is refreshed; otherwise, it moves to state (F, b). The transition probabilities between the states can be obtained by accounting for both the battery level transition probabilities P[b^′ → b] and the successful-decoding probability ω̄_{bt} . Specifically, for x^′ ∈ {S, F}, we have that P[(x^′, b^′) → (S, b)] = ω̄_b′_{−b}ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b}(1 − η1{(b^′, b)≠(E, E)}) + ω̄_b′_{−b+1}ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b+1}η, (22) P[(x^′, b^′) → (F, b)] = (1 − ω̄_b′_{−b})ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b} · (1 − η1{(b^′, b) ≠ (E, E)}) + (1 − ω̄_b′_{−b+1})ρ_b′_{,b}′_{−b+1}η. (23)

In Fig. 3, we illustrate (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}) for the case E = 2.

We can also obtain the chain (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}) by partitioning the state space of G^{(s)} into disjoint subsets of the form {(x, b, ℓ): ℓ ∈ L}, and by identifying each subset with a state (x, b) of (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}). We then compute the transition probabilities as P[(x^′, b^′) → (x, b)] = E [∑ ℓ∈L P [ (x^′, b^′, L^′) → (x, b, ℓ) ]] , where the expectation is over the steady-state distribution of L^′. This results in the same formulas as in (22) and (23). Note that the chain G^{(s)} is not lumpable with respect to the considered partition.^2 However, as we shall see, this partition leads to accurate approximations of the AoI metrics.

Next, we find the distribution of Y by analyzing the chain (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}). To this end, it is convenient to further modify this chain as follows. We split each state (S, b) into two states: (S^′, b) with only outgoing transitions from (S, b), and (S^{′′}, b) with only incoming transitions to (S, b). Furthermore, we combine all states (S^{′′}, b), b ∈ [0 : E], into a single state S^{′′} that represents an AoI refresh. In other words, we redirect all transitions that lead to an AoI refresh into a new state S^{′′}. We refer to the resulting Markov chain as M_2, which describes the evolution of the battery level of a device from an AoI refresh (i.e., one of the states (S^′, b), b ∈ [0 : E]) to the next one (i.e., the state S^{′′}). We depict M_2 for the case E = 2 in Fig. 4.

The chain M_2 is a terminating Markov chain (see Appendix B) with an absorbing state S^{′′} and 2E+2 transient states { (S^′, 0), . . . , (S^′, E), (F, 0), . . . , (F, E) } . We denote the transi-

tion probability matrix of M_2 as [ T a 0^T 1 ] , where T contains the probabilities of transitions between the transient states and a contains the probabilities of transitions from the transient states to the absorbing state. We obtain T and a using (22) and (23). Observe that Y is the absorption time when starting from state (S, b) w.p. p_{(S,b)}/

∑_E i=0 p_{(S,i)}, b ∈ [0 : E], i.e., when the initial probability vector is p_S = (_{(p(S,0) ... p(S,E) )} ∑_E i=0 p_{(S,i)} , 0E+1 ) . Here, p_{(S,b)} is the steady-state probability of the state (S, b) of the chain (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}). We find p_{(S,b)} by solving the balance equations obtained from the transition probabilities in (22) and (23). As a consequence, Y follows the discrete phase-type distribution characterized in Lemma 3 in Appendix B. From this, we can readily obtain the PMF, complementary cumulative distribution function (CCDF), and moments of Y , as presented next.

Lemma 2 (Distribution of the inter-refresh time Y ): Under Simplification 1, the PMF and CCDF of Y are given as P[Y = y] = p^T_ST^{y−1}a, y = 1, 2, . . . (24) P[Y > y] = p^T_ST^y1_{2E+2}, y = 1, 2, . . . . (25)

Furthermore, the first and second moments of Y are given by

E [Y ] = p^T_S(I_{2E+2} − T)^{−1}1_{2E+2}, (26) E [ Y^2 ] = 2p^T_S(I_{2E+2} − T)^{−2}1_{2E+2} − E [Y ] . (27)

B. Approximate AoI Metrics

By substituting the PMF, CCDF, and moments of Y given in Lemma 2 into the expressions of the discretized AoI PMF, peak AoI PMF, average AoI, and AVP given in Theorem 1, we obtain readily closed-form approximations for all of these quantities, as shown in the next theorem.

2A Markov chain M is lumpable with respect to a partition {A_i}_i of the states if and only if, for every subset pair A_i and A_j , and for every pair of states m, m^′ in A_i, it holds that ∑ n∈Aj P[m → n] = ∑ n∈Aj P[m ′ → n] = p_{i,j} [44, Th. 6.3.2]. The lumped chain with state space {A_i }_i and transition probability P[A_i → A_j ] = p_{i,j} preserves the underlying probabilistic behavior of the original chain M. In our case, G^{(s)} is not lumpable with respect to the partition {(x, b, ℓ) : ℓ ∈ L}_{x,b} because ∑ ℓ∈L P [ (x^′, b^′, ℓ^′) → (x, b, ℓ) ] is not constant over ℓ^′ ∈ L.

(F, 0) (F, 1) (F, 2) (S, 0) (S, 1) (S, 2) 1−η η ρ_{1,0}(1−η) + ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{1,0}η ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1η ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1(1 − η) ρ_{2,0} + ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)(1 − η) ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) +ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)η ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1η ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1(1 − η) +ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2η ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2(1 − η)

1−η η ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1η ρ_{1,0}(1−η)+ ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{1,0}η ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1(1 − η) ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)(1 − η) ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) +ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)η ρ_{2,0} + ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1η ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2(1 − η) ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1(1 − η)

+ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2η

Fig. 3: An example of the chain (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}) for E = 2. This chain describes the slot-wise evolution of the AoI refresh status and battery level of a device. The transitions that lead to an AoI refresh are depicted by red dashed lines.

(F, 0) (F, 1) (F, 2) (S^′, 0) (S^′, 1) (S^′, 2) S^{′′} 1−η η ρ_{1,0}(1−η) + ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{1,0}η ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) ρ_{2,0} + ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)(1 − η) ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η)

+ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)η

1−η η ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) ρ_{1,0}(1−η)+ ρ_{1,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{1,0}η ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)(1 − η) ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)(1 − η) +ρ_{2,2}(1 − ω̄_2)η ρ_{2,0} + ρ_{2,1}(1 − ω̄_1)η ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1 + ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2 ρ_{2,1}ω̄_1 + ρ_{2,2}ω̄_2 ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1 ρ_{1,1}ω̄_1

Fig. 4: An example of the chain M2 for E = 2. This chain describes the slot-wise evolution of the battery level of a device from an AoI refresh (state (S^′, 0), (S^′, 1), or (S^′, 2)) to the next AoI refresh (state S^{′′}). This chain is obtained from (X^{(s)}, B^{(s)}) in Fig. 3 by redirecting all transitions that lead to an AoI refresh into a new state S^{′′}.

Theorem 2 (Approximate AoI metrics): Under Simplification 1, the discretized AoI PMF, peak AoI PMF, average AoI, and AVP are given by P [ ^Δ = δ ] = p^T_ST^{δ−2}1_{2E+2} p^T_S(I_{2E+2} − T)^{−1}1_{2E+2} , δ = 2, 3, . . . , (28) P [ ~Δ = δ ] = p^T_ST^{δ−2}a, δ = 2, 3, . . . , (29) Δ̄ = 1 2 + p^T_S(I_{2E+2} − T)^{−2}1_{2E+2} p^T_S(I_{2E+2} − T)^{−1}1_{2E+2}

, (30)

ζ(θ) = 1 − ∑_{θ−1} y=1 yp^T_ST^{y−1}a + (θ − 1)p^T_ST^{θ−1}1_{2E+2} p^T_S(I_{2E+2} −T)^{−1}1_{2E+2} , θ = 1, 2 . . . (31)

VI. THE CASE OF ALWAYS-FULL BATTERY We consider the special case where the batteries of the devices are always full. This captures the scenario in which the devices have access to stable energy sources but are subject to a maximum transmit energy constraint E. This case also captures the regime where α ≪ η, which means that the time for a device to fully charge is negligible compared to the time for the device to have a new update.

A. Fixed Transmission Probability Across Slots

For the considered slotted ALOHA protocol, in the case of always-full battery, the design parameter is π = (π_{E,1}, . . . , π_{E,E}). For every device, the battery profile of the other devices is fixed to ℓ_0 = (0_E, U−1). An update transmitted with b_t energy units is successfully decoded w.p. ω_{bt ,ℓ0} .

S F ξ ξ 1 − ξ 1 − ξ

(a) The chain X^{(s)} describes the transition between slots with an AoI refresh (state S) and slots without one (state F).

S^′ FS^{′′}ξ ξ1 − ξ 1 − ξ

(b) The chain M_3 describes the evolution of the device from an AoI refresh (state S^′) to the next (state S^{′′}).

Fig. 5: The Markov chains describing the AoI refresh of a generic device in the case of always-full battery.

Let ω = (ω_{1,ℓ0} , . . . , ω_{E,ℓ0} ). In a slot, each device successfully delivers a new update w.p. ξ = απ^Tω, independently across slots. This implies that the inter-refresh time Y follows a geometric distribution with success probability ξ.

We can also prove that Y follows a geometric distribution using our terminating Markov chain analysis. We start by observing that, in this setup, Simplification 1 holds. The operation of a generic device is fully characterized by the chain X^{(s)} depicted in Fig. 5(a). Recall that X^{(s)} = S if the device successfully delivers an update in slot s, and X^{(s)} = F otherwise. We further split S into state S^′ with only outgoing transitions from S, and state S^{′′} with only incoming transitions to S. This yields the chain M_3 in Fig. 5(b). The inter-refresh time Y is the absorption time of the terminating Markov chain M_3. It follows from Lemma 3 in Appendix B that P[Y = y] = ξ(1 − ξ)^{y−1}.

Substituting the distribution of Y into Theorem 1, we obtain the closed-form expressions for the discretized AoI PMF, average AoI, and AVP stated in the next theorem.

Theorem 3 (AoI metrics with always-full battery): If the batteries of the devices are always full, the discretized AoI PMF, peak AoI PMF, average AoI, and AVP are given by P [ ^Δ = δ ] = P [ ~Δ = δ ] = ξ(1 − ξ)^{δ−2}, δ = 2, 3, . . . , (32)

Δ̄ = 1 2 + 1 ξ = 1 2 + U T , (33)

ζ(θ) = (1 − ξ)^{θ−1} = ( 1 − T U )_{θ−1} , θ ≥ 1. (34)

Theorem 3 holds for the general slotted ALOHA setup where a device delivers a new packet to the gateway in a slot w.p. ξ. The special case of unit-sized battery and collision channel is obtained by setting E = 1 and ξ = απ_1(1 − απ_1)^{U−1}. Therefore, Theorem 3 generalizes the results for the collision channel reported in [9], [11]. It follows from Theorem 3 that the average AoI, AVP, and throughput are all optimized by the transmission strategy that maximizes ξ.

B. Adaptive Transmission Probability Across Slots We now consider a variant of slotted ALOHA where the transmission probability π is chosen to be a function of the time elapsed since the last transmission, and of the energy spent in that transmission. We focus on the following multithreshold scheme. We fix a set of transmission probabilities π_1, . . . , π_E and let π_0 = 0_E. Note that π = π_0 means that the device stays silent. Assume that the device transmits with b energy units in the current slot. After this slot, the device sets π = π_{E−b}, and generates random integers Q_1, . . . , Q_b independently from the Geo(η) distribution. Next, after Q_i slots are elapsed, the device set π to π_{E−b+i}, i ∈ [b], and reset the slot counter. This procedure is repeated after each transmission. We refer to this protocol as multi-threshold slotted ALOHA. The next theorem relates its AoI performance and the performance of slotted ALOHA with energy harvesting.

Theorem 4 (Multi-threshold slotted ALOHA): The AoI processes in the two following scenarios are identical: 1) the devices have always-full battery and follow the multi-threshold slotted ALOHA protocol just described; 2) the devices harvest energy with energy harvesting rate η and follow the slotted ALOHA protocol described in Section II-2 with transmission probabilities Π = [π_1 . . . π_E].

Proof: In energy-harvesting slotted ALOHA, the transmission probability π is updated whenever the device changes its battery level. Within a period with no transmission, the battery level changes whenever the device harvests an energy unit. The time duration between changes of π, when no transmissions occur, is thus identical to the time required for the device to harvest one energy unit. This duration is geometrically distributed with parameter η, i.e., identically distributed to the thresholds in multi-threshold slotted ALOHA with alwaysfull battery. It is easy to verify that the updating rule of π in the case of energy harvesting is identical to that in multithreshold slotted ALOHA. This implies that the statistics of the packet transmission process are the same in the two scenarios. Therefore, the AoI processes are identical.

For the case of unit-sized battery (E = 1), multi-threshold slotted ALOHA imposes that each device stays silent after each transmission for a duration of Q slots, and then attempts transmission w.p. π_{1,1} whenever it has a new update. This strategy was analyzed for the collision channel with feedback in [16], [17], where the backoff Q is set based on the current AoI value. There, this strategy was shown to achieve a lower average AoI than slotted ALOHA with no backoff. This is because the backoff strategy prioritizes updates that result in a high reduction of AoI if successfully delivered. In the case of no feedback considered in this paper, however, the devices are not aware of their AoI. We therefore let the devices set the backoff based on the time elapsed since their last transmission.

Theorem 4 implies that the AoI metrics of multi-threshold slotted ALOHA with always-full battery can be approximated as in Theorem 2.

VII. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSIONS In this section, we assume that the updates are transmitted over a real-valued AWGN channel and derive the successfuldecoding probability ω_{b,ℓ}.

A. Channel Model and Successful Delivery Probability We assume that each slot comprises N uses of a real-valued AWGN channel. In a slot, active device i with battery level b^{(i)}

transmits with b^{(i)}_t energy units a signal √_{b(i)} t N X^{(i)} ∈ R^N , with ‖X^{(i)}‖ = 1. The received signal in the slot is Y = ∑ i∈U_{active} √_{b(i)} t N X^{(i)} + Z, where U_{active} is the set of active devices and Z ∼ N (0, σ^2I_N) is the AWGN. The devices

9

transmit at rate R bit/channel use, i.e., X^{(i)} belongs to a codebook containing 2^{NR} codewords. We consider shell codes for which the codewords belong to the unit sphere. We analyze two decoding scenarios.

1) Without capture: In this scenario, all collided packets are lost. Decoding is attempted only on packets transmitted in singleton slots. This model allows us to revisit the collision channel model commonly used in modern random-access analyses, e.g. [11], [35], [45], and to further account for single-user decoding errors due to finite-blocklength effects. Consider an active device that transmits with b_t energy units and assume that the battery profile of the other devices is L = (L_0, . . . , L_E). The successful-decoding probability of the device of interest is ω_{bt,L} = (1 − ϵ_{bt} ) ∏_E

i=0 ρ^{Li}_{i,0}, (35)

where ϵ_{bt} is the error probability of decoding the device of interest in a singleton slot. To compute ϵ_{bt} , we use that the maximum achievable rate R^∗ is [46, Th. 54]

R^∗ = C(b_t) − √ V(b_t) N Q^{−1}(ϵ_{bt} ) + O ( ln N N ) , (36)

where C(b_t) =^1_2 log_2 ( 1 +^{bt}_{Nσ2} ) , Q^{−1}(·) is the inverse of the Gaussian Q-function Q(z) =^1_{2π} ∫_∞ z e^{−t2/2}dt, and

V(b_t) =

bt 2 N2 σ4 +2 bt Nσ2 2(b_t/(Nσ^2 )+1)^2 log 2 2(e) is the channel dispersion. For a fixed rate R, we use (36) to approximate ϵ_{bt} as ϵ_{bt} ≈ Q (√_N V(b_t ) (C(bt) − R) ) , where we omitted the term O(^{ln N}_N ), which is negligible for large N.

2) With capture: In this case, the receiver attempts to decode every packet transmitted in a slot. Consider an active device that transmits with b_t energy units and let the battery profile of the remaining U − 1 devices be L = (L_0, . . . , L_E). Furthermore, assume that out of the other devices, L̄_i devices transmit with i energy units. It holds that L̄ = (L̄_0, . . . , L̄_E), which we refer to as transmit-energy profile, is the sum of E random vectors where the bth vector follows a Mul(L_b, E + 1, {ρ_{b,i}}^E_{i=0}) distribution, b ∈ [E]. Then the interference-to-noise power ratio is P̃ =^1_{Nσ2}

∑_E

i=0 iL̄_i, and the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio is P̄ =^{bt /(Nσ2 )}_{P̃+1} . In this setup, an achievable rate for the device of interest is given as in (36) with C(b_t) and V(b_t) replaced by^1_2 log_2(1 + P̄) and

V^′(b_t, {L̄_i}) =

bt 2 N2σ4 (1+2

P̃+P̃^2−P̆)+2^bt_{Nσ2} (P̃+1)^3

2(P̃+1)^2 (b_t /(Nσ^2)+P̃+1)^2 log 2 2 e, respectively [47, Th. 2]. Here, P̆ =^1_{N2σ4}

∑_E

i=0 i^2L̄_i. Given {L̄_i}^E_{i=0}, the error probability of the device can be approximated as ϵ_{bt ,{}¯_{Li}} ≈ Q (√_N V^′(b_t ,{L̄_i})

(_1 2 log_2(1+P̄)−R )) . We further assume that the receiver employs SIC. Specifically, it decodes all devices that transmit with E energy units, removes the decoded packets, then decodes all devices that transmit with E−1 energy units, and so on. We assume that the decoding of a packet of energy j is attempted only if all higherenergy packets have been correctly decoded and removed. While decoding the energy-j packet, the transmit-energy profile of the interfering devices becomes L̂^{(j)} = [L̂^{(j)}_0 . . . L̂^{(j)}_E ], where L̂^{(bt)}_i = L̄_i1{i ≤ b_t} and for j > b_t, L̂^{(j)}_i takes value 0 if i > j, value L̄_i − 1 if i = j, value L̄_i + 1 if i = b_t, and

00.511.522.5 510 1520 BEU TFB Uα (updates/slot) normalized average AoI, Δ̄/U exact simulation approximation

(a) Average AoI

00.511.522.5 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1} 10^0BEU TFB Uα (updates/slot)

AVP, ζ(θ) simulation approximation

(b) AVP

Fig. 6: Average AoI and AVP vs. average total number of new updates in a slot (Uα). Here, U = 30, η = 0.05, E = 2, N = 100, R = 0.8, θ = 1000, σ^2 = −20 dB, and the decoding is with capture.

value L̄_i if i < j, i ≤ b_t. It follows that^3 ω_{bt ,L} = E¯_L [( 1 − ϵ_{bt ,L̂}(b_t ) ) ∏ j>b_t ( 1 − ϵ_{j,L̂}(j) )¯_{Lj} ] . (37)

Note that L̂^{(bt )} is a function of (b_t, L̄), and the distribution of L̄ is determined by that of L.

In the remainder of this section, we consider a slot length N of 100 channel uses, transmission rate R of 0.8 bit/channel use, and noise variance σ^2 = −20 dB, unless mentioned otherwise. We consider two baseline policies: 1) BEU, where Π = I_E, i.e., the devices transmit whenever they have a new update, and 2) TFB, where Π = diag(0_{E−1}, 1). In both policies, the devices transmit with all available energy.

B. The Accuracy of the AoI Analysis

We first verify the accuracy of the exact and approximate analytical AoI analysis by presenting a comparison with simulation results obtained from an implementation of the complete protocol operations over 10^7 slots. To enable the computation of the exact average AoI, we consider a small system with U = 30 and E = 2. We further set η = 0.05 and θ = 1000. In Fig. 6, we plot the average AoI Δ̄ (normalized by U) and AVP ζ(θ) for the case of decoding with capture and both BEU and TFB policies. We observe that the approximate average AoI (30) matches well both the simulation results and the exact analytical results. The approximate AVP (31) is also in agreement with the simulation results.

We next consider a larger system with U = 1000, E = 8, and η = 0.005. In Fig. 7, we compare the approximate PMF of the inter-refresh time Y (24) and the discretized AoI (11) with the empirical PMF obtained from a simulation over 10^8 slots for Π = diag(0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1). We see that the approximate PMFs match closely the empirical values.

In additional experiments not reported here due to space limitations, we observed a perfect agreement between our approximate AoI analysis, our exact AoI analysis, and the simulation results also for decoding without capture and for other sets of parameters. This confirms that our approximation provides an accurate prediction of the AoI metrics. Hereafter, we report only the approximate average AoI and AVP.

3To obtain (37), we assume that the events of successfully decoding different packets under the interference from lower-energy packets are independent. This results in an approximation because these events are not independent since the packets are decoded under the same noise.

10

00.20.40.60.81·10^4 10^{−6} 10^{−5} 10^{−4} 10^{−3} y (slots)

P[Y = y] simulation approximation

(a) PMF of the inter-refresh time Y

00.20.40.60.81·10^4 10^{−6} 10^{−5} 10^{−4} 10^{−3} δ (slots)

P[ ^Δ(s) = δ] simulation approximation

(b) PMF of the discretized AoI

Fig. 7: Distribution of the inter-refresh time Y and discretized AoI ^Δ(s) for U = 1000, η = 0.005, E = 8, N = 100, R = 0.8, σ^2 = −20 dB, Π= diag(0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1), and decoding with capture.

C. Optimization of Transmission Probabilities

Hereafter, we consider the setting of Fig. 7, i.e., U = 1000, E = 8, η = 0.005, and we further consider the AoI threshold θ = 10^4. We optimize the transmission probabilities Π to obtain Π^∗_{Δ̄} = arg min_{Π∈[0,1]}E×E Δ̄, Π^∗_ζ = arg min_{Π∈[0,1]}E×E ζ(θ), and Π^∗_T = arg max_{Π∈[0,1]}E×E T, where T was defined in (2). We numerically solve these optimization problems using the Nelder-Mead simplex algorithm [48], a commonly used search method for multidimensional nonlinear optimization. This heuristic method can converge to nonstationary points and is sensitive to the initial values. To circumvent this issue, we run the optimization 200 times, each with a different initialization.

In Fig. 8, we plot the minimized average AoI, minimized AVP, and maximized throughput as functions of Uα, and compare them with the corresponding metrics achieved by the BEU and TFB policies. We consider both decoding with and without capture.^4 The optimized Π leads to significant improvement in all three metrics. The BEU strategy is close to optimal when Uα is small, especially with capture. However, it becomes highly suboptimal when Uα increases since it causes many collisions. In contrast, the TFB policy performs closely to the optimal policy (without capture) for large Uα. With capture, the minimized average AoI and maximized throughput are improved by about 11.7% and 12.4%, respectively, for Uα = 2.5, compared to decoding without capture.

In Figs. 9 and 10, we present the optimized transmission probabilities for the setting in Fig. 8 for the case of decoding without and with capture, respectively, for a high update generation rate with αU = 2.5. The optimized transmission probabilities differ across the selected metrics, although average-AoI optimal and AVP optimal probabilities are similar. Without capture, the optimized probabilities indicate that a device should only transmit when it has enough energy, that is, when the single-user decoding error probability is low. Furthermore, the device should put aside some energy if its battery level is high, so that it can transmit again if a new update arrives shortly afterwards. On the contrary, with capture, the devices should transmit with either high energy (using all 8 energy units if they have a full battery) or moderate energy (i.e., using 3 or 4 energy units). The resulting variation

4In the considered setting, for TFB, the performance with capture coincides with that without capture. Indeed, since all devices transmit with high power, decoding under interference from other devices fails with high probability.

in the energy of the packets facilitates SIC. Note that the optimized transmission probabilities for the AoI metrics are close to that of a strategy in which the devices either remain silent or transmit with all available energy, as considered in [1]. Indeed, comparing Fig. 8 and [1, Fig. 5], we see that the gains achievable by further tuning the packet energy level are marginal.

D. Impact of Battery Capacity

In Fig. 11, we plot the average AoI, AVP, and throughput for the optimal transmission strategy, as a function of the battery capacity E. We consider a setting similar to Fig. 8, except that we fix αU to 2 and vary E from 2 to 10. We observe that, without capture, the AoI metrics and throughput do not improve when E exceeds 4. Indeed, when E ≥ 4, the main cause of error is packet collision and not transmission errors due to noise. This can be seen by observing the performance achieved for σ^2 = 0 (i.e., for a collision channel), also depicted in Fig. 11. Hence, further increasing E, which results in a larger value for b_t, is not helpful. On the contrary, with capture, the AoI metrics and throughput keep on improving as the devices can store more energy. This is because transmitting with a higher energy b_t facilitates SIC.

E. Impact of Energy Harvesting Rate

In Fig. 12, we plot the average AoI, AVP, and throughput achieved with the optimal transmission strategy, as a function of the energy harvesting rate η. We consider a setting similar to Fig. 8, except that we fix αU to 2 and vary η from 10^{−3} to 1. We also depict the performance achieved for σ^2 = 0, which shows that the impact of noise becomes apparent when η is small. As η → 1, the AoI metrics and throughput approach the performance for the case where the devices have alwaysfull battery, which we analyzed in Section VI-A. Remarkably, while the throughput increases as the energy harvesting rate grows, the average AoI and AVP are minimized at a value η of around 0.01 and then increase with η. This is explained as follows. For a small η, the lack of energy forces the devices to transmit infrequent updates. For a large η, the devices often have enough energy and transmit regardless of the obtainable age reduction, leading to many transmissions that cause collisions and, even if successful, result in a small AoI reduction. A moderate η naturally sets appropriate thresholds such that updates with higher age reduction are transmitted with higher probability.

Note that the observed detrimental effect of a high η is due to the considered slotted ALOHA protocol with fixed transmission probabilities across slots. As pointed out in Section VI-B, if the devices have always-full battery, the same performance as energy-harvesting slotted ALOHA can be achieved for every η provided that a multi-threshold strategy is used, where the thresholds are drawn independently from a Geo(η) distribution. This means that Fig. 12 also depicts the performance of multi-threshold slotted ALOHA, as a function of the thresholds’ parameter η. This figure highlights the need to adapt the transmission probability to the state of the devices in each slot. In [16], [17] the benefits of this

11

00.511.522.5 22.5 33.5 4 TFBBEU

Uα (packets/slot) normalized average AoI, Δ̄/U

Π = Π^∗_{Δ̄}

Π = Π^∗_ζ Π = Π^∗_S

(a) Average AoI

00.511.522.5 5 · 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1}TFBBEU

Uα (packets/slot)

AVP, ζ(θ)

Π = Π^∗_{Δ̄}

Π = Π^∗_ζ Π = Π^∗_S

(b) AVP

00.511.522.5 0.10.2 0.30.40.45TFBBEU

Uα (packets/slot) throughput, S (packets/slot)

Π = Π^∗_{Δ̄}

Π = Π^∗_ζ

Π = Π^∗_S

(c) Throughput

Fig. 8: Average AoI, AVP, and throughput vs. average total number of new updates in a slot (Uα) for different transmission probabilities Π. Here, U = 1000, η = 0.005, E = 8, N = 100, R = 0.8, θ = 10^4 , and σ^2 = −20 dB. The red and blue curves represent decoding with and without capture, respectively.

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b transmit energy level b_t

(a) Average AoI minimization

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b

(b) AVP minimization

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b 0.20.4 0.60.81

(c) Throughput maximization

Fig. 9: The probability π_{b,bt} (represented by colors) that a device transmits with bt energy units if it has battery level b and has a new update for the strategies that minimize the average AoI, minimize the AVP, and maximize the throughput for the setting in Fig. 8 without capture and with αU = 2.5.

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b transmit energy level b_t

(a) Average AoI minimization

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b

(b) AVP minimization

012345678 01234 5678 battery level b 0.20.4 0.60.81

(c) Throughput maximization

Fig. 10: Same as Fig. 9 but with capture.

1246810 1.52 2.53 3.5 with capture without capture battery capacity E normalized average AoI, Δ̄/U

(a) Average AoI

1246810 5 · 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1} with capture without capture battery capacity E

AVP, ζ(θ)

(b) AVP

1246810 0.20.3 1/e0.40.5 with capture without capture battery capacity E throughput, S (packets/slot)

(c) Throughput

Fig. 11: The minimized average AoI, minimized AVP, and maximized throughput vs. the battery capacity E. Here, U = 1000, αU = 2, η = 0.005, N = 100, R = 0.8, θ = 10^4, and σ^2 = −20 dB. The square markers represent the performance assuming no noise, i.e., σ^2 = 0.

adaptation are demonstrated for the case in which feedback from the receiver is available. Fig. 12 demonstrates that this adaptation is beneficial also when there is no feedback. To further highlight this benefit, in Fig 13, we consider a collision channel and plot the normalized average AoI Δ̄/U achieved with the nonadaptive scheme (Theorem 3), our multi-threshold slotted ALOHA scheme with optimized η, and the adaptive strategies with feedback proposed in [16], [17]. When U is large, the strategies in [16] and [17] achieve a Δ̄/U of 1.4196 + 1/(Uα) and e/2 + 1/(Uα), respectively (see [16, Sec. IV]). While our adaptive strategy has a clear advantage over the nonadaptive one, the question of optimally designing an adaptive strategy without feedback remains open.

12

10^{−3}10^{−2}10^{−1}10^0 1.52 2.53 3.5 with capture without capture energy harvesting rate η normalized average AoI, Δ̄/U

(a) Average AoI

10^{−3}10^{−2}10^{−1}10^0 5 · 10^{−3} 10^{−2} 10^{−1} with capture without capture energy harvesting rate η

AVP, ζ(θ)

(b) AVP

10^{−3}10^{−2}10^{−1}10^0 0.20.3 1/e0.40.5without capture

with capture energy harvesting rate η throughput, S (packets/slot)

(c) Throughput

Fig. 12: The minimized average AoI, minimized AVP, and maximized throughput vs. the energy harvesting rate η. Here, U = 1000, αU = 2, E = 8, N = 100, R = 0.8, θ = 10^4 , and σ^2 = −20 dB. The circle markers represent the performance assuming that the devices have always-full battery. The square markers represent the performance assuming no noise, i.e., σ^2 = 0.

0.51 1.52 2.5 11.5 22.5 3 nonadaptive our strategy (without feedback)

[16] (with feedback)

[17] (with feedback)

[17] as Uα → ∞ [16] as Uα → ∞

Uα (packets/slot) normalized average AoI, Δ̄/U

Fig. 13: The normalized average AoI Δ̄/U vs. average total number of new updates in a slot Uα for the case of always-full unit-sized battery. Here, U = 1000, σ^2 = 0, and the decoding is without capture (collision channel).

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the impact of energy harvesting on information freshness in slotted ALOHA networks. Leaning on a Markovian analysis, we provided an exact analysis of the average AoI, as well as easy-to-compute and accurate approximations for both the average AoI and the AVP. We showed that transmitting a new update whenever possible is beneficial only for low update generation rates, while waiting for sufficient energy before transmitting is preferable for high update generation rates. Significant gains with respect to these two baselines can be achieved with an optimized strategy. The AVP-minimizing strategy performs well also in terms of the average AoI and vice versa. However, the throughput-maximizing strategy entails a notable loss in terms of the AoI metrics when the update generation rate is high. Decoding with capture significantly outperforms decoding without capture. Our results also highlight the benefit of adapting the transmission probability with respect to both the battery level and the time elapsed since the last transmission of a device.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 1

Without loss of generality, we start tracking the process (i.e., we set t = 0) right after the first AoI refresh, which we index as the 0th refresh. Let t_i be the time instant of the ith AoI refresh and s_i be the slot corresponding to t_i. Let also y_i = t_i − t_{i−1} = s_i − s_{i−1} be the duration of the ith inter-refresh period. We establish (12) simply by noting that the peak AoI is given by ~Δ(i) = y_i + 1. To compute the PMF of the discretized AoI, we proceed as follows: P [ ^Δ(s)=δ ] = lim_{n→∞} 1 n n∑ s=1 1{ ^Δ(s) = δ} (38)

= lim_{m→∞} 1 ∑_m i=1 y_i m∑ i=1 s_i∑

s=s_{i−1} +1

1{ ^Δ(s)=δ} (39)

= lim_{m→∞} 1 ∑_m i=1 y_i m∑ i=1 1{y_i + 1 ≥ δ} (40)

= lim_{m→∞} 1 1 m ∑_m i=1 y_i |{i∈[m]: y_i ≥ δ−1}| m (41) = 1 E [Y ] P[Y ≥ δ − 1] . (42)

Here, (40) holds since within the ith inter-refresh period, ^Δ(s) increases linearly from 2 to y_i + 1, and thus there exists one slot where the AoI value is δ if and only if y_i + 1 ≥ δ; (42) holds because^1_m ∑_m i=1 y_i → E [Y ] and^{|{i∈[m] : yi≥δ−1}|}_m → P[Y ≥ δ − 1] as m → ∞. The AoI metric F (Δ) = lim_{t̄→∞}^1_{t̄} ∫_{t̄} 0 f(Δ(t))dt is derived as

F (Δ) = lim_{m→∞} 1 ∑_m i=1 y_i m∑ i=1 ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} f(Δ(t))dt (43)

= lim_{m→∞} 1 ∑_m i=1 y_i m∑ i=1 ∫_{yi+1} 1 f(t)dt (44)

= lim_{m→∞} 1 1 m ∑_m i=1 y_i ∞∑ y=0 |{i∈[m]: y_i =y}| m ∫_{y+1} 1 f(t)dt

= 1 E [Y ] E [∫_{Y +1} 1 f(t)dt ] . (45)

Here, (44) follows by noting that within the ith inter-refresh period, Δ(t) = t − t_{i−1} + 1 and by applying a change of variable; (45) holds because^1_m ∑_m i=1 y_i → E [Y ] and |{i∈[m] : y_i=y}| m → P[Y = y] as m → ∞. For the average AoI, f(t) = t, and we have that

∫_{Y +1} 1 f(t)dt = Y +^{Y 2}_2 .

Substituting this into (45), we obtain (13). For the AVP, f(t) = 1{t > θ}, and we have that

∫_{Y +1} 1 f(t)dt = (Y − θ + 1)^+.

Indeed, within an inter-refresh period of duration Y , the AoI exceeds θ in the last (Y −θ+1)^+ slots (see Fig. 1). Substituting this into (45), we obtain ζ(θ) = 1 E [Y ] ∞∑ y=0 P[Y = y] (y − θ + 1)^+ (46)

= 1 E [Y ] (_∞∑ y=θ yP[Y = y] − (θ−1) ∞∑ y=θ P[Y = y] ) (47)

= 1 − 1 E [Y ] (_{θ−1}∑ y=1 yP[Y = y] − (θ−1)P[Y ≥ θ] ) . (48)

B. Discrete Phase-Type Distribution

In a Markov chain, an absorbing state is a state that, once entered, cannot be left. A Markov chain is called a terminating Markov chain if there is one absorbing state and it is possible to go from any non-absorbing state (called transient state) to the absorbing state in a finite number of steps [44, Chap. III]. By reordering the states, the transition probability matrix of a terminating Markov chain with m transient states can be

expressed as P = [ T a 0^T_m 1 ] , where T ∈ [0, 1]^{m×m} contains

the probabilities of transitions between transient states and a = (I_m − T)1_m contains the probabilities of transitions from the transient states to the absorbing states. The matrix I_m − T is invertible for every terminating Markov chain [44, Th. 3.2.1]. The distribution of the absorption time, i.e., the number of steps until absorption, of a terminating Markov chain is called the discrete phase-type distribution and described next.

Lemma 3 (Discrete phase-type distribution): Consider a terminating Markov chain with transition probability matrix P = [ T a 0^T_m 1 ] . Let Y be the absorption time when starting

from the transient state i ∈ [m] w.p. τ_i, i.e., the initial probability vector of the transient states is τ = (τ_1, τ_2, . . . , τ_m). The PMF and CCDF of Y are given by P[Y = y] = τ^TT^{y−1}a and P[Y > y] = τ^TT^y1_m for y = 1, 2, . . . . The first- and secondorder moments of Y are given by E [Y ] = τ^T(I_m − T)^{−1}1_m and E [ Y^2 ] = 2τ^T (I_m − T)^{−2}1_m − E [Y ].

Proof: The PMF of Y is given in [49, Sec. 2.2]. The CCDF of Y can be obtained from its PMF after some simple manipulations. As shown in [49, Sec. 2.2], the factorial moments of Y are E [∏_{y−1} i=0 (Y − i) ] = y!τ^T(I_m −T)^{−y}T^{y−1}1_m, y = 1, 2, . . . By applying this result with y = 1 and y = 2, we obtain the first- and second-order moments of Y .

REFERENCES

[1] K.-H. Ngo, G. Durisi, A. Graell i Amat, A. Munari, and F. Lázaro, “Age of information in slotted ALOHA with energy harvesting,” in Proc. IEEE Glob. Commun. Conf. (GLOBECOM), Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, Dec. 2023, pp. 3579–3584.

[2] A. Kosta, N. Pappas, and V. Angelakis, “Age of information: A new concept, metric, and tool,” Foundations and Trends in Networking, vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 162–259, Nov. 2017.

[3] R. D. Yates, Y. Sun, D. R. Brown, S. K. Kaul, E. Modiano, and S. Ulukus, “Age of information: An introduction and survey,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1183–1210, May 2021.

[4] S. Kaul, R. Yates, and M. Gruteser, “Real-time status: How often should one update?” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Comput. Commun. (INFOCOM), Orlando, FL, USA, Mar. 2012, pp. 2731–2735.

[5] M. Berioli, G. Cocco, G. Liva, and A. Munari, “Modern random access protocols,” Foundations and Trends in Networking, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. 317–446, Nov. 2016.

[6] ETSI, “EN 301 545-2 V1.3.1: Digital Video Broadcasting (DVB);

Second Generation DVB Interactive Satellite System (DVB-RCS2); Part 2: Lower Layers for Satellite standard,” Tech. Rep., Jul. 2020.

[7] LoRa Alliance, “LoRaWAN^® L2 1.0.4 Specification (TS001-1.0.4),” Tech. Rep., Oct. 2020.

[8] Sigfox, “Sigfox Technical Overview,” Tech. Rep., Jul. 2017. [9] R. D. Yates and S. K. Kaul, “Status updates over unreliable multiaccess channels,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Aachen, Germany, Jun. 2017, pp. 331–335.

[10] ——, “Age of information in uncoordinated unslotted updating,” in Proc.

IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Los Angeles, CA, USA, 2020, pp. 1759–1764.

[11] A. Munari, “Modern random access: An age of information perspective on irregular repetition slotted ALOHA,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 3572–3585, Jun. 2021.

[12] K.-H. Ngo, G. Durisi, and A. Graell i Amat, “Age of information in prioritized random access,” in Proc. Asilomar Conf. Signals, Systems and Computers, Pacific Grove, CA, USA, Oct. 2021, pp. 1502–1506.

[13] A. Munari, “On the value of retransmissions for age of information in random access networks without feedback,” in Proc. IEEE Glob. Commun. Conf. (GLOBECOM), Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, Dec. 2022, pp. 4964–4970.

[14] A. Munari, F. Lázaro, G. Durisi, and G. Liva, “The dynamic behavior of frameless ALOHA: Drift analysis, throughput, and age of information,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 12, pp. 6914–6927, Dec. 2023.

[15] P. Kamalinejad, C. Mahapatra, Z. Sheng, S. Mirabbasi, V. C. Leung, and Y. L. Guan, “Wireless energy harvesting for the Internet of Things,” IEEE Commun. Mag, vol. 53, no. 6, pp. 102–108, Jun. 2015.

[16] O. T. Yavascan and E. Uysal, “Analysis of slotted ALOHA with an age threshold,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1456–1470, May 2021.

[17] X. Chen, K. Gatsis, H. Hassani, and S. S. Bidokhti, “Age of information in random access channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 68, no. 10, pp. 6548–6568, Oct. 2022.

[18] M. Ahmetoglu, O. T. Yavascan, and E. Uysal, “MiSTA: an age-optimized slotted ALOHA protocol,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 17, pp. 15 484–15 496, Sep. 2022.

[19] J. Wang, J. Yu, X. Chen, L. Chen, C. Qiu, and J. An, “Age of information for frame slotted ALOHA,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 4, pp. 2121 – 2135, Apr. 2023.

[20] H. Pan, T.-T. Chan, J. Li, and V. C. M. Leung, “Age of information with collision-resolution random access,” IEEE Trans. Vehic. Tech., vol. 71, no. 10, pp. 11 295–11 300, Oct. 2022.

[21] Y. Huang, J. Jiao, Y. Wang, X. Zhang, S. Wu, R. Lu, and Q. Zhang, “Age of information minimization for frameless ALOHA in grant-free massive access,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 12, pp. 9778–9792, Dec. 2023.

[22] 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.

[23] A. Arafa, J. Yang, S. Ulukus, and H. V. Poor, “Age-minimal transmission for energy harvesting sensors with finite batteries: Online policies,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no. 1, pp. 534–556, Jan. 2020.

[24] S. Feng and J. Yang, “Age of information minimization for an energy harvesting source with updating erasures: Without and with feedback,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 8, pp. 5091–5105, Aug. 2021.

[25] A. Arafa, J. Yang, S. Ulukus, and H. V. Poor, “Timely status updating over erasure channels using an energy harvesting sensor: Single and multiple sources,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun. Netw., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 6–19, Mar. 2022.

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

[27] S. Farazi, A. G. Klein, and D. R. Brown, “Average age of information for status update systems with an energy harvesting server,” in Proc. IEEE Conf. Comput. Commun. Workshops (INFOCOM), Honolulu, HI, USA, 2018, pp. 112–117.

[28] M. A. Abd-Elmagid and H. S. Dhillon, “Age of information in multisource updating systems powered by energy harvesting,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Inf. Theory, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 98–112, Mar. 2022.

[29] A. Arafa and S. Ulukus, “Timely updates in energy harvesting two-hop networks: Offline and online policies,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 8, pp. 4017–4030, Aug. 2019.

[30] Z. Chen, N. Pappas, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “Optimizing information freshness in a multiple access channel with heterogeneous devices,” IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc., vol. 2, pp. 456–470, Mar. 2021.

[31] M. Hatami, M. Leinonen, Z. Chen, N. Pappas, and M. Codreanu, “On-demand AoI minimization in resource-constrained cache-enabled IoT networks with energy harvesting sensors,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 70, no. 11, pp. 7446–7463, Nov. 2022.

[32] S. Leng and A. Yener, “Learning to transmit fresh information in energy harvesting networks,” IEEE Trans. Green Commun. Netw., vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 2032–2042, Dec. 2022.

[33] A. M. Ibrahim, O. Ercetin, and T. ElBatt, “Stability analysis of slotted Aloha with opportunistic RF energy harvesting,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 34, no. 5, pp. 1477–1490, May 2016.

[34] H.-H. Choi, W. Shin, M. Levorato, and H. V. Poor, “Harvest-or-access:

Slotted ALOHA for wireless powered communication networks,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 68, no. 11, pp. 11 394–11 398, Nov. 2019.

[35] U. Demirhan and T. M. Duman, “Irregular repetition slotted ALOHA with energy harvesting nodes,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 9, pp. 4505–4517, Sep. 2019.

[36] J. Haghighat and T. M. Duman, “Analysis of coded slotted ALOHA with energy harvesting nodes for perfect and imperfect packet recovery scenarios,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 11, pp. 7424– 7437, Nov. 2023.

[37] T. Akyıldız, U. Demirhan, and T. M. Duman, “Energy harvesting irregular repetition ALOHA with replica concatenation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 955–968, Feb. 2021.

[38] Y. H. Bae, “Modeling timely-delivery ratio of slotted ALOHA with energy harvesting,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 21, no. 8, pp. 1823–1826, Aug. 2017.

[39] O. M. Sleem, S. Leng, and A. Yener, “Age of information minimization in wireless powered stochastic energy harvesting networks,” in Proc. Annual Conf. Inf. Sciences Systems (CISS), Princeton, NJ, USA, 2020, pp. 382–387.

[40] M. Costa, M. Codreanu, and A. Ephremides, “Age of information with packet management,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Honolulu, HI, USA, 2014, pp. 1583–1587.

[41] H. Zhou and K. Lange, “Composition Markov chains of multinomial type,” Advances in Applied Probability, vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 270–291, Mar. 2009.

[42] R. D. Yates and S. K. Kaul, “The age of information: Real-time status updating by multiple sources,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 65, no. 3, pp. 1807–1827, Sep. 2019.

[43] H. M. Taylor and S. Karlin, An Introduction To Stochastic Modeling, 3rd ed. London, UK: Academic Press, 1998.

[44] J. G. Kemeny and J. L. Snell, Finite Markov Chains. New York, USA:

Springer-Verlag, 1983.

[45] G. Liva, “Graph-based analysis and optimization of contention resolution diversity slotted ALOHA,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 477–487, Feb. 2011.

[46] Y. Polyanskiy, H. V. Poor, and S. Verdu, “Channel coding rate in the finite blocklength regime,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 2307–2359, May 2010.

[47] J. Scarlett, V. Y. F. Tan, and G. Durisi, “The dispersion of nearestneighbor decoding for additive non-Gaussian channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 1, pp. 81–92, Jan. 2017.

[48] J. A. Nelder and R. Mead, “A simplex method for function minimization,” The computer journal, vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 308–313, Jan. 1965.

[49] M. F. Neuts, Matrix-Geometric Solutions in Stochastic Models: An Algorithmic Approach. Baltimore, Maryland, USA: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1981.