arXiv:2404.04482v1 [eess.SP] 6 Apr 2024

Data-Driven Online Resource Allocation for User Experience Improvement in Mobile Edge Clouds

Liqun Fu, Senior Member, IEEE, Jingwen Tong, Member, IEEE, Tongtong Lin, and Jun Zhang, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—As the cloud is pushed to the edge of the network, resource allocation for user experience improvement in mobile edge clouds (MEC) is increasingly important and faces multiple challenges. This paper studies quality of experience (QoE)- oriented resource allocation in MEC while considering user diversity, limited resources, and the complex relationship between allocated resources and user experience. We introduce a closedloop online resource allocation (CORA) framework to tackle this problem. It learns the objective function of resource allocation from the historical dataset and updates the learned model using the online testing results. Due to the learned objective model is typically non-convex and challenging to solve in real-time, we leverage the Lyapunov optimization to decouple the longterm average constraint and apply the prime-dual method to solve this decoupled resource allocation problem. Thereafter, we put forth a data-driven optimal online queue resource allocation (OOQRA) algorithm and a data-driven robust OQRA (ROQRA) algorithm for homogenous and heterogeneous user cases, respectively. Moreover, we provide a rigorous convergence analysis for the OOQRA algorithm. We conduct extensive experiments to evaluate the proposed algorithms using the synthesis and YouTube datasets. Numerical results validate the theoretical analysis and demonstrate that the user complaint rate is reduced by up to 100% and 18% in the synthesis and YouTube datasets, respectively.

Index Terms—Mobile edge clouds (MEC), data-driven online resource allocation, Lyapunov optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION With the rapid development of wireless communications, there is a huge increase in the data generated in future networks; While the advanced storage and computing technologies strongly demand real-time data processing [2], [3]. Motivated by this trend, mobile edge cloud (MEC), which is also known as mobile edge computing, has emerged as an effective technology to alleviate these issues by placing multiple edge servers proximate to the base station (BS) [4]. The benefits of the MEC system are twofold: i) improve bandwidth utilization and energy efficiency for communications; ii) reduce transmission delay and the demand for backhaul links. In recent years, MEC has attracted increasing attention in wireless communications, predicted to increase by 26.4% annually from 2022 to 2026 [5].

However, as the cloud is pushed to the edge of the network, resource allocation for user experience improvement in the

Corresponding author: Liqun Fu. This work was presented in part at IEEE ICC 2021 [1]. L. Fu and T. Lin are with the School of Informatics, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China (e-mails: liqun@xmu.edu.cn; tongtong@stu.xmu.edu.cn). J. Tong and J. Zhang are with the Department of Electronic and Computer Engineering, The Hong Kong University of Science and Technology, Hong Kong, China (e-mails: eejwentong@ust.hk; eejzhang@ust.hk).

MEC system is increasingly important and facing multiple challenges. Many efforts have been devoted to user-oriented resource allocations, which also refers to the quality of experience (QoE)-based resource allocation. The QoE is a critical performance metric in wireless communications [6] and is defined as the outcome of the joint considerations of multiple quality of services, such as good throughput, low delay, and high energy efficiency, Typically, a poor QoE will undermine user experience, resulting in severe profit loss for the MEC operators. Accounting for this, many works focus on the QoEoriented resource allocations in MEC with different considerations of the QoE-based video streaming problem in [7]– [9], the QoE-based task or computation offloading problem in [10]–[12], and the QoE-based joint service placement and throughput adjustment problem in [13]. The goal of these works is to improve the users’ QoE by enabling users to utilize the cloud resource without any requirement of complex hardware and software implementation.

Unfortunately, several practical factors prevent the above QoE-based resource allocations from achieving a desirable performance [14], [15]. First, users are typically heterogeneous, where different users may have different resource requirements (or features). For example, a video streaming device may require high bandwidth and computation capability to reduce the transmission and processing delay; while an Internet of Things (IoT) device prefers a large memory space to store its sampling data. Moreover, the QoE may change with time for the same type of resources for those homogeneous users. For instance, a mobile user typically needs less bandwidth for social media in the daytime but desires a large bandwidth for streaming video in the nighttime. These features render offline methods inapplicable to QoE-based resource allocations. An efficient online method is urgent to handle such changing features and user diversity in the MEC system.

Second, the relationship between user experience and resource features is complex. Existing works usually assume that this causal relationship is well determined and can be formulated as some analytic utility functions [16]. However, such an assumption cannot directly apply to the MEC system, especially when the environment is dynamic. On the one hand, user movement often leads to a dynamic objective function and a long delay of service. For example, users may move from one coverage area of the BS to another. On the other hand, the MEC systems often involve dynamic and time-varying workloads, resulting in poor user QoE and a high system burden. Therefore, an edge server must allocate resources without this knowledge and change its allocation strategies in response to this dynamic feature.

Third, an edge server usually has limited resources constrained by physical limitations such as space, power, and cooling [9]. The edge servers are typically smaller in size than traditional data centers or cloud servers. In addition, the limited resources are typically formulated as a long-term constraint to handle the workload variability, fairness, and system stability in the MEC. In other words, the average allocated resources of all users should be constrained to a predetermined value. To sum up, the relationship between user experience and resource features needs to be learned from the historical data and adjusted adaptively according to the allocated resources under limited resources.

To shed some light on this problem, we put forth a datadriven online resource allocation mechanism by considering the user diversity and limited resource constraints, as well as the obscure causal relationship between user experience and allocated resources. We first introduce a closed-loop online resource allocation (CORA) framework [16], [17] to the homogeneous user case where users have the same sensitivity to the allocated resources. By using the historical dataset, the CORA framework employs a logistic regression-based classifier [18] to learn the relationship between user experience and resource features. Based on the learned model, it constructs an objective function for this online resource allocation problem. By solving this problem, the users evaluate the assigned resource. In return, the evaluation results (i.e., user experiences) are fed back to the classifier to update the learned model (i.e., the causal relationship).

There are two challenges in solving this data-driven resource allocation problem. First, the limited resource constraint usually appears in a long-term average form, which cannot be directly applied to the online learning method. To overcome this difficulty, we transform it into a one-slot optimization problem (i.e., the online learning feature) by using the Lyapunov optimization technique [19], which maintains a virtual queue to track the violation of this constraint. Second, the transformed problem is still computationally intractable due to its non-convex feature. We propose a data-driven optimal online queue resource allocation (OOQRA) algorithm to solve the transformed problem by using the prime-dual method. The OOQRA algorithm proceeds sequentially and can efficiently capture the network dynamics. Moreover, we show that the OOQRA algorithm is guaranteed to converge to the optimal allocation by giving a rigorous convergence analysis. To sum up, the data-driven online resource allocation mechanism is operated in a closed loop and has the following features: 1) It captures the user’s mobility and the time-changing resource requirement; 2) It extracts the valuable model from the historical dataset and dynamically adjusts it through user experiences on the allocated resources.

Furthermore, heterogeneous users will introduce congestion in resource allocation as they may be more sensitive to the allocated resources. To overcome this challenge, we incorporate a coefficient component to the above CORA framework to estimate the average behavior of this relationship by using the multi-armed bandit (MAB) technique [20]–[22]. In this MAB problem, the player is the edge server, and the arms are the elements of the coefficient matrix, which describes

Fig. 1. An illustration of the mobile edge could system.

the relationship between feature value and allocated resources. On the one hand, the player needs to explore each arm as many times as possible to find the optimal solution; on the other hand, it requires exploiting the current best arm as many times as possible to reduce its performance loss. Therefore, we leverage the well-known upper confidential bound (UCB) algorithm [23] to learn this coefficient matrix by carefully balancing the above exploration and exploitation dilemma. Then, we propose a data-driven robust OQRA (ROQRA) algorithm for heterogeneous users based on the improved CORA framework.

The main contributions of this work are summarized below. • We investigate the QoE-based resource allocation problem in MEC while considering user diversity, limited resources, and the complex causal relationship between user experience and allocated resources. We introduce the CORA framework to tackle this problem by making full use of the historical dataset and user experiences.

• For the case of homogenous users, we propose an OOQRA algorithm to solve this problem by exploiting the prime-dual method and the properties of optimal solutions. In addition, we provide a rigorous convergence analysis for the OOQRA algorithm.

• For the case of heterogeneous users, we first design a coefficient component in the CORA framework to estimate the coefficient matrix by using the UCB algorithm. Then, we propose a ROQRA algorithm to solve this resource allocation problem.

• Finally, we evaluate the proposed algorithms by conducting extensive experiments on the synthesis dataset and the YouTube dataset. The numerical results show that the user complaints rate can be reduced by up to 100% and 18% when the available resources increase for the synthesis and the YouTube datasets, respectively.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce the system model of the QoE-based resource allocation in the MEC system. Section III gives the CORA framework to model the QoE-based resource allocation problem. The proposed algorithms to solve the above resource allocation problem are given in Section IV for the homogenous users and in Section V for the heterogeneous users. The numerical results are presented in Section VI, and this paper concludes in Section VII.

II. SYSTEM MODEL We consider an MEC system, as shown in Fig. 1, which consists of three layers: mobile devices (or end users), multiple edge servers, and cloud servers. The mobile devices are connected to a BS or AP, which usually refers to IoT devices or smartphones. These devices may send requests to the BS for services, such as IoT analytics, video streaming, and cloud gaming. To improve transmission efficiency and reduce computation latency, the BS will offload service to the edge servers deployed close to the BS rather than forward them to the remote cloud server. After receiving the request, the edge server executes this task by allocating suitable resources to the user. For example, the allocated resources can be the bandwidth, computation, and storage capability, etc. Note that a cloud server usually deploys at the edge of the mobile network to further extend the computing capabilities, as shown in Fig. 1.

We assume that time is slotted in t = 1, 2, . . . , T . At each time slot t, there are S_t = {1, 2, . . .} users requesting service from the edge servers as users’ requests are generated randomly in the cellular network and some computing tasks are generated periodically, such as the IoT analytic task. This indicates that at least one user requests service at each time slot. According to the request service, the edge servers will allocate suitable resources to the user. The allocated resources may change the user’s features and then the user experience. In this work, we assume that the user experience with respect to the allocated resources is labeled as negative or positive^1. If the user is not satisfied with this service, its QoE is labeled as a complaint denoted by ‘1’ (positive); otherwise, its QoE is marked as ‘0’ (negative). Note that we consider the real-time feedback setting here, where the server can receive the user experience immediately after resource allocation. However, for the asynchronous feedback, one can design an implicit feedback mechanism to produce the instant feedbacks, which also collects in real-time but without explicit user experience input. Then, the implicit-explicit hybrid feedback can be used to guide resource allocation.

Mathematically, assume that each user has a D-dimensional feature vector denoted by x(t) = [x_1(t), x_2(t), . . . , x_D(t)]^T, where x_d(t) is the d-th feature value of the t-th user. Note that each feature can be regarded as a specific performance metric, such as throughput, delay, or energy efficiency. In addition, the edge server has K types of available resources, such as bandwidth, computation, and storage capability. The bandwidth resource may influence the throughput and delay performance, resulting in changed user feature values. We adopt a linear model^2 to quantify the relationship between the feature value and the allocated resources. Then, the user’s feature vector x(t) after resource allocation is updated by

g(t) = x(t) + Z(t)r(t), (1)

1In fact, this binary classification model has widely existed in practical applications. For instance, some MEC operators prefer to conduct a binary service satisfaction questionnaire to the users [16].

2The linear model [16] is considered as our first step in the data-driven resource allocation problem. This simple model captures the features we consider here, such as throughput. We will explore more complex and general functions in future.

TABLE I LIST OF MAIN NOTATIONS

Notation Description

D Total number of user features K Total types of the available resources I Size of the initial dataset T Size of the online dataset B_k Upper bound of resource k x_d(t) The value of d-th user feature at slot t r_k(t) The value of k-th allocated resource at slot t z_{d,k}(t) The effect of k-th resource on d-th user feature at time slot t L_{d,k}(t) The number of unit resources in the (d, k)-th arm at time slot t Q_k(t) The virtual queue of resource k at time slot t v_k, τ_k The Lagrangian multiples of the k-th resource w The weight vector of the classification model Ψ̂ The resource coefficient matrix

where g(t) ∈ R^{D×1} is the updated feature vector. Matrix Z(t) ∈ R^{D×K} represents the resource coefficient of the tth user, and element z_{d,k}(t) denotes the effect of the k-th resource on the d-th user feature. For convenience, the main notations used in this paper are summarized in Table I.

In the following, we consider two types of network scenarios, i.e., the users are homogeneous or heterogeneous. For the case of homogeneous users, all users have the same resource coefficient matrix Z. For the case of heterogeneous users, different users have different resource coefficient matrix Z(t). In addition, we consider that only one user requests a service from the edge server at each time slot. The system’s goal is to maximize the long-term average QoE or reduce the total complaint rate by sequentially allocating limited resources to these homogeneous or heterogeneous users.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We first introduce the CORA framework in Fig. 2 to handle the QoE maximum problem. This framework mainly consists of a classification component, a resource allocation component, and an evaluation component. As shown in Fig. 2, these components are operated in a closed loop. The classification component is used to learn the causal relationship between the user feature value and the user experience by using the logistic regression-based classifier. The resource allocation component adopts the learned model to assign resources to new users. After allocation, the user evaluates the allocated resources, where the testing result is regarded as the ground truth (i.e., the binary service satisfaction questionnaire) to fed back the classification component for model learning. In the following, we illustrate the CORA framework in detail and formulate the resource allocation problem as a stochastic optimization problem.

Fig. 2. The closed-loop online resource allocation (CORA) framework.

A. Logistic Regression-Based Classification Component

We adopt the logistic regression model^3 to the classification component to learn the objective model based on the historical and online dataset. This dataset contains the ground truth information (or relationship) of the user experience and the allocated resources, which is labeled as negative or positive. Let Ω_0 = {x_i, y_i}^I_{i=1} be the initial dataset, where I denotes the total number of existing users. Note that I can be any nonnegative integer value in the homogenous user case and a fine-tuning parameter in the heterogeneous user case. In addition, x_i ∈ R^{D×1} and y_i ∈ {0, 1} are the feature and label of user i, respectively. Let T be the total number of time slots. Hence, the overall data size is denoted by Ω_T = {x_i, y_i}^I_{i=1} ∪ { ∑_{St} s=1(g_s(t), y_s(t))}^T_{t=1}, where g_s(t) and y_s(t) are the updated feature vector and label of user s at the time slot t, respectively.

Unlike conventional classifiers, the goal of the classification component in Fig. 2 is not to maximize the accuracy of the predicting user labels solely, but to better quantify the relationship between user experience and resource allocation outcomes. Mathematically, the objective of the classification model is to minimize the cross-entropy cost function, i.e., P0 : max_{w0 ,w} lim_{T →∞} JT (w0, w) = 1 NT {_T ∑ t=1 St∑ s=1 ( ys(t) log ( 1 1 + exp(−w0 − w^Tgs(t)) )

+ (1 − ys(t)) log ( 1 1 + exp(w0 + w^Tgs(t)) )) + Γ(w0, w) } , (2) where Γ(w_0, w) is the loss function of the classifier using the initial dataset Ω_0, i.e.,

Γ(w_0, w) = I∑ i=1 { y_i log ( 1 1 + exp(−w_0 − w^Tx_i) )

+ (1 − y_i) log ( 1 1 + exp(w_0 + w^Tx_i) ) } , (3)

where N_T = I + ∑_T t=1 S_t is the total number of users in dataset Ω_T . Note that there may be multiple users requesting service at each time slot, i.e., S_t ≥ 1. We can group the users who requested service at the same slot as a super user because the coefficient matrix Z is fixed in the homogenous user case.

3According to [16], the logistic regression model has the best performance among existing classifiers for predicting the causal relationship.

The classifier intends to learn the parameters w_0 and w, where w_0 represents the intercept and w = [w_1, w_2, . . . , w_D ]^T contains the weights related to features. It can be seen that P_0 is a convex function, which can be solved effectively using the average gradient descent (AGD) algorithm [24]. Then, w̃_t = (w_{t,0}, w_t) is updated by

w̃_t = w̃_{t−1} − η_t N_t ∇J_t(w̃_{t−1}), (4)

where η_t is the step size of the t-th time slot. Term N_t = I + t is the number of iterations and ∇J_t(w̃_{t−1}) denotes the gradient of J_t(w̃_{t−1}).

B. Data-Driven Resource Allocation Component

For the ease of notation, we define h(x) ≜ (1 + exp(x))^{−1}. Thus, the positive probability of the s-th user at time slot t is computed by h ( −w_{t−1,0} − w^T_{t−1}x_s (t) ) . After resource allocation, the positive probability is predicted by

u[r_s(t)] = h (C_s(t) + a_s(t)r_s(t)) , (5)

where C_s(t) = −w^T_{t−1}x_s(t) − w_{t−1,0} and r_s(t) is the allocated resources at the (s, t)-th user. In addition, a_s(t) = −Z_s(t)^Tw_{t−1} and a_s(t) = [a^s_1(t), a^s_2(t), ..., a^s_K (t)]^T is the resource efficiency vector, where a^s_k(t) represents the efficiency of the resource k on user t. When a^s_k(t) ≤ 0, the allocation of resource k impairs the performance of system. Hence, we assume that a^s_k(t) > 0.

The objective of the resource allocation component is to minimize the average complaint rate, which can be formulated as the following stochastic optimization form, i.e.,

P_1 : minimize r_s(1),...,r_s(T ) lim_{T →∞} 1 T T∑ t=1

S_t∑

s=1 u[r_s(t)] (6)

subject to lim_{T →∞} 1 T T∑ t=1

S_t∑

s=1 r_{s,k}(t) ≤ r̄_k, ∀k, (6a)

0 ≤ S_t∑

s=1 r_{s,k} (t) ≤ B_k, ∀k = 1, 2, . . . , K, (6b)

where r̄_k and B_k are the upper bound of average resources k over time horizon T and the upper bound of resources k, respectively. Note that the long-term average constraint in (6a) is primarily due to the nature of resource allocation and the consideration of workload variability, fairness, and system stability. Moreover, we consider the situations in which certain applications may require per-slot constraints to ensure strict real-time requirements. Therefore, we also include the per-slot constraint in constraint (6b) to capture these situations.

Note that P_1 is computationally intractable due to the nonconvex objective function. Moreover, P_1 contains a long-term average constraint (6a) over successive time slots. Solving it directly requires global knowledge over time horizon T about the feature values of all new users, which deviates from the purpose of online resource allocation. To overcome these challenges, we propose to solve this problem by devising a data-driven online queue resource allocation method for homogenous and heterogeneous users.

IV. OPTIMAL ONLINE QUEUE RESOURCE ALLOCATION FOR HOMOGENOUS USERS In this section, we first apply the Lyapunov optimization to transform problem P_1 into a one-slot optimal problem. Then, we propose a data-driven OOQRA algorithm to solve problem (6). We give a convergence analysis for the proposed algorithm and discuss the effectiveness of the classifier.

A. Lyapunov Optimization

Lyapunov optimization is a drift-plus-penalty method, which has been widely adopted in the literature to decouple the long-term average constraint as per-time constraint [25]. Let x̃(t) = ∑_{St} s=1 x_s(t)/S_t, ã(t) = ∑_{St} s=1 a_s(t)/S_t, and r̃(t) = ∑_{St} s=1 r_s(t)/S_t be the super user’s feature vector, resource efficiency vector, and allocated resources at time slot t, respectively. A virtual queue vector Q(t) = [Q_1(t), . . . , Q_K (t)]^T is introduced to control the drift of the allocated resources. The evolution of Q_k(t + 1), i.e., the virtual queue of the k-th resource of the (t + 1)-th super user, is given by

Q_k(t + 1) = max {Q_k(t) + r̃_k(t) − r̄_k , 0} , (7)

where Q_k(0) = 0, ∀k. Let V (t) = ∑_K k=1 Q^2_k(t)/2 be the Lyapunov function^4, which quantitatively characterizes the cloud server’s queue states. The one-slot conditional Lyapunov drift [26] is given by

ΔV (t) ≜ E [V (t + 1) − V (t)|Q] . (8)

Notice that the smaller ΔV (t), the more stable the system is.

Then, the drift-plus-penalty expression of the objective of the online resource allocation problem is given by E [( ΔV (t) + θh ( C(t) + ã^T(t)r̃(t) )) |Q ] , (9)

where θ is a non-negative control parameter, striking a balance between the predicted positive probability and the consumption of cloud resources. By analyzing the drift-plus-penalty expression, we have the following upper bound.

Lemma 1. For any control parameter θ ≥ 0, the drift-plus-penalty expression of problem P_1 is upper bounded by E [( ΔV (t) + θh ( C(t) + ã^T(t)r̃(t) )) |Q ] ≤ D+ K∑ k=1 Q_k(t)E [r̃_k(t)|Q] + θE [ h ( C(t) + ã^T(t)r̃(t) ) |Q ] , (10) where D = O(r^2_{max}) is a positive constant and r_{max} is the maximum resource allocated to the super user at time slot t.

Proof. See Appendix A.

Note that the upper bound can be further simplified since D is a constant. In addition, the conditional expectation can also be removed because of the principle of opportunistically minimizing an expectation in [26]. Moreover, we omit constraint (6a) since it can be automatically satisfied when all queues are stable by following the Lemma 2.

4A larger V (t) implies a seriously backlogged resource queue. In other words, a new user should wait a long time for service.

Lemma 2. If all virtual queues Q_k(t) satisfy the stability condition, i.e., Q̄_k = lim_{T →∞}^1_T ∑_T t=0 E [Q_k(t)] < ∞, the resource allocation policy will automatically guarantee the constraint (6a).

Proof. See Appendix B.

Therefore, according to Lemmas 1 and 2, problem P_1 can be transformed into

P_2 : minimize

r̃(t) K∑ k=0 Q_k(t)r̃_k (t) + θh ( C(t) + ã^T(t)r̃(t) )

subject to 0 ≤ r̃_k (t) ≤ B_k, ∀k. (11)

Note that, though P_2 facilitates the online resource allocation design, it is still challenging to solve due to its non-convex objective function.

B. Online Queue Resource Allocation (OQRA) Algorithm

In the following, we propose an OQRA algorithm to solve this online resource allocation problem. The optimal resource allocation policy is required to minimize the time-average positive rate while ensuring the stability of the resource queue. According to [24], the optimal solution of P_2 needs to satisfy the KKT conditions. In the following, we first derive the KKT conditions of P_2. Then, the optimal policy can be obtained by comparing the candidate solutions, which are limited by the properties of optimal solutions from the KKT conditions.

The Lagrangian function of P_2 is given by

L (r̃(t), B, Q(t), τ , v) =Q^T(t)r̃(t) − τ^T[B − r̃(t)] + v^Tr̃(t) + θh ( C(t) + ã(t)r̃^T(t) ) , (12) where B = [B_1, B_2, ..., B_K ]^T. The KKT conditions that the optimal solution of t-th super user shall satisfy are given by θã_k(t)h^′ ( C(t) + ã^T(t)r̃(t) ) + Q_k(t) + τ_k − v_k = 0, (13) v_kr̃_k(t) = 0, (14) τ_k[B_k − r̃_k(t)] = 0, (15) v_k ≥ 0, (16) τ_k ≥ 0, (17) ∀k = 1, . . . , K, where h^′(x) denotes the gradient of h(x). Note that ã_k(t)/Q_k(t) turns out to be an appropriate indicator of the unit resource efficiency. Thus, we arrange the K types of resources in a non-increasing order of p_k(t) = ã_k(t)/Q_k(t), i.e., p_1(t) ≥ . . . ≥ p_k(t) ≥ . . . ≥ p_K (t). By further analyzing the KKT conditions, we have the following properties.

Property 1. The K types of resources are allocated sequentially, i.e., r̃_k′ (t) = B_k′ , where ∀k^′ < k is a necessary condition for r̃_k (t) > 0.

Proof. See Appendix C.

Property 2. If θh^′ ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =1 ãk^′ (t)r̃k^′ (t) ) < −(p_k(t))^{−1} and B_k > 0, the k-th resource will be

Algorithm 1: The Online Queue Resource Allocation (OQRA) Algorithm Input: x(t), Z, w_{t−1}, w_{t−1,0}, θ 1 Compute C(t), and ã(t);

2 Arrange resources as p_1(t) ≥ p_2(t) ≥ . . . ≥ p_K (t); 3 for k = 1, . . . , K do 4 if θh^′ ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =1 ãk^′ (t)r̃k^′ (t) ) < −1/p_k(t) then 5 if 0 < Q_k(t) ≤ θã_k(t)/4 then 6 Update r̃_k (t) as Eq. (18) 7 end 8 if Q_k(t) = 0 then 9 Update r̃_k (t) as B_k 10 end 11 end 12 if t ≤ T − 1 then 13 Update Q_k(t + 1) as Eq. (7) 14 end 15 end

Output: r̃(t), Q(t + 1)

allocated, i.e, r̃_k (t) > 0. Moreover, if 0 < Q_k(t) ≤ θã_k(t)/4 and then r̃_k(t) satisfies

r̃_k(t) = min { γ(t) − C(t) − ∑_{k−1} k^′ =0 ãk^′ (t)Bk^′ ã_k(t) , B_k } , (18)

where γ(t) = ln(−1 +^{θãk (t)+} √_{θ2(ãk (t))2−4θãk (t)Qk (t)} 2Q_k (t) ); if

Q_k(t) = 0, we have r̃_k(t) = B_k.

Proof. See Appendix D.

Remark 1: Property 1 implies that there exists a unique order for the optimal resource allocation. Besides, Property 2 provides the hidden constraints that the amount of each type of resource should be allocated.

Remark 2: Based on Properties 1 and 2, there are up to K +1 solutions [r^0(t), r^k (t), . . . , r^K (t)], where r^k(t) represents the solution in which resource 1 to k are allocated.

However, the optimal resource allocation policy can be determined by selecting the best among these solutions by given the classifier model parameters. A similar structure can be observed in [16], where the Lagrangian multiplier is the resource price. By contrast, we regard the resource price as the resource queue length, which can quantitatively characterize the delay of the resource allocation. Moreover, there is no parameter to balance the objective function and resource price in [16]; while we strike a balance on this by adjusting the parameter θ. Based on the above analysis, we present the OQRA algorithm to solve P_2 as shown in Algorithm 1.

C. Classifier Optimization

In the CORA framework, the feedback (i.e., the new user’s feature value and label) is the foundation of the classier optimization. It not only helps us to validate the classifier model by adding a new user’s feature value and label but also

Algorithm 2: Optimal Online Queue Resource Allocation (OOQRA) Algorithm Input: x_s(t), Z, θ 1 Construct the classifier model by training the initial overall dataset to obtain w_{0,0}, w_0 and set Q(0) = 0;

2 for t = 1, 2, . . . , T do 3 Predict the complaint rate of t-th super user as u[r̃(t)];

4 Take this complaint rate into Alg. 1 and compute the optimal resource allocation policy r̃(t);

5 Update the overall dataset as

N_t = N_{t−1} ∪ {x_s(t) + Zr_s(t), y_s(t)}^{St}_{s=1} ;

6 Update the parameters of classifier as Eq. (4); 7 end

Output: [r̃(1), r̃(2), . . . , r̃(T )]

better quantifies the causal relationship between the feature value and user experience. Denote ϕ_t by the classifier model at time slot t. The system goal is to find the optimal classifier to better guide the resource allocation, i.e.,

P_3 : ϕ^∗ = arg min_{ϕt ∈φ} lim_{T →∞} 1 T T∑ t=1 G (x(t) + Z(t)r^∗(ϕ_t)) ,

(19) where r̃^∗(ϕ_t) is the optimal solution of P_1 and φ = {ϕ_t}^T_{t=1} is the set of classifiers. Symbol G(x) denotes the ground truth, representing the positive probability of the feature vector x.

In fact, the optimal classifier is obtained by solving the problem P_3 with known ground truth. However, this ground truth is often difficult to obtain. As a result, one may approximate it to true value as closely as possible. The CORA system gradually improves the classifier by dynamically exploring the relationship between the feature values and user experience. From a long-term perspective, we temporarily adopt a nonoptimal classifier to guide the resource allocation. Then, the time-average positive probability can be minimized when the classifier converges or reaches the optimal point. The process of the classifier optimization is shown in Algorithm 2 (Lines 5 to 6). In Algorithm 2, we give the details of the data-driven OOQRA algorithm.

D. Convergence Analysis

At last, we provide a convergence analysis for the datadriven OOQRA algorithm. We first analyze the performances of the classifier and resource allocation components, separately, which yields the following lemmas.

Lemma 3. Given a decreasing learning rate η_t < 2/L, the classifier model converges to a relatively small range with a limited time, i.e.,

t_1∑

t=0 E [ ||∇J(w̃_t)||^2 ] = ϵ_{t1} , (20) and_{t1} ∑ t=0 E [J(w̃_t) − J^∗] = ϵ_{t1} , (21)

where L is the Lipschitz constant of F (w̃) (the target function of P_3). In addition, t_1 is the time slot that the classifier greedily converges to a positive scale ϵ_{t1} , where ϵ_{t1} < 10^{−3}.

Proof. See Appendix E.

Lemma 4. Given the learned classifier model, the resource allocation component approaches the minimal complaining rate while ensuring the stability of the system queue, i.e.,

lim sup T →∞ 1 T T −1∑

t=t_1 K∑ k=1 E [Q_k(t)] ≤ D + θu[r̃^∗(t)] B_{max}

, (22) and lim sup T →∞ 1 T T −1∑

t=t_1 E [u[r̃(t)]] ≤ E [u[r̃^∗(t)]] + D θ , (23)

where B_{max} is the maximum of resources allocated to each super user and r̃^∗(t) is the optimal resource allocation policy.

Proof. See Appendix F.

Remark 3: Lemma 3 demonstrates that the classifier can converge within 10^{−3} given a limited time. In this case, the learned model changes slowly in which its impact on the resource allocation model is negligible.

Remark 4: Combining Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, it is reasonable to conclude that the CORA system can converge and achieve a minimum time-average complaining rate while ensuring the stability of the queue.

To sum up, we exploit the CORA framework to improve the overall user experience for homogenous users.

We successfully solve this resource allocation by applying the data-driven OOQRA algorithm based on the Lyapunov optimization technique and the optimization theory. Theoretical results show that the proposed algorithm can converge fast.

V. ROBUST ONLINE QUEUE RESOURCE ALLOCATION FOR HETEROGENEOUS USERS In this section, we first investigate the effect of the resource coefficient on this resource allocation problem. Then, we propose an improved CORA framework for heterogeneous users’ resource allocation. Finally, we put forth the ROQRA algorithm for this QoE maximum problem.

A. The Effect of Resource Coefficients and the Improved CORA Framework

In the heterogeneous user case, we assume that different users have different resource coefficient matrices Z(t) and only one user requests a service from the edge server at each time slot. Thus, we omit the user index s in the following. Without loss of generality, we assume that the elements in matrix Z(t) follow the uniform distribution in the range of [0, 1] with the same variance and different means. In fact,

Fig. 3. The improved CORA framework for the case of heterogeneous users.

the coefficient matrix Z(t) can be any random variable due to the user diversity. For example, If some users may have special requirements (i.e., an extremely small Z(t)), a large part of the resources will be allocated to them to reduce their complaining rates. In this way, other users only have fewer resources to ensure the stability of the queue in the CORA system. This will reduce the overall user experience because of large congestion in the system. To alleviate this, we use the estimated coefficient matrix to allocate the resource rather than the random variable Z(t).

Let Ψ̂ = [ψ_1, . . . , ψ_D]^T ∈ R^{D×K} be the estimated coefficient matrix at time slot t. Our goal is to obtain the actual feature value Ψ̂ over time slot T . In other words, we expect that the feature update ĝ(t) = x(t) + Ψ̂r(t) not only can overcome the stochastic property of Z(t), but also not deviate too much from the actual feature values g(t) = x(t) + Z(t)r(t). However, the challenge is that estimating all elements in matrix Z(t) will result in a huge communication cost due to the various resources and high dimension of user features. To overcome this, we adopt the UCB algorithm to efficiently learn the coefficient matrix Ψ̂.

Fig. 3 illustrates an improved CORA framework for the heterogeneous user case by adding a coefficient estimation component to the original CORA framework. Similarly, the aim of the improved CORA framework is to minimize the time average complaining rate of the heterogeneous users. In fact, the coefficient component plays a critical role in learning the coefficient matrix by estimating from the stochastic variable Z(t). At the beginning, the coefficient component is randomly initialized, replacing Ψ̂(t) to guide resource allocation. Then, the coefficient is further optimized in each time slot. In this way, the problem formulation of the classifier component and resource allocation component can remain unchanged except that the coefficient matrix Z in the expression of g(t) is replaced by Ψ̂.

B. Robust Online Queue Resource Allocation Algorithm In the following, we present the ROQRA algorithm to solve problem P_2 for the case of heterogeneous users, as shown in Algorithm 3. Compared with the OQRA algorithm, we model the coefficient estimation problem as an MAB problem and then adopt the UCB algorithm to learn the coefficient matrix Ψ̂ within the time horizon T . In this MAB problem, the edge server is the player, and the elements in matrix Z are the

Algorithm 3: Robust Online Queue Resource Allocation (ROQRA) Algorithm Input:

θ, r̄, z(t), Q_k(0) = 0, R̄_{d,k}(0) = L_{d,k}(0) = 0, ∀d, k; Construct the classifier model by training the initial overall dataset to obtain w_{0,0}, w_0 and set Q(0) = 0; for t = 1, 2, . . . , T do

Step 1: Estimate the coefficient matrix Ψ̂ using the UCB algorithm in (24) Step 2: Take this coefficient matrix into Alg. 1 Step 3: Update the overall dataset and the weights using (25) and (26), respectively.

Step 4: Update the estimation of ψ̄_{d,k}(t) using (27) and (28). end Output: [r(1), r(2), . . . , r(T )]

arms. At each time slot, a new user enters the MEC system and establishes a connection with the player. Before resource allocation, the user will send the coefficient matrix Z(t) (i.e., the demand of resource) to the player for service. Then, the player will observe a reward z_{d,k}(t)r_k (t), which reflects the effect of the k-th resource on the d-th feature. Note that the allocated resource r_k(t) is obtained by using the estimated coefficient ψ̂_{d,k} in Ψ̂ rather than Z(t).

From Algorithm 3, we see that it first performs the UCB algorithm. According to [27], the UCB index is computed by ψ̂_{d,k}(t) = ψ̄_{d,k}(t − 1) + c √ log T L_{d,k}(t − 1) , (24)

where c is a hyper-parameter that controls the exploration degree and ψ̄_{d,k}(t − 1) denotes the average reward up to time slot t − 1. Symbol L_{d,k} is the number of unit resources allocated by the (d, k)-th arm. Note that the first term of (24) is the average empirical reward that is used for exploitation; while the second term is an upper bound of ψ̄_{d,k}(t − 1) that accounts for exploration. Then, the estimated coefficient matrix Ψ̂ is exploited to perform the resource allocation as in Algorithm 2 by using the drift-plus-penalty method. After allocation, the testing result and classification model are updated by

N_t = N_{t−1} ∪ { x(t) + Ψ̂r(t), y(t) } , (25) and w̃_t = w̃_{t−1} − η_t N_t ∇f_t(w̃_{t−1}), (26)

respectively. Finally, the average reward ψ̄_{d,k}(t) required in the UCB algorithm is updated by ψ̄_{d,k}(t) = ψ̄_{d,k}(t − 1)L_{d,k}(t − 1) + z_{d,k}(t)r_k (t) L_{d,k}(t) , (27) and L_{d,k}(t) = L_{d,k}(t − 1) + r_k(t). (28)

Algorithm 3 performs the above steps repeatedly until it reaches the stopping time T .

To sum up, the ROQRA algorithm works in a dual closedloop mode and has two main merits. First, it overcomes the stochastic property of Z(t) through the average operation, avoiding the case where most resources are allocated to users with a small coefficient Z(t). Second, instead of spending much time exploring all possibilities, it leverages the optimistic estimation (i.e., the UCB algorithm) to shorten the exploration time while ensuring that the valuable arms are exploited as many times as possible.

C. Complexity Analysis

At last, we provide a computational complexity analysis for the data-driven ROQRA algorithm. We see that Algorithm 3 contains four steps. Step 1 involves recalling equation (24) DK times, where D is the number of user features and K is the number of resources. Therefore, the computational complexity of step 1 is O(T DK), where T is the number of iterations. Step 2 constitutes the main part of the computational complexity, as it requires calling Algorithms 1 and 2 iteratively. The computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(T K) because it involves updating the resource allocation matrix and calculating the utility function for each resource. On the other hand, the complexity of Algorithm 2 is O(T (K+DK)), which includes predicting the complaint rate, selecting the optimal allocation, and updating the classifier model parameters. Steps 3 and 4 involve updating the dataset and UCB index, respectively. The complexity of these steps is O(T ). Considering the initial dataset I, the overall computational complexity of the ROQRA algorithm can be expressed as (O(I) + O(T DK) + O(T (K + DK)) + O(T )), which is equivalent to O(I +T DK). Since I is a constant that is much smaller than T DK, the overall computational complexity of the ROQRA algorithm can be simplified to O(T DK). In summary, the computational complexity of the data-driven ROQRA algorithm is dominated by steps 1 and 2, which involve updating the coefficient matrix and performing the optimal resource allocation. The overall complexity is O(T DK), indicating that the algorithm scales linearly with the number of iterations, features, and resources.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS We conduct extensive experiments to evaluate the proposed algorithms on the synthetic and YouTube datasets. The synthetic dataset is obtained using the Gaussian mixture distribution, which allows us to study the performance of the proposed algorithms based on the known ground truth; while the YouTube dataset is used to validate the performance of the proposed algorithms. All results are from 10^3 independent Monte Carlo trials.

We adopt the ε-Perturbed DualHet algorithm [16] as our performance baseline. Although this algorithm is designed for offline resource allocation, it can still be applied in our setting by considering that there is only one user in each iteration. As suggested in [16] , the parameter ε is chosen to be ε = {0.4/t, 0.4/ log(t + 1), 1} for comparison. Other parameters are set in the same way as the proposed algorithms.

(a) t = 0 (b) t = 1, 000 (c) t = 6, 000

Fig. 4. The evolution of the decision boundary for the classification component by running the OOQRA algorithm under r̄_2 = 15.

A. The Case of Homogenous Users

We first evaluate the OOQRA algorithm on the synthetic dataset for the case of homogenous users. As the ground truth of the classification boundary is known, we expect that the classifier can be optimized to approximate this ground truth. Then, we exploit the YouTube dataset to validate the OOQRA algorithm.

1) 2D Gaussian Data: The instances in the synthetic dataset are uniformly generated from the two-dimensional Gaussian distribution with mean (10, 10) and (−10, −10), and the same covariance [20, 0; 0, 20]. The total number of instances is 6, 600, where 600 instances are regarded as the initial dataset; while the remaining 6, 000 instances are assumed to arrive in sequence for service. Assume that there is only one type of resource (e.g., the bandwidth) to allocate to the 6, 000 instances. Then, it will influence the second dimensional of user feature x_2, representing the change in the user’s throughput. To realize this, we set the resource coefficient matrix Z as [0, 0; 0, 1], i.e., one resource unit increases the feature value by one unit. In addition, assume that the resources allocated to each instance are bounded by r_2(t) ≤ 20 − x_2(t).

The probability obtained by the Gaussian density function is viewed as the ground truth. In addition, we consider the approximated ground truth to show the effect of classifier optimization, where an instance with feature vector x is positive if x_1 ≤ 0 and x_2 ≤ 0. In the following, we compare the performance of the OOQRA algorithm under the known ground truth and the approximated ground truth. Fig. 4 shows the process of the decision boundary for the classifier component by running the OOQRA algorithm in the synthetic dataset where r̄_2 = 15. The original positive and negative instances are marked as “+” and “o”, respectively. We see from Fig. 4a that the logistic regression model works efficiently under the initial 6, 000 dataset. From Figs. 4b and 4c, it is seen that some original positive instances have been moved across the decision line, where some complaint users change to negative after resource allocation. Fig. 5 shows the convergence of the time average positive rate and queue length, as well as the arithmetic square root of the classier weights for the OOQRA algorithm. We see that they trend to stable when a suitable classifier model is found. This demonstrates that the OOQRA algorithm can converge and guarantee the

Fig. 5. The convergence of the OOQRA algorithm where r̄_2 = 15.

Fig. 6. The drift-plus-penalty control parameter θ vs Time-average positive rate and Time-average queue length by running the OOQRA algorithm where r̄_2 = 10.

stability of the virtual queue.

Next, we study the evolution of time-average positive rate and queue length with different settings of the drift-plus-penalty control parameter θ in the OOQRA algorithm. Fig. 6 depicts that the time average positive value gradually decreases and stabilizes as θ increases. In contrast, the time-average queue length or delay increases quasi-linearly as θ increases, which validates that there is a trade-off between time-average positive rate and delay as discussed in IV-A. Therefore, it is reasonable to carefully design the parameter θ to ensure the system stability for the OOQRA algorithm.

Fig. 7. The performance of OOQRA and baseline algorithms with different settings in the synthetic dataset.

Finally, we show the performance of OOQRA and baseline algorithms with different settings. We see from Fig. 7 that the baseline algorithms with different probabilities require 2-3 times more resources than the OOQRA algorithm to achieve the same performance. The OOQRA algorithms with ground truth and with classifier can reduce the time-average positive rate from 40% to 10% when r̄_2 = 10, while the baseline algorithms only reduce the time-average positive rate from 40% to 30%. Therefore, Fig. 7 demonstrates that the OOQRA algorithm can efficiently handle the online resource allocation.

2) YouTube Video Data: The causal relationship between feature values and user experience can be established from reality by properly conducting controlled experiments. In the following, we evaluate the proposed algorithm with the YouTube video dataset in [28]. This dataset is used to study the interaction between the content of the YouTube video, network QoS, and QoE. The videos are selected according to video bitstream to distinguish different video contents. According to [28], the video bitstream is a quasi-linear function of the required bandwidth (i.e., resource). Specifically, the required bandwidth yields a smooth payout growth when the video bitstream increases.

There are a total of 2, 269 videos in the YouTube dataset. We assume that the 2, 269 users are watching the videos, and each user watches one video. We randomly select the feature values and QoE labels of 269 users to construct the initial overall dataset. The remaining 2, 000 users are assumed to arrive one by one. The allocated resource is the bandwidth, where one unit of bandwidth can increase one unit of x_2.

In the following, we investigate the ground truth relationship between the network QoE and the allocated resource. The network QoE contains the features of the round-trip time (RTT) (i.e., x_1) and the downlink bandwidth (i.e., x_2). The ranges of the RTT and bandwidth of each video are [40, 1000] ms and [0, 10] Mbps, respectively. The QoE label is positive if the video is considered “unacceptable” and negative if the video is considered “acceptable”. Fig. 8a shows the relationship between the RTT and positive rate. It is seen that the positive rate increases with the RTT. By using the curve fitting method,

(a) RTT v.s. positive rate (b) The ground truth

Fig. 8. (a) The relationship between RTT and positive rate in the YouTube dataset, where the solid line is estimated from the real dataset using the curve fitting method. (b) The ground truth in the YouTube dataset.

(a) Convergence analysis (b) Performance compare

Fig. 9. (a) The convergence of the CORA system in the YouTube dataset, where r̄_1 = 1 Mbps. (b) The performance of the OOQRA algorithm and the baseline algorithm in the YouTube dataset.

we can approximately estimate this relationship by

p(x_1) = −1.1x^2_1 + 2.3x_1 − 0.2. (29)

Fig. 8b shows the combined effect of RTT and bandwidth on users’ positive rates. It is seen that the videos are unaccepted with a probability of 1 when the bandwidth is less than 4 Mbps. In addition, the acceptance of the videos depends on the RTT when the bandwidth is over 4 Mbps. Therefore, we have the following ground truth, i.e.,

G(x) = max(−1.1x^2_1 + 2.3x_1 − 0.2, 1(x_2 < 4)). (30)

Fig. 9a shows the convergence of the CORA system by running the OOQRA algorithm where r̄_1 = 1 Mbps. We see that the CORA system gradually converges to a stable state. Meanwhile, Fig. 9b compares the performance of the OOQRA algorithm and the baseline algorithm. It is seen that the complaining rate is reduced by up to 16% by allocating additional bandwidth to users. Moreover, we see that the resource efficiency is relatively high when the resource is small; while it decreases when the resource becomes abundant. Therefore, Fig. 9b demonstrates that it is possible for cloud operators to improve the overall user experience with a small price (low resource consumption).

B. For the Case of Heterogeneous Users

We investigate the effect of the coefficient component in the improved CORA framework on the synthetic dataset^5. We assume that Z(t) is uniformly and independently distributed in [0, 1]. The upper bound of the resources allocated to each user is replaced by r_2 ≤ (20 − x_2)/z_2.

5Note that measuring the coefficient matrix Z in realistic is costly.

(a) Convergence analysis (b) Performance compare

Fig. 10. (a) Convergence of the feedback-based system the synthetic dataset. (b) The performance of the OOQRA algorithm and ROQRA algorithm in the synthetic dataset.

The convergence of the improved CORA system by running the ROQRA algorithm is shown in Fig. 10a. It is seen that both algorithms reach a steady state as time increases. In addition, the ROQRA algorithm achieves a lower timeaverage complaining rate and queue congestion. In contrast, the OOQRA algorithm experiences twice congestion in the resource queue compared to that of the ROQRA algorithm. Therefore, Fig. 10a implies that the complaining rate can be further reduced by using the ROQRA algorithm. The same result is observed in Fig. 10b, where the ROQRA algorithm only requires half of the resources to reduce the same timeaverage positive rate as the OOQRA algorithm. Besides, the ROQRA algorithm only consumes 20 units of resource on average when the time-averaged positive rate is reduced to 18%, while the OOQRA algorithm requires about 40 units on average.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORKS

We studied the QoE-based resource allocation problem in MEC systems while considering user diversity, limited resource, and the complex relationship between the allocated resource and user experience. We formulated this problem as an online learning problem where the new users arrive sequentially. Then, we proposed two data-driven algorithms to solve this online learning problem for homogenous users and heterogeneous users. Specifically, for the case of homogenous users, we propose an OOQRA algorithm based on learned model by using the Lyapunov optimization technique and the prime-dual method. For the case of heterogeneous users, we first provided the coefficient component to learn the resource coefficient matrix Z(t) by using the UCB algorithm. Then, we proposed the ROQRA algorithm to solve this problem. Numerical results show that the user complaints rate can be reduced by up to 100% and 18% in the synthesis and YouTube datasets, respectively.

In the system model, we considered that the user experience is classified as negative or positive in the dataset. However, it is promising to consider a multivariate classification problem instead of the binary one by considering a more complex feedback system (e.g., 1-10 grading system) and applying advanced multivariate classification methods to solve this problem. In addition, we assumed that only one user requests service at each time slot for the heterogeneous user case. An interesting problem is to allow multiple users to request service at the same time as that in the homogenous user case. Meanwhile, the convergence analysis of the proposed algorithms in the multiple users scenario needs further investigation. These are promising yet challenging problems for future study.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

For convenience, we consider that only one user requests service at each time slot, i.e., the super user S_t = 1, ∀t = 1, 2, . . . , T . Thus, we have x(t) = x̃(t), a(t) = ã(t), and r(t) = r̃(t). According to Eqs. (7) and (8), we have

ΔV (t) = E [V (t + 1) − V (t)|Q] = 1 2 K∑ k=1 E [ Q_k^2(t + 1) − Q_k^2(t)|Q ]

= 1 2 K∑ k=1 E [ (max {Q_k(t) + r(t)−r̄_k, 0})^2 − Q_k^2(t) | | Q] (a) ≤ 1 2 K∑ k=1 E [ (Q_k(t) + r_k(t) − r̄_k)^2 − Q_k^2(t) | | Q]

= K∑ k=1 Q_k(t)E {r_k(t)|Q(t)} − K∑ k=1 Q_k(t)E [r̄_k(t)|Q]

+ 1 2 K∑ k=1 E [ (r_k(t) − r̄_k)^2 | | Q] (b) ≤ K∑ k=1 Q_k(t)E [r_k(t)|Q] + D. Inequality (a) holds since (max{X, 0})^2 ≤ X^2. In constraint (6a), the term ∑_K k=1 E [ (r_k(t) − r̄_k)^2 |Q ] /2 is upper bounded by O(r^2_{max}), which is denoted by D. Thus, inequality (b) can be obtained by removing the term ∑_K k=1 Q_k(t)E [r̄_k(t)|Q] because it is positive. By adding θ · E [ h ( C(t) + a^T(t)r(t) ) |Q ] to both sides, we can obtain Lemma 1.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

Similarly, we have x(t) = x̃(t), a(t) = ã(t), and r(t) = r̃(t) as only one super user request service at each time slot. From Eq. (7), we have

Q_k(t + 1) ≥ Q_k(t) + r_k − r̄_k.

Summing the above equation over t = 0, 1, . . . , T − 1, we have

Q_k(T ) − Q_k(0) ≥ T −1∑

t=0 r_k (t) − T r̄_k. By dividing both side by T and taking a limit operator, we obtain lim_{T →∞} Q_k(T ) − Q_k(0) T ≥ lim_{T →∞} 1 T T −1∑

t=0 r_k(t) − r̄_k. If the virtual queue is stable, we have lim_{T →∞} (Q_k(T ) − Q_k(0)) /T = 0. Then, by rearranging the above equation, we can observe that constraint (6a) is automatically satisfied.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPERTY 1

Similarly, we have x(t) = x̃(t), a(t) = ã(t), and r(t) = r̃(t) as only one super user request service at each time slot. Assume that the optimal resource allocation policy r(t) satisfies − 1 p_{k+1}(t) < θh^′ ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) ≤ − 1 p_k(t) . (31)

Then, for k^′ = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, τ_k′ has to be positive to satisfy Eqs. (13) and (31). In the other words, r_k′ must equal to B_k′ given Eq. (15). Meanwhile, for k^′ = k + 1, k + 2, . . . , K, v_k′ has to be positive to satisfy Eqs. (13) and (31). So r_k′ must be equal to zero by given Eq. (14).

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF PROPERTY 2

Similarly, we have x(t) = x̃(t), a(t) = ã(t), and r(t) = r̃(t) as only one super user request service at each time slot. In the following, we omit the index s. If θh^′ ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =1 ak^′ (t)rk^′ (t) ) < −1/p_k(t) and B_k > 0, then r_k(t) has to be positive given Eqs. (13)-(17); otherwise τ_k will be zero and Eq. (13) is not satisfied. Moreover, according to Eqs. (14)-(17), r_k(t) satisfies Q_k(t) + θa_k(t)h^′ ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) = 0, (32)

when 0 < r_k(t) < B_k, i.e., τ_k = v_k = 0. Then, we have h^′ ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) )

= − exp ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =0 ak^′ (t)Bk^′ + ak(t)rk (t) ) ( 1 + exp ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =0 ak^′ (t)Bk^′ + ak(t)rk(t) ))_2 .

Let s = exp ( C(t) + ∑_{k−1} k^′ =0 ak^′ (t)Bk^′ + ak(t)rk (t) ) . Then, Eq. (32) can be rewritten as

β(s) ≜ Q_k(t)s^2 + (2Q_k(t) − Ma_k(t))s + Q_k(t) = 0. (33)

If Q_k(t) > θa_k(t)/4, there is no solution to Eq. (33) and β(s) ≥ 0. Hence, the minimum solution of the objective function Q_k(t)r_k (t)+θh ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) appears at r_k (t) = 0.

If Q_k(t) ≤ θa_k(t)/4, Eq. (33) has two solutions, i.e.,

s1, s2 = −1 + θa_k(t) 2Q_k(t) ± √ θ^2a_k(t)^2 − 4θa_k(t)Q_k(t) 2Q_k(t) . From s1 and s2, we can obtain two r_k(t), which are denoted by r^1_k(t) and r^2_k(t), respectively. By calculating the gradient of β(s), we can observe that r^1_k (t) is local maximum and r^2_k (t) is local minimum. Therefore, r^2_k(t) is the optimal solution which ensures that the objective function Q_k(t)r_k(t) + θ · h ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) is minimized when Q_k(t) ≤ θa_k(t)/4. If Q_k(t) = 0 and r_k (t) > 0, v_k has to be zero given Eq. (14). Moreover, Eq. (13) can be simplified to θa_k(t)h^′ ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) + τ_k = 0, i.e., τ_k = −θa_k(t)h^′ ( C(t) + a(t)^Tr(t) ) ≠ 0. Therefore, to satisfy Eq. (15), r_k (t) has to be B_k when Q_k(t) = 0.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Similarly, we have x(t) = x̃(t), a(t) = ã(t), and r(t) = r̃(t) as only one super user request service at each time slot. To prove this lemma, we first show three properties of the objective function F (w̃) in P_3, i.e., strongly convex, Lsmooth, and gradient bounded. According to the definitions, we have

F (w̃) = − lim_{T →∞} 1 N_T N_T∑

n=1 {y_nh(x_n) + (1 − y_n)(1 − h(x_n))} ,

∇F (w̃) = lim_{T →∞} 1 N_T N_T∑

n=1 {(h(x_n) − y_n) x̃_n} ,

∇^2 [F (w̃)] = lim_{T →∞} 1 N_T N_T∑

n=1 { x̃^T_n x̃_nh(x_n)(1 − h(x_n)) } ⪰ 0, (34)

where ∇F (w̃) and ∇^2[F (w̃)] are the gradient and the Hessian matrix of F (w̃), respectively. Let x̃_n = [1, x_n], we have

[x_n, y_n] = { [x_i, y_i] , if n ≤ I; [g(t), y(t)] , otherwise.

It is obvious that F (w̃) is strongly convex according to Eq. (34). Moreover, F (w̃) is Lipschitz continuous gradient with Lipschitz constant L based on the fact that h(x_n)(1 − h(x_n)) ≤ 1/4, and L is smaller than the biggest eigenvalue of ∇^2[F (w̃)], i.e,

L ≤ σ_{max} ( lim_{T →∞} 1 4N_T x̃^T_{NT} x̃_{NT} ) , (35)

where x̃_{NT} is a vector and σ_{max}(A) represents the largest eigenvalue of a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix A. Since user feature values are usually limited, and the resources allocated to the user by the resource allocation model have an upper bound and are larger than 0, x̃_n is limited. Without loss generality, we assume that |x̃_n| ≤ x̃_{max}. It can be further inferred that ∇F (w̃) is also upper bounded by x̃_{max}. Moreover, L can be rewritten as

L ≤ σ_{max} ( 1 4 x̃^T_{max}x̃_{max} ) . Based on the above three properties, we further show the convergence of the classifier model. In this paper, we exploit the average gradient descent method with a decreasing step size to update the weights as follows

w̃_{t+1} = w̃_t − η_t [ 1 N_t N_t∑

n=1 ∇J_n(w̃_t) ] , where

J_n(w̃_t) = − {y_nh_t(x_n) + (1 − y_n)(1 − h_t(x_n))} , and h_t(x) = 1 1 + exp(−w̃^T_t x) .

Thus, the gradient of J_n(w̃_t) is given by

∇J_n(w̃_t) = [h_t(x_n) − y_n] x̃_n. (36)

As a further step, we define e^t_n = ∇J_n(w̃_t) − ∇F (w̃_t) and e^t = ∑_{Nt} n=1 e^t_n. Then, w̃_{t+1} − w̃_t = −η_t [∇F (w̃_t) + e^t/N_t] and F (w̃t+1)^{(a)}≤ F (w̃t) + ⟨∇F (w̃t), w̃t+1 − w̃t⟩ + L 2 ||w̃t+1 − w̃t||^2 = F (w̃t) − ηt⟨∇F (w̃t), ∇F (w̃t) + e^t Nt ⟩ + η^2_t L 2 ||∇F (w̃t) + e^t Nt ||^2 = F (w̃t) − ηt Nt ⟨∇F (w̃t), e^t⟩ − ηt||∇F (w̃t)||^2 + η^2_t L 2 ( || e^t Nt ||^2 + 2 1 Nt ⟨∇F (w̃t), e^t⟩ + ||∇F (w̃t)||^2 ) , where inequality (a) holds because the L is smooth. With some transformations, the above equation can be rewritten as ( ηt − η^2_t L 2 ) ||∇F (w̃t)||^2 ≤ F (w̃t) − F (w̃t+1) + η^2_t L − ηt Nt ⟨∇F (w̃t), e^t⟩ + η^2_t L 2N^2_t ( ||e^t||^2 ) (c) ≤ F (w̃t) − F (w̃t+1) + η^2_t L 2N^2_t ( ||e^t||^2 ) + η^2_t L Nt |⟨∇F (w̃t), e^t⟩| + ηt Nt |⟨∇F (w̃t), e^t⟩| (d) ≤ F (w̃t) − F (w̃t+1) + η^2_t L 2N^2_t ( ||e^t||^2 ) + η^2_t L + ηt Nt |⟨x̃max, e^t⟩|, where inequality (c) is obtained by using |(a − b)c| ≤ |ac| + |bc|; while inequality (d) holds due to the upper bound of ∇[F (w̃)]. We assume that the variance of the stochastic gradient is bounded, i.e., E_n [ ||∇f_n(w̃_t) − ∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] ≤ σ^2 or |e^t_n| < σ, where σ > 0. Thus, E ( ||e^t||^2 ) = E [ ||^{Nt} ∑ n=1 e^t_n||^2 ] ≤ E ( ||N_te^t_n||^2 ) = N^2_t σ^2 due to E [ ||X + Y ||^2 ] ≤ E [ (|X| + |Y |)^2 ] . Taking expectation on both sides with respect to the {N_t}, we have ( η_t − η^2_t L 2 ) E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] ≤E [F (w̃_t) − F (w̃_{t+1})] + η^2_t Lσ^2 2N^2_t + η^2_t L + η_t N_t x̃_{max}σ.

Summing over t = 0, 1, . . . , T and dividing both sides by ∑_T t=0 ( η_t − η^2_t L/2 ) , we obtain T∑ t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] ≤ 2E [F (w̃_0) − F (w̃_T )] + ∑_T t=0 η^2_t Lσ^2

N^2_t + ∑_T t=0 η^2_t L+η_t N_t x̃maxσ ∑_T t=0 (2η_t − η^2_t L) , (37) and ||w̃_{t+1} − w̃^∗||^2 = ||w̃_t − η_t 1 N_t N_t∑

n=1 ∇f_n(w̃_t) − w̃^∗||^2

=||w̃_t − w̃^∗||^2 − 2η_t⟨∇F (w̃_t) + e^t N_t , w̃_t − w̃^∗⟩

+ η^2_t ||∇F (w̃_t) + e^t N_t ||^2 =||w̃_t − w̃^∗||^2 − 2η_t⟨∇F (w̃_t) + e^t N_t , w̃_t − w̃^∗⟩

+ η^2_t ( ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 + 2⟨∇F (w̃_t), e^t N_t ⟩ + || e^t N_t ||^2 )

(1) ≤ ||w̃_t − w̃^∗||^2 − 2η_t⟨∇F (w̃_t) + e^t N_t , w̃_t − w̃^∗⟩

+ η^2_t ( L⟨∇F (w̃_t), w̃_t − w̃^∗⟩ + 2⟨∇F (w̃_t), e^t N_t ⟩ + || e^t N_t ||^2 )

(2) ≤ ||w̃_t − w̃^∗||^2 − (2η_t − Lη^2_t )(F (w̃_t) − F^∗) + η^2_t || e^t N_t ||^2 − 2η_t⟨w̃_t − η_t∇F (w̃_t) − w̃^∗, e^t N_t ⟩, where w̃^∗ is the optimal weight of classifier. We use the implication of L-smooth in inequalities (1) and (2), and further leverage the implication of convex and the fact of η_t < 2/L. With ||w̃_t − w̃^∗|| ≥ 0, |∇F (w̃_t)| ≤ x̃_{max}, and |e^t| ≤ σ, we have

(2η_t − Lη^2_t )E [F (w̃_t) − F^∗] ≤ E [ ||w̃_t − w̃^∗||^2 ] + η^2_t N_t σ^2 − E [ ||w̃_{t+1} − w̃^∗||^2 ] + 2η^2_t x̃_{max}σ N_t . Summing over t = 0, 1, . . . , T and dividing both sides of ∑_T t=0(2η_t − Lη^2_t ), it yields T∑ t=0 E [F (w̃t) − F^∗]

≤ E [ ||w̃0 − w̃^∗||^2 ] − E [ ||w̃T − w̃^∗||^2 ] + ∑_T t=0 η2t Nt σ(σ + 2x̃max) ∑_T t=0(2ηt − Lη^2_t ) ≤ E [ ||w̃0 − w̃^∗||^2 ] + ∑_T t=0 η2t Nt σ(σ + 2x̃max) ∑_T t=0(2ηt − Lη^2_t ) , (38) where F^∗ = F (w̃^∗).

Combine (37) with (38), we obtain lim_{T →∞} T∑ t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] = 0, (39) and lim_{T →∞} T∑ t=0 E [F (w̃_t) − F^∗] = 0, (40) where T∑ t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃t)||^2 ] = 2DF + Lσ^2 ∑_T t=0 η2t N 2t + η2t L+ηt Nt x̃_{max}σ ∑_T t=0 ηt(2 − ηtL) (1) ≤ 2DF + Lσ^2 ∑_T t=0 ηt N 2t + (L + 1)x̃maxσ ∑_T t=0 ηt Nt ∑_T t=0 ηt = 2DF + Lσ^2 ∑_T t=0 1 (t+1)2(I+t) + (L + 1)x̃maxσ ∑_T t=0 1 (t+1)(I+t) ∑_T t=0 ηt ≤ 2DF + (Lσ^2 + (L + 1)x̃maxσ) ∑_T t=0 1 (t+1)2 ∑_T t=0 ηt = 2DF + (Lσ^2 + (L + 1)x̃maxσ)^{π2}_6 ∑_T t=0 ηt , where in (1), we use the fact that η^2_t < η_t since η_t < 1 and D_F = E [F (w̃_0) − F (w̃_T )]. Taking a limit of both sides, we have lim_{T →∞} ∑_T t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] = 0 because lim_{T →∞} ∑_T t=0 η_t = ∞. By denoting E [ ||w̃_0 − w̃^∗||^2 ] = D_X , we also have lim_{T →∞} ∑_T t=0 E [F (w̃_t) − F^∗] = 0.

To sum up, in the case of infinite time, the classifier model can converge by using the average gradient descent algorithm. Therefore, we can infer that ∑_{t1} t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] and ∑_{t1} t=0 E [ ||∇F (w̃_t)||^2 ] can converge to the range of ϵ_t ≤ 10^{−3} by choosing appropriate parameters, after t_1 time slots. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX F

PROOF OF LEMMA 4

Define Λ_ε = {r(t)|[r(t) + ε] ∈ Λ}, ∀t, where Λ ∈ [0, B], and let ~r(t) be the optimal solution of the following problem minimize r(t)∈Λ_ε u[r(t)]. subject to lim_{T →∞} 1 T T∑ t=1 r_k(t) ≤ r̄_k, ∀k. (41)

Note that, u [r(t)] is non-increasing. If C(t) ≥ 0, it is convex. If C(t) < 0 and r(t) ∈ [−C(t)/a(t), B], it is convex, and when C(t) < 0 and r(t) ∈ [0, −C(t)/a(t)] it is concave.

Since ~r(t) ∈ Λ_ε, we can deduce that there is a scheduling algorithm r̂(t) ∈ Λ satisfying

E [(r̂_k (t) − r̄_k)|Q] ≤ −ε, (42) and E [u[r̂(t)]|Q] ≤ u[~r(t)]. (43)

Inspired by the Lyapunov optimization theory, the goal of Algorithm 1 is to minimize the upper bound of the “driftplus-penalty” expression. Therefore, according to Lemma 1 and the above analysis, we obtain

ΔV (t) + θE [u [r̂(t)]] ≤ D + θu[~r(t)] − ε K∑ k=1 Q_k(t). (44)

Taking the expectation on both sides, it yields

E [V (t + 1)] − E [V (t)] + θE [u [r̂(t)]] ≤ −ε K∑ k=1 E [Q_k(t)] + θE [u[~r(t)]] + D.

(45)

Then, summing over t = 0, 1, ..., T − 1 and dividing by T , we have 1 T {E [V (T )] − E [V (0)]} + 1 T θ T −1∑

t=0 E [u[r̂(t)]]

≤ D − ε 1 T T −1∑

t=0 K∑ k=1 E [Q_k(t)] + θE [u[~r(t)]] .

(46)

By removing the non-negative terms, it yields 1 T T −1∑

t=0 K∑ k=1 E [Q_k(t)] ≤ D + θE [u[~r(t)]] +^{E[V (0)]}_T ε . (47)

Taking a limit operation and let ε ≤ B_{max}, we have

lim sup T →∞ 1 T T −1∑

t=0 K∑ k=1 E [Q_k(t)] ≤ D + θ B_{max}

, (48) and 1 T T −1∑

t=0 E [u[r̂(t)]] ≤ E [u[~r(t)]] + D θ + E [V (0)] T θ . (49)

Then, taking a limit operation, we obtain

lim sup T →∞ 1 T T −1∑

t=0 E [u[r̂(t)]] ≤ E [u[~r(t)]] + D θ . (50)

Suppose {r^∗(t)}^T_{t=1} is the optimal solution of P_1. Note that r^∗(t) ≥ ~r(t), since u[r(t)] is non-increasing. By taking the limit ε → 0

lim sup T →∞ 1 T T −1∑

t=0 E [u[r̂(t)] ≤ E [u[r^∗(t)]] + D θ . (51)

Since Λ_ε ⊆ Λ, we have u[~r(t)] ≥ u[r^∗(t)]. Thus lim inf ε→0 u[~r(t)] ≥ u[r^∗(t)]. (52)

Due to ~r(t), r^∗(t) ∈ Λ and ε ≤ B_{max}, we have (1 − ε/B_{max})r^∗(t) + ε/B_{max}~r(t) ∈ Λ. Note that (1 − ε/B_{max})r^∗(t) ∈ Λ_ε. Thus, we have u[~r(t)] ≤ u [ (1 − ε B_{max}

)r^∗(t) ] . (53)

By using the Taylor expansion, we have u[(1 − ε B_{max}

)r^∗(t)] ≈ −u^′ [r^∗(t)] ε B_{max} r^∗(t) + u[r^∗(t)] ≤ −u^′ [ − C(t) a(t) ] ε B_{max} r^∗(t) + u[r^∗(t)]. (54) Hence, lim inf ε→0 u[r^∗(t)] ≥ u[~r(t)]. (55)

As a result, lim_{ε→0} u[r^∗(t)] = u[~r(t)]. (56)

This concludes the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Lin, J. Qiu, and L. Fu, “Online learning and resource allocation for user experience improvement in mobile edge clouds,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. on Commun. (ICC), Virtual, Jun. 2021, pp. 1–6.

[2] J. Zhang and K. B. Letaief, “Mobile edge intelligence and computing for the internet of vehicles,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 108, no. 2, pp. 246–261, Feb. 2019.

[3] Y. Siriwardhana, P. Porambage, M. Liyanage, and M. Ylianttila, “A survey on mobile augmented reality with 5G mobile edge computing: architectures, applications, and technical aspects,” IEEE Commun. surveys Tuts., vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 1160–1192, 2021.

[4] Y. Mao, C. You, J. Zhang, K. Huang, and K. B. Letaief, “A survey on mobile edge computing: The communication perspective,” IEEE Commun. surveys Tuts., vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 2322–2358, Apr. 2017.

[5] Mordor Intelligence, “Moble edge computing market: Growth, trends, covid-19 impact, and forecast (2021-2026),” online, https://www.mordorintelligence.com/industry-reports/mobile-edge-computing-market., 2021.

[6] H. Liu, F. Eldarrat, H. Alqahtani, A. Reznik, X. De Foy, and Y. Zhang, “Mobile edge cloud system: Architectures, challenges, and approaches,” IEEE Syst. J., vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 2495–2508, Mar. 2017.

[7] C. Li, L. Toni, J. Zou, H. Xiong, and P. Frossard, “QoE-driven mobile edge caching placement for adaptive video streaming,” IEEE Trans. on Multimedia, vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 965–984, Apr. 2017.

[8] C. Ge, N. Wang, W. K. Chai, and H. Hellwagner, “QoE-assured 4k HTTP live streaming via transient segment holding at mobile edge,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 36, no. 8, pp. 1816–1830, Aug. 2018.

[9] M. F. Tuysuz and M. E. Aydin, “QoE-based mobility-aware collaborative video streaming on the edge of 5G,” IEEE Trans. on Industrial Info., vol. 16, no. 11, pp. 7115–7125, Nov. 2020.

[10] X. He, H. Lu, H. Huang, Y. Mao, K. Wang, and S. Guo, “QoE-based cooperative task offloading with deep reinforcement learning in mobile edge networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 111–117, Mar. 2020.

[11] J. Luo, X. Deng, H. Zhang, and H. Qi, “QoE-driven computation offloading for edge computing,” J. of Syst. Architecture, vol. 97, pp. 34–39, Aug. 2019.

[12] D. A. Sivasakthi and R. Gunasekaran, “QoE-aware mobile computation offloading in mobile edge computing,” Concurrency and Computation: Practice and Experience, vol. 34, no. 11, Nov. 2022.

[13] L. Liang, J. Qin, P. Jiang, Z. Chen, and Y. Jia, “An online adjustment based node placement mechanism for the NFV-enabled MEC network,” Mobile Networks and Applications, pp. 1–16, 2022.

[14] K. Jiang, C. Sun, H. Zhou, X. Li, M. Dong, and V. C. Leung, “Intelligence-empowered mobile edge computing: Framework, issues, implementation, and outlook,” IEEE Netw., vol. 35, no. 5, pp. 74–82, May 2021.

[15] X. Shang, Y. Huang, Y. Mao, Z. Liu, and Y. Yang, “Enabling QoE support for interactive applications over mobile edge with high user mobility,” in Proc. IEEE INFOCOM, Virtual, May 2022, pp. 1289–1298.

[16] Y. Bao, H. Wu, and X. Liu, “From prediction to action: Improving user experience with data-driven resource allocation,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 35, no. 5, pp. 1062–1075, Mar. 2017.

[17] Y. Bao, X. Liu, and A. Pande, “Data-guided approach for learning and improving user experience in computer networks,” in Asian Conf. on Machine Learning, 2016, pp. 127–142.

[18] A. Ng and M. Jordan, “On discriminative vs. generative classifiers: A comparison of logistic regression and naive bayes,” Advances in neural information processing systems, vol. 14, 2001.

[19] Y. Mao, J. Zhang, and K. B. Letaief, “A Lyapunov optimization approach for green cellular networks with hybrid energy supplies,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 33, no. 12, pp. 2463–2477, Dec. 2015.

[20] S. Bubeck, N. Cesa-Bianchi et al., “Regret analysis of stochastic and nonstochastic multi-armed bandit problems,” Foundations and Trends® in Machine Learning, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1–122, 2012.

[21] J. Tong, L. Fu, and Z. Han, “Age-of-information oriented scheduling for multichannel iot systems with correlated sources,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 11, pp. 9775–9790, Nov. 2022.

[22] Z. Chen, J. Tong, L. Fu, and Z. Han, “Over-the-air computing aided federated learning and analytics via belief propagation based stochastic bandits,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. on Commun. (ICC), Virtual, Jun. 2022, pp. 2804–2809.

[23] P. Auer and R. Ortner, “UCB revisited: Improved regret bounds for the stochastic multi-armed bandit problem,” Periodica Mathematica Hungarica, vol. 61, no. 1-2, pp. 55–65, Feb. 2010.

[24] S. Boyd, S. P. Boyd, and L. Vandenberghe, Convex optimization.

Cambridge university press, 2004.

[25] L. Bracciale and P. Loreti, “Lyapunov drift-plus-penalty optimization for queues with finite capacity,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 24, no. 11, pp. 2555–2558, Nov. 2020.

[26] M. Neely, Stochastic Network Optimization with Application to Communication and Queueing Systems. Morgan & Claypool Publishers, 2010.

[27] P. Auer, “Using confidence bounds for exploitation-exploration tradeoffs,” J. of Machine Learning Research, vol. 3, no. 11, pp. 397–422, Nov. 2002.

[28] M. J. Khokhar, T. Spetebroot, and C. Barakat, “A methodology for performance benchmarking of mobile networks for internet video streaming,” in Proceedings of the 21st ACM International Conference on Modeling, Analysis and Simulation of Wireless and Mobile Systems, Montreal QC, Canada, Oct. 2018, pp. 217–225.