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Abstract: - Technological advances and rapid development in handheld wireless terminals have facilitated the 

rapid growth of wireless communications. Since this tremendous growth of wireless communication 

requirements is expected under the constraint of limited bandwidth. The small antenna frameworks that can 

provide more flexible to handle the limited bandwidth will be the mainstream for wireless networks. The 

antenna divided a cell into several sections. Each section contains a part of the system codes used to provide 

wireless communications. Therefore, the system codes allocated to each section will effect the system capacity 

and a reasonable allocation should provide more codes to a section with heavy traffic than a section with light 

traffic. However, the large number of sections increases the difficult to allocate system codes to sections. 

Especially, when there are variations in the traffic loads among sections will lessen the traffic-carrying capacity. 

This study proposes an adaptive load balance allocation strategy for small antenna based wireless networks. 

This strategy is implemented to solve traffic-adaptation problem that can enhance the traffic-carrying capacity 

for variations in traffic. Furthermore, the simulation results are presented to confirm the efficiency of the 

proposed strategy. 
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1 Introduction 
Technological advances and rapid development 

in handheld wireless terminals have facilitated the 

rapid growth of wireless communications. Since this 

tremendous growth of wireless communication 

requirements is expected under the constraint of 

limited bandwidth [1, 5-8, 10, 14-20, 23-24]. The 

small antenna frameworks that can provide more 

flexible to handle the limited bandwidth will be the 

mainstream for wireless networks [3, 9, 13, 18, 21, 

24].  

The geographical (service) area of a system is 

covered by cells. For a small antenna based cellular 

system, each cell is split into small sectors. The cell 

splitting to sectors is achieved using higher 

directional antennas, which provides higher antennas 

gains for the served users in the sector and ensures 

reduced interference to the adjacent cells. Different 

channelization techniques can partition the system 

bandwidth to channels (or codes) to suit the small 

antenna systems, such as in [3], small antennas have 

already been used in GSM and time-division 

multiple-access systems. Moreover, in [21], small 

antennas were applied to WCDMA systems.  

Each sector has a number of the system codes 

used to establish communications sessions. 

Accordingly, the number of codes allocated to a 

sector will affect the communication quality in this 

service area and the allocations of system codes 

among sensors will affect the traffic-carrying 

capacity of a system [5, 7, 14-15, 18, 20]. A 

reasonable allocation should provide more codes to a 

sector with heavy traffic than a sensor with light 

traffic. Otherwise, it will experience that the heavy 

traffic sectors do not have sufficient codes to carry 

their traffic loads but the light traffic sensors have 

many available codes. Thus, the traffic-carrying 

capacity of a system is reduced and the call blocking 

probability arises. 

The conventional method, termed as the fixed 

allocation, prefers that each section has a fixed 

system codes. The fixed allocation is difficult to 

handle the changeable traffic loads among sections or 
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cells. Therefore, in [7], an adaptive (dynamic) 

method is presented. In dynamic method, sections 

are partitioned in to several groups. This method 

considers the average traffic load of sensors in each 

group. A high-traffic group can acquire more codes 

than a low-traffic group. The sections in the same 

group have the same codes. Since there are high 

probability that traffic loads of sensors in the same 

group are different, the problem that code allocations 

can not be adaptive to the traffic loads still exist.  

In light of above discussions, this study 

presents an adaptive load balance strategy for small 

antenna based wireless networks. This strategy can 

dynamically allocate codes among sensors according 

to variations in traffic to solve the traffic-adaptive 

problem and, accordingly, enhance the 

traffic-carrying capacity of cellular systems. The rest 

of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 

introduces the system model and the correlation 

research. In section 3, we describe the proposed 

strategy. The numerical results are given in Section 4. 

Conclusions are finally offered in Section 5. 

 

 

Fig. 1: Service areas of sensors 

 

 

2 System Model & Correlation 

Research 
Herein, first we introduce the system model. 

Then, use the definition of system model to describe 

the previous research contents. 

 

 

2.1 System Model 

The geographical area of a system is covered 

by cells. In each cell Ci, a base station using a small 

antenna in the center supports the wireless 

communications. Each antenna has m sensors and 

each sensor can charge a region in Ci to provide 

communication service. For convenience, Ci,1, Ci,2,…, 

Ci,m respectively represents the service areas of the m 

sensors in Ci. 

The management of the system bandwidth is 

based on code division multiple access (CDMA) 

technique [6, 18-19, 22,], where each cell can acquire 

all the system bandwidth B. Each sensor Si,j has a 

part B(Si,j) of system bandwidth B used to provide 

service of Ci,j. A communication session (or a call) 

can be established if available codes can be allocated 

for supporting the communication between the 

mobile host and the sensor Si,j. Two sensors cannot 

concurrently assign the same code to calls if their 

geographical distance is less than the minimum reuse 

distance Dmin; otherwise, their communication 

sessions will interfere with each other. This situation 

is referred to code interference [5, 18]. 

Definition 1: Given a sensor Si,j in cell Ci, the set of 

interfering neighbors of Si,j, denoted by IN(Si,j), is: 

IN(Si,j) = {Si,k | Si,k ∈Ci and D(Si,j, Si,k)<Dmin}, where 

D(Si,j, Si,k) is the geographical distance between Ci,j 

and Ci,k. 

Definition 2: denotes the interfering neighbors IN(Si,j) 

of a sensor Si,j. When Si,j assigns a code to an 

incoming call, it must ensure that this code is not 

concurrently assigned to other calls in IN(Si,j). Code 

allocation to sensors must ensure if a code c is 

allocated to Si,j, no other sensors in IN(Si,j) can keep c 

as their code. Therefore, Definition 3 is the condition 

of code allocation.  

Definition 3: (The condition of code allocation): 

Given two distinct sensors Si,j and Si,k in cell Ci, 

where Si,k∈IN(Si,j), the condition of code allocation 

between Si,j and Si,k is B(Si,j)∩B(Si,k)= ∅. 

For instance in Fig. 1, the area of cell Ci was 

divided to 12 subareas: Ci,1, Ci,2, …, and Ci,12 

according to 12 sensors: Si,1, Si,2, …, and Si,12. If Dmin 

is 2 subareas away, IN(Si,3)={Si,1, Si,2, Si,4, Si,5}. When 

Si,3 was allocated to a B(Si,3), Si,1, Si,2 , Si, 4, and Si,5, 

their allocated codes that respectively are B(Si,1), 

B(Si,2), B(Si,4), and B(Ci,5), can not have the same 

code with B(Si,3), i.e., any Si,j∈IN(Si,3), B(Si,3)∩B(Si,j) 

= ∅. 

The traffic load λ(a) of an area a will determine 

its code allocation. The traffic load is defined as 

Definition 4. 

Definition 4: The traffic load λ(a) of an area a is: 

λ(a)=ta⋅na, where ta is the average call holding time in 

a and na is the average call arrival rate in a. 

In a cellular system, the Erlang B formula, as shown 

in (1), can be used to evaluate the call blocking 

probability of an area Ci,j with the number n of 
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available resources (codes) and the traffic load λ( Ci,j) 

(in erlangs). 
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(1)  

When a call arrives at an area, the targeted 

sensor Si,j will choose available codes from B(Si,j). 

The available code c is defined as Definition 5.  

Definition 5: A(Si,j)={c | c∈ B(Si,j) and c don't assign 

to any mobile host at Ci,j}. 

Table 1: Traffic distribution  

Areas 
Traffic 

load 
Areas 

Traffic 

load 

Ci,1 6.0 Ci,7 5.0 

Ci,2 2.0 Ci,8 0.5 

Ci,3 5.0 Ci,9 4.0 

Ci,4 2.5 Ci,10 1.0 

Ci,5 4.5 Ci,11 6.0 

Ci,6 2.0 Ci, 12 2.0 

 

 

2.2 Correlation Research 

The Correlation Research divides into two parts: 

sensor-based code allocation and call-based code 

assignment. The sensor-based code allocation means 

the method to allocate each sensor Si,j a part B(Si,j) of 

system resource B. Accordingly, when a call arrives 

at Ci,j, the Si,j assigns its allocated codes, using a 

call-based code assignment method, to assign codes 

of A(Si,j) for this call. 

Given a cell Ci with m sensors {Si,1, Si,2,…, Si,m} 

and the system bandwidth B. Two previous studies 

can be used to allocate B to m sensors. 

In fixed allocation, each sensor Si,j permanently 

keeps the same number of codes. This code 

allocation to sensors can be formally described as 

follows [7, 18]. 

Step 1. Partition the sensors {Si,1, Si,2,…, Si,m} in cell 

Ci into G1, G2, …,and Gcs disjoint subsets, 

such that any two sensors in the same subset 

are apart by at least a distance of Dmin. 

Accordingly, partition the available 

bandwidth B into B1, B2, …, and Bcs disjoint 

subsets, where the cs disjoint subsets are as 

fair as possible. (cs is also termed as the 

cluster size). 

Step 2. The subset Bk is the allocated codes of 

sensors in Gk, where k = 1, 2, …, cs. 

For instance in Fig. 1, if the Dmin is 2 subareas away, 

i.e., cs=3, sensors {Si,1, Si,2, ..., Si,12} can be divided 

into G1={Si,1, Si,4, Si,7, Si,10}, G2={Si,2, Si,5, Si,8, Si,11}, 

and G3={Si,3, Si,6, Si,9, Si,12}. Accordingly, if the 

bandwidth B has 12 codes, B can be divided into B1, 

B2, and B3 and each contains 4 codes. Sensors in Gk 

can acquire the codes Gk, where k =1, 2, 3. 

The fixed allocation applied each subset Gk a 

same number of codes. In fact, the traffic load of 

each subset is changeable according to the mobility 

of the mobile subscribers. However, the allocation is 

fixed and does not be adaptive to the traffic loads of 

the subsets. 

In [7], a dynamic strategy, that applied each 

subset a different number of codes according to the 

traffic load of this subset, is studied. Similar to the 

fixed allocation, the strategy first divide sensors in Ci 

into cs subsets. Next, the traffic load of each subset 

Gk is valuated as (2). 

( ) ( ).
ki, j

k i, j

C G

G Cλ λ
∈

= ∑  

(2)  

According to (2), the capacity of Gk using Bk is 

valuated as (3). 

( )
( )( ) ( )( )
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(3)  

The capacity of cell Ci using B can be evaluated as 

(4). 
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(4)  

According to the evaluations of (2)-(4), 

different allocation of partitioning B into {B1, 

B2, …,Bcs} will have a different PB(Ci). This strategy 

evaluates all of the combinations and evaluates the 

PB(Ci) of each combination. Then, this combination 

having minimal PB(Ci) will be adopted. For instance 

in Fig. 1 under Dmin is the one subarea away and 10 

system codes, {Si,1, Si,2,…, Si,12} can be divided into 

G1={Si,1, Si,3, Si,5, Si,7, Si,9, Si,11} and G2={Si,2, Si,4, Si, 6, 

Si,8, Si,10, Si,12}, i.e., cs = 2. Accordingly, 10 codes 

need to divide into 2 subsets B1 and B2. Under the 

traffic distribution of Table 1, all allocation 

combinations with the corresponding capacity of B1 

and B2 are shown as Table 2. Since the allocation that 

|B1|=7 and |B2|=3 presents best performance. 

Therefore, sensors Si,1, Si,3, Si,5, Si,7, Si,9, Si,11 can 

respectively acquire 7 codes and sensors Si,2, Si,4, Si, 6, 

Si,8, Si,10, Si,12 can respectively acquire 3 codes. 
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Fig. 2: Call assignment 

 

Fig. 3: Outline of the subject strategy 

 

Table 2: Allocation combinations 

|B1| |B2| PB(G1) PB(G2) PB(Ci) 

10 0 - - - 

9 1 0.047 0.645 0.195 

8 2 0.082 0.382 0.156 

7 3 0.134 0.204 0.151 

6 4 0.205 0.096 0.178 

5 5 0.297 0.040 0.234 

4 6 0.409 0.014 0.311 

3 7 0.538 0.005 0.406 

2 8 0.681 0.001 0.513 

1 9 0.836 0.000 0.630 

0 10 - - - 

 

As shown in Fig. 2, after the area Ci,j acquired 

the resource B(Ci,j), when a MH mh requests r 

capacity to establish communication session, the 

sensor Si,j will find codes c from B(Ci,j) and the 

assignment procedure is presented as follows, where 

|A(B(Ci,j))| is the number of available codes in B(Ci,j). 

 

3 Subject Strategy 
The bandwidth management strategy can be 

divided into a sensor-layer code allocation strategy 

and a call-layer assignment strategy. The former 

strategy is responsible for allocating system codes of 

each cell to its sensors. Accordingly, when calls 

arrive at this service area of a sensor, the latter 

strategy is activated to assign the allocated codes to 

calls to establish communication sessions. For the 

latter strategy, the strategy as shown in Fig. 2 is 
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applied by this study. The relation of the two 

strategies is shown as Fig. 3. When there are 

variations such as traffic, the cell-layer strategy will 

be activated, accordingly to the variations, to 

allocated system codes to the sensors. The new 

allocation is submitted to the call-layer strategy. 

Then, the call-layer strategy uses the new allocation 

to carry the traffic.  

Our strategy is divided into two aspects to 

describe. The first aspect is allocation condition. The 

allocation condition is used to valuate the capacity 

when a cell incurs variations of traffic load. 

According to the allocation condition, an allocation 

strategy is activated to allocate the system codes to 

sensors. A cell Ci has the system code B and m 

sensors, Si,1, Si,2,…, and Si,m, that partitions Ci into m 

subareas Ci,1, Ci,2,…, and Ci,m. In the initialization, 

we assume each sensor Si,j has be allocated codes 

B(Si,j) and the allocation need to satisfy the condition 

of code allocation.  

This strategy uses an allocation condition 

function R to valuate the capacity effects of a sensor 

acquires a new channel. The valuation is described as 

follows. Based on (1), the evaluation that sensor Si,j 

use B(Si,j) to carrying the traffic λ(Ci,j) is EB(λ(Ci,j), 

|B(Ci,j)|), in which |B(Ci,j)| is the number of codes in 

B(Ci,j). Then, the valuation of Si,j increasing and 

decreasing a code c can be represented as (5) and (6), 

respectively. 

In order to satisfy the condition of code 

allocation, when Si,j acquires a new code c, the 

original owners IP(Si,j, c) need to give up c. the 

capacity effect can be represented as (7). In order to 

enhance the system capacity, the necessary condition 

to reallocate a code c to Si,j is R(Si,j, c) > 0. 

The proposed strategy is performed by each sensor 

Si,j, which accords to the current traffic loads and the 

code allocations of it itself and the each interfering 

neighbor Si,k to determine the new code allocations. 

The formal description of the strategy is shown as 

Fig. 4. Sensor Si,j first sets B'(Si,j) as (B− B(Si,j)). 

B'(Si,j) is the candidates that Si,j has the opportunities 

to acquire them as its new codes. Then, Si,j collects 

the traffic loads and code allocations of itself and its 

interfering neighbors Si,k. For each code c in B'(Si,j), 

Si,j evaluates the R(Si,j, c) value. A positive value of 

R(Si,j, c) means the utilization of code c in Si,j will be 

larger than in original owner(s) IP(Si,j, c). Therefore, 

Si,j selects a code cmax having maximal positive value 

as its new code, i.e., B(Si,j) ← B(Si,j) ∪{cmax}. 

Accordingly, the original owner(s) need to give up 

cmax, i.e., B(Si,k) ← B(Si,k) − {cmax} and cmax also needs 

to remove from B'(Si,j), i.e., B'(Si,j) ←B'(Si,j) − {cmax}. 

Then, Si,j uses the new B(Si,j) and B(Si,j) to evaluate 

the R(-) values of B'(Si,j) and selects its new codes 

until B'(Si,j) is empty. 
 

 

( ) { }( )( )( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j i, j

incr S ,c EB λ S , B S EB λ S , B S c λ S= − ∪ ⋅  

(5)  

{ }( ) ( )( ), ,
( , ) ( ), ( ) ( ), ( ) ( )

i j i, j i, j i, j i, j i j
decr S c EB λ S B S c EB S B S Sλ λ= − ⋅΅ Π  

(6)  

 

( ) ( ) ( )
,
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Fig. 4: Subject strategy 

 

 

Fig. 5: Simulation structure 
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For instance in Fig. 5, we assume the system has 30 

codes and marked as B={c1, c2, …,c30} and sensor Si,2 

currently has 10 codes, c1, c2, …,and c10, i.e., B(Si,2) 

={c1, c2, …,c10}. Continually, we assume sensors Si,3, 

Si,8, and Si,11 have a code c15. If a large number of 

mobile subscribers move to the service area Ci,2 of 

Si,2. Si,2 performs our strategy will first set B'(Si,2) as 

B− B(Si,2) ={c11, c2, …,c30}. Si,2 will select some 

codes from B'(Si,2) as its new codes. Then, Si,2 

collects the code allocations and traffic loads of 

IN(Si,2) ={Si,4, Si,3, Si,1, Si,12}. Then, Si,2 will evaluate 

the value R(Si,2, c) of each code c in B'(Si,2). For code 

c15, since IP(Si,2, c15)={Si,3}. The value R(Si,2, c15) will 

be incr(Si,2, c15)−decr(Si,3, c15). The incr(Si,2, c15) 

represents the increase of capacity if Si,2 acquires 

new c15 and decr(Si,3, c15) represents the decrease of 

capacity if Si,3 gives up c15. If R(Si,2, c15) is large than 

0, it means the code utilization of c15 in Si,2 is larger 

than in the original owner Si,3. When Si,2 performs the 

strategy, in each round, Si,2 will select a code cmax that 

the R(-) value is larger than 0 and is maximal for 

other code in B'(Si,2). Next, Si,2 will take cmax as its 

new code and the original owners in IN(Si,2) will give 

up this code. In this round, cmax and some codes 

having negative R(-) values will be deleted from 

B'(Si,2). In next round, Si,2 will use the new allocation 

and re-evaluate the R(-) value and acquire a new 

code. The strategy is performed round by round until 

B'(Si,2) is empty.  
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Fig. 6: Call blocking rate with pmh =100 and phot =0. 
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Fig. 7: Call blocking rate with pmh =30 and phot =10. 
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Fig. 8: Call blocking rate with pmh =30 and phot =20. 
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Fig. 9: Call blocking rate with pmh =40 and phot =10. 
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Fig. 10: Call blocking rate with pmh =40 and nhot =20. 

 

 

4. Simulation Results 
The simulation environment has 36 cells with 

432 sections, arranged as 6-parallelogram structure, 

where the antenna divided each cell into 12 sections. 

There are phot% sections, termed as hot sections and 

432⋅(1−phot%) general sections. The reuse distance is 

2 subareas apart, where cs is 3, respectively. The 

system has 64 codes, where each call requests a code. 

The total MHs are 10,000. The distribution of MHs 

is that there are pmh% MHs located at phot hot sections 

and there are (100− pmh)% MHs located at 

432⋅(1−phot%) general sections, where pmh = 100, 30, 

and 40, and phot = 0, 10, and 20. The distributions of 

MHs and hot sections are generated according to the 

random process. The call arrival rate of each 

non-calling MH is generated according to the 

Poisson process from 0.05% to 0.2% calls/second 

and the average call holding time is 3 minutes.  

Fig. 6-Fig. 10 describes the simulation results 

of fixed and dynamic and our strategy. Fig. 6 

presents the result of no hot sections, i.e., pmh=100 

and nhot=0. For the fixed strategy, the call blocking 

rates from 0.0005-0.002 call arrival rates are 

0%-0.57%. For the dynamic strategy, the call arrival 

rates are 0%-0.27%. For our strategy, the call arrival 

rates are 0%-0.20%. Fig. 7-Fig. 10 present the results 

that some mobile subscribers are located at hot 

sections. Fig. 7 presents the result of 30% mobile 

subscribers at 10% hot sections, i.e., pmh=30 and 

nhot=10. For the fixed strategy, the call blocking rates 

from 0.0005-0.002 call arrival rates are 

0.99%-23.97%. For the dynamic strategy, the call 

arrival rates are 0.20%-15.66%. For our strategy, the 

call arrival rates are 0.08%-11.10%. Then, Fig. 9 and 

Fig. 10 present the results of 40% mobile subscribers 

at 10% hot sections and 20% hot sections. As shown 

in Fig. 9, the results demonstrate that our strategy 

can decrease the call blocking rates 90.92%-43.83 

for the fixed strategy and 58.05%-21.83% for the 

dynamic strategy based on 0.0005-0.002 call arrival 

rates. As shown in Fig. 10, our strategy can decrease 

the call blocking rates 97.23%-68.07 for the fixed 

strategy and 80.98%-46.45% for the dynamic 

strategy.  

The results reveal that our strategy can provide 

higher capacity than fixed and dynamic strategies. 

The reason can be described as follows. In fixed 

strategy, the code allocation cannot conform to the 

traffic distributions. Heavy sensors cannot acquire 

sufficient codes to serve the incoming calls when 

other light traffic sensors still have some available 

channels. In dynamic strategy, sensors are partitioned 

in to cs groups. The dynamic strategy considers the 

average traffic load of sensors in each group. A 

high-traffic group can acquire more codes than a 

low-traffic group. The sensors in the same group 

have the same codes. Since there are high probability 

that traffic loads of sensors in the same group are 

different, the problem that code allocations can not 

be adaptive to the traffic loads still exist. Our 

strategy considers the traffic loads of a sensor and its 

interfering neighbors. A high-traffic sensor can 

acquire more codes than its low-traffic neighbors. 

Therefore, our strategy presents better performance 

than the dynamic strategy. 

 

 

5. Conclusion 
The investigation proposed an effective load 

balance strategy. This strategy is implemented to 

solve traffic-adaptation problem that can enhance the 

traffic-carrying capacity for variations in traffic. Our 

strategy considers the traffic loads of a sensor and its 

interfering neighbors. A high-traffic sensor can 

acquire more codes than its low-traffic neighbors. 

Therefore, our strategy presents better performance 

than the dynamic strategy.  

Wireless networks that employ small 

antenna have been proposed to increase the 

traffic-carrying capacity and circuit quality. 

Variations in the traffic loads among cells will 

lessen the traffic-carrying capacity. The antenna 

divided a cell into several sections. Moreover, 

the handoff procedure usually takes place when 

the call crosses the section boundary. A larger 

number of sections will increase the system 
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overhead for handling the handoff procedure. An 

ineffective management will increase the system 

overheads, such as code switch, data switch, and 

even network switch [1, 11, 14, 17]. The 

investigation will propose an effective load 

balance and handoff management strategy. This 

strategy is implemented to solve 

traffic-adaptation problem that can enhance the 

traffic-carrying capacity for variations in traffic. 

For the management of handoff procedure, 

currently, we considers the mobility of mobile 

hosts and the bandwidth utilization to decrease 

the number of handoff procedures and, 

accordingly, lessen the system overhead. 

Moreover, considering ergonomic and economic 

factors [2] to allocate codes among sensors that can 

satisfy new trends in the telecommunication industry 

is one of our future works. 

 

References 

[1] V. Abdulova and I. Aybay, Handoff Prioritizing 

Schemes in Cellular Wireless Networks, IEEE 

International Symposium on Computer Networks, 

Jun. 2006, pp. 79-84. 

[2] I. F. Akyildiz, J. S. M. Ho, and Y.-B. Lin, 

Movement-based location update and selective 

paging for PCS networks, IEEE/ACM 

Transactions on Networking, 1996, pp. 629-638.  

[3] S. Anderson et al., Adaptive antennas for GSM 

and TDMA systems, IEEE Personal Commun., 

vol. 6, Jun. 1999, pp. 74–86. 

[4] S. Asoodeh, New Algorithm for Power Control in 

Cellular Communication with ANFIS, WSEAS 

Trans on Communications, Volume 7, January 

2008. 

[5] G. Cao, Integrating Distributed Channel 

Allocation and Adaptive Handoff Management 

for QoS-Sensitive Cellular Networks, 

ACM/Kluwer Wireless Networks, Vol. 9, Mar. 

2003, pp. 132-142. 

[6] C. M. Chao, Y. C. Tseng, and L. C. Wang, 

Dynamic Bandwidth Allocation for Multimedia 

Traffic with Rate Guarantee and Fair Access in 

WCDMA Systems, IEEE Trans. on Mobile 

Computing, Vol. 4, Issue: 5, Oct., 2005, 

pp.420-429. 

[7] J. S. Chen, W. C. Chiang, N. C. Wang, and Y. F. 

Huang , Adaptive Load Balance and Handoff 

Management Strategy for Adaptive Antenna 

Array Wireless Networks, Proceeding of the 12
th
 

WSEAS International Conference on 

Communication, Herklion, Greece, July 23-25, 

2008, pp. 213-219. 

[8] S. P. Chung and J. C. Lee, Performance Analysis 

and Overflowed Traffic Characterization in 

Multiservice Hierarchical Wireless Networks, 

IEEE Trans. on Wireless Communications, Vol. 4, 

May, No. 3. 2005. 

[9] W. Choi, J. G Andrews and R. W Heath, 

Multiuser Antenna Partitioning for Cellular 

MIMO–CDMA Systems, IEEE Trans. on 

Vehicular Technology, Vol. 56, Sept. 2007, pp. 

2448-2456. 

[10] L. J. Cimini, G. J. Foschini, C. L. I and Z. 

Miljanic, Call Blocking Performance of 

Distributed Algorithms for Dynamic Channel 

Allocation in Microcells, IEEE Trans. on 

Communications, Vol. 42, Aug. 1994, pp. 

2600-2607. 

[11] C. Dazhong, X. Jing, and W. Peng, Research on 

Improvement in the Handoff Performance for 

High-speed Mobile Service, IEEE Canadian 

Conference on Electrical and Computer 

Engineering, May 2005, pp. 1157-1160. 

[12] G. J. Foschini, B. Gopinath and Z. Miljanic , 

Channel Cost of Mobility, IEEE Trans. on 

Vehicular Technology, Vol. 42, Nov. 1993, pp. 

414-424. 

[13] J. A. Hamadameen, Analysis, Design, and 

Simulation of a Log Periodic Antenna for 

Mobile Communication bands, WSEAS Trans. 

on Communications, Volume 7, May 2008. 

[14] C. J. Huang, Y. T. Chuang, L. C. Chen, W.K. Lai 

and Y. H. Sun, Adaptive Resource Reservation 

Schemes for Multimedia Handoffs in 

Fourth-Generation Mobile Communications 

System, Fifth International Conference on 

Information Communications and Signal 

Processing, Dec. 2005, pp. 664-668. 

[15] L. Huang, S. Kumar, and C. -C. J. Kuo, 

Adaptive Resource Allocation for Multimedia 

QoS Management in Wireless Networks, IEEE 

Trans. on Vehicular Technology, Vol. 53, Mar. 

2004, pp. 547-558. 

[16] H. M. Huang and Y. H. Wang, Bandwidth 

Management Method for Heterogeneous 

Wireless Network, WSEAS Trans on 

Communications, Volume 7, April 2008. 

[17] A. Iera, A. Molinaro, and S. Marano, Handoff 

Management with Mobility Estimation in 

Hierarchical Systems, IEEE Trans. on Vehicular 

Technology, Vol. 51, Sept. 2002, pp. 915-934. 

[18] I. Katzela and M. Naghshineh , Channel 

Assignment Schemes for Cellular Mobile 

Telecommunication Systems: A Comprehensive 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on COMMUNICATIONS
Jong-Shin Chen, Neng-Chung Wang, 
Zeng-Wen Hong, Young-Wei Chang

ISSN: 1109-2742 596 Issue 7, Volume 8, July 2009



 

Survey, IEEE Personal Communications, Vol. 3, 

Jun. 1996, pp. 10-31. 

[19] A. Kavak, M. Karakoc, J. R. Cleveland and H. 

E. Demiray, Dynamic Allocation of OVSF 

Codes to Access Terminals with an Adaptive 

Antenna Array, IEEE 16th International 

Symposium on Personal Indoor and Mobile 

Radio Communications, Vol. 1, Sept. 2005, pp. 

21-25. 

[20] Z. Naor and H. Levy, LATS: A load-adaptive 

threshold scheme for tracking mobile users, 

IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, 1999 , 

pp. 808-817. 

[21] A. Osseiran and A. Logothetis, Smart Antennas 

in a WCDMA Radio Network System: 

Modeling and Evaluations, IEEE Trans. on 

Antennas and Propagation, Vol. 54, No. 11, Nov. 

2006, pp. 3302-3316.  

[22] A. N. Rouskas and D. N. Skoutas, Management 

of Channelization Codes at the Forward Link of 

WCDMA, IEEE Trans. on Communications 

Letters, Vol. 9, Aug. 2005, pp.679-681. 

[23] M. Seth and A. O. Fapojuwo, Adaptive 

Resource Management for Multimedia Wireless 

Networks, IEEE 58th. on Vehicular Technology 

Conference, Vol. 3, Oct. 2003, pp. 1668-1672. 

[24] Z. Xu, Y. Zakharov and G. White , Antenna 

Array Optimisation Using Semidefinite 

Programming for Cellular Communications 

from HAPs, Electronics Letters, Vol. 43, No. 2, 

Jan. 2007, pp. 67-69. 

WSEAS TRANSACTIONS on COMMUNICATIONS
Jong-Shin Chen, Neng-Chung Wang, 
Zeng-Wen Hong, Young-Wei Chang

ISSN: 1109-2742 597 Issue 7, Volume 8, July 2009




