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Performance Analysis and Optimization of Delayed
Offloading System With Opportunistic Fog Node

Haneul Ko , Member, IEEE, and Yeunwoong Kyung

Abstract—Fog node (FN) close to Internet of Things (IoT) devices can be
exploited to offload the computing task of IoT devices. However, when lots
of tasks are simultaneously offloaded from multiple IoT devices, FN can be
overloaded. To mitigate this problem, we introduce a DYSON: DelaYed
offloading System with Opportunistic fog Node (OFN) such as vehicles
and mobile phones which can opportunistically reduce the load of static
FN thanks to their mobility. In DYSON, to maximize the offloading effect
of OFN, when IoT device cannot use OFN, it delays the task offloading
with the expectation of future contacts of OFN. To assess the performance
of DYSON, we develop an analytic model for the opportunistic offloading
probability that the task can be offloaded to OFN. Based on the analytic
model, we derive the optimal delay timer to maximize the opportunistic
offloading probability while maintaining the probability that the task can-
not be processed within the deadline below a target probability. Extensive
simulation results are provided to show the superiority of DYSON.

Index Terms—Delayed offloading, fog computing, load reduction, oppor-
tunistic fog, task offloading.

I. INTRODUCTION

In these days, along with the development of Internet of Things (IoT)
applications, the cloud computing architecture has been used for the task
processing of IoT devices owing to the flexibility and scalability on the
resource management of the cloud service [1]. However, the physical
distance between the cloud servers and IoT devices leads to long service
delay and consumes lots of bandwidth and energy of the network. This
triggers the concept of the fog computing where computing resources
are located close to the IoT devices [2], [3].

In the fog computing architecture, tasks from IoT devices usually
can be offloaded to the fog node (FN) which is connected to the access
network device (e.g., a cellular base station (BS) [4]). However, even
though FN is promising to offload the tasks, the scalability issue can
occur because of limited computation resources and latency require-
ment of IoT applications [5]. For example, if lots of IoT devices exist
at similar location and offload excessive tasks at the same time, FN can
be easily overloaded. To solve this problem, there are several works
(e.g., co-operation with other FNs and remote cloud) [4], [6]. One of
promising solutions is to introduce opportunistic FNs (OFNs). OFN
denotes FN with the mobility, such as vehicles and mobile phones, to
which IoT devices can offload their tasks [7]. OFNs can connect with
IoT devices and provide resources to them only when they are physically
near IoT devices. That is, IoT devices opportunistically offload tasks
to OFNs when OFNs are close to them [5], [8]–[12]. In [5], moving
vehicles are utilized as OFNs to reduce the average system response

Manuscript received 18 June 2021; revised 9 February 2022 and 8 May
2022; accepted 30 May 2022. Date of publication 2 June 2022; date of current
version 19 September 2022. This work was supported by the National Research
Foundation of Korea (NRF) funded by the Korea Government (MSIT) under
Grant 2020R1G1A1100493. The review of this article was coordinated by Prof.
K. Lee. (Corresponding author: Yeunwoong Kyung.)

Haneul Ko is with the Department of Computer and Information Science,
Korea University, Sejong, South Korea (e-mail: heko@korea.ac.kr).

Yeunwoong Kyung is with the School of Computer Engineering, Hanshin
University, Osan 18101, South Korea (e-mail: ywkyung@hs.ac.kr).

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TVT.2022.3179658

time. Zhu et al. [8] provide a task offloading scheme to shorten the
average service latency while reducing the overall quality loss when the
nearby OFNs are discovered. In [9], predictive offloading with OFNs
is introduced to distribute the load of static FN that suffers from its
resource limitation and save the backhaul resources. Under information
asymmetry and uncertainty in the vehicular fog computing (VFC)
scenario, Zhou et al. [10] present a contract-based server recruitment
method to share the available resources and propose matching-learning-
based task offloading method that matches user vehicles and OFNs
to minimize the delay performance. Meanwhile, privacy and security
concerns of offloading also have been considered [11], [12]. In [11],
blockchain is utilized to validate offloaded data transactions among
OFNs and cloud nodes. In addition, Liao et al. [12] introduce the
blockchain-based VFC framework where BS plays the consensus role in
the blockchain network. However, in these works, tasks can be offloaded
to OFN only when there is available OFN. That is, if there is no OFN,
tasks have to be unwillingly handled by static FN.

To offload more tasks to OFN,1 we introduce the DelaYed offloading
System with OFN, named DYSON. In DYSON, the offloading of the
task can be delayed with the expectation of future OFN contacts. That
is, when IoT device cannot use OFN (i.e., there is no available OFN
close to IoT device), it delays the offloading up to a pre-defined delay
timer. Then, if OFN appears before the delay timer expires, the pending
task can be delivered to OFN, which means higher utilization of OFN.
Meanwhile, after the delay timer expires, IoT device always offloads
its task to FN. To evaluate the performance of DYSON, we develop
the analytical model for the opportunistic offloading probability that
the task of IoT device is offloaded to OFN. Note that the opportunistic
offloading probability can be considered as the load distribution effect.
Based on the developed model, we derive the optimal delay timer to
maximize the opportunistic offloading probability while maintaining
the probability that the task cannot be processed within the deadline
below a target probability. Extensive simulation results validate the
analytic model and demonstrate that DYSON with the optimal timer
has up to 298% opportunistic offloading probability with 1% outage
probability compared to that of the conventional on-the-spot offloading
system which offloads the task without the delay timer.

The main contribution is as follow: 1) even though the benefits of
delayed offloading are considered in Wi-Fi offloading to reduce the
traffic over the cellular networks [13]–[15], to the best of our knowledge,
this is the first analytic work that considers the delayed task offloading
in the fog computing architecture considering OFN. Specifically, we
develop the analytic models for the opportunistic offloading probability
and derive the optimal delay timer to maximize the offloading effect
while considering the task completion deadline;2 and 2) extensive

1Note that, when individual IoT devices offload tasks to OFN as much as
possible, FN is not overloaded naturally even with multiple IoT devices.

2The derivation method for the optimal delay timer of the delayed task
offloading is totally different from that of the delayed Wi-Fi offloading due to
the difference of the offloading time point. Specifically, in the delayed Wi-Fi
offloading, the agent can offload its data download through Wi-Fi AP in a
continuous time space. On the other hand, in this paper, the agent offloads the task
only at a specific time point to OFN (i.e., one-shot task offloading). In addition,
in the mobile environment, the delayed task offloading is more practical than the
delayed Wi-Fi offloading because each task processing procedure (i.e., offload-
ing, processing, and response) for the delayed task offloading can be performed
with an independent session (i.e., the session and service managements such as
socket migration and service synchronization do not need to be considered in
the delayed task offloading).
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Fig. 1. System model.

simulation results demonstrate the performance of the conventional
and proposed systems under various settings, which can be utilized to
design the valuable guidelines for advanced OFN-based architectures.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. DYSON is
introduced in Section II. Performance analysis and simulation results
are provided in Sections III and IV, respectively. Finally, this paper is
concluded with future works in Section V.

II. DELAYED OFFLOADING SYSTEM WITH OPPORTUNISTIC

FOG NODES (DYSON)

Fig. 1 shows the system model of this paper. It is assumed that FN
attached to BS is always available whereas OFN is only available when
it moves close enough to IoT device. In Fig. 1, the grey circle centered
on IoT device represents for the communication range of IoT device.
Therefore, only when OFN enters into this grey circle, IoT device can
offload its task to OFN. Meanwhile, this paper assumes continuous time
model where the specific events can occur at any time. For example, in
Fig. 1, offloading to OFN is possible between τ1 and τ2 (i.e., contact
time). Thus, if the task of IoT device occurs between τ1 and τ2, it
immediately offloads the task to OFN without a delay timer. Otherwise,
when the task occurs before τ1, IoT device cannot immediately use
OFN. Thus, it delays the offloading up to a pre-defined delay timer
tD . Before the delay timer expires, if OFN becomes available owing
to its mobility, the pending task can be delivered to OFN. If the task is
completed by OFN before τ2, IoT device can get the result of the task
from OFN. However, if the task cannot be completed by OFN during
the contact time with IoT device, the task can be offloaded from IoT
device to FN again. Then, IoT device can receive the result from it. Note
that the disconnection with OFN can be recognized by IoT device by
means of the periodic signaling messages [8], [16]. Meanwhile, when
OFN is still not available even after the delay timer expires, the task is
delivered from IoT device to FN.

For the description of the system model and performance analysis,
important notations are described in Table I. We assumed that the con-
tact time between OFN and IoT device, tOFN , follows an exponential
distribution whose mean value is 1/μOFN as it is widely exploited for
the OFN residence time of the vehicles [16], [17] and mobile users [15].
The probability density function (PDF) and cumulative density function
(CDF) can be represented as

fOFN (t) = μOFNe−μOFN t (1)

and
FOFN (t) = 1 − e−μOFN t. (2)

In addition, a general distribution with mean 1/μFN is assumed for
the period when OFN is not available, tFN (i.e., non-contact time) [15].

Meanwhile, we assume that the task processing times of FN and
OFN follow the exponential distribution as it is widely utilized in the
previous fog computing systems [18], [19]. The task processing time of

TABLE I
SUMMARY OF NOTATIONS

FN, ts,FN , follows the exponential distribution with meanωvFN/uFN

where ω, vFN , and uFN are the mean size of the task, computation
intensity, and computing capacity of FN, respectively [18]. Then, the
PDF and CDF for the task processing time of FN are denoted by

fs,FN (t) =
uFN

ωvFN

e
− uFN

ωvFN
t (3)

and
Fs,FN (t) = 1 − e

− uFN
ωvFN

t
. (4)

Similarly, the exponential distribution with mean ωvOFN/uOFN is
assumed for the task processing time of OFN, ts,OFN , where vOFN

and uOFN are the computation intensity and computing capacity of
OFN [18]. The PDF and CDF of ts,OFN are given by

fs,OFN (t) =
uOFN

ωvOFN

e
− uOFN

ωvOFN
t (5)

and
Fs,OFN (t) = 1 − e

− uOFN
ωvOFN

t
. (6)

Furthermore, the delay timer, tD , is assumed to follow an exponential
distribution with mean 1/λD [19]. Then, the PDF and CDF of tD can
be represented as

fD(t) = λDe−λDt (7)

and
FD(t) = 1 − e−λDt. (8)

By means of the exponential delay timer, the fixed optimal timer
can be derived and utilized practically instead of the exponential delay
timer [20], [21].

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, in order to evaluate the performance of DYSON
compared to that of the on-the-spot offloading system,3 the analytic
models for both systems are provided. Specifically, the opportunistic
offloading probability, which is defined as the probability that the task
of IoT device can be offloaded to OFN, is derived as an important
performance metric of each system.

3In the on-the-spot offloading system, IoT device decides the offloading node
(i.e., FN or OFN) according to the current availability of OFN. That is, when
the task occurs but OFN is not available, the task is offloaded from IoT device to
FN without any delay timer. On the other hand, if OFN is available, IoT device
offloads its task to OFN.
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Fig. 2. Timing diagrams of DYSON. (a) τk , τk + tD , τr < τ1. (b) τk , τk +
tD < τ1 ≤ τr . (c) τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD , τr ≤ τ2. (d) τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD ≤ τ2
< τr . (e) τ1 ≤ τk , τr ≤ τ2. (f) τ1 ≤ τk ≤ τ2 < τr .

A. Dyson

To obtain the opportunistic offloading probability of DYSON, six
disjoint cases need to be considered in Fig. 2: (a) τk, τk + tD , τr <
τ1, (b) τk, τk + tD < τ1 ≤ τr , (c) τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD, τr ≤ τ2, (d)
τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD ≤ τ2 < τr , (e) τ1 ≤ τk, τr ≤ τ2, and (f) τ1 ≤ τk ≤
τ2 < τr where τk, τo, and τr are the times when the task occurs
in IoT device, IoT device offloads its task, and IoT device receives
the result of the task, respectively. As mentioned above, ts,FN and
ts,OFN denote the task processing times of FN and OFN, respectively.
When we let EY,D be the partial opportunistic offloading probability
in the case Y ∈ {a, b, c, d, e, f} for DYSON, it can be derived
as follows.

1) Ea,D: When τk, τk + tD, τr < τ1, the task is processed by FN
because OFN is not available even after the delay timer tD . Therefore,
Ea,D is simply 0.

2) Eb,D: When τk, τk + tD < τ1 ≤ τr , Eb,D is also simply 0
because IoT device offloads its task to FN before OFN is available

at τ1.

Ec,D =

∫ ∞

tOFN=0

∫ tFN

τk=tFN−tD

∫ tOFN

ts,OFN=0

fs(ts,OFN )fk(τk)fOFN (tOFN ) dts dτk dtOFN (9)

Ee,D =

∫ ∞

tOFN=0

∫ tFN+tOFN

τk=tFN

∫ tFN+tOFN−τk

ts,OFN=0

fs(ts,OFN )fk(τk)fOFN (tOFN ) dts dτk dtOFN (10)

3) Ec,D: When τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD, τr ≤ τ2, thanks to the delay
timer, the offloading to OFN can be possible although the task occurs
before OFN is available. In addition, IoT device can get the result of the
task from OFN because OFN completes the task within the contact time.
We can calculate the partial opportunistic offloading probability in case
c by means of the PDF of ts,OFN , τk, and tOFN . The joint PDF of the
ts,OFN , τk, and tOFN is denoted by fs,k,OFN (ts,OFN , τk, tOFN ).
Since ts,OFN , τk, and tOFN are independent, the joint PDF is the
product of each PDF (i.e., fs(ts,OFN )fk(τk)fOFN (tOFN )). As a
result, Ec,D is given by (9) as shown in the top of the next page.

4) Ed,D: When τk < τ1 ≤ τk + tD ≤ τ2 < τr , although the of-
floading to OFN can be possible owing to the delay timer, IoT device
cannot get the result of the task because the contact time between OFN
and IoT device is not enough for the task processing (i.e., OFN moves
away from the communication range of IoT device before it completes
the task processing). In this case, IoT device can offload the task to FN
again and receive the result from it. Therefore, Ed,D is 0.

5) Ee,D: Because τ1 ≤ τk and τr ≤ τ2 represent that the task of
IoT device can be delivered to OFN and IoT device can get the result
from it, Ee,D can be obtained by (10) as shown in the top of the current
page.

6) Ef,D: The case, τ1 ≤ τk ≤ τ2 < τr , represents that, even
though the task occurs when OFN is available, IoT device cannot get the
result of the task because OFN moves away from the communication
range of IoT device before it completes the task processing. Thus, as
similar with case d, the task is offloaded to FN again and IoT device
receives the result from it. Therefore, Ef,D is 0.

Since the cases from a to f are disjoint events, the opportunistic
offloading probability, E, for DYSON can be obtained by Ea,D +
Eb,D +Ec,D +Ed,D +Ee,D +Ef,D .

On the other hand, even though the longer delay timer means the more
opportunities to meet OFN, it leads to the longer task completion time
which can directly result in the quality of service (QoS) degradation.
Note that QoS of the task offloading service can be generally guaranteed
by processing the task within a certain deadline instead of processing the
task unconditionally quickly [22]. Therefore, the optimal delay timer
is required to maximize the opportunistic offloading probability while
maintaining the probability that the task cannot be processed within the
deadline (i.e., outage probability, PD) below a target probability α.4 In
this paper, the optimal delay timer is derived based on PD for the worst
case (i.e., case d in Fig. 2). Then, this optimal delay timer can maintain
PD below α for all other cases. As tD is inversely proportional to λD ,
the optimal rate of tD , λ∗

D , can be obtained by

λ∗
D = argmin

λD

(PD ≤ α)

= argmin
λD

(P [tD + tOFN + ts,FN > Dt] ≤ α) (11)

4α can be determined by the QoS requirements of the task. If the task is
delay-sensitive, α should be a small value. Otherwise, α can be a large value.
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where argmin() returns the minimum argument satisfying the given
inequality. Let Z be the sum of tD , tOFN , and ts,FN . Since tD ,
tOFN , and ts,FN follow the exponential distribution with mean 1/λD ,
1/μOFN , and ωvFN/uFN , respectively, PDF and CDF of Z can be
represented as [23]

fZ(t) = C

(
(λD − μOFN ) e

− uFN
ωvFN

t
+

(
μOFN − uFN

ωvFN

)
e−λDt

−
(

λD − uFN

ωvFN

)
e−μOFN t

)
(12)

and

FZ(t) = C

(
λD − uFN

ωvFN

μOFN

e−μOFN t −
μOFN − uFN

ωvFN

λD

e−λDt

−λD − μOFN
uFN
ωvFN

e
− uFN

ωvFN
t

)
(13)

where

C =
−λDμOFN

uFN
ωvFN

(λD − μOFN )
(
λD − uFN

ωvFN

)(
μOFN − uFN

ωvFN

) , (14)

respectively. By exploiting (13), (11) can be rearranged as

λ∗
D = argmin

λD

(1 − FZ (Dt) ≤ α) . (15)

Based on (15), the optimal timer λ∗
D can be derived using an iterative

method such as the Newton’s method [24]. Note that the delay timer
can be 0 when there is no λD which satisfies (15). This means that Dt

and/or α are too tight to determine λD . On the other hand, in the case
of the delay tolerable tasks, the delay timer can be infinity.

B. On-the-Spot Offloading System

Similarly, the opportunistic offloading probability of the on-the-spot
offloading system can be obtained by considering four cases in Fig. 3:
a) τk, τr < τ1, b) τk < τ1 ≤ τr , c) τ1 ≤ τk, τr ≤ τ2, and d) τ1 ≤ τk ≤
τ2 < τr . Note that, since the task of IoT device is immediately offloaded
in both DYSON and the on-the-spot offloading system, the cases c and
d of the on-the-spot offloading system are same to those of e and f for
DYSON, respectively. Let EX,O be the partial opportunistic offloading
probability in the case X ∈ { a, b, c, d } for the on-the-spot offloading
system. Then, EX,O can be derived as follows.

1) Ea,O: When τk, τr < τ1, the task is processed by FN because
OFN is not available yet. Therefore, Ea,O is simply 0.

2) Eb,O: When τk < τ1 ≤ τr , Eb,O is also simply 0 because IoT
device offloads its task to FN.

3) Ec,O: As mentioned above, the case c is same to case e in
DYSON. Consequently, Ec,O can be obtained from (10).

4) Ed,O: As mentioned above, the case d is same to case f in
DYSON. This means that Ed,O is simply 0.

Since the above cases are disjoint, the opportunistic offloading
probability, E, for the on-the-spot offloading system can be obtained
from Ea,O +Eb,O +Ec,O +Ed,O .

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

To verify the derived analytical models, extensive simulation by
means of a developed event-driven simulator was conducted. The
default values of μOFN , μFN , ω, uOFN , uFN , vOFN , and vFN are
100, 10, 1MB, 5×108 cycles per second, 10×108 cycles per second, 50

Fig. 3. Timing diagrams of the on-the-spot offloading system. (a) τk , τr <
τ1. (b) τk , < τ1 ≤ τr . (c) τ1 ≤ τk , τr ≤ τ2. (d) τ1 ≤ τk ≤ τ2 < τr .

TABLE II
ANALYTICAL RESULTS (A) VS. SIMULATION RESULTS (S)

cycles perMB, and 100 cycles perMB, respectively [18]. Based on the
assumed distributions, 20,000 random numbers of tOFN , tFN , ts,FN ,
and ts,OFN are generated. Then, with the optimal delay timer 1/λ∗

D

which can be obtained based on the Newton’s method [24], they are
used to calculate the opportunistic offloading probability. Consequently,
the average values are used to show the results. Also, task completion
deadline and the target probability (i.e., Dt and α) are 0.3 and 0.05 ,5

respectively.
The comparison between the analytical and simulation results is

shown in Table II. As shown in Table II, the simulation results are
very similar with the analytic results (i.e., less than 2% difference). In
addition, from Table II, it can be found that the opportunistic offloading
probability (i.e., E) and the task completion time (i.e., Tc) become
higher with the increase of the target probability. This can be explained
as follows. When α has a large value (i.e., loose outage probability
constraint), the optimal delay timer can be set to larger value as shown
in the second column of Table II.

Fig. 4 shows the opportunistic offloading probability E with the
contact time 1/μOFN which is normalized by the non-contact time

5Even though there is a probability of the case d (e.g., 5.09% in our default
simulation setting), when the optimal delay timer is exploited, most of tasks
(e.g., 95% tasks when α = 0.05) can be processed within the deadline.
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Fig. 4. Opportunistic offloading probabilityE with the contact time 1/μOFN .

Fig. 5. Opportunistic offloading probabilityE with the mean size of the taskω.

1/μFN . Meanwhile, as 1/μOFN increases, E increases for both sys-
tems. This is because as 1/μOFN increases, which can also mean
the decrease of the moving speed of OFN, there is more chance to
utilize OFN. Fig. 4 also shows that E of DYSON with the optimal
delay timer for any α is higher than that of the on-the-spot offloading
system under every 1/μOFN . The on-the-spot offloading system starts
offloading immediately when the task occurs while DYSON defers the
offloading at most tD . Therefore, the on-the-spot offloading system
relatively has little chance to use OFN than that of DYSON, which
results in lower E. In addition, the efficiency of DYSON becomes
apparent as α increases. For example, with the setting 1/μOFN = 0.6
(i.e., the sixth x-axis point), E of DYSON is improved by 121%,
149%, and 175% compared to the on-the-spot offloading system, when
α = 0.01, 0.05, and 0.1, respectively. On the other hand, it can be
found that the efficiency of DYSON decreases as 1/μOFN increases.
For example, the improvement rate of E of DYSON compared to the
on-the-spot offloading system is 298% when 1/μOFN is 0.1. However,
it becomes 103% when 1/μOFN is 1. The reason is that the optimal
delay timer becomes reduced according to the increasing contact time,
which decreases the effect of the delay.

Fig. 5 shows the opportunistic offloading probability E with the
mean size of the task ω when α = 0.05. It is found that E decreases
according to the increase of ω for both systems. The reason is that
according to the increase of ω, the task processing time also increases,
which reduces the probability that the task can be completed by OFN

within the contact time. E is reduced by 62% according to the change
of ω from 1 to 5 when u = 5x 108 for both systems. Even though
E decreases according to ω for both systems, DYSON has higher E
than that of the on-the-spot offloading system with the same u. This is
because DYSON has more chance to offload the task to OFN owing to
tD than the on-the-spot offloading system. Specifically, with the setting
ω = 10, E of DYSON is improved by 388% and 387% when u = 5
x108 and 15x108, respectively. In addition, it can be checked from Fig. 5
thatE increases whenu increases. The reason is that the task processing
time can be reduced when u increases.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper introduced a DYSON where IoT device can delay the task
offloading to maximize the offloading effect of opportunistic fog node
(OFN). In addition, the analytic model of the opportunistic offloading
probability was developed to assess the performance of the proposed
system. Based on the analytic model, we derive the optimal delay timer
to maximize the opportunistic offloading probability while maintaining
the probability that the task cannot be processed within the deadline
below a target probability. Analytic and simulation results demonstrated
that DYSON with the optimal delay timer can significantly improve
the opportunistic offloading probability compared to the on-the-spot
offloading system. In addition, it is shown that the opportunistic offload-
ing probability is influenced by the task processing time, delay timer,
task size, and computing capacity. In our future work, this paper will be
extended to handle the competition to get the constrained computing
resource of OFN considering multiple IoT devices.
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