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Abstract—Multi-packet reception (MPR) has been recognized ~ With MPR, up toM stations can transmit at the same time
as a powerful capacity-enhancement technique for random- without causing collisions, wher¥ is referred to as the MPR
access wireless local area networks (WLANS). As is common capability of the channel. An immediate question is how the

with all random access protocols, the wireless channel is teh . .
under-utilized in MPR WLANSs. In this paper, we propose a MAC should be redesigned to fully utilize the advantages

novel multi-round contention random-access protocol to adress ©f MPR. In [B], [6], we derived the optimal transmission
this problem. This work complements the existing random- probability and backoff exponent that maximize the thrqugh
access methods that are based on single-round contentiom | of MPR WLAN. With the optimal transmission probability,
the proposed scheme, stations are given multiple chances togystem throughput is greatly enhanced compared with that in
contend for the channel until there are a sufficient number of o . .

“winning” stations that can share the MPR channel for data traditional S'nglefpaCket recept'or,] (SPR) WLANS. .
packet transmission. The key issue here is the identificatio One observation from our prior work, however, is that
of the optimal time to stop the contention process and start the MPR channel is still under-utilized from time to time
data transmission. The solution corresponds to finding a dé®d  even when the optimal transmission probability is adopied.
tradeoff between channel utilization and contention overead. other words. the channel is not always fully occupiedMy

In this paper, we conduct a rigorous analysis to characterie ' . . Lo

the optimal strategy using the theory of optimal stopping. A concurrent_ pgcket transmissions during the data tranemiss
interesting result is that the optimal stopping strategy is a phase. This is because the current MAC protocols are based
simple threshold-based rule, which stops the contention mcess 0n a “single-round contention” framework. There is essgiyti

as soon as the total number of winning stations exceeds a cait  only one contention round for each data transmission phase.
threshold. Compared with the conventional single-round co- o example, in the DCF RTS/CTS access mode, a data
tention protocol, the multi-round contention scheme sigrficantly i SR h foll . diatel | ,th .
enhances channel utilization when the MPR capability of the ransmission phase follows _|mme_ Ia_ey a_s ong as ere_ IS
channel is small to medium. Meanwhile, the scheme automaadly ~One successful RTS contention. Similarly, in the DCF basic
falls back to single-round contention when the MPR capabily is access mode, data packet transmission also serves thespurpo
very large, in which case the throughput penalty due to randm  of channel contention, which implies that there is only one
access is already small even with single-round contention. round of contention for each data transmission. Due to the
random-access nature, the number of stations contending fo
the channel at a time is a random variable. Hence, the channel
is unavoidably under-utilized when there are less thdn

A. Motivation and Contributions stations contend for the channel simultaneously. As such,

In random-access wireless networks, such as IEEE go28&nhancing the capacity of MPR WLANs beyond what is
wireless local area networks (WLAN), stations share a cor@urrently achievable remains a challenging problem.
mon medium through contention-based medium access control NiS Paper proposes a novalilti-round contention random-
(MAC). Most of what we know about WLAN is based on the?CCess protocol to address the problem. With the multi-doun
conventional collision model, where packet collisions wcc contention framework, more contention rounds are executed
when two or more stations transmit at the same time [Hjefore data transmission if the number of stations that have
[2]. With advanced PHY-layer signal processing technigquediready won t_he channel contention. is small. Intuitivehe t _
it is possible for an access point (AP) to detect multiplB0re contention rounds, the more likely that the channel is
concurrently transmitted packets through, for examplel-mdully packed with M/ concurrent packet transmissions in the
tiuser detection (MUD) techniquesl [3[J][4]. This new cdtis data transmission phase. On the other hand, more contention
model, referred to as multi-packet reception (MPR), 0pe,lr,gunds.leads to higher channel-conten_t!on _overhead..rFmdl
up new possibilities for drastically enhancing the cagaoft the desired tradeoff between channel utilization and cuiue
WLANS. Our prior work in [5] shows that the throughput ofoverhead boils down to deciding when to terminate the con-
WLANS scales super-linearly with the MPR capability of théention rounds and start data transmission. In this paper, w
channel. conduct a rigorous analysis to characterize the optimatesiy

using the theory of optimal stoppirlg [8]. The key contributg
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N TABLE |
alent to the problem of maximizing the rate of return SUMMARY OF NOTATIONS

(MR), a subclass of optimal stopping problems.

« By exploiting the monotone nature of the problem, wg & Number of mobile stations
prove that the optimal stopping strategy for multi-roun é\? Noar g/lfpvﬁn%?ﬁgtggﬁoorfstlifzgﬂpeﬂuon e
f:o_ntentl_on IS a SImpIe threshold-basgd rule. Specifical D) Average number of transmission attempts per generic tiote|sl
it is optimal to terminate the contention rounds as sootyy Stopping time
as the total number of stations that have succeeded|r, Duration of a super round
channel contention exceeds a certain threshold, regardle¥ Data payload transmitted in a super round
of the number of contention rounds that have already beleV™ The optimal stopping time
executed. Ny The stopping time by the one-stage look-ahead rule
« Based on the analysis, the maximum throughput that!is’ The threshold in the one-stage look-ahead rule
S System throughput

gchiev_able in MPR _networks with multi-round cqntentio_‘. B; Throughput Tower bound

is derived. In particular, network throughput is maxi—g; Throughput for multi-round contention with carry-over
mized when the stopping threshold and the transmission

probability of stations are jointly optimized. Our results

show that multi-round contention drastically enhancgfinor amendment of IEEE 802.11 RTS/CTS access mode
the channel utilization compared with networks withs presented in the same section. A preliminary on optimal
single-round contention, especially for small to moderatgopping theory is presented in Section Il. In Section IV,
M, which is the case in most practical situations. Thige prove that the optimal stopping strategy for multi-round
analysis complements our work inl [5] that has focuseghntention in MPR WLAN is a simple threshold-based strat-
on MPR WLANSs with single-round contention. egy. The network throughput as well as the lower bound on
» For practical implementation, we propose a multi-rounghe maximum throughput is derived in Section V. In Section
contention protocol which only requires minor revisionsy|, we investigate the throughput improvement of multi4nolu

to the current IEEE 802.11 DCF. contention MAC over existing single-round contention MAC
through numerical results. Finally, the paper is concluthed
B. Related Work Section VII. For the convenience of the readers, the notatio

o in this paper are summarized in Table I.
In related work, [[7] attempts to enhance the utilization of

MPR channels by allowing stations to count down and transmit
as long as there are less thah ongoing transmissions in the
air. To do this, one key assumption is that a station is able Ao Multi-round Contention and Problem of Maximizing Rate
detect the number of ongoing transmissions using an enefjyReturn
detector. This assumption, however, is not valid in wirgles \we consider a fully connected network witk mobile
networks, where the received energy from each transmittigghtions transmitting to an AP. The transmission of station
station is random and unknown a priori. is coordinated by a random-access protocol. We assume that
The theory of optimal stopping has been widely studieghe AP has the capability to decode up &6 simultaneous
in the fields of statistics, economics, and mathematical ﬁacket transmissions, be it contention packets or datagpsck
nance since 1960 J[9]. It was not until very recently thahterested readers are referred to Section \/in [5] for atprac
optimal stopping theory started to find application in wess ca| protocol to implement MPR in random access networks. A
networks. In [10], the tradeoff between the spectrum accesigetch of the multi-round contention mechanism is illustia
opportunity and spectrum sensing overhead in cognitiveoragn Fig. [1. The precise model will be made concrete in the
systems is formulated as a finite-horizon optimal stoppingext subsection, where we propose a multi-round contention
problem, which is solved using backward induction. Likesyis protocol as a minor amendment of IEEE 802.11 RTS/CTS
a finite-horizon optimal stopping problem is formulated imechanism.
[17] to derive an optimal next-hop selection strategy intinul

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

hop ad hoc networks. The problem of maximizing the rate One contention round

of return (MR) was applied to opportunistic scheduling in %

ad-hoc .n.etwork_s in[[13] an_d opportunistic spectrum ac.cess% L A T L A -
of cognitive radio networks in_[12]. Notably, the applicati [—————One super round——————»}«—————One super roun

of optimal stopping theory in wireless systems is still &t it
infancy stage. Our work in this paper is an attempt to intoeduFig. 1. Multi-round contention
it to wireless random-access networks.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The systemin Fig. [, the time axis is divided into contention rounds
model of MPR WLAN with multi-round contention is intro- and data transmission slots. The period between the ends
duced in Section Il, where we also show that the probleaf two neighboring data transmission slots is referred to as
of maximizing network throughput can be formulated aa super round. Stations transmit a small contention packet
the problem of MR, a subclass of infinite-horizon optimalith probability = in each contention round. If there are no
stopping problems. A multi-round contention protocol as more than)M stations contending for the channel in the same
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Fig. 2. Multi-round contention for IEEE 802.11 WLAN

contention round, then all contention packets are decoddd @&. Multi-round Contention in |[EEE 802.11 WLAN
the stations are said to have won the contention. Otherwise,

if more thanM stations send contention packets in the same
contention round, a collision occurs and none of them win ﬂE%
channel contention.

Having introduced the general framework of multi-round
ntention, we now propose a multi-round contention praitoc
based on IEEE 802.11 RTS/CTS access mode. Note that
the problem formulated in the preceding subsection and the

Let {X;, X5,---} denote a sequence of random variablesnalysis in later sections are general and not restricteteto
representing the number of winning stations in each coiutent protocol proposed in this subsection.

round. Obviously0) < X; < M. For eachi = 1,2, ---, after
observingX, = 21, X5 = 29, -+, X,, = x,, we may stop
the contention and transmit"_, z; data packets in the data
transmission slot ify"" , x; < M; only M winning stations
will be selected to transmit i ; z; > M. In other words,
the number of transmitting stations is

In IEEE 802.11, the transmission of stations is coordinated
by an exponential backoff (EB) mechanism. The EB mecha-
nism adaptively tunes the transmission probability of dmta
according to the traffic intensity of the network. It works as
follows. At each packet transmission, a station sets it&dfac
timer by randomly choosing an integer within the range
[0,'W — 1], whereW is the size of the contention window.

Yn(1, 7o) = maX(Z zi, M). (D) The backoff timer freezes when the channel is busy and is

=1 decreased by one following each time slot when the channel

Instead of stopping the contention at the&” round, is idle. The station transmits a packet from its buffer oree t
we may also continue and observE,;, hoping that backoff timer reaches zero. At the first transmission attemp
Yn+1(21,- -, Tns1) Will be much larger thary,,. Of course, of a packet)V is set tol, the minimum contention window.
this is at the risk of wasting more time on contention withouEach time the transmission is unsuccesskul,is multiplied
getting a reasonably larger,, 1 in return. by a backoff factorr. That is, the contention window size
W, = r?W, after j successive transmission failures.

A stopping rule¢ determines the stopping tim& based  The multi-round contention protocol is illustrated in Fig.
on the sequence of observatioks = (X, Xs,---). Note [A A station transmits an RTS packet when its backoff timer
that N is random, as it is a function of random variabs reaches zero. Previous work [ [1]] [2]] [5] has shown that th
Different realizations of observations may lead to différe packoff process yields an equivalent transmission prdibabi
stopping time. The system throughput can then be calculate@t which a station transmits in a generic (randomly chosen)
as time slot. When the number of station&], is large, it is

x [Data payload transmitted in one super roundreasonable to assume that the number of transmissions in a
Sy = Ex[Duration of a super round generic time slot fellows a Poisson distribution with pasden
_ Ex[Yw] ) A= K7 [B]. That is,

- Ex[Tn]’ 2) . . L e
Pr{k stations transmit in a generic time slot —e¢
where Yy, Y5, --- is a sequence of random variables with k! (4)
realizations beingy;, y2,---. Ty is the random variable rep- ¢ o more thani/ stations transmit at the same time, then
resenting the total amount of time spent to obtain a return gfe contention is successful and these stations are marked
Y. as winning stations. Otherwise, a collision occurs andether
are zero winning stations. Frorfi] (4), it can be shown that
Let C denote the class of stopping rules with the number of winning stations(; follows the following

C={N:N >1E[Ty] < co}. 3) distribution:

)\k
. , . . A To 1<k<M
Our purpose is to find the optimal stoppmg rue e C that kl(e*~1) - =

) — N _
maximizes the system through@ﬁﬂ In optimal stopping ~ FTXi =k} =\ Xy ey k=0 O
theory, this problem is referred to as the problem of MR. 0 otherwise



with the expectation being whenK is large. Thereforel; follows a geometric distribution
N M1k with mean value .
= . (6) e~
oA | _ _
1 e =0 k! mI—E[I]_ 1_e_>\'
After observing the outcome of the contention, the ARhe termCTS + 2SIFS — DIFS in @) is due to the fact
determines whether to stop the contention rounds accotdinghat the duration of the last contention round is statififica
the optimal stopping strategy. It keeps silent if it decidesto  different from others.

stop the contention rounds. According to IEEE 802.11 DCF, System throughput defined ill (2) can now be written as
other stations will then continue to count down after semsin

E[X] 10)

the channel idle for a DIFS (DCF interframe space) time g, = M
and contend for the channel when their counter values reach Ex 1[Tn]
zero. If the AP decides to stop the contention rounds, it will B Ex[min(zij\il X, M)]

randomly select, from all winning stations, at mdststations

for data packet transmission. Note that if the total numier o . N

winning stations in this super round does not excaéédthen __Ex[min( i, X, M)] packets/second(11)

all of them will be select. This decision is broadcasted to al Ex[N(Trrs + mro) + B

mobile stations through a CTS packet after a SIFS intervalhere B = CT'S + 2SIFS — DIFS + Ty, iS @ constant

Then, the selected winning stations send their data packetsariant of the stopping criterion.

After that, the AP responds with a group ACK, indicating |ntuitively, the decision whether to stop contention at a

which data packets have been received successfully. certain round could be based on the number of contention
The stations that have contended but are not notified funds that have already taken place, the number of stations

transmit data by the CTS packet regard themselves as hgat have already won the contention, or a combination of

ing encountered a collision, and consequently multiplyirthenoth. However, our analysis in Section IV reveals a somewhat

contention window by and back off. Note that the collision surprising result: The optimal stopping rule is solely lhse

can be either an actual one that occurs when more fian on the number of winning stations, regardless of how many
stations transmit together in a contention round, or a &@lrtucontention rounds that have already been executed.

one that occurs to winning stations that are not selected by
the AP when the total number of winning stations exceeds
M by the end of the last contention round. This protocol !ll. PRELIMINARY ON OPTIMAL STOPPING THEORY

falls back to the trad_itional single-r_ound Contenti_on puatl if Before deriving the optimal stopping rule in the next sattio
the AP always terminates contention after the first Sucu‘353\§ve introduce in this section some definitions and theoremais th

contention round. will be useful in our later discussions. TheorEim 1 states tha

Uf‘der the analytical framework de_scribe_zd in the last sul, problem of MR is equivalent to a stopping rule problem
section, we regard one RTS contentioweluding the preced- that aims to maximize the retudfiy — T for somey, where

ing idle slots and the succeeding interframe spaces as QR€ 4nd T are as defined if12
contention round, as illustrated in F[g. 2. Likewise, theta N N ).

EX,I[NTRTS + sz\il Ilio+ B]

transmission slot” contains the data packet transmisstwn, Theorem 1( [8]). (a) If supycc gz[—gﬁ = u and if the supre-

group ACK, together with the interframe spaces. [&trs mumis attained at N*, then sup y ¢ (Ex[Yn]| — pEx[Tn]) =
andTy,:, be the durations defined in Figl 2, i.e., 0 and the supremum is also attained at N*.

(b) Conversely, if SUPNec(EX[YN] — /LEx[TN]) =0

Trrs = RTS + DIFS, (7) for some p, then supyc % = u. Moreover, if

supyec(Ex[Yn] — pEx[Tn]) = 0 is attained at N* € C,

then N* is optimal for maximizing sup y ¢ —gigﬁ

where Ty denotes the transmission time of a packet head@famark 1. 1 is in fact the optimal rate of return which is
L denotes the payload length of a packét, denotes the equal tosup Ex[Yn]
data transmission rate, arfdicx denotes the time duration Nee

Ex[TN]'
of a group ACK packet. The acronyms (i.e., RTS, CTS TheorentlL implies that to maximize the system throughput,
SIFS, DIFS, ACK) represent the corresponding time durati

(yitle can alternatively solve a regular stopping rule problieat t

Tdata:TH-i-}% +Tack + SIFS+ DIFS,  (8)

specified in the IEEE 802.11 standard. maximizesZy, whereZy = Yn — Ty . It can be shown that
If the contention phase stops at th&” round, then the optimal stopping rule is the one that satisfies the fatigw
’ equatiof.
N
Tn = NTrrs+ Y Lic+CTS+2SIFS — DIFS + Tyara, ~ N* = min{n>1: (12)
=1 (9) Zy > sup Ex[Zm|X1:SC1,"' aXn:In]}
m>n

whereo is the length of a idle slot and; is the number of
idle slots p_recedmg the RTS packetlln_tﬂécqntentlon r(_)l.md' 1The statement is valid when the optimal stopping rule e&}swhich
From [2), it can be seen that a slot is idle with probabiity  can be proved for our particular problem. We omit the proa&Her brevity.



In other words, it is optimal to stop at a stage if the return &/hen K is large, the distribution ofX; is identical for alli
this stage is no less than the expected return of stopping &see [[(b)). In this cases, and @, are invariant withn. If no

future stage. confusion arises, the subscriptwill be omitted hereafter. It
Definition 1 (One-stage look-ahead rul€jhe one-stage look- 'S obv!ous from [(IF) that the 1-sla rule is a threshold based
rule with a constant thresho# [

ahead (1-da) rule is the one that stops if the return for . _

stopping at the stage is at least as large as the expected return  Remark 3. Equation (a) in[(Ib) are due to the fact that-

of continuing one stage and then stop. Mathematically, the 1-  Ex,,..[(u — Xn+1)*] is an increasing function of.

dla rule is described by the stopping time Lemma 2. For MPR WLANSs with multi-round contention, the
. stopping ruleN; obtained by[(Ib) is the optimal solution to

= >1: .
M I;mj%— ! 4 ix N (13) problem [@R). That isN; = N*.

w2 B [Znnl Xy = oo Xo = ]} Proof: To prove Lemmdl2, we note that the return function

Remark 2. The 1-sla rule is not optimal in general. HoweverZ,, = Y,,—un(Trrs+mro)—uB has the following properties

Definition[2 and Theoreml2 show that* = N; when some in our particular problem.

conditions are satisfied.

lim Z,, = Z, = —0, a7
Definition 2. Let A,, denote the event {Z,, > E[Z,, 11| X1 = e
x1,---,X, = z,]}. We say the stopping rule problem is and
monotone if Ag € Ay C Ay C ---. In other words, the

E[sup Z,,] < M — (T — puB < oco. 18
problem is monotone if the one-stage look-ahead calls for [S%p < #(Trrs +mio) = p > (18)

stopping at stage n, then it will also call for stopping at @l Fyrthermore, it can be seen frofi{15) that the problem is
future stages no matter what the future observations turn out  yonotone, because as long as the thresifold exceeded

to be. at a certain stager and the 1-sla rule calls for stopping,
Theorem 2. If limy 00 Zn = Zoo, E[sup,, |Zn|] < oo, and the threshold will always be exceeded at all future stages
the problem is monotone, then the 1-sla rule is optimal. regardless of the future observationsof Therefore, the 1-sla

rule is the optimal stopping rule according to Theofdmi.
Proof: See Chapter 5.2 and 5.3 &f [8]. [ |

Theorem 3. The optimal stopping rule that maximizes the
IV. OPTIMAL STOPPINGRULE FORMPR WLAN WITH throughput of MPR WLAN is a threshold based rule described

MULTI-ROUND CONTENTION as follows.
In this section, we analyze the optimal stopping rule that n
maximizes the system throughput of MPR WLAN with multi- N*=min{n>1:) X, >0}. (19)
round contention. In what follows, Lemnia 1 shows that the i=1

1-sla rule is a threshold based rule and the stopping timepgoof: Straightforward from Lemm@l1 and Lemrih 2. W
solely determined by the number of stations that have ajre

won the contention. Furthermore, it is proved in Lenitha 2 th
the 1-sla rule is the optimal stopping rule for our particul
problem of maximizing system throughput of MPR WLAN.

Lemma 1. The 1-sla rule that maximize%—X[YN] or, equiva- . .
: x[Tn] d a value that isio larger than M if

lently, Y — Ty is a threshold based rule that stops atrite

contention round as soon as’’_; X; > 6. When the number

of stationsK is large,f is a fixed constant invariant with. V. THROUGHPUTPERFORMANCE

Proof: Note that A. Digtributions of N* and 3>V X,

Zn = Yy —pln (14) We analyze the distributions o¥* and Zf\:l X; in this
N N section.

min (ZXiv M) = uNTrrs — “ZL'C’ KB Lemma 3. For a givenn and an attempt rat&, " | X; is
=t =t distributed as follows

rk 4. With MPR capability M, Yy is always upper
Bounded byM. In this case, increasingbeyondM will only
a}engtherﬂ“N without contributing toYy, leading to a decrease
in system throughp%. Hencey should always be set to

Ex[Yn]

i [Ta] 1S to be maximized.

N N
+ n
= M- (M- X;Xi) — uNTrrs — uz;lia — uB, (Y X, = 5) (20)
= = i=1
where(-)T is equal to the argument if the argument is positive, 1 (Zgo )\_J')n s—0
and zero otherwise. = {(6 ;)" JeMEL g N nel, .
The 1-sla rule described i (113) can now be rewritten as B D1 (z)(Z,j:Mﬂ T 1) > s>0

(I5) shown at the top of the next page, whéfe= M — v,  proof: See AppendiA.

d :
an Lemma 4. Given a threshold < (0, M] and an attempt rate

v, = max{u:u—Ex, ,[(u—Xn41)] < p(Trrs+mo)}. A, N* obtained by the optimal stopping ruleZ{19) has the
(16) distribution given in[(2) at the top of the next page.



Ny = min{nzlz(M—ZXi)Jr—EXnH{(M—ZXZ-—X,IH)JF

Xi=21, -, X, = In] < u(Trrs +m10')}

= min{nZl:(M—ZXi)— n+1[ ZX XHH)*‘Xl—xl,...,Xn_xn}§u(TRT5—|—m10)}

=1

(@) min {n > IZM—ZXi <}

i=1
= min{nZl:ZXiZGn} (15)
i=1
Pr{N*(), 9) =n} = (21)
Zk 0 k'(ek 1) n=1
MoAL 5o ixn—1 _ iy 28 n—1 /m— oo J n—1-1,¢
EE (X i)+ w+m )y, (Xie—s 3r) 3 i ( ll)(zj:MJrl ;_j —1) ron>l

Proof: Whenn =1, Proof: For s > 0, we have

A\ NT(00)

M
Pr{N*(\,0) = 1} = Pr{X; ze}zzm, (22) Pr{ Z X, = s} (26)
k=6

= X_:Pr{ZX —S|ZX <0} Pr{ ZX <}

s o = = iz {X:s—t}Pr{ZXi:t}
= ZPr{XHZH—s‘ZXi:s}Pr{ZXi:s} e 0o 0-1
5=0 i=1 i=1 - Pr{X_s}+ZZPr{X_s—t}Pr{ZX =t}

0—1 n—1
o . s . g n=2t=0
B ZP (X2 0-s}Pr{ Z Xi =}, 23) Substituting [(b) and(20) intd_(26), we g&i125). [ |

where the last equality is due to the fact that the sequenceBof

Throughput of MPR WLAN with Multi-round Contenti
X; is i.i.d. Substituting[(20) intd(23), the second half af)(21 rougnpLt o W u_ I-round t-ontention
is obtained. ! Given )\ andd, system throughput is calculated as

Ex [Yn«(x0)]

which proves the first half of (21). Whem > 1,

n—1 n
Pr{N*(\,0) =n} =Pr{ ) X;<0,> X;>0}
=1 =1

S(\,0) (27)
. . Ex [Tn+(x0)]
From Lemmd}4, we can deriie[N*(\, 0)] as “(08)
> = Ex [min(Z,; ™" Xi, M)] packets/sec
E[N*(\,0)] = S nPr{N*(\,0) = n} (24) Ex [N*(\,0)] (TRTS +mjo) + B
" . - where Ex [N*(/\ 0)] is given by [2%#) and
_ (Z A ) 1 Ex [min(3 7 0 X;,M)] can be calculated as
_ =3 G
k=6 k ( 1) (1 - Zk:M-l—l W)Q N*(\,0) *(X,0)
= n41 " /n =N el Ex [ min( Z X, M)] = ZsPr{ Z X; = s} (28)
+ Z X _ {)nt1 Z T 1 i=1
n=1 (e 1) =1 ¢ jer1 I

N*(\,0)
ANL®

M \E M Pr X, =s
XZ? sl s%—l—l { Z }

WLAN throughputs studied in previous papers can be regarded

as special cases &I ([27). In particular, wiea 1, (24) reduces

to the throughput performance of MPR WLANSs with single-
Lemma 5. ZN *.9) X; follows the distribution given in((25), round contention[5]. Whed/ = 1 and@ = 1, (Z2) reduces
shown at the top of the next page, when the contention phasethe throughput of traditional WLANs with single-packet
is stopped according to the stopping rulel(19). reception[[1].

+




0

N*(,0) e L
sl(er—1) M PY
J=1 ji(er —1)

Pr{ ; Xi:s}:

P e S ()

From [I6), it can be seen that there exists an optimal
6*(\) that maximizes the system throughput for a give(or

o0 i
j=M+1 1

2\

TABLE Il

SYSTEM PARAMETERS (ADOPTED FROMIEEE 802.11)

(25)

equivalently, a given distribution ok’). With the analysis in Packet payload 8184 bits
this sectiong*(\) can be obtained by performing a simple line MAC header 224 bits
search instead of calculating directly frofn(16). In aduliti PHY overhead 20 115+22/6us
if we have the freedom to adjust the attempt ratas well, ACK 112 bits + PHY overhead
the maximum system throughput can be achieved by jointly RTS 160 bits + PHY overhead
optimizing A and¢: CTS 112 bits + PHY overhead
§* = max S(A, 6). (29) Basic rate 6 Mbps
A0 Data rate 54 Mbps
If we blindly setd = M without optimizing it, then we Slot time 9 ps
obtain a lower bound SIFS 16 ps
M DIFS 34 us
Ex [N*()\,M)} (TRTS —|—m1cr) + B
< S 0°(N), (30)
which yields
By =maxBr(\) < 5", (31) 200
150
As we will show shortly, the gap betweefd; and S* is B
marginal in most cases. NonetheleBg,(\) is much easier to i 100
calculate thanS(\, #). Moreover, to achieveé3;, we simply S o
need to find the\ that minimizesEx [N *(\, M)]. This is much
less computationally involved than finding the rightand ¢ 18’

to maximizeS(\, #). Hence,B; serves a good approximation
of S* from both analytical and practical perspective.

As an illustration, throughput (in unit of Mbps) is plotted
against\ andé in Fig.[3 for an IEEE 802.11a WLAN with
M = 10 and data transmission rate 54 Mbps. Other syste
parameters are shown in Tallé Il. It can be seen that for
each attempt ratg, there exists an optima#l that maximizes Fig. 3. S(,0) for IEEE 802.11a withd = 10, L = 8184 bits and data
throughputS, and vice versa. In general, traditional singletransmission rate 54 Mbps.
round contention (i.e., setting = 1) does not yield as high
throughput as multi-round contention (i.e., settthg- 1).
Fixing A = 6, we plot S(\,0) and B.()\) in Fig.[4. In
particular, Br,(A\) = S(A,10) according to the definition. It
can be seen thag;, is close to themaximum value of S(\, 6),

VI. THROUGHPUTSCALING AND COMPARISON WITH
SINGLE-ROUND CONTENTION

Our previous study in|5] has demonstrated MPR as a pow-
which occurs wher¥ = 9. Furthermore, note that onlj2%  erful capacity-enhancement technique in traditional WISAN
of the maximum throughput can be achieved witer= 1, \ith single-round contention. In particular, we have pmbve
in which case the system reduces to one with single-rougitht the maximum throughput increases super-linearly with
contention. Reducing the data transmission rate to 6 Mbpg, the MPR capability of the channel. In this section, we
we plot the curve again in Fif] 5. In this cadey, coincides extend the study by investigating (i) how the maximum
with the maximum value ob(, 6). system throughput scales with the MPR capability under

In Fig.[8, we plot the optimal threshol@*(\*) obtained multi-round contention; and (ii) how multi-round conteonti
from (29). One interesting observation is titis not nec- improves system performance compared with single-round
essarily close tal/, especially for largel/. This implies the contention. In the following figures3; is obtained through
optimal strategy would rather transmit fewer th&h packets analytical approaches, whil&* is obtained through semi-
than executing too many contention rounds in these casesanalytical simulations.
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In Fig.[d, we plot the maximum throughp8t and its lower nificantly improves system throughput compared with single
boundB; as a function of\/ when system parameters are sebund contention, especially for small to mediuld (say
as in Tabldl. It can be seen that system throughput inceeageé < 20). The throughput improvement can be as high as
drastically with the increase of MPR capability. Moreowee 23%. This is because the channel is more likely to be “fully
lower boundB; is very close to the actual throughpsit. occupied” with packets with the multi-round contention MAC

The maximum normalized throughput with respectiy Note that small to medium\/ is of particular interest for
ie., §4 is plotted in Fig[[B. For comparison, the maximunpractical applications, where the multiuser detectioratéity
normalized throughput of single-round contention RTS/CT& the receiver is typically not high. This provides a strong
access network (derived inl[5]) is also plotted. Three coimcentive for the deployment of a multi-round contention
clusions can be drawn from the figure. First, similar to th®IAC in future wireless networks. Third, the gap between
single-round contention casef\— increases withM in the the normalized throughputs of multi-round contention and
multi-round contention case whel is larger than 4. In single-round contention networks diminishes whehgrows
other words, multi-round contention preserves the supeat (perhaps impractically) large. This is not surprising, lever,
throughput scaling. In practical systendd, is directly related as we have proved if[5] that the throughput penalty due
to the cost (e.g., bandwidth in CDMA systems or the numb#y distributed random access diminishes to zero whén
of antennas in multi-antenna systems). Super-linear regalibecomes large even with single-round contention. Thus, the
of throughput implies that the achievable throughput pet uroptimal stopping strategy we have derived may turn out to
cost increases with/. Second, multi-round contention sig-stop the contention process after one contention round most
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Fig. 8. Maximum normalized throughputs for IEEE 802.11ahwit= 8184
bits and data transmission rate 54 Mbps. VI1Il. CONCLUSIONS

Before leaving this section, note that we have assumedlr:jthIS paper, wethav:e fprop\;\cl)fztlj\la m;jrltl_l\r/lolggd Conts_rljtlon
that the attempt rate. remains constant for all contention' 2N¢OM-access protocal for s Wi capabrity.

rounds. In principle, throughpu§* can be further improved An optimal stopping rule is derived to strike the desired

by allowing A to vary from one contention round to anotherlradeof.f between channel utilization and contention ogedh
For example, a smallek should be adopted if the numbeljn particular, we prove that the one-stage look-ahead rule,

of winning stations is already close to the threshéldo as mh'Ch |s_a| ?lmtple thfret?]hold-tbase;:i rutl_e, |sTﬁptlmaIIt_due tg
to reduce the probability of collision in the contention nolu etsp?ma e? urel 0 _f_e retlur_n unction. ¢ c nt]rl: -roun
By doing so, however, the derivation of the optimal stoppin pntention protocol signiticantly iImproves system t ropigh
rule would be much more involved. Fortunately, from th ompared with conventional single-round contention proto

throughput upper bound that we derive in Apperdix B, it c ols, especially for small to mediud/. This is because the

be seen that the potential throughput enhancement by ary PR Cha”r?e' is now more likely to be pack_ed with as many
) across different slots is marginal. packets as it can resolve. Furthermore, multi-round cdioten

preserves super-linear throughput scaling, providingrenst
incentive to deploy MPR in future WLANS.

In Sections IV and V, we have assumed thatis large

In this section, we verify the analysis through simulationynoygh so that the number of transmissions in a generic time
We also discuss the validity of the Poisson assumption @dopgjot follows a Poisson distribution. Our simulation in Fig.

in Sections IV and V.
In Fig.[9, we simulate the multi-round IEEE 802.11 WLAN
described in Section 1I-B and Figl 2 when there &fe= 100

VIl. DISCUSSIONS ANDVERIFICATION OF ANALYSIS

shows that this assumption is very accurate wiéns
ufficiently larger than)M/. On the other hand, the Poisson
‘ h - g assumption is less accurate whinis relatively small. In this
stations. In the figure, the MPR capabilify varies from 1 556 the transmission attempts follows a binomial distion
to 40. We set backoff exponent= 2, minimum contention ot yaries from one contention round to another, as the
window Wy = 16, and threshold) = M. Other parameters n,mner of potential contenders decreases with the number of
are the same as in Talflé Il. For eakh the simulation is run ¢qontention rounds. As a resuit, defined in [I5) is no longer
for 100,000 generic time slots aftes, 000 slots of warm-up. iy ariant withn, making the analysis of the 1-sla scheme much
For comparison, we also plot the analytical resdlfs\, ) by g1 complicated. In our future work, we will devise effeeti

setting\ to be the average aggregate transmission probabilifys chanisms to analyze multi-round contention MPR WLANs
obtained from the simulatioBsit can be seen from the figuresor small to mediumk.

that the simulation and analytical results almost overlagnv
M is relatively small. WhenM exceeds 30, the simulation

result deviates slightly from the analysis. This is becaose APPENDIXA

large M, each station tends to transmit at a higher probability PROOF OFLEMMA

7 under the exponential backoff scheme. In this case, K The proof is trivial fors = 0.

is not much smaller thaf, and hence the Poisson assumption fFor 5 ~ 0, we prove the lemma by induction. It is obvious
becomes less accurate. that LemmdB holds when = 1. Assuming that LemmE] 3

2For givenK and M, the transmission probability is determined by backoffr0lds Wher?” = N, we show in [(3P) that it also holds for
parameters such asand Wj. n = N + 1 in the following.
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N+1 s—1

N N
Pr{z X;=s}= Z Pr{Xni1=s— sy ZXi = sN}Pr{ZXi =sn}
i=1 i=1 i=1

SN:1

N N N N
+Pr{Xn1=0]) X;=s}Pr{> X;=s}+Pr{Xn1 =3 X;=0}Pr{> X;=0}
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

s—1 P SN N o] j
Z( )\l A |)\,\ NZ<N>( Z )\T_l)N ZZSN
= s—sn)l(er =1) syl(er = 1) —~\ A I
> A A® YN, S A N_l,, A® 1 SNV
* Z gler = 1) sl(e? 1)NZ(Z)(Z ﬁ_l) l+8|(e>\ 1)(@_1)1\/(.2 7)
j=M+1 =1 j=M+1 Jj=M+1
A YNy, A N-lI
N 1)N+1{Z<l)( Y S+ -1 -1
=1 j=M+1
Z0N LN, XN - <N
(X X (D)X - ey 2
j=M+1 7" =1 j=M+1 7" j=M+1 7"
S TN 41 SV N41-1
sl(er — 1)N+1 < I )( Z ﬁ_l) %, (32)
=1 j=M+1
APPENDIXB bound is plotted together with the maximum throughgtit
MULTI-ROUND CONTENTION WITH CARRY-OVER: A of the non-carry-over protocol. It shows th&t can hardly be
THROUGHPUTUPPERBOUND further improved when/ is small, and at most by1% when
M is as large as 80.

In our proposed scheme, a winning station may not be
selected for data transmission when there are more fifan
winning stations by the end of the contention phase. TI 6% L
unselected stations regard themselves as having encedntt |
virtual collisions and back off.

In this appendix, we propose an alternative scheme whe _ 1200 1
unselected winning stations are carried over to the nex¢rsu; £ w000l |
round instead of being discarded. In other words, thes®stat g
are automatically categorized as winning stations witho 5 gl ]
the need to contend for the channel again. This scheme 2
based on an ideal assumption that the AP can memor § 600r 1
the contention outcomes of the previous round. Hence, & 200l |
“contention efforts” are wasted. All winning stations car
eventually transmit without the need to contend again. At su 2001 —o—s e
it is always optimal to wait until there are no fewer thah —*+— Upperbound S (A )
winning stations (including the carried-over ones) befiat % 10 20 30 40 50 e 70 80
transmission. The system throughput is given by M

Se = —1 M packets/second  (33) Fig. 10. Throughput upper bound for IEEE 802.11a with= 8184 bits
W(TRTS +myro)+ B and data transmission rate 54 Mbps.

with the optimal\ that maximizesS, being
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