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Abstract—This paper presents a novel approach to multiple the main concepts of the coded splitting tree protocolpfedd
access control calledcoded splitting tree protocol. The approach py an analysis in Sectidn 1V. Numerical results are preskente

builds on the known tree splitting protocols, code structue and ; ; ; .
L ° ! - in Section Y. Finally, Sectioh VI concludes the paper.
successive interference cancellation (SIC). Several imstces of the y pap

tree splitting protocol are initiated, each instance is teminated 1. SYSTEM MODEL
prematurely and subsequently iterated. The combined set of ) ) ] ) )
leaves from all the tree instances can then be viewed as a We consider a multiple access channel with a single re-

graph code, which is decodable using belief propagation. ®1 ceiver andN transmitters, also referred to as users, with the

main design problem is determining the order of splitting, which 55 1ation sizeN being unknown to all of them. Link time
enables successful decoding as early as possible. Evaloas show ized in fixed-si lots: the durati f the slot i
that the proposed protocol provides considerable gains ovehe IS organized In fixed-size slots, the duration o e slotis

standard tree splitting protocol applying SIC. The improvement ~€qual to the duration of user messages. Every tirh user
comes at the expense of an increased feedback and receivetransmits,1 < ¢ < N, he sends a a replica of its message
complexity. X, (we assume that each replica contains pointers to all other
replicas, as this is required for the execution of SIC). The
transmissions from different uses are assumed synchibnize

Distributed random access control schemes, like ALOHAnd the received signal in slgtY; = >, 4. X; is noiseless,

[1] and splitting-tree protocols_[2], represent a simplet buvhereA; is the set of active (transmitting) users in sfoand
popular choice for the multiple access channels. In thesicbatheir number is denoted Hyi;|. Slotj is referred to asidle if
variants, these protocols treat packet collisions as waste |A;| =0, asingleif |A;| = 1 and acollisionif |4;| > 1. The
the recent research has shown that successive interferemegiver is only able to distinguish between these threatsve
cancellation (SIC) can significantly increase the througlgd in a given slot, but is not able to determine the multiplicity
random access protocols. The use of SIC was explored in tifea collision, also referred to as the collisiaiegree. It is
splitting-tree frameworkl[3], doubling the throughput dfet assumed that the receiver is able to store any numbéf; of
binary version of the scheme. Recently, SIC has been usedrasnemory, in order to perform SIC at a later stage. As an
a main ingredient of the coded random access protocols [dkample, ifY; = X5 + X5 (collision) andY> = X5 (single),
the users are allowed to transmit packet replicas in meltiphenY; — Y3 = X,, which provides an additional message. In
slots of the frame and once a transmission has been resoltad way the collisions may potentially be resolved, whgreb
SIC is used to remove its replicas, potentially “unlockinigé¢ the corresponding slots contribute to the overall throughp
collisions where these replicas may have occurred. Anatogidefined asT = %, where R is the number of recovered
between SIC and iterative belief-propagation (BP) erasumaessages andif is the number of used slots. The system also
decoding were established in [5], leading to the applicatib consists of a feedback channel, through which the receaer ¢
the codes-on-graphs theory to the design of framed ALOHAroadcast instructions to the transmitters. The perfooaari
based random access schemes.[In [6], these ideas weretlex-system is defined by the achievable throughput under a
tended by applying the concepts of rateless coding to thwen number of feedback messagés

slotted ALOHA.

In this paper we show how the ideas of coded random
access can applied using splitting tree protocols as rasier In this section, we describe the proposed scheme. Our
than ALOHA. We propose theoded splitting tree protocol, approach is centered around the tree splitting algorithst fir
consisting of a set of partially split trees whose combinadtroduced in[[2]. In tree splitting, collisions are resedvby
leaves constitute a graph code, over which the receiveiegpplasking the involved users to retransmit their message in one
SIC. The focus of our work is on theplit strategy that of the following B slots with equal probabilities. This will
optimizes the distribution of user collisions over the lesiv potentially isolate one or more of the users, whereby their
such that a suitably chosen reward function related to the&essages are successfully received. Any remaining aoibsi
evolution of the SIC is maximized. The proposed scheme age treated in the same way until all collisions are resaolved
derived for the general case when the number of contendifigis process can be viewed as a tree, where each node
users is not a priori known. represents a received signal, which can either be an idle (0)

The organization of the rest of the text is as followsa single (1) or a collision (c). A collision is the parent Bf
Section[) introduces the system model. Secfioh Il preserthildren, if an attempt to resolve it has been made. When the

I. INTRODUCTION

IIl. CODED SPLITTING TREEPROTOCOL
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1) Estimation phase: Perform BTS in each tree, using a
predefined strategy, until a predefined point, where the
observations in the tree serve as basis for an estimation

4 5 6 7 of the degree of the remaining collisions.

2) Degree optimization phaseBased on the partially split
trees and the collision degree estimates from the esti-
mation phase, a strategy for further splitting is chosen,
which maximizes a reward function dn.

Active users

1 A. Estimation Phase

DU A WN

In the estimation phase, the goal is to partially split the
K trees and estimate the degrees of the remaining collisions.
Hence,N is not explicitly estimated, rather how the population
Fig. 1. Example of the tree splitting algorithm. has been distributed across the transmission slots, wiich i
more informative and useful in our case. Information fosthi

: . estimation comes from idle and single slots, since onlyehes
process is completed, each leaf in the tree has at most de 1&Ve finite entropy in the observation (in fact zero entropy)
1. See Fig[l for an example &f = 6 and B = 2. Here the Py by

) The strategy for each tree is to perform the BTS algorithm,
nodes are numbered according the slot number they represer. e ) A L

I . o . “With the modification that only a single child is split, if
Under the tree it is seen which users transmit in the indifidu . : L
slots the split of the parent resulted in two collisions. Once an

! . . idle or a single slot is observed, the algorithm is repeated,
This work focuses on the simplest case whBre- 2, which . o )
: . e : starting at a collision node closest to the root. Note thi th
is called binary tree splitting (BTS). This approach has an

. requires a feedback message, since the users are not aware
asymptotic average throughput@f347 for N — 0 []. The_ ?f the outcome of a transmission slot. Using the token-based
use of SIC enables to perform a binary split using only a sin

slot. For the example on Fiff] 1, after receiving the sigial grepresentat|0n for tree protocols from [7], it can be seext th

X Y 1
in slot 2, the receiver can locally create the received signial a?gbglgiﬁte ';;:Sez gi]ntlzeevilagr: thzrtf:s szzr%iric;ri Ofr(g?;bilit
usingY; andY5; thus the sloB can be saved. Using this idea,IO y ’ P P

the average throughput of the splitting tree algorithm heenb giozé;st?st:?(:rzrtglé IEr:{;ﬁw??:ﬁfgof?:gi%:Ig? t-lr;zep?s;;g:ed
doubled t00.693 [3].

BTS is a key component of the proposed scheme. HoweyDiass covered by idle and single slots exceeds a threshold

. . . . ._«.’Based on the observations, the degree distributions &or th
instead of completing the algorithm, the tree is only péytia o L S T

: - ; . remaining collisions are calculated, as detailed in sadfid
split, such that a number of collisions remains. The resglti

leaves will follow a certain degree distribution denot@d
where Q(d) is the fraction of leaves for whichA| = d.
Note that if BTS was fully completed, such th& = N, The purpose of the degree optimization phase is to perform
thenQ(0) = 22, (1) = & andQ(d) = 0 for d > 1, as binary splits in the trees in an order that favors SIC. Hence,
there are no unresolved collisions. For partial BTR¢) is we are looking for the sequence of splits, referred to as
a random variable for all < N, whereQ(0) andQ(1) can the split order, which modifies the trees resulting from the
be observed in the tree. The choice of splitting strategy, iestimation phase, such that the degrees among the leaves
which collisions to resolve, determines the statistic§26f). follow a desirable distribution. The first split, after thetie
This relationship is subject to analysis in secfion V. mation phase, is determined by first calculating the resmilti
The main idea of coded splitting tree protocol, and the maitegree distribution{}!, for each possible node to be split,
conceptual contribution of this work, is to gener&fepartially s; = {1,2,...,C}, whereC = M — Q(0) — (1), is the
split trees and view the combined set of leaves as a graph codenber of collisions among the leaves after the estimation
on the N messages from the users. Each user transmits [ifsase. See details in sectionl IV. The split that maximizes th
message such that its multiple replicas exist among thefgawscalar product of2! and the reward function, is then chosen.
which provides an SIC potential similar to in [4]. The reswgt The reward function assigns a value to a leaf of any dedree
graph code can thus be decoded using SIC (i.e, iterative B& \(d) is the value of a leaf with degrek The next splits are
decoding), as applied in erasure codes like LDPC codes aftbsen in the same manner, usidig ! as the starting point for
LT codes. Hence, existing results in this area can serve @w®osing the split;. Note that each split causés to increase
guidelines for the desired2 and thereby for the splitting by one. Once a split order of the desired length has been
strategy. determined, it is broadcast to the users, which start tcstnn
Since N is unknown, it is not possible to design an a prioraccording to the schedule. After each split, belief protiaga
splitting strategy a priori to fulfill the requirements fa We decoding is attempted, thus giving the whole protocol a flavo
therefore propose a two-phase strategy: of rateless codes, as in [6]. When all collisions have been
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Fig. 3. Example of the degree optimization phase.
Fig. 2. Example of the estimation phase.

IV. ANALYSIS
resolved, either through a split or SIC, a terminating femitb

, Two elements in the proposed scheme are subject to anal-
message is broadcast.

ysis. First, the leaf degree probability distribution isrided

C. Example on the basis of an observation of the tree. This is the essence

of the estimation phase. Second, the expressions necdesary

ra?timize the split order for the degree optimization phae a
erived.

Fig.[d and Fig[B show an example of the proposed sche
with K = 2, N = 12 anda = 0.2. The tree nodes are
labeled with the slot they represent, which makes it possib
to follow the evolution of the trees. Underneath the trees, A. Leaf Degree Probability Distribution
is illustrated which users are active in the individual slahd  \ve introduceD — (D, Ds,...., Dy}, which is a vector

thereby also the degrees of the nodes. Note that since SIG{$andom variables, wherB, is the degree of thé-th leaf,
utilized, only a single slot is necessary for each splithsth@t , _ | 9 1/ Note that given a populationV, D follows

the complementary node of the node representing-theslot 5 o itinomial distribution, denotedt, with parametersV
is denoted by’. In other words, nodé can be obtained from 4. probability vecto® = {Pi, P, ..., Py}, where P, is

i and the parent node, and thus a slot corresponding to NQHE fraction of probability mass covered by theh leaf, ¢ =

L

¢ 1s not needed. L o 1,2,...,M. Moreover, we introduc@ ;, which is the set of
In Fig.[2 the estimation phase is illustrated. In the lefetreyogsile realizations db as constrained by the observations

the first single or idle slot is observed in sl¢f after three . the tree and an estimate of the populati¥n= N. Hence
splits from the root, which means the slot covers a fractibn @; 3 D e D . we have thab>, D, = N. Also, Dy = | Ay
N - . ) - )

55 = 0.125 of the probability mass. Since = 0.2 is applied, |A¢| < 2; otherwiseD, is unknown (i.e, unobserved).

the estimation phase continues, starting from the nodeslos £, the unobserved leaf degrees, we find the probability
to the root,2’. After only a single split, another single or idledistribution, Pr(D, = d) for d > 2, by summing the
slot is observed, this time in the third Ievgl of the tree. btgn probabilities of all realizations "DN_ where D, = d. Since

the node coverg% = 0.25 of the probgbmty mass, brmgmg we have no prior distribution oV, we must also sum over
the total mass covered by single and idle slot8.8Y5, which N = 1,2, ..., 00, weighting eachV equally:

exceedsy and the estimation phase of this tree is terminated. 77
The same procedure is performed in the right tree, where
single or idle slots are observed ¥ 11 and11’, who cover

a total of 55 + 55 + 55 = 0.375 of the probability mass. Based
on the observations in the two trees, the degree distribsitid The sum in [(l) converges whenever at least one
the remaining collisions are calculated as described itisec idle or single slot is observed, since in that case
v Y beng:p,—aM(D, N, P) = 0for N — oo, For that reason,

The degree optimization phase is illustrated in Eig. 3. Thisis in practice enough to sum until a sufficiently high,

phase continues on the trees resulting from the estimatigiich that convergence is achieved. The overall leaf degree
phase. It is assumed for this example that splitting nddle probability distribution is now found as:

will maximize the scalar product d?' and \, which means
this node is scheduled to be split first. Following this, atspl
of node 12 is assumed to maximize the scalar product, and
finally node5. Hence, the determined split orderlig, 12 and _ _
5, which is broadcast to the users, who flip coins and transrfit SPlit Order Selection

accordingly. The splits performed in the degree optimarati The degree probability distribution of the individual leav
phase are marked with gray in Fid. 3. After each split, SIC &nd the resulting(d) constitute the starting point of the
attempted. degree optimization phase. For this phase we are interested

Pr(Dg:d):i >  M@D,N,P). (1

N=1 DGDN:De:d

M
Q(d) =Y Pr(D, = d) for d > 0. 2)
/=1



in the optimal split order, across all' trees, according to 08 v v v v v v

a reward function\, for the remainder of the transmission —— N =64
We will add a superscript to the derived distributions,  %78[| —5— ¥ = 528 M‘
which denotes the number of performed splits in the degr

optimization phase. Moreover, we concatenate the rand« orer i
variables from the individual trees in a single vect®?, 20.74*,
representing all leaves. HencB? = {Dy,...,Dy,...,Dx}, Eﬂ
where Dy, , is the (-th leaf of thek-th tree. £ o2t
E

The result of a split is that one leaf is replaced by tw
children. Hence, if e.g. thé-th leaf is chosen for the first 0.7§
split, then DY will be replaced by two new random variables
denotedD; and D;_,. For thei-th split, we are interested
in finding the leaf that maximizes the scalar product of th 0.6 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
resulting’ and \. Hence, ifs; denotes the index of the leaf 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 016  0.18 0.2 0.22
for thei-th split, then the following optimization is performed:

0.68 [

o Fig. 4. Throughput as a function ef for K = 3.
maximizez QN (d)\(d), €))
s

d=0 L. .
For the coded splitting tree protocol, the reward function,

where the dependency on lies in Q¢(d), since the choice ), is chosen to be:

of split determines how2!~!(d) maps intoQ!(d). As in @), { 05 ford—23

we find the overall leaf degree distribution by summing the Ad) = 0 elsewhere

contributions from the individual leaves:

()

o . The mt\(jvtivati%nthbehirjd th:? chfoice_is (’;he dor(rjl_in?pb(':; of
i P egrees two and three in well performing degree distrilmstio
2'(d) = ;PT(DZ = d) ford > 0. ) for LT codes [8,9]. Experiments show that the performance
of the proposed scheme is limited by the amount of leaves
Leaves not chosen for the split are unaffected. However, thdth these degrees. Hence, maximizing the amount of leaves
index of the leaves following the chosen leaf in the ved®r with degrees two and three seems reasonable. Note that using
is increased by one, since a split causes one leaf to be egplasuch a reward function will not provide trees containingyonl

by two new leaves. Hence, leaves with degrees two and three, due to the randomness
; i1 of the scheme. For this reason, leaves with degree one will
Pr(Dy =d) = Pr(D;" =d) for £ < s;, occur, as is necessary in order to initiate SIC (i.e., iteeat

Pr(D} =d) = Pr(D,"1 =d) for £ > s; + 1. (5) BP erasure-decoding). Further investigation in the choice
reward function is subject to future work.

Conditioned on the degree of the chosen ldaf,; ! = d,, The length of the split order, applied in the degree optimiza
the new leaves will both follow the binomial distribution tion phase, is determined by the point, where an increase in
denoted B, with parametersd, and 0.5. The probability the scalar product is no longer possible. From this poir, th
distribution of the degree of the chosen leaf is found usirigaf with the highest expected degree is chosen for the next

(@). We thus have: split, until decoding succeeds.
; ; Fig.[4 and Figlb show the achieved throughput as a function
Pr(D;, =d) = Pr(D; , =d) of a for K = {3,4} andN = {32, 64,128, 256}. The number

i i of necessary feedback messages is plotted inJFig. 6 anfllFig. 7
Z (PT(Dsi = dp)B(d, dy, 0'5)) » (8)  for the same choices of parameters. It is seen that the dptima
dp=d choice ofa depends orK but not onN. Moreover it is seen
that K = 3 provides the better results, which shows that only
very few trees are necessary in order to have a SIC potential.

A comparison with BTS is shown in Figl 8 fdi = 3 and
N = {32,64,128,256}, where optimizedx has been used
The proposed scheme has been evaluated and comparedrtthe coded splitting tree scheme, according to the result
the BTS algorithm. BTS is applied on a single tree only arfig.[4. It is seen that the proposed scheme outperforms BTS
at one level of the tree at a time. Hence, initially the roatith respect to throughput at aN and that the improvement
is split, resulting in a maximum of two remaining collisionsincreases withV. This is in line with the efficiency increase
A feedback message reports which leaves are in collision aasl a function of the message length seen for erasure codes
must be further split. This process continues until allismhs such as LT codes. Fig.] 8 also shows that the performance
have been resolved. This constitutes the reference schememprovement comes at the price of increased feedback.

which concludes the analysis.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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