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Abstract

Consider a time slotted communication channel shared’bgctive users and a single receiver. It
is assumed that the receiver has the ability of the mulipleket reception (MPR) to correctly receive
at mosty (1 < v < K) simultaneously transmitted packets. Each user accelsseshtinnel following
a specific periodical binary sequence, called the protoequence, and transmits a packet within a
channel slot if and only if the sequence value is equal to ®he.fluctuation in throughput is incurred
by inevitable random relative shifts among the users duéhéoldck of feedback. A set of protocol
sequences is said to be throughput-invariant (T1) if it caremployed to produce invariant throughput
for any relative shifts, i.e., maximize the worst-case tigloput. It was shown in the literature that
the Tl property without considering MPR (i.ey,= 1) can be achieved by using shift-invariant (SI)
sequences, whose generalized Hamming cross-correlatimmépendent of relative shifts. This paper
investigates Tl sequences for MPR; results obtained imchahievable throughput value, a lower bound
on the sequence period, an optimal construction of Tl sezpgethat achieves the lower bound on the
sequence period, and intrinsic structure of Tl sequencesddition, we present a practical packet
decoding mechanism for Tl sequences that incorporatesep&eader, forward error-correcting code,

and advanced physical layer blind signal separation tectasi.
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Index Terms

Collision channel without feedback, protocol sequencasfipte-packet reception, throughput.

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of usingprotocol sequenceso define deterministic multiaccess protocols for a
collision channel without feedback was proposed by MasseyMathys in[1], and recently has
attracted many research revisits [2]-[7] for differentigascriteria and applications. Compared
with time division multiple access (TDMA), ALOHA and carrisense multiple access (CSMA),
protocol sequences do not require stringent synchronizathannel monitoring, backoff algo-
rithm and packet retransmissions. Such a simplicity isigagrly desirable in ad hoc networks
and sensor networks, in which well-coordinated transmissand time synchronization may be
difficult to achieve due to user mobility, time-varying pegmation delays and energy constraints.
Moreover, in contrast to the random and contention baseghseb, protocol sequenceslin [2]-[7]
can respectively provide a positive short-term throughgudrantee with probability one in the
worst case.

Previous studies on multiaccess protocols have traditioassumed a collision channel model
of single-packet receptio(SEPR), in which a packet is received correctly only if it ig mvolved
in a collision, i.e., does not overlap with another. Howevwhe assumption of SPR becomes
more and more unsuitable in practice, due to recent advaaicesception techniques of the
physical (PHY) layer, such as antenna arrays, CDMA techeigiod beamforming algorithms,
which can be employed to ensure that the receiver has thiéyaddilmultiple-packet reception
(MPR) [8] to receive multiple packets simultaneously. listpaper, we restrict our attention
to protocol sequences for theuser MPR channel, in which a packet can be received error-
free only if at mosty — 1 other packets are being transmitted simultaneously. Wer ttef~
as theMPR capabilitywhich has been commonly assumed [in [9]+[13] for studying AM£O
and CSMA. However, it is expected that protocol sequencdsalgio behave differently from
what were reported in_[2]=[7] fory = 1 (i.e., SPR). Until only recently there has been no
research published on protocol sequences for MPR. Only @elated result [14] stated that there
is no need of employing protocol sequences for a channel avishfficiently large recovering

probability of collided packets, which is different fromettMPR capability discussed here.
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The effective throughpuof a user under the MPR capability is defined as the fraction
of packets it can be sent out without suffering any collisionwhich more thany users are
involved. Due to a lack of feedback information, the relatshifts among users are unknown
to each other, and thus incur performance variation in tpnput. As argued in_[5], 6], our
main goal of designing protocol sequences is to maximizenhest-case individual throughput
for any relative shifts, i.e., minimize the variation in dwghput. If the throughput of each user
is constant and independent of any relative shifts, theraisgned set of protocol sequences
is said to bethroughput-invariant(Tl). It was shown in[[1], [[5], [[6] that this zero-variance on
throughput fory = 1 can be achieved by usinghift-invariant (SI) sequences, which enjoy
the special property that thejeneralized Hamming cross-correlatiindependent of relative
shifts. The generalized Hamming cross-correlation heeegeneralization opairwise Hamming
cross-correlatiorand defined for all nonempty subsets of users. However, tbstigun of whether
there exist Tl sequences for= 1 which are shorter than S| sequences has not been answered.
Moreover, the impact of MPR capability on the throughputf@enance and sequence design of
Tl sequences is not explored either. As such, this paper istaaltempt to study Tl sequences
for MPR, and can be viewed as a generalization of results]in [6

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Aftétirsg up the channel model and
notation in Section I, we in Section IIl derive the througihalue of a system with MPR
capability. In Section 1V, lower bounds on the period of Tgsences with MPR capability are
presented. In Section V, we use a known construction of Sliesstes to design Tl sequences
for any MPR capability, which are optimal in the sense that skequence period achieves the
lower bound. Section VI proposes a mechanism of identibcagéind decoding for Tl sequences.
It is further shown in Section VII that Tl sequences must benSinany specific cases, which
indicates that the Sl sequence set is the unique solutiohetd’t problem with MPR. Finally,

in Section VIII we close the discussion with some concludiegarks.

II. CHANNEL MODEL AND NOTATION

Consider a time slotted communication channel sharefl active users and a single receiver.
It is assumed that each of these users always has a fixedilpagket to send, knows the slot
boundaries and transmits its packet within a channel slotvé¥er, these users do not know

the relative shifts of other users. Let, an integer measured in unit of slot duration, denote
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the relative shift of usei for i = 1,2,..., K. Following [1], we define a deterministic binary
sequences; = [s;(0) s;(1) ... s;(L — 1)], called protocol sequencéo schedule the packet
transmission of usei for i = 1,2,..., K, where L is the common sequence period of &ll
sequences. We consider that the channel is slot-synchsaswthat there exists a system-wide
slot labeling,t, and useri transmits a packet at slatif s;(t + 7;) = 1, and keeps silent if
si(t+ ;) = 0, in which the addition byr; is in modulo L arithmetic.

Following the assumption of the-user MPR channel, we focus on the non-trivial case in
which~ < K. A transmitted packet is correctly received if at mgst 1 other packets are being
transmitted at the same slot, and is considered lost oteerdfor practical considerations, the
users can employ forward error-correcting code acrossgiat& recover data lost, as explained
in Section VI.

Some notation and definitions used in this paper are statiesvbe

Definition 1. Fori = 1,..., K, define theluty factor f; of a protocol sequence, as the fraction

of ones ins;, namely,

Thecyclic shift of s; by 7; is defined as
s = [si(m) si(14+7) ... si(L—1+m),

where the addition is taken modula Note that thet-th bit of sl(-”) is denoted by;(t + 7).

Definition 2. Letb; € {0,1} for j = 1,..., K. For a system with the MPR capability, the

throughputof user: with the assigned sequensgfor given relative shifts, ..., 7k is defined
as
Ri(ris oy i) = % S N, brls™, 8T, )
bi=1
a;<y—1
in whichg; =3, b; and N(by, . . ., bK|s§T1), . .,s%K)) denotes the number of time indices

0 <t < L, such thats;(t + 7;) = b; for all j. This computes the fraction of time slots in which
at mosty users including user are transmitting. Note that the summation () is taken over
(by,...,bg) Withb; =1,¢; <~ — 1.

A sequence sdky, sy, ..., sk} is said to be Tl with the MPR capabilityif R;(7, 72, ..., Tk)

is a constant function of, 7, ..., 7 for anyi. For simplicity, we sometimes usg to denote
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the throughput of usef. To avoid the uninteresting cases, in this paper we only idensT|

sequences that ensure is strictly bigger than zero for any.
Definition 3. We identify theX” users by means of the index set
K:={1,2,...,K}.

Let Ok be the set

K
UG, i) €Km sy <ip <o <}
n=1
An element inDy corresponds to an ordered tuple of users. PorE (iy, is, .. .,i,) € Ok, the

generalized Hamming cross-correlatiassociated withA is defined as

L-1 n

H(riy, o Tigi A) = ZHSi,-(t+Tz‘j)-

t=0 j=1
If |A| = 2, the generalized Hamming cross-correlation is reducedht® gairwise Hamming
cross-correlatiorfunction.

We further introduce the following definitions by means & ¢feneralized Hamming cross-

correlation:

(i) Given an ordered tuplé € Ok, thenH(7;,,..., 7, ;A) is said to be Sl if it is a constant
foranyr,,..., 7, .

(il) A sequence set is said to be Sl [6]Af(7;,,...,7:,;A) is Sl for everyA in Ok.

(iii) A sequence set is said to fpairwiseSI [15] if H(7;,,..., 7, ;A) is Sl for everyA in O
with |A| = 2.

[1l. THROUGHPUT OFT| SEQUENCES

Let sy, s9,...,s, ben binary sequences with a common peribdFor by, ...,b, € {0, 1},
Shum et al.[[6] showed that

n

L-1 L-1
S N bals™, L sT) = LT N(blsy). )
71=0 Tn=0

i=1

The main result in this section is summarized in the follayvin
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Theorem 4. Letsy,ss,...,sg be K Tl sequences with the MPR capability1 < v < K, and
duty factorsfi, fo, ..., fx respectively. Then we have

YT TT a-h. 3)

H‘CHI‘C\{ i} jeH  kel\({i}UH)
<

Proof: Suppose that the relative shifts ef is 7;, for i = 1,2,..., K. We can treat
1,72, ..., Tk @S independent and uniformly distributed random variatiles are equally likely
to take on any ofL values:0,1,..., L — 1. After taking the expectation ovér, 7, ..., 7x),

we obtain the average throughput of usexs the following:

(Rl(ﬁ, Toy .., K))
1

EE( Z N(blv"'7bK|S§Tl)""’SY{—K))) (4)
¢:<y7—1,b;=1
1 1 g
S E(Mbl,...,bKls& L sE)
QLS'Y_lvbizl
) K
=7 Z N(bjls;) (5)
qiﬁv—lvbz‘—l j=1
1
= %5 H N (bjs;)
¢i<v—1 J=Lj#i

1 K
:sz Z H N(bjls;)

¢i<y—1j=1,j7

S>STIIs IT a-f.

HCK\{i} jeH  keko\({i}UH)

[H[<~
whereg; = >, b;. (4) directly follows from [(1), while[(p) is due td2). Fuetmore, since
R;(m,...,7Tk) IS @ constant function ofy, ..., 7x, it must be equal to its average value. This
completes the proof. [ |

Note that Theorerhl4 is a generalization lof [6, Thm. 3], whigbukes on the case of=1
For the symmetric case that each user has the same duty facédir users have the same
throughput:

f (“ 7 )rman e ©
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Fig. 1. The symmetric system throughput far < K < 50.

The system throughput in the symmetric case is plotted in Eidor 10 < K < 50 with

v = 1,5,10 and f = 1/10,1/20, respectively. We can see from] (6) that there is an optimal
duty factor for maximizing the throughput of a given user @m For~ = 1 the optimal value

is 1/K, but for the other cases the closed-form expression is dliffto obtain. See numerical
results of optimalf in Fig.[2 for K = 20 and~ = 1,2, 3,5,8,10, 12, 15.

IV. LOWER BOUND ONMINIMUM PERIOD

A long sequence period could result in large variation irotighput on a short-time scale.
With a weak assumption on duty factors, we derive lower beuwndthe period of Tl sequences
for any v in this section. These are clearly constraints on constrgickl sequences for small

L values. Letged(z, y) denote the greatest common divisor of integerandy.

Definition 5. Consider K binary sequences, s, ...,sx With a common period.. Given an
ordered tupleA = (iy,...,in) € Ok and relative shiftsr;,,...,r;,, for someM < K, let
0,(Tiy, ... Ty A), for j =0,1,..., M, denote the number of time indices0 < ¢t < L, such
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Fig. 2. The symmetric system throughput fir= 20 and differenty.

that there are exactly ‘1's amongs;, (t + 7;,), . - ., si,, (t + 7:,,). Then, define

J
eﬁj(Tiw s 77—iM;A) = Zek(Tim o 77-iAI;A)‘
k=0
NOte that@M(Til, e ,TZ‘M;A) = H(Tip e 77_iM;A)-

Proposition 6. Consider a set of sequences which is Tl with the MPR capabifityl < ~ <

K). If R; > 0 for any, then there are at most — 1 all-one sequences.

Proof: Suppose there areall-one sequences. Then all packets from otlier v sequences
cannot be received error-free. It impliés = 0 for some:, which contradicts the assumption.
u

Theorem 7. Let v be any integer withl < v < K. If a set of K binary sequences is Tl with

the MPR capabilityy, then this sequence set is pairwise Sl.

Proof: Denote bys,, ..., sk the K sequences. The proof of the cake= 2 is straightfor-
ward. For K > 2, we aim to show thad,(7;,,7;,;A) is a constant function of;,, r;, for any
A = (iy,19) € Ok. Without loss of generality, leA = (1,2), and letB = (3,..., K). That is,

we divide thesel sequences into two partst = {s;,s,} andB = {ss,...,sx}.
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First, we fix the relative shifts;, ..., 7;; of sequences i8 such that,_, (73, ..., 75;B) > 0.
This combination of relative shifts can always be found sititere are at most — 1 all-one
sequences i for the casel < v < K following Proposition 6. Suppose i that there are
exactly h all-one sequences. Als < v — 1 < K — 2, then we cyclically shift some — h — 1
sequences which are not all-ones such that the first timeoslttem are all equal to one, and
cyclically shift the remainingk’ — v — 1 sequences such that the first time slot of them are all
equal to zero. Hence there are exaetly- 1 ones in the first time slot.

For m, 75, we define

Tl(Tl,TQ) = Z N(bl,...,bK|S§Tl),SgT2),S:(:3),...,SgK))
b1 +bgy=1
by+... b <v
and
To(11,72) := Z N(bl,...,bK|s§Tl),sg2),s§f3),...,s;K)).
b1 +bo=2
bg+...+bp <y—1

We assume the relative shiftg, 7, are uniformly distributed ir), 1, ..., L — 1. After taking the

expectation over;, 75, we have

E(LRl + LRQ) :E(Tl(Tl, ’7'2) + 2T2(7'1, 7'2)) = E(Tl(’?'l, ’7'2)) + 2E(T2(7'1, 7'2)) (7)

2
1 N * *
=7 E i0; (11, 723 A)0<y—i (73, ..., i3 B). (8)
i=1

The proof of [B) is relegated to AppendiX A.
We now change the pair of relative shifts fram, ) to (7, 7). Let

0 = Oy(71, 75; A) — Oz(71, 725 A). 9)
By the fact that
01 (71, 72; A) + 205(71, 723 A) = L f1 + Ly = 01(71, 733 A) + 202(71, 75; A),

we have

01 (11,75, A) — 01(11, 725 A) = —20. (10)

Since R, + R, has zero-variance, by](7) and (8), we have
2
Z’L 62‘(7'1, T2, A)egfy_i(Tg, Ce ,TI*(; B)

i=1

2
= > i1 AV (T B)
=1
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Then it follows from [9) and(10) that
00,_1(73,...,7:B) =0,

which implies thatr = 0 because of.,_,(73,...,7%;B) > 0 due to the choice of}, ..., 7.
Thus, (71, 2; A) is a constant function ofy, 7.

Since6y(m, m9; A) = H(m1,19;A) and the choice oA is arbitrary, we conclude that a set of
theseK sequences is pairwise Sl for any< K. [ |

Compared with the Sl property which has been proved as a isufficondition of a sequence
set being Tl fory = 1 [6], pairwise Sl is conceptually a weaker requirement oruseqge design.
However, they are known to enjoy the same lower bound on tmenmim sequence period for
some special form of duty factors. Given any setiofpairwise Sl sequences with duty factors
n;/d;, whereged(n;,d;) = 1 for all i, Zhang et al.[[15, Thm. 1] proved that its common period

is divisible by did; - - - di. By Theoreni], we then have the following result.

Corollary 8. Let v be an integer withl < v < K. If a set of K binary sequences with
duty factorsn;/d;, whereged(n,,d;) = 1 for all 4, is Tl with the MPR capabilityy, then its
common period is divisible ¥, ds - - - d. In particular, the minimum common period is at least
didy -+ - dg.

With duty factorsn;/d; whereged(n;, d;) = 1 for all ¢, Corollary[8 further obtains that the
lower bound on the period of Tl sequences still grows expbaknwith K for any~, although

their combinatorial design requirement is different framattof pairwise Sl and Sl sequences.

V. AN OPTIMAL CONSTRUCTION

Shum et al.[[6] showed that any S| sequence set is Tl for thesidal model { = 1). In this
section, we extend this property to geneyaby means of the following result.

Theorem 9 ( [6, Thm. 1]) The sequence set,s,,...,sk is Sl if and only if for each choice

of by,...,bx, N(by,. ..,bK\ngl),...,ng)) is a constant function ofy, ..., 7«.
Theorem 10. If a sequence set is Sl, then it is Tl for any MPR capabijity

Proof: From (1), we obtain the result that the throughButr, 7o, . . ., 7 ) can be computed

only in terms ofN(bl,...,bK|s§T1),...,s§§K)) for some particular choices df;,...,bx. By
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Theoren B, we find each term of the above is a constant funofion, . . ., 7x if the sequence
set is SI. ThusR;(m, 7, ..., Tk ) IS also a constant function of, . .., 75, which implies that a

Sl sequence set must be TI for any [ |

Theorem[ID implies that we can use known constructions ofegleances to design TI
sequences for any MPR capability A general construction of SI sequences was givenin [6],
and we present it here for the sake of completeness. The pirabthe sequences so generated

are Sl can be found in_[6].

An optimal construction [6]. Given the duty factors, /d;, ny/ds, . . ., nk/dx Whereged(n;, d;) =

1 for all 7, we constructs;, a]‘[?jl d; x d; array of zeros and ones such that there are exagtly
ones in each row.]—([?:1 d; is defined as 1, as the empty product is equal to 1 by conveption
Then construcs; by reading out the columns of this array from left to right axtending them

periodically to the periodl d; - - - dg, fori =1,2,..., K.

It is shown that this construction produces the common getid, - - - dy for all K sequences,
and thus it isan optimal construction of Tl sequencies any v whengced(n;, d;) = 1 for all ¢,

in the sense that the period achieves the lower bound in Royd.

Example: Given the duty factors; = 2/3 and f, = f3 = 1/3, we can obtain the following

three zero-one arrays by the above construction.

100
G1:[110}, Go= |1 0 0|, Gs
100

Il
e e S = Y = S S Sy SO SR S
(@n) (e} (@n) (@n) (e} (@) (@n) (e} (@)
(@) () (@) (@) () (@) (@) (e} (@)

Then we read out the columns 6f;, from left to right and extend them periodically # of
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length27, fori =1, 2, 3.

$g=[110110110110110110110110110]
s$,=[11100000011100000011100000 0]

s3=11111111100000000000000000 0]

One can check that, for at{, » andr3, the values of the generalized Hamming cross-correlations
are H(m,m;(1,2)) =6, H(m,7;(2,3)) =3, H(m,73;(1,3)) = 6 and H (7, 72, 73; (1,2,3)) =

2. Hence the sequence set is Sl. It can produce invariantichdiV throughput for any MPR
capability and thus is also TI. We have, = 8/27, R, = R3 = 1/27 for y = 1 and R; =
16/27, Ry = R3 = 7/27 for v = 2 which are both in accordance with Theoreim 4. Its period is
27 which achieves the lower bound presented in Corollary 8fer 1, 2.

We furthermore present a numerical evaluation of the thmpugy performance of the TI
sequences produced by the Sl construction. A symmetric ahdated system with the MPR
capability v is considered. We condudt)® simulation runs for eachk,~ to generatel(0®
combinations of uniformly distributed relative shiftsn8lar to [6] for v = 1, in order to examine
the throughput variation and average throughput over tl@esee period, Tl sequences with
the duty factorl /K are compared with a random access scheme in which a user sgad&et
in each slot with an independent probabilityx’. In Fig.[3, we plot the maximum, mean and
minimum individual throughput fory = 2,3 with v < K < 7. Tl sequences yield constant
symmetric individual throughput as derived {0 (6). For tlemdom access scheme, the mean
throughput is equal to that of Tl sequences as expected; #xamam and minimum throughput
are getting closer when the averaging time scale incredasedp the strong law of large numbers.

Results have shown that the Sl construction can provideaaiance on throughput for MPR.

VI. I DENTIFICATION AND DECODING
In a protocol sequences based multiaccess protocol, treveecneeds to accomplish the
following two tasks [[2]-[4]:
(i) identify the sender of each successfully received paftke identification problenj

(i) decode each successfully received packet and recheeasriginal information (thelecoding
problen).
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Fig. 3. The minimum, mean, and maximum individual throughjpom simulation fory = 2,3 with v < K < 7. The mean
value is connected by a piece-wise linear curve. The symdtmdse and below this curve indicate the maximum and minimum

value, respectively.

Merely relying on some special structure of Sl sequencesSat al. in [6] generalized
the decimation algorithn{1], [16] to solve the identification problem of all uncoléd packets
without the need of using header information. However, gotution is invalid for packets

survived in collisions if MPR is considered fagr> 1.

The problem of packet separation at the PHY layer with MPRsisaily formulated as signal
separation in amultiple-input-multiple-outpu{MIMO) system. Letz;(n) denote the symbol
transmitted by usei in symbol duration:, w(n) denote the additive noise, aid(n) denote
the useri’s channel vector in symbol duration The vectorh;(n) depends on the configuration
of channel diversity, for example, in a multiple antennateysits mth element represents the
channel coefficient from usérto them-th receive antenna. Suppose that the users, ..., iy

are transmitting simultaneously in symbol duratigrand then the received signal at the receiver
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in symbol duratiom is given by

M

y(n) =y (n)ai;(n) + w(n)

J=1

— H(n)x(n) + w(n),

whereH(n) = [hy, (n), h;,(n), ..., h;,, (n)], x(n) = [x;,(n), 7,(n), ..., z;,(n)]r. The problem
of signal separation here is how to estimate transmittecbsysix(n) from the received vector
y(n), when at mosty users are transmitting simultaneously, i.&f, < ~. It is unrealistic to
assume that the receiver knows the channel vedipr), and thus various training-based signal
separation algorithms have been developed in the litexdturthe estimation oH(n), which
requires that the receiver has priori knowledge of the sendgentities, the training sequences
and their locations in a packet. However, these algoritremsiot be applied in protocol sequences
based multiaccess, because that the transmitting usechanging and unknown to the receiver
due to the random relative shifts of the users.

To address these problems, this section proposes a methahithe identification and de-

coding for Tl sequences considering> 1, as below.

(a) Each packet contains a header that indicates the usatitydand packet identity. This is
also a common practice in protocol sequences systems J4NfIe that the packet identity
only has one bit information which denotes whether this padk transmitted in an odd
period (the period order number module 2 equals 1). The b& sf such a header can be
found asl + log, K, so its effect on the system performance is negligible.

(b) For those collision slots occupied by at mggtansmitting users, one can find out the packet
content by employing blind signal separation algorithm#]H{19], which can obtairx(n)
from y(n) without knowing who are the senders akin) in advance. Interested readers
are referred to [17],.[18] for more details at the signal pssing level. The complexity of
the separation algorithm here depends-grsince~ is the maximum dimension af(n).
Note that such an idea was also adopted In [9] for packet agparin IEEE 802.11 with
MPR.

(c) As mentioned in[1],[14],[17], we apply a Reed-Solomon JR8de across the data payloads
in a period to jointly code and decode the original informateven if some packets are

unavoidably lost, provided that the required minimum numitfesurvived packets in each
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Information

data data data data coded by
payload payload payload a RS code
user | packet data | ., user | packet data
id id payload id id payload
Packet Packet
Lfi packets

Fig. 4. Packet format using RS code of userith the duty factorf; fori=1,2,..., K.

period of a user is equal to or smaller than that guaranteedlbsequences derived in

Section Ill. The receiver knows which packets are tranguith the same sequence period

through the packet identity.
An illustration of the packet format and RS code is given ig.H. By using Tl sequences, we
ensure that in each sequence period there are enough titseirslvhich the packets can be
separated. Moreover, by using the embedded user identitypacoket identity, the receiver can
further recover enough fragments of the coded data to dettwderiginal information.

One sees that all approaches mentioned above have been obymenaployed in protocol

sequences fofy = 1 and contention based network for> 1. Therefore, our mechanism does
not cause any additional burden on system performance amivee design, compared with

other MPR protocols.

VIl. STRUCTURAL THEOREM

It was proved in[[6] that the period dk Sl sequences with the duty factofs= n;/d; for
1=1,2,..., K must be divisible by

Hz‘eu d;

11
ged([ i di- ITie i)’ (11)

for any subset/ of K.
Given that S| sequences possess the Tl property for any MPpRbdday and suffer from

the drawback that the common period grows exponentially iitas shown in[(1l1), a natural

June 1, 2021 DRAFT



16

guestion is whether there are shorter Tl sequences, as &spaliod is favorable in practical
applications. Unfortunately, results we have attainedenti®n IV rule this out for anyy under
the assumption thafcd(n;, d;) = 1 in f; = n;/d; for all i. However, there is no definite proof yet
that the lower bound on the minimum period of Tl sequences/gexponentially. So technically
it is of interest to know more about the structure of Tl seqasrand resolve whether there exist
Tl sequences which are not Sl. Results in Section VII can $igéd in this direction.

The main objective of this section is to demonstrate thatSh@roperty is intrinsic for Tl
sequences by proving Tl implies Sl for many specific caseis fEimds to imply that there are no
practical solutions to the TI problem with MPR. We may needise wobbling sequences [4] or
CRT sequences$|7] instead. Although these sequences afd,rbeir pairwise Hamming cross-
correlation functions are close to being constant and tlaeyguarantee a quasi-Tl throughput
performance on a relatively short time scale.

Define ak-subsetas a set containing exactkyelements. We begin our study on the structural

theorem with the following proposition.

Proposition 11. Let v be a positive integer smaller thal' and S = {s;,...,sx} be a set of
K binary sequences. If is Tl with the MPR capabilityy and any(K — 1)-subset ofS is S,
thenS is Sl.

Proof: For a given set of relative shifts, ..., 74, define aK x L matrix M by putting
s\ at thei-th row, fori = 1,..., K. By regarding an ordered tuple € Oy as a subset of,
the generalized Hamming cross-correlatifiii; : j € A;A) can be viewed as the number of
all-one columns in the submatrix obtained by collectingjath row of M, ;7 € A. Notice that
LR;(r,...,7x) counts those ‘1’s on théth row such that the corresponding column-sum in
M does not exceed. By the principle of inclusion-and-exclusion, we have

LRi(m,...,7x) =Lfi— > H(m:j€AA)

1€A|Al=y+1

+ Z H(tj:j€AA) +-- 4+ (=1)F Z H(rj:j€AA).

i€A|A|=y+2 ieA,|A|=K
SinceH(7; : j € A;A) is Sl for |A] < K and R;(ry, ..., Tk) has zero-variance by the condition,
H(rj:j € K;K) is also Sl. Thereforef (7; : j € A;A) is Sl for everyA in C, which implies
the entire sequence s8tis SlI. [ |
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Definition 12. Consider M binary sequencesy,...,s); with a common period. LeM =
(1,...,M). Given two distinct systems of relative shifts- (7y,...,7y) and 7' = (7{,...,73,),

let

6i(1 = 75 M) == 0i(1, ..., Ty M) — 0i (71, ..., Tars M),
denote the change of the valdg fori =0,1,..., M.

Lemma 13. ConsiderM binary sequences;,...,s;; with a common period and two distinct
systems of relative shifts = (7y,...,7y) and 7’ = (74,...,7,). If any (M — 1)-subset of
{s1,...,sy}is Sl, thenfori=1,..., M — 1,

Si(t = 7 M) = (=1)M~ <AZ/[) oy (7 — 75 M). (12)

Proof: In this proof we simply write); instead of);(7 — 7/;M). Forj =1,..., M —1, let
®; be a collection of all ordered paifé\; t) with |A| = j, A € Oy, such thats;(t +7;) = 1 for

each: € A. We shall count the cardinality @b, in two ways. By the definition of;, we have

M

|®;| = Z C,)ei(ﬁ, T M),

i=j
On the other hand®; computes all generalized Hamming cross-correlations gnewery j
sequences. Then, we have

®;l= D H(m:icAA),

|Al=4,A€O M

which is a constant function af, ..., 7; due to the assumption that eacl/ — 1)-subset is Sl.

Therefore, we have

M i M i
> (5)ounrimy = 3 (1) atet i)
1=) J 1=j J

and thus

() —o -
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Finally, the result follows by plugging = M — 1,M —2,...,1 into (13) step by step. More

precisely, from[(1IB) we inductively have

53:—(*7;1)5%1_ (j§2)5j+2_..._ (*’;,4)%,
[(j N 1) (jjfl) - (j;2) (j]\fz) ok (DT <MA{ j) (%)} g
o EZ”) () () e ()]

M
= (o,
J
as desired. m
Lemma 14.Let S = {sy,...,sx} be a set of K binary sequences with a common period

L. LetA =(1,....M),B=(M+1,...,K), for someM < K, and7 = (11,...,7Tm),
T =(7],...,7y), 7" = (11,...,75) be three systems of relative shiftsSlfis Tl with the MPR
capability v and any(M — 1)-subset ofS is Sl, then

M-—1
/ —1 M - 2 * *
Su(m =75 A) Y ()M ( )ew_i(TMH, ., ThB)=0. (14)

— 1—1
Note thatd,_;(7y;,1,...,7;B) =0if y<iory—i>K — M.
Proof: Let R; be the individual throughput associated with Similar to the arguments in
(@) - (8), after taking the expectation over the relativdtshi,, ..., 7,;, we have

o T A0 i (Thpgs - -5 T B)
L b

M i 0;(T
E(LR1+"‘+LRM):Z AN (15)
i=1

which is a constant function af;, ..., ), due to the zero-variance @, + - - - + Ry,.
Now, consider that the relative shifts of the sequenges. ., s,, are changed from to 7'.
By Lemmal18 and[(15), we have

M i5i(7' — 75 A) 99—@'(7'}(“17 NS B)
0=>" 7

1 & M
=7 Z(—I)M_’z' ( , )5M(7‘ = 73 A)0<r—i(Th41, - - Te; B)

(T —= 7, A)M (M -1 . .
— L Z(-l)l\/l ( 7,— 1 )egfy_i(TM_’_l, .. .,TK; B)
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Thus,
al 1
u(r = 75A)) ()M Z<z—1 )eg_i(ﬁﬂ,...,r;;s):o. (16)
=1

Finally, the target identity[(14) can be obtained frdm](18¢e AppendixB for the derivation
steps of [(1B6)= (14). [

The following result follows from the previous lemma.

Proposition 15. Following the setting of Lemmia 14, if all sequences have éneesduty factor
f, then

M-1
2\ (K- M .
5M7'_>7'AZ MZ<Z_1><7 )f’y (1= M=o
i=1

Note that(KV‘_Ji”) =0ify<iory—i>K— M.

Proof: Observe that there is no constraint on the choicepf,,..., 7% in (14). After

taking the expectation over all possible relative shiftspf +, ..., sg, we can replace the term
Oy—i(Tir41, - - Tie; B) in (14) by
<K M) f’y z( _ f)K—M—'y-l-i‘
y—
This completes the proof. [ |

We are ready for our main results in this section.

A. The case ofy =1

Theorem 16.LetS = {s;,...,sx} be a set ofK’ binary sequences. If is Tl with the MPR
capability 1, then it is SI.

Proof: We claim by induction that any/-subset ofS is Sl for M =2,3,..., K — 1. The
case ofM = 2 has been settled in Theorém 7, so we consider 3 and assume that any set
of M — 1 sequences is SI.

Without loss of generality, leA = (1,...,M) andB = (M + 1,...,K). Let the relative
shifts of sy,...,s) be changed fromr = (7,...,7y) to 7 = (7{,...,71,). Now, fix the

relative shifts ofsy;y1,...,sx ber* = (73,,,,...,7%) such thaty (73, ,,...,7%; B) > 0. Such
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7* is always existent because there is no all-one sequengdédan~y = 1 following Proposition 6.
By Lemmal14 ¢ = 1), we have

(T — 7 A0 (Tyr 405 TR B) =0,

which implies thaty,;(7 — 7/; A) = 0 due to the choice of*. Therefore 0y, (7,...,7n;A) is
a constant function ofy, ..., 7, and thus{s;, ... sy} is Sl.
By induction on M from M = 2, we conclude that anyK — 1)-subset ofS is Sl. This
furthermore implies that the entire s8tis SI from Propositiorn_11. [ |
Theoren1b asserts that SI and Tl sequences are equivatentfd (i.e., SPR).

B. The case ofy =2

Theorem 17.Let S = {sy,...,sx} be a set of binary sequences with the same duty factor
f=1%#0,1, which is Tl with the MPR capability 25 is Sl if gcd(K — 2,d) = 1.

Proof: We claim by induction that any/-subset ofS is SI for M =2,3,..., K — 1. The
case ofM = 2 holds by Theorerh]7, so we considif > 3.

Similar to the proof of Theorefn 16, l1&t= (1,...,M),B=(M+1,...,K),7 = (11,...,T;)
andt’ = (7{,...,7). By Propositior 15 { = 2), we have

Our (T = 75 A) (K = M)f(1 = )M — (M =2)(1 - ) =0.

By assumingK > 3, the above equation can be simplified to

Su(r = 75 A) (f— ‘]\[g:;) = 0.

There are two cases.

(@) f = 7=2: If ged(K — 2,d) = 1, then f = 2=2 contradicts to the assumption that= 2,
and thus we havé,,(r — 7;A) = 0.
(b) 0pr(7 — 7';A) = 0: This implies that,, (7, ..., 7ar; A) IS a constant of, ..., 7,,. Hence,
{s1,...,sp} is SL
By induction on M from M = 2, we conclude that anykX — 1)-subset ofS is Sl. This

furthermore implies that the entire s8tis S| from Proposition 11. [
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C. The case ofy = 3

Theorem 18.Let S = {si,...,sx} be a set ofK binary sequences with the same duty factor
f =% #0,1, which is TI with the MPR capability 3. The$i is Sl if (i) K — 3 is prime, and
(i) ged(£52,d) = 1.

Proof: The structure of this proof is similar to Theorems 16 brwe only show the
inductive step here.
Similar to the proof of Theorein 16, 1&t= (1,...,M),B=(M+1,...,K), 7= (11,...,7m)
and7’ = (7{,...,7;,). By Propositiol 151 = 3), we have

5M(T—>T';A)<<K 2)f2 (K—3)(M—2)f+<M2_2)) =0. (17)

Suppose to the contrary théjw(r — 7A) # 0. If M = 3, sinceK > M and f # 0,
then [17) holds only wherf =
ged(552,d) = 1 (552 must be an integer a& — 3 is prime). If M/ > 3, (I7) can be simplified

("3 =sor-2r+ (M) o (18)

wherep = K — 3 is a prime number by (i). Since the duty factbsshould be a rational number,

K 5, Which contradicts to the assumption that= % and (ii)

to

the discriminant
D :=p*(M —2)>—p(p— 1)(M — 2)(M — 3)

of the quadratic equation (IL8) is a square number. That is,
(M —2)(M —3) =0 (mod p). (19)

Since M < K, (19) holds only whenV/ — 2 = p. This implies thatf =1 or ;‘ﬁ The former
solution contradicts to the original assumption, while fdiger one contradicts tgcd(%, d) =
1. All of above promise that,, (7 — 7’; A) = 0. Therefore,0y,(7,...,7a; A) is a constant of

T, ..., Ty Hence{sy, ... sy} is Sl. This completes the inductive step. [ |

D. Thecaseof =K -1, K -2, K —3
For largery, we first rewrite [IIB) as
Ti; B)

0i(71, - ar Aot (Tigans -
E(LRy +---+ LRy) = ZLfZ ZZ (71, 7 )>vz1 (T |
=1
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whereds; (75,1, .-, i B) == Y1 " Ou(7iy41, - -, T B). By the same argument in previous

subsections, we obtain the following results in parallehwiiheorems$ 16, 17 and [18. The proof
is identical as before and is omitted here.

Theorem 19.1If a set of K binary sequences is Tl with MPR capabil&y— 1, then this sequence

set is SlI.

Theorem 20.Let S be a set ofK binary sequences with the same duty facfo= % # 0,1,
which is Tl with MPR capabilityy.

@ (y=K-2)Sis Slifged(K —2,d) = 1.

(b) (v =K —3.) Sis Slif (i) K — 3 is prime, and (ii)ged(£52,d) = 1.

VIIl. CONCLUSION

In this paper, considering the MPR capabilitywe investigate Tl sequences, which produce
the invariant throughput for any relative shifts. Only omeypous known result on Tl sequences
is that SI sequences must be Tl fpr= 1 [6]. Considering some specific form of duty factors,
this paper obtains that the length of Tl sequences must benexpial in the number of users
for any v, and proves that some known constructions of SI sequencebeaised to design
optimal Tl sequences for any. In addition, we explore the bit structure of Tl sequences by
showing that they must be pairwise Sl for apyand further be Sl in many specific cases. This
tends to indicate that there are no shorter solutions to thgrdblems than S| sequences. To
our knowledge, the existence of Tl sequences which are nist 8ill unknown. Another aspect
is to apply some known shorter sequences, such as wobbligesees or CRT sequences, to
promise a quasi-Tl performance for MPR, which is of more fcat interests in a realistic
system. We leave these problems to the interested readerthefmnore, having understood
the fundamental behavior of MPR on Tl sequences, we propga@dical identification and
decoding mechanism, by incorporating packet header, R8, @dl advanced PHY-layer blind

packet separation algorithms.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of ()

We first construct the following four binary sequences:
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(i) so, (t) =1ifand only if sy(t + 1) + s2(t + 1) = 1 for each0 <t < L — 1;
(i) sa,(t) =1if and only if s1(t + ) = so(t + 1) =1 for each0 <t < L — 1;
(iii) ss,(t) =1 if and only if S5, s;(t +77) <~y — 1 for each0 <t < L — 1.
(iv) sp,(t) =1if and only if =% s;(t +77) <y — 2 for each0 <t < L — 1.

It is obvious that
N(1|Sa1) :‘91(7—177—2;A)7 N(1|Sa2) :92(7-177—2;A)7
N(1lsg,) = 0<y-1(75,...,7k;B),  N(l|sg,) = O<y—o(75,...,Ti: B).

Then by [2) we have
L-1 L-1

(Tay) (1)
>N N sy s5") = LN (1]se,)N(1]sg, ).

Tap =078, =0
The left-hand-side in the above identity is equalt® (7} (71, 72)). Then we havé (T, (1, 7)) =
91(7’1,7’2;A)9§-y_1(7'§, P ,7’;}; B)/L

Similarly, we have
L-1 L-1

SN N s s5) = LN(1sa, )N (1sg,).

Tay=0 T8y =0

and thUSE(TQ(Tl,’TQ)) = 92(’7‘1,’7‘2;A)9§7_2(’7‘§, . ,’7']*{; B)/L

B. Proof of (168) = (14)
For convenience, in this pro@h, (7 — 7'; A), Ok (Tis41, - - - Tie; B) and <y (75,44, - - ., Tic; B)

will be abbreviated as,,, 6, andf,, respectively. By Lemma_14,

1
T e
M1§: 1
- (Z—l)eq_i

= M ! Z Z 1A 9<'Y 7 HSP)’_i_l) + 6MB9§FY_M’

where
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Binomial recursive formula states that

(:@) - (:@__11) - (”;1),\71 <m<n.

By replacing (", ") by (), we haveA, = (*~?). In addition,B = 0 by binomial theorem.

The above equation is therefore

M-1 M—1
(M =2 (M =2
S Y (=M <Z,_ ) ) (O<ymi = O<nmimt) = 63r _(=1)M <Z,_ ) )97_24.

i=1 =1
REFERENCES

[1] J.L. Massey and P. Mathys, “The collision channel withfaedback,IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 31, no. 2, pp. 192-204,
Mar. 1985.

[2] N. Q. A, L. Gyorfi, and J. L. Massey, “Constructions of biy constant-weight cyclic codes and cyclically permwabl
codes,”|IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 38, no. 3, pp. 940-949, May 1992.

[3] L. Gydfi and I. Vajda, “Construction of protocol sequescfor multiple-access collision channel without feedijatkEE
Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1762-1765, Sep. 1993.

[4] W. S. Wong, “New protocol sequences for random accessradla without feedback,/EEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 53,
no. 6, pp. 2060-2071, Jun. 2007.

[5] C. S. Chen, W. S. Wong, and Y.-Q. Song, “Constructions aifust protocol sequences for wireless sensor and ad hoc

networks,”IEEE Trans. Veh. Technelvol. 57, no. 5, pp. 3053-3063, 2008.

[6] K. W. Shum, C. S. Chen, C. W. Sung, and W. S. Wong, “Shifaimant protocol sequences for the collision channel
without feedback,TEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 55, no. 7, pp. 3312-3322, Jul. 2009.

[7] K. W. Shum and W. S. Wong, “Construction and applicatiohRT sequencesJEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 56, no. 11,
pp. 5780-5795, Nov. 2010.

[8] S. Ghez, S. Verdd, and S. C. Schwartz, “Stability praiperof slotted ALOHA with multipacket reception capalyifit
IEEE Trans. Autom. Contrphol. 33, no. 7, pp. 640-649, 1988.

[9] Y. Zhang, P. Zheng, and S. Liew, “How does multiple-padexeption capability scale the performance of wirelessillo
area networks?TEEE Trans. Mobile Computvol. 8, no. 7, pp. 923-935, Jul. 2009.

[10] F. Babich and M. Comisso, “Theoretical analysis of aynnous multi-packet reception in 802.11 networkE EE Trans.
Commun. vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 1782-1794, Jun. 2010.

[11] A. I. B and T. G. Venkatesh, “Order statistics based wsial of pure ALOHA in channels with multipacket reception,”
IEEE Commun. Lettvol. 17, no. 10, pp. 2012-2015, Oct. 2013.

[12] A. Mukhopadhyay, N. Mehta, and V. Srinivasan, “Desigmdanalysis of an acknowledgment-aware asynchronous MPR

MAC protocol for distributed WLANS,"IEEE Trans. Wireless Commurvol. 12, no. 5, pp. 2068-2079, May 2013.
[13] D. Chan, T. Berger, and L. Tong, “Carrier sense multgteess communications on multipacket reception channkeé&ory
and applications to IEEE 802.11 wireless networkEEE Trans. Communyvol. 61, no. 1, pp. 266-278, Jan. 2013.
[14] S. Tinguely, M. Rezaeian, and A. J. Grant, “The collisithannel with recoveryJEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 51, no. 10,
pp. 3631-3638, Oct. 2005.
[15] Y. Zhang, K. W. Shum, and W. S. Wong, “On pairwise shiftdriant protocol sequencesEEE Commun. Lettvol. 13,
no. 6, pp. 453-455, Jun. 2009.

DRAFT June 1, 2021



25

[16] V. C. da Rocha, Jr., “Protocol sequences for collisibarmel without feedback/EE Electron. Lett. vol. 36, no. 24, pp.
2010-2012, Nov. 2000.

[17] S. Talwar, M. Viberg, and A. Paulraj, “Blind separatioh synchronous co-channel digital signals using an antemrsy,
part I: Algorithms,” IEEE Trans. Signhal Processingol. 44, no. 5, pp. 1184-1197, May 1996.

[18] A. van der Veen, “Algebraic methods for deterministiind beamforming,”Proc. IEEE vol. 86, pp. 1987-2008, Oct.
1998.

[19] L. Tong, Q. Zhao, and G. Mergen, “Multipacket receptiarrandom access wireless networks: From signal processing

optimal medium access controlEEE Commun. Mag.pp. 108-112, Nov. 2001.

June 1, 2021 DRAFT



	I Introduction
	II Channel Model and Notation
	III Throughput of TI sequences
	IV Lower bound on Minimum Period
	V An Optimal Construction
	VI Identification and Decoding
	VII Structural Theorem
	VII-A The case of =1
	VII-B The case of =2
	VII-C The case of =3
	VII-D The case of =K-1,K-2,K-3

	VIII Conclusion
	Appendix
	A Proof of (8)
	B Proof of (16)  (14)

	References

