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Abstract—Thanks to its simplicity and cost efficiency, wire- reception (MPR) capability from the PHY layer, the MAC
less local area network (WLAN) enjoys unique advantages |ayer will behave differently from what is commonly beliele
in providing high-speed and low-cost wireless services in dt In particular, to fully utilize the MPR capability for capiac

;Egéssséggmgclio(o'\; A%n)w;org?ggglt: ' az;idrﬁfntﬁatwol‘rﬁy Or;\wgdn;gwﬂ;) enhancement in WLAN, it is essential to understand the fun-

can transmit at a time: simultaneous transmissions of more damental impact of MPR on the MAC-layer design. As such,
than one station cause the destruction of all packets invobd. this paper is an attempt to study the MAC-layer throughput
By exploiting recent advances in PHY-layer multiuser detetion  performance and the collision resolution schemes for WLANs
(MUD) techniques, it is possible for a receiver to receive mitiple with MPR

packets simultaneously. This paper argues that such multigcket ’
reception (MPR) capability can greatly enhance the capacy of
future WLANSs. In addition, the paper provides the MAC-layer
and PHY-layer designs needed to achieve the improved cap#gi
First, to demonstrate MPR as a powerful capacity-enhancenre
technique, we prove a “super-linearity” result, which states that
the system throughput per unit cost increases as the MPR ca-

B. Key Contributions

The key contributions of this paper are as follows:
e To demonstrate MPR as a powerful capacity-
enhancement technique at the system level, we

pability increases. Second, we show that the commonly depled
binary exponential backoff (BEB) algorithm in today’s WLAN

MAC may not be optimal in an MPR system, and that the optimal
backoff factor increases with the MPR capability, the numbe of
packets that can be received simultaneously. Third, basednathe
above insights, we design a joint MAC-PHY layer protocol foran
IEEE 802.11-like WLAN that incorporates advanced PHY-laye
signal processing techniques to implement MPR.

Index Terms—Wireless local area network, exponential back-
off, multipacket reception.

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation

The last decade has witnessed a surge of interest in wireless
local area networks (WLAN), where mobile stations share a*®
common wireless medium through contention-based medium

analyze the MAC-layer throughput of WLANs with
MPR capability under both finite-node and infinite-
node assumptions. Our model is sufficiently general
to cover both carrier-sensing and non-carrier-sensing
networks. We prove that in random-access WLANS,
network throughput increases super-linearly with the
MPR capability of the channel. That is, throughput
divided by M increases a® increases, wher®l is the
number of packets that can be resolved simultaneously.
The super-linear throughput scaling implies that the
achievable throughput per unit cost increases with
MPR capability of the channel. This provides a strong
incentive to deploy MPR in next-generation wireless
networks.

We study the effect of MPR on the MAC-layer collision
resolution scheme, namely exponential backoff (EB).
When packets collide in WLANSs, an EB scheme is used

access control (MAC). In WLANSs, collision of packets occurs
when more than one station transmits at the same time, causin
a waste of bandwidth. Recent advances in multiuser detectio
(MUD) techniques[1] open up new opportunities for resodvin
collisions in the physical (PHY) layer. For example, in CDMA
[2] or multiple-antennal]3] systems, multiple packets can
be received simultaneously using MUD techniques without
collisions. It is expected that, with improved multipacket

to schedule the retransmissions, in which the waiting time
of the next retransmission will get multiplicatively lorrge
for each collision incurred. In the commonly adopted
binary exponential backoff (BEB) scheme (e.g., used
in Ethernet [[15], WiFi [16], etc.), the multiplicative (a
backoff factor) is equal to 2. We show in this paper
that the widely used BEB does not necessarily yield the
close-to-optimal network throughput with the improved
MPR capability from the PHY layer. As a matter of fact,
BEB is far from optimum for both non-carrier-sensing
networks and carrier-sensing networks operated in basic
access mode. The optimal backoff factor increases with
the MPR capability. Meanwhile, BEB is close to optimum
for carrier-sensing networks when RTS/CTS access mode
is adopted.
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« Built on the theoretical underpinnings established abov&l-Ammal in [11]. The throughput and delay characterist€és
we propose a practical protocol to fully exploit the MPRa slightly modified EB scheme have been studied in [12] in the
capability in IEEE 802.11-like WLANS. In contrast tocontext of slotted ALOHA. The characteristics of EB in stgad
[[7]-[8], we consider not only the MAC layer protocolstate is further investigated in_[13] in time slotted wisse
design, but also the PHY-layer signal processing to enalsletworks with equal slot length. All the existing work on EB
MPR in distributed random-access WLANSs. As a resulhas assumed that the wireless channel can only accommodate
the proposed protocol can be implemented in a fullgne ongoing transmission at a time. This paper is a first gttem
distributed manner with marginal modification of currento look at EB for an MPR system.
IEEE 802.11 MAC. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section Il, we describe the system model and introduce the
- . background knowledge on MUD and EB. In Section llI,
C. Related Work on MPR and Collision Resolution Schem%e prove that the maximum achievable throughput of MPR
The first attempt to model a general MPR channel WLAN scales super-linearly with the MPR capability of
random-access wireless networks was made by Ghez, Vengh¢, channel. In Section IV, the effect of MPR on EB is
and Schwartz in[[4]c[5] in 1988 an 1989, respectively, imvestigated. We show that the widely used BEB scheme is
which stability properties of conventional slotted ALOHAtW  no longer close-to-optimal in MPR networks. To realize MPR
MPR were studied under a simple infinite-user and singlgx IEEE 802.11 WLANs, a MAC-PHY protocol is presented
buffer assumption. No collision resolution scheme (such &sSection V. In Section VI, we discuss some practical issues
EB) was considered therein. This work was extended to CSMAlated to MPR. Finally, Section VII concludes this paper.
systems by Chan et al in_[26] and to finite user ALOHA
systems by Naware et al in![6]. It has been showrlin [[4]-[6] Il. PRELIMINARY AND SYSTEM MODEL
that MPR improves the stable throughput of ALOHA only -
when the MPR capability is comparable to the number @f System Description
users in the system. In practical networks where the MPRWe consider a fully conected infrastructure WLAN where
capability is much smaller than the number of users, thdestal)l infinitely backlogged mobile stations communicate with an
throughput of conventional ALOHA is equal to 0, same agccess point (AP). We assume that the time axis is divided
the case without MPR. To date, little work has been dorito slots and packet transmissions start only at the béwgnn
to investigate the throughput enhancing capability of MRR ©f & slot. In addition, after each transmission, the trattsmgi
practical WLANS with collision resolution schemes. Our pap Stations have a means to discover the result of the tranismjss
here is an attempt along this direction. i.e., success or failure. If the transmission fails due tbision,
Protocols that exploit the MPR capability of networks havéhe colliding stations will schedule retransmissions adtm
been studied by Zhao and Tong inl [7]-[8]. Inl [7], a multi{o a collision resolution scheme (e.g., EB). We assume kteat t
queue service room (MQSR) MAC protocol was proposedhannel has the capability to accommodate uptsimulta-
for networks with heterogeneous users. The drawback of th@ous transmissions. In other words, packets can be receive
MQSR protocol is its high computational cost due to updatégrrectly whenever the number of simultaneous transnmissio
of the joint distribution of all users’ states. To reduce eonis no larger tharM. When more tharM stations contend for
p|exity, a Suboptima| dynamic queue protoco| was proposgﬁﬁ channel at the same time, collision occurs and no packet
in [8]. In both protocols, access to the common wirelesn be decoded. We refer b as MPR capability.
channel is controlled by a central controller, which grants In our model, the length of a time slot is not necessarily
access to the channel to an appropriate subset of userdix@d and may vary under different contexts [9]. We refer to
the beginning of each slot. In_[27], Chan et al proposed tbBis variable-length slot as backoff slot hereafter. In Wis)\
add a MUD layer to facilitate MPR in IEEE 802.11 WLAN.the length of a backoff slot depends on the contention ouécom
To imp|ement the MUD techniques mentioned as examp@@reaﬁer referred to as channel StatUS). Tg—:'tdenote the
in [27], the AP is assumed to have perfect knowledge &gngth of an idle time slot when nobody transmifs; denote
the number of concurrent transmissions, the identities @fe length of a collision time slot when more thihstations
the transmitting stations, and the channel coefficientesgh contend for the channel; and; denote the length of a
information, while easy to get in a network with centralizeéime slot due to successful transmission when the number of
scheduling (e.g., cellular systems), is unkown to the AP tgansmitting stations is anywhere from 1Nb The durations of
priori in random access networks. Moreover, the preamifles®, 7, andTs depend on the underlying WLAN configuration.
concurrent packets overlap, and hence it is difficult forAee For non-carrier-sensing networks such as slotted ALOHA, th
to have a good estimation of the channel coefficients with tigéations are not aware of the channel status and the duration
current protoc0|_ By contrast, our paper provides a sa|ut|(§)f all backoff slots are equal to the transmission time of a
to this issue by incorporating blind signal processing ia ttPacket. That is,
proposed protocol. o
Exponential Backoff (EB) as a collision resolution techreéq Totor =T =To =Ts = L/ @
has been extensively studied in different contekis [L3]:[1 wherel is the packet size anR is the data transmission rate
Stability upper bound of BEB has been given by Goodmaif a station. On the other hand, for carrier-sensing netsjork
under a finite-node model in_[10] and recently improved bstations can distinguish between various types of channel



status and the durations of different types of slots may nitte pseudo-inverse of matrid(n), denoted byH*(n), and
be the same. For example, in IEEE 802.11 DCF basic accéss decision statistics become

mode,
r?F(n) = H'(n)y(n)
i = o = x(n)+H"(n)w(n). (5)
T, = H+L/R+SIFS+0+ACK + DIFS+96
T. = H+L/R+DIFS+$§ (2) The minimum-mean-square-error (MMSE) receiver is the op-

timal linear detector in the sense of maximizing the signal-
whereo is the time needed for a station to detect the packigterference-and-noise ratio (SINR). The decision diatiss
transmission from any other station and is typically muckalculated as
smaller thanT, andT,; H is the transmission time of PHY
header and MAC header; ACK is the transmission time of an  r™5F(n) = (H(n)H" (n) + #I)"'H” (n)y(n) (6)
ACK packet;d is the propagation delay; and SIFS and DIFS
are the inter-frame space durations|[16]. Similarly, in EEEwherel is the identity matrix, and; is the variance of the
802.11 DCF request-to-send/clear-to-send (RTS/CTS)saccadditive noise. Given the decision statistics, an estinwuite
scheme, the slot durations are given by zx(n) can be obtained by feeding thé" element ofr? (n)
or rMMSE () into a quantizer.

Other MUD techniques include maximum-likelihood (ML),

L= o parallel interference cancellation (PIC), successiverfetence

T, = RIS+ SIFS+6+CTS+SIFS+6 cancellation (SIC), etc. Interested readers are refewed]t
+H+L/R+SIFS+6+ ACK + DIFS +6 for more details.

T. = RIS+ DIFS+96 3

where RT'S and CT'S denote the transmission time of RTSC- Exponential Backoff

and CTS packets, respectively. By allowing the durations of g aqaptively tunes the transmission probability of a etati
Ti, T, and T to vary according to the underlying systeMgccording to the traffic intensity of the network. It works
the analysis of this paper applies to a wide spectrum of vajs follows. A backlogged station sets its backoff timer by
ious WLANS, including both non-carrier-sensing and Cf””erandomly choosing an integer within the rangieWw — 1],
sensing networks. where W denote the size of the contention window. The
backoff timer is decreased by one following each backoff
slot. The station transmits a packet in its queue once the

backoff timer reaches zero. At the first transmission attemp

This subsection briefly introduces the PHY layer MURyt 5 packet}V = 7, referred to as the minimum contention
techniques used to decode multiple packets at the rece®®r. yindow. Each time the transmission is unsuccessful, Whe
ax(n) denote the data symbol transmitted by user symbol s muitiplied by a backoff factor. That is, the contention
durationn. If there areK stations transmitting together, thenyindow size W, = W, after i successive transmission

B. Multiuser Detection

the received signal at a receiver is given by failures.
K
y() ; e()ar(n) +w(n) [1l. SUPER-LINEAR THROUGHPUTSCALING IN WLAN S
= H(n)x(n)+ w(n) (4) WITH MPR
where wi(n) denotes the additive noise. This section investigates the impact of MPR on the through-
H(n) = [hi(n),ha(n), -, hg(n), and x(n) = 'put of random-access WLANS. In particular, we prove that the
21 (n), - -- :CK(”)]T_’ In r"nulti;)le antenna systemsh, Maximum achievable throughput scales super-linearly tiéh

element being the channelMPR capabilityM. In practical systems)/ is directly related
to the cost (e.g., bandwidth in CDMA systems or antenna
in multi-antenna systems). Super-linear scaling of thhmug

is the channel vector, with the!"
coefficient from userk to the m!* receive antenrfd.In

CDMA systems, vectoh,, is multiplication of the spreading " "' > ! .
sequence of usée and the channel coefficient from useto implies that the achievable throughmr unit costincreases
the AP. with M. This provides a strong incentive to consider MPR

The receiver attempts to obtain an estimate of the transn]ft- "€Xt-generation wireless networks. As mentioned earlie
ted symbolsx(n) from the received vectoy(n). To this end, the transmission of stations is dictated by the underlyiBg E

various MUD techniques have been proposed in the Iiteratu?@heme' To capture the fundamentally achievable throughpu

For example, the zero-forcing (ZF) receiver is one of thelmogf the system, the following analysis assumes that eaciloistat

popular linear detectors. It multiplies the received vedtp Uansmits with probabilityp, in an arbitrary slot, without
caring howp; is achieved. The assumption will be made more

1In this paper, we assume that each station only transmitslatzestream rigorous in Section IV, which relates to EB parameters such
at a time. asr and .



A. Throughput of WLANs with MPR

Define throughput to be the average number of information Seo(M,\) = lim Sy
bits transmitted successfully per second. 1Sat(M, p;) de- N—oo
note the throughput of a WLAN withV stations when each B LYY kPr{X =k}
station transmits at probability, and the MPR capability is T PuyeTi + PeoniTe + PayeeTs
M. Then, Sy (M, p:) can be calculated as the ratio between inw_l k),‘c—):e*)‘

the average payload information bits transmitted per biicko =

slot to the average length of a backoff slot as follows. PiareTi + PeouTe + PouceTs

. LAY e
Zk:l k PI‘{X = k}L (7) PidleTi + Pcolch + PsuccTs
PidleTi + Pcolch + PsuccTs LA PI‘{X S M — 1}

SN(Mapt) =

= (13)
In the aboveX is a random variable denoting the number of PiaieTi + PeouTe + PouceTs
attempts in a slot. where the third equality is due to the Poisson approximation
In particular, wherly,,, =T, =T, =Ts = L/R,
N _
Pr{X = k} = <k>pf<1 —pyVE, ®) ——
— —A
Seo(M,)) = R e

Let k=0

= RAPr{X<M-1} (14)

Pigie = (1 —p)N )

be the probability that a backoff slot is idle; B. Super-Linear Throughput Scaling

M Having derived the throughput expressions for both finite-

M
Poee =Y Pr{X =k}=>)_ (JZ)Pf(l —pe)™ ™" (10) population and infinite-population models, we now address
k=1 k=1 the question: how does throughput scaleMisncreases. In
be the probability that a backoff slot is busy due to sucegssparticular, we are interested in the behavior of the_r_naximum
packet transmissions; and thrpughput when the channel has a MPR capgbllltyl\/bf
This directly relates to the channel-access efficiency that
N N achievable in MPR networks.
Pon= Y Pr{X=k}= ) ( )pf(l —p)NF Given M, the maximum throughput can be achieved by
k=M-+1 k=M-+1 optimizing the transmission probabilipy (or equivalently\ in
. . 7 the infinite-population model). The optimal transmissioalp
be the probability that a backoff slot is busy due to coIhr5|oability can in turn be obtained by adjusting the backoff éact
of packets. ) ) r in practical WLANSs, as will be discussed in Section IV. Let
The throughput of non-carrier-sensing networks such @8 (M) = Sy (M,p;(M)) and S% (M) = Sao (M, \*(M))
slotted ALOHA can be obtained by substitutiig (1) infd (7)yenote the maximum achievable throughputs, \;vhﬁr(eM)

(11)

which leads to following expression: and A\*(M) denote the optimap; and A when the MPR
M iprix — kY capability isM, respectively. In Theorem 1, we prove that the
Sn(M,p;) = D=y KPH{X = k} throughput scales super-linearly with in non-carrier-sensing
Tstot network with infinite population. In other words; (M )/M

that S*_(M)/M R approaches 1 wheh/ — oo. This implies

that the throughput penalty due to distributed random acces

Similarly, the throughput of carrier-sensing networksstsas diminishes wherM is very large. In Theorem 3 in Appendix

IEEE 802.11 DCF basic-access mode and RTS/CTS acckswe prove that the same super-linearity holds for WLANs

mode, can be obtained by substitutiig (2) ahd (3) ififo (With finite population.

respectively. Theorem 1: (Super-Linearity)S* (M)/M is an increasing
We now derive the asymptotic throughput when the popfHnction of M.

lation sizeN approaches infinity. In this case, we assume thatlt is obvious that at the optimal* (1)

(i) the system has a non-zero asymptotic throughput; ahd (ii

N _ is an increasing function dfl. In Theorem 2, we further prove
RZk(k)pk(l )V (12)
k=1

the number of attempts in a backoff slot is approximated bg M1 . L

a Poisson distribution with an average attempt rate Np, M - R Z (k + 1) (A" (M) e~ N(M)
[24, pp. 258]. Both of these assumptions are valid under an 9A A=A* (M) P k!

appropriate EB scheme, which will be elaborated in Section M-1 (A (M) k4D

IV. Let So (M, \) be the asymptotic throughput when MPR -R ASANA e VA A )
capability isM and average attempt rateis Then, we derive k=0 k!

from (@) that =0 (15)



Consequently, Let f(z) = RA(1 — z=MerM==1)) be the lower bound of

Soo(M). By solving

M— * *
Zl WO xcon - KODM can ey o)
— K (M —1)! —5 = RA(Mz=M71er=m1) — \,=MeAE=D) = 0 (20)
or it can be easily found that* = M /A maximizesf(z) and
Pr{X <M -1} = MPr{X = M} . £z A\ M
A=A* A=A* =1-(= M(1= 3 21
(M) (M%]-?) R (M) e M (22)

To prove Theorem 1, we show that (M +1)/(M+1) > gince»* > 1, A < M. Let A\ = cM wherec < 1. egn. [21)

S* (M)/M for all M in the following. can be written as

S (M +1)=50(M+1, (M +1))

AR
= SO;}M +1,A%(M)) It is obvious that
1
N (MM e 1-c
- R Z k! e ce "< 1Ve# 1.
k=0
MMM+ o Therefore,
+R——F——e . Seo(M,N) . “(2)
M! lim ————~= > lim
= Suo(M, A" (M)) + RA“(M) Pr{X = M) . Y
A=A+ (M) = Jim (1 — (ce' ™) )
= Ml (18) _
= 5% = 1.
where the last equality is due 0 {14) and](17). Therefore, i@n the other hand, the first equality 6f {19) implies
have Soo(M, N) <1
M+1 — M Combining [Z#) and{25), we have
. _ _ - - Se(M,N)
It is obvious that in a WLAN with MPR capability ofi/, Jim —r ! VA < M,

the maximum possible throughputig R when there exists a
perfect scheduling. In practical random-access WLANS, t
actual throughput is always smaller thad R, due to the

throughput penalty resulting from packet collisions ank id
slots. For example, the maximum throughput is well known to M-1
be Re~! whenM = 1. Theorem 2 proves that the throughput Soc (M)
penalty diminishes a&/ becomes large. That is, the maximum =

ﬁlé]d Lemma 1(a) follows.

Proof of Lemma 1(b)

throughput approache®/ R even though the channel access Y gy A2k

is based on random contentions. < R o
Theorem 2: (Asymptotic channel-access efficiency) ’“;0

limps o0 S (M) /MR = 1. < RN 02
Before proving Theorem 2, we present the following two - prd k!

lemmas.

_ —M _A(z—1)
Lemma 1: (@) lim/—yo0 Soo (M) /AR = 1 for any attempt = Rx"Te Vz <1

rate A < M; (b) limps—00 Soo (M) /AR = 0 for any attempt Let g(z) = R\z~Me *~1 pe the upper bound o, (M

rate X > M; (€) lima— o0 Soo (M) /AR = 0.5 for attempt rate By solving

A= M. 99(2)
Proof of Lemma 1(a): 9,

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

O

)\k —\
RAPH{X <M -1} =R\ Y e
k=0

(27)
).

= RA\(— Mz M71r = 6, " MeAE=) = o (28)

it can be easily found that* = M/ minimizesg(z) and

(29)

(30)

Seo(M,\) = RAPH{X<M-—1} u

SRV 9(z") _ i eM1—=3p)

= RA(1- Fe*A) RA M '
k=M - . Sincez* < 1, A > M. Let A = ¢cM wherec > 1. eqn. [29)
> RA(1— =M Z (A2) ) can be written as
- k! . M
k=M g(Z ) _ 1—c

> RA1-:z"MAED) v >1 0 (19) R\ '



Due to eqn.[(23)

0.85

Mohe  RA - A/}gnoo RA

— lim ()" =0 (31 "
o Ml—I>noo ce o 0.7
On the other hand, it is obvious that 0,65
Soo (M) % 0.6

——= >0 (32) =
R)\ < 0.55
Combining [(31) and{32), we have o
. Se(M) o5
A’}gnoo o 0OVA> M, (33) -
and Lemma 1(b) follows. '

Proof of Lemma 1(c) 3% 20 20 60 80 100 120

To prove Lemma 1(c), we note that the median of Poisst

distribution is bounded as follows [20]-[21]:
Fig. 1. Super-linear scalability of the throughput of narer-sensing

A —log2 < median < A+ 1/3. (34) slotted ALOHA networks
_ ; TABLE |
When /\ =M an_d M = C_X)' the median approachel. SYSTEM PARAMETERSUSED IN CARRIER-SENSINGNETWORKS
According to the first equality of(14), (ADOPTED FROMIEEE 802.1%)
lim Soo (M) = lim Pr{X <M -1} Packet payload 8184 bits
M—oo  RA M —00 - MAC header 272 bits
~ lim Pr{X<M}=05 (35) PHY overhead 26 us
M—o0 ACK 112 bits + PHY overhea
0 RTS 160 bits + PHY overhea
. CTS 112 bits + PHY overhea
Lemma 2: The optimal attempt rate\*(M) < M and Basic rate & Mbps
lmps—oo A (M)/M =1. Data rate 54 Mbps
Proof of Lemma 2The mode of Poisson distribution is equal S'Otsr::n;eg lgoﬂs
us

to |A], where|-] denotes the largest integer that is smaller
than or equal to the argument. Whan> M,

Pr{X=M}>Pr{X=i}V0<i<M-—1, (36) Proof of Theorem 2From Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, it is
obvious thatlim ;o0 Si, (M)/MR = 1.

which conflicts with eqn.[(17). Therefore, the optimal atpgm O
rate The above results are illustrated in Fif] 1, where
(M) < M. (37) S:(M)/MR is plotted as a function o/ in non-carrier-
- sensing slotted ALOHA systems.
Combining {I#), {1V).[(37) and Lemma 1, we have Theorem 3: (Super-linearity with  finite  population)
lim MPr{X:M}\A:A*(M)zl. (38) Sy(M+1)/M+1> Sy(M)/M forall M < N.
M=o0 Proof of Theorem 3See Appendix I.
Let \* = cM wherec < 1. eqn. [38) can be written as In Theorem 1-3, super-linearity is proved assuming the
M network is non-carrier-sensing. In Figl 2 and Fid. 3, the
. (cM) —cM .
Mhm =1y 1)'6 =1. (39) optimal throughputSz (M) and Sz (M)/M are plotted for
e | carrier-sensing networks, respectively, with system patars
and listed in Table I. The figures show that system throughput is
((M _ 1)')1/M greatly enhanced due to the MPR enhancement in the PHY
¢c = lim ~— ‘27 ¢ layer. Moreover, the super-linear throughput scaling bdta
M=oe M carrier-sensing networks whev is relatively large.
I (MM
R~ im ———e°
M?loo : M IV. IMPACT OFMPR ON EB IN WLAN MAC
= € ‘ (40) In this section, we study the characteristic behavior of
where the last equality is due to the Stirling’s formulal[14]VLAN MAC and EB when the channel has MPR capability.
Solving egn. [(4D), we have g_flrst establish the relationship bgtwee_n transmissiob-pr
. ability p; (or A) and EB parameters including backoff factor
lim L = lim e=1 (41) and minimum contention window/,. Based on the analysis,
M—oo M M—oo we will then study how the optimal backoff strategy changes

O with the MPR capabilityM.
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Fig. 4. Markov chain model for the backoff stage
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reasonably large.
With EB, transmission probability; is equal to the proba-
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ bility that the backoff timer of a station reaches zero inat.sl
M Note that the Markov process of MPR networks is similar
to the ones in[[9],[[13], except that the conditional codlisi

Fig. 2. Optimal throughput of carrier-sensing networks probability p. is different forAf > 1. Therefore, eqn[{42) can
be derived in a similar way as][9], [13]:

28 P = 2(1 - Tpa)
Wo(1 —pe) + 1 —rpe

50

(42)
%) whererp. < 1 is a necessary condition for the steady state
to be reachable. The detailed derivation lof]1(42) is omitted
due to page limit. Interested readers are referredlto [S]. [1
Likewise, the conditional collision probability. is equal to
the probability that there ar@/ or more stations out of the
remainingN — 1 stations contending for the channel. We thus
have the following relationship:

24

22

S (MM

20

M—1

4 basi N - 1 k —k—
A e || w13 (Y a e a
! k=0
% 50 100 150 200 It can be easily shown thai; is a decreasing function gf.

M for anyr > 1 in (@2). Meanwhilep. is an increasing function

of p; in (@3). Therefore, the curves determined byl (42) and

(43) have a unique intersection corresponding to the root of

the nonlinear system. By solving the nonlinear system (42)-

(43) numerically for differentV, we plot the analytical results

of Np; in Fig.[ . In the figures, BEB is adopted. That is,
We use an infinite-state Markov chain, as shown in Eig. 4,= 2. The minimum contention window siZ&, = 16 or 32.

to model of operation of EB with no retry limit. The reasoro validate the analysis, the simulation results are pdotte

for the lack of a retry limit is that it is theoretically moremarkers in the figures. In the simulation, the data are cialtec

interesting to look at the limiting case when the retry limiby running 5,000,000 rounds after 1,000,000 rounds of warm

is infinitely large. Having said this, we note that the an@lysup. From the figures, we can see that the analytical results

in our paper can be easily extended to the case where thevatch the simulations very well. Moreover, it shows that

is a retry limit. The state in the Markov chain in Figl 4Np; converges to a constant quantity wh¥nbecomes large.

is the backoff stage, which is also equal to the number ®his is a basic assumption in the previous section when we

retransmissions experienced by the station. As mentionedcalculated the asymptotic throughput. The constant giyanti

Section I, the contention window size ¥; = r'W, when a that Np; converges to can be calculated as follows.

station is in state. In the figure,p. denotes the conditional For large N, the number of attempts in a slot can be

collision probability, which is the probability of a colin modeled as a Poisson process| [24, pp. 258]. That is,

seen by a packet being transmitted on the channel. Note that

p. depends on the transmission probabilities of stationsrothe Pr{X =k} A (44)

than the transmitting one. In our mode}, is assumed to be

independent of the backoff stage of the transmitting stati

In our numerical results, we show that the analytical result )

obtained under this assumption are very accurate w¥ieB A= lim Np;. (45)

Fig. 3. Super-linear scalability of the throughput of camsensing networks

A. Transmission Probability

here
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Fig. 5. Plots of Np; versusN whenr = 2; lines are analytical results

calculated from[{R) and13), markers are simulation results % :
M=5
. .. . 8ol '”"5':-v;;;;.,,,_
The conditional collision probability in this limiting casis
given by 7of
M—-1 k E analysis with W,=16
. _ £ eo0f ;. ~ - - analysis with W =32 [
]Vlgnoo pc = Pr{X Z M} = 1 - Ee A' (46) ‘z,a’,_ ,' o simxanonv:t:v\ivjjls
k=0 : gzsoi ¢ ¢ simulation with W =32||
. o ) - u=S_(M})
When the system is steady, the total attempt rate=
limy_,0e Np; should be finite. Therefore, “rlg X
O -0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0 000000206
lim p; = lim 2 — rpc) -0 (47) o ‘ ]
Noool U Nevoo Wo(l —pe) +1—rpe R e
Wthh |mp||eS 1 200 25 4‘0 éo 80 1;)‘0 120 140 160 180 20’0
lim p. = —. (48)
N —o0 r

Combining KIB) and[@8), we get the following equation Fig. 7. Throughput of carrier-sensing basic-access nésvathenr = 2
M-1 )\k
e (49) B. Optimal Backoff Factor
k=0 In Section Ill, we have investigated the maximum network
A can be calculated numerically froi {49) giveéhandr. Fig.  throughput that is achieved by optimal transmission proiab
[BI'shows thatVp, calculated from[(42) and (#3) does convergg:(17) and A*(M). The previous sub-section shows that
to A when N is large. transmission probability is a function of backoff facter
Note that the relationship betwegn ), and EB established pjathematically, the optimat that maximizes throughput can
above do not depend on the duration of the underlying backgl optained by solving the equati@S(M)/ar —0.
slots, and therefore can be applied in both non-carriesisgn |, this section, we investigate how the optimal backoffdact
and carrier-sensing networks. r changes with the MPR capability/. In Fig.[8 and Fig.
Before leaving this sub-section, we validate another apsung e plot the throughput as a function offor both non-
tion adopted in Section Ill. That is, EB guarantees a Nnoggyrier sensing networks and carrier-sensing networkagich
zero throughput whenV approaches infinity. To this end,access mode. From the figure, we can see that the optimal
the throughput of slotted ALOHA is plotted as a function of that maximizes throughput increases with for moderate
N in Fig.[@ when BEB is adopted. It can be seen that thg jarge 17. This observation can be intuitively explained for
throughputs with the sam&/ converge to the same constanon-carrier-sensing networks dy {14).149), and Lemma 1 as
asN increases, regardless of the minimum contention windgyjjows. Egns. [(T4) and(39) indicate that
Wy. Similar phenomenon can also be observed in carrier-
sensing networks, as illustrated in Hi¢). 7, where the thinpug) w =Pr{X<M-1}=1- 1, (50)
of IEEE 802.11 WLAN with basic access mode is plotted with RA B r
detailed system parameters listed in Table |. The asynmptofis Lemma 1 indicates, whed/ is large, S (M, /\)/R)\
throughput whenV is very large depends only on the MPRncreases with\/ and eventually approaches 1. Consequently,
capability M and the backoff factor. r increases with\/.

1
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is a good choice for RTS/CTS access scheme, while on the

As the figures show, the throughput decreases sharply whather hand tuning to the optimal is important for non-carrier-
r moves from the optimal* to 1. On the other hand, it sensing and basic-access schemes.
is much less sensitive to when r is larger than ther*. Having demonstrated the significant capacity improvement
Therefore, in order to avoid dramatic throughput degradati that MPR brings to WLANs, we are highly motivated to
it is not wise to operate in the region between 1 and. present practical protocols to implement MPR in the widely
Note that whenM is large,r* is larger than 2. This implies used IEEE 802.11 WiFi. In particular, we will propose pro-
that the widely used BEB might be far from optimal in MPRocols that consist of both MAC-layer mechanisms and PHY-
WLANSs. To further see how well BEB works, we plot thelayer signal processing schemes in the next Section.
ratio of the throughput obtained by BEB to the maximum
achievable throughput in Fig. 110. The optimathat achieves V. MPR ProTOCOL FORIEEE 802.11 WLAN
the maximum throughput is plotted versi$ in Fig.[11. In In this section, we present a MPR protocol for IEEE 802.11
the figures, we can see that BEB only achieves a small fractidiLAN with RTS/CTS mechanism. The proposed protocol
of the maximum achievable throughput whé# is large in requires minimum amendment at mobile stations, and hence
non-carrier-sensing and IEEE 802.11 basic-access mode. Wdl be easy to implement in practical systems. Throughout
example, when\/ = 10 BEB only achieves about 80 percenthis section, we assume that the MPR capability is brought by
of the maximum throughput in non-carrier-sensing networkthe multiple antennas mounted at the access point (AP). This
In RTS/CTS mode, in contrast, the performance of BEB mssumption complies with the hardware request of the latest
close to optimal for a large range of. Therefore, we argue MIMO-based WLAN standards. However, the proposed MAC-
from an engineering point of view that BEB (i.e:,= 2) PHY protocol can be easily extended to CDMA networks,
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packets are typically transmitted at a lower data rate than t

sTA1 _| RTS DATA data packets in IEEE 802.11. This setting is particularsu
: : : : able for blind detection schemes which can separate the RTS
STA X RTS | DATA | packqs without knowing the prior knowledge of the S(_anders’
identities and CSI[17]-[18]. Upon successfully decodihg t
STA k+1 RTS packets, the AP can then identify the senders of the
: : : : packets. Training sequences, to be transmitted in the fnleam
stAn | rTS ,Tl of the data packets, are then allocated to these users litataci

channel estimation during the data transmission phaseeSin
A U Tors CTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTY Mack the multiple stations transmit their data packets at theesam
time, their training sequences should be mutually orthagjon
SIFS In our system, no more thah/ simultaneous transmissions
are allowed. Therefore, a total 8f orthogonal sequences are
required to be predefined and made known to all stations. The
sequence allocation decision is sent to the users via the CTS

Fig. 12. Time line example for the MPR MAC

acket.
as the received signal structures in multi-antenna and CDMpADuring the data transmission phase, CSl is estimated from
systems are almost the same (refer to Section II-C). the orthogonal training sequences that are transmittetien t
) preamble of the data packets. With the estimated CSlI, variou
A. MAC Protocol Design MUD techniques can be applied to separate the multiple data

The MAC protocol closely follows the IEEE 802.11packets at the AP. Using coherent detection, data packats ca
RTS/CTS access mechanism, as illustrated in[Fig. 12. fostatibe transmitted at a much higher rate than the RTS packets
with a packet to transmit first sends an RTS frame to thithout involving excessive computational complexity.

AP. In our MPR MAC model, when multiple stations transmit As MUD techniques have been introduced in Section II,
RTS frames at the same time, the AP can successfully detget focus on the blind separation of RTS packets in this
all the RTS frames if and only if the number of RTSs isubsection. Assume that there dfestations transmitting RTS
no larger thanM/. When the number of transmitting stationgackets together. Then, the received signal in symbol urat
exceeds), collisions occur and the AP cannot decode any is given by [@), where thém, k)t element ofH denotes

of the RTSs. The stations will retransmit their RTS framage channel coefficient from usér to the mt* antenna at
after a backoff time period according to the original IEEEhe AP. Assuming that the channel is constant over an RTS
802.11 protocol. When the AP detects the RTSs successfuigcket, which is composed ¥ symbol periods, we obtain

it responds, after a SIFS period, with a CTS frame that grankg following block formulation of the data

transmission permissions to all the requesting statiohenT

the transmitting stations will start transmitting DATA fres Y =HX+W (51)
after a SIFS, and the AP will acknowledge the reception gfi re v _ y(1),y(2),---,y(N), X _
the DATA frames by an ACK frame. x(1),x(2), -, x(N)], and W = [w(1),w(2),--- , w(N)].

The formats of the RTS and Data frames are the same - . -
those defined in 802.11, while the CTS and ACK frames ha & problem to be addressed here is the estimation of the

b dified d itin| - 'aimber of sources, the channel matrif, and the symbol
een modified to accommodate multiple transmitting station . . X, given the array outpuY.

for MPR. In particular, there aré/ receiver address fields 1) Estimation of the number of sources Ror an easy start,

in the CTS and ACK frames o identify up t8f intended we ignore the white noise for the moment and have- HX.

recipients. The rank ofH is e i ikewi [
. . . qual toK if K < M. Likewise,X is full-
As described above, our MPR MAC is very similar to the .
original IEEE 802.11 MAC. In fact, to maintain this similbyri fow-rank whenn' is much larger thank. Consequently, we

. . . haverank(Y) = K and K is equal to the number of nonzero
in the MAC layer, the challenge is pushed down to the phyS'(.:é']}igular values ofY. With white noise added to the datA,

layer. F(_)r example, in the proposed MPR MA(.:' the AP i an be estimated from the number of singular value¥ ahat
responsible to decode all the RTSs transmitted simultasigou o
e significantly larger than zero.

However, due to the random-access nature WLAN, the A%Z) Estimation ofX andH: In this paper, we adopt the Finite

has no priori knowledge of who the senders are and tt&?phabet (FA) based blind detection algorithm to estimate

channel state information (CSI) on the corresponding llni?(e and H, assumingK is known. The maximum-likelihood

This imposes a major challenge on the PHY layer, as estimator yields the following separable least-squaresi-mi
MUD techniques introduced in Section Il, such as ZF ang - Y g sep q
Mmization problem([1[7]

MMSE cannot be directly applied. To tackle these problems,
we introduce the physical layer techniques in next sub@ecti min_||Y — HX||% (52)
H,XeQ

B. PHY-layer Signal Processing Mechanism where ) is the finite alphabet to which the elements Xf
In this subsection, we propose a PHY mechanism to impleelong, and| - || is the Frobenius norm. The minimization of
ment MPR in IEEE 802.11. The basic idea is as follows. RT{2) can be carried out in two steps. First, we minim[zg (52)
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with respect taH and obtain At the optimal\* (M), W = 0. Consequently,

H=YX" = YyX#(xx#)- (53) M1\« .
. . . o Z Me—k (M)PM(]C‘FU
where ()T is the pseudo-inverse of a matrix. SubstitutiHg = k!
back into [52), we obtain a new criterion, which is a function M—2 L
f X only: (A (M))++ —\* (M)
of X only: . . = Z — (Py(k+1) — Py (k+2))
min [[YPx x|z, (54) k=0 '
X (M))M *

where P%,, = I — X#(XX")~!X, and1 is the identity = + WD) xanp (M)

X - . (M —1)!
matrix. The global minimum of(34) can be obtained by enu- . o
merating over all possible choices ®f. Reduced-complexity <« (A" (M) efk*(l\ff)pM(M) (56)

iterative algorithms that solvé (b4) iteratively such aSH - (M=)
and ILSE were introduced in [18]. Not being one of the fodiVe are now ready to prove super-linear throughput scaling
of this paper, the details of ILSP and ILSE are not covereti{* 1) > =) in the following.

here. Interested readers are referred to [19] and the refese

Si(M +1) > Soo (M + 1, X*(M))

therein.
Note that the scheme proposed in this section is only one = N (MR _xT (M) .
way of implementing MPR in WLANS. It ensures that the R Z k! ¢ Pra(k+1)
orthogonal training sequences are transmitted in the dvkmm kzz Y
of data packets. This leads to highly reliable channel estim +R%ed*(ﬂ )Prra (M +1)
tion that facilitates the user of MUD techniques. Moreover, M
the modification to the original protocol is mainly restmrih * A (MM —X\* (M)
o - . ) > Seo(M, A (M))+R7'e Py (M)
within the AP. Minimum amendment is needed at mobile Mo M!
stations. > ]\‘; S (M) (57)
VI. DISCUSSIONS where the last inequality is due to_(56).

A. Random channel error

In our analysis so far, we have assumed that packet erfor Near far effect
rate due to random fading effect is negligible when the numbe One implicit assumption in our analysis is that each station
of simultaneous transmission is smaller thdnand is close transmits at the same data rake In practice, stations ex-
to 1 otherwise. This assumption is quite accurate when da@erience different channel attenuation to the AP due ta thei
packets are well protected by error correction codes (e.tgndom locations. If stations transmit at the same powesl lev
convolutional codes in IEEE 802.11 protocol) and linear MULthen the data rate sustainable on each link would differ. In
is deployed at the receiver. The simplification allows us ffis case, the airtime occupied by a busy period is dominated
focus on the effect of MPR on WLAN without the need tghe lowest data rate involved. Hence, the effective thrpugh
consider signal processing details such as coding andtietecenjoyed by high-rate stations would degenerate to the level
schemes. of the lowest rate. Such problem, known as “performance
In this section, we relax the assumption and investigate hewomaly”, is not unique to MPR. It exists in all multi-
random channel errors would affect our analysis. Fortupaterate IEEE 802.11 networks. Fortunately, performance ahpoma
we can prove that super-linear throughput scaling stildeol only causes the data rafe in our throughput expression to
even when random channel error is taken into account, @grade taR,,;,, whereR,,;, is the lowest possible data rate.
detailed in the following. Denote byP¢r" (k) the packet Therefore, it will not affect the scaling law of throughpat i
error rate due to wireless channel fading whepackets are MPR networks.
transmitted at the same time in a network with MPR capability
M. Then, Py (k) = 1 — Pg" (k) is the packet success rateC. Comparison with multiuser SIMO systems
which is the probability that a packstrvivesrandom channel |, this paper, we have demonstrated the drastic increase in
fading [25]. Typically, Par(k) > Pa(K) for k < k" and  gpectrum efficiency brought by MPR. To implement MPR,
Par(k) > Py (k) for M > M. Assuming linear detectors, mogification is needed in both MAC and PHY layers, as
we havePy (k) ~ 0 if k> M and Py (M) ~ Py (M') for - giscussed in Section V. With the same hardware enhancement
M # M [22_]'_ (e.g., havingM antennas at the AP), an alternative is to let
For simplicity, assumelso; = Ts = Ti = T. = L/R.  gach link transmit at a higher data rate, but keep the single-
Then, asymptotic throughput is given by packet-reception restriction unchanged. This essentizd-

Mk comes a traditional WLAN with SIMO (single-input-multiple
Seo(M,N) = R kire *Pu(k) output) links.

k=1 The capacity of a SIMO link increases logarithmically with

M1y k+1 the number of antennas at the receiver [23]. That is,

= R e *Py(k+1)  (55)
kZ:O k! Rsivo = Rsrso + log(M) (58)
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where Rsrso is the data rate of a SISO (single-input-single- Having understood the fundamental behavior of MPR, we
output) link. In contrast, the data rafe of each link in MPR propose practical protocols to exploit the advantage of MPR
WLAN is set to Rsrso, for antenna diversity is used tolEEE 802.11-like WLANS. By incorporating advanced PHY-
separate multiple data streams instead of increasing tiee fayer blind detection and MUD techniques, the protocol can

of one stream therein. implement MPR in a fully distributed manner with marginal
With (58), the throughput of WLAN with SIMO links is  modification of MAC layer.
M
SEIMO _ LY 1 kPr{X =k}
PSIA!OTSIMO+PSU\IOTSIMO_|_PSII\[OTSIMO APPENDIXA
"¢ (59) SUPERLINEAR THROUGHPUTSCALING IN WLANS WITH
where the expressions f@t5/MO, pSIMO gnd pSIMO gre FINITE POPULATION

the same as[[9)[(10), and {11) with = 1, respectively.  Theorem 4: (Super-llnearlty with  finite  population)
Likewise, T2 TMO | TSIMO "and TSIMO are the same akl(1), g* (M +1)/(M+1) > Si(M)/M forall M < N

@), or (3) except thaR is replaced byRsivo. Specifically,  From [12), we have
throughput in the ALOHA case becomes

_ N _
SEMO = (R+1og(M)Np(L—p)¥ L (60)  Sw(Mp) = Rzk( L)k o
and the optimap, that maximizes the throughput is equal to M1
1/N. In particular, the maximum achievable throughput when _ pANp 3 (N)pk(l )Nk
N is large is L=pe = \kJ
S MO (M) = (R +log(M))e™". (61) RS k( ) (1= py) N+
10+ —hoT Py (L — Dt

It is obvious that the normalized throughpw L=p k=0 k

decreases witd/ in SIMO networks. This, in contrast to the Np,
. . . ' = P < —
super-linear throughput scaling in MPR networks, suggests Rl p HX =M -1}
that multiple antennas at the AP should be used to resolve o (M —1,p) (62)
simultaneous transmissions instead of increasing pkrelaia 1 — Pt ’
rate in random access WLANS. and
VII. CONCLUSION Sn(M+1,p) = Sn (M, py).

With the recent advances in PHY-layer MUD techniques, K K (63)
it is no longer a physical constraint for the WLAN channel pmeanwhile
to accommodate only one packet transmission at one time. M1
To fully utilize the MPR capability of the PHY channel, it 'SS (M+1,p) = R Z k( )p 1—p)N-*
essential to understand the fundamental impact of MPR on the ’ il
MAC-layer. This paper has studied the characteristic bienav _ SN(M p) + R(M +1)Pr{X = M +1)}
of random-access WLANs with MPR. Our analysis provides ’ (64)

a theoretical foundation for the performance evaluation of
WLANSs with MPR, and it is useful for system design in termgypstituting [[64) to[{83), we get
of setting operating parameters of MAC protocols.

Our analytical framework is general and applies to vari- Sn(M,p) = RNp, Pr{X < M}
ous WLANSs including non-carrier-sensing and carrier-gens —R(1—p) (M +1)Pr{X=M+1}VM < N,p, (65)
networks. In Theorems 1 and 3, we have proved that the
throughput increases super-linearly wiftf for both finite ~ Atthe optimalp; (M), the derivative)Sn (M, p:)/dp: = 0.
and infinite population cases. This is the case in non-carrid hus,

sensing networks for all/, and in carrier-sensing networks SN (M, py)
—_— = RN Pr{X < M}|

for moderate to largd/. Moreover, Theorem 2 shows that the D pe=p: (M)
throughput penalty due to distributed random access dimin- ‘ pe=pi (M)

ishes whenM approaches infinity. Such scalability providesHtg(]\/[Jr 1)(1 _M+ 1) Pr{X =M+ 1}’  (a1) =0, (66)
strong incentives for further investigations on enginegri

and implementation details of MPR systems. Based on t@@mbining [65) and{66),

analysis, we found that the commonly deployed BEB scheme

is far from optimum in most systems except the carrier-sensi Sy (M, pt(M)) = p;(M)M

systems with RTS/CTS four-way handshake. In particular, th Ope pe=p; (M)

optimum backoff factor- increases with\/ for large M. We —R(M + 1)(p§(M) — (M + 1)) Pr{X =M+ 1}’pt:p:(M)

further note that the throughput degrades sharply whés M D1 — o PriX — M1
smaller than the optimum value, while it is much less seresiti —R(M + )( - P (M )) r{ +1}
to » whenr exceeds the optimum. = RM(M+1)Pr{X=M+1}| _ <(a) (67)
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It is obvious that [20] K. P. Choi, “On the medians of Gamma distributions andeqnation of
Ramanujan,Proc. American Math. Societypl. 121, no. 1, pp. 245-251,
Sn(M +1,p; (M +1)) = Sy (M + 1, p; (M)) May 1994.

[21] J. Chen and H. Rubin, “Bounds for the difference betwedian and

pr (M) mean of Gamma and Poisson distributiorStatist. Probab. Lett4, pp.
68 281-283, 1986.

( ) [22] J. H. Winters, J. Salz, and R. D. Gitlin, “The impact oftema

L ~ diversity on the capacity of wireless communication syst2nfEEE
Substituting [(67) to[(G8), we have Trans. Communvol. 42, no. 2/3/4, pp. 1740-1751, Feb. 1994.

[23] D. Tse and P. Viswanathi-undamentals of wireless communication

=SN(M,pf(M))+ R(IM+1)Pr{X =M+ 1}

Sn(M + 1,p; (M + 1)) Cambridge, 2005.
S (M i (M)) [24] M. H. DeGroot and M. J. SchervistiRrobability and StatisticsThird
> Sn(M,p;(M)) + PNA P A )) edition, Addison Wesley, 2002.

- M [25] J. ProakisPigital Communicationsfourth edition, McGraw-Hill, 2000.

. M+1 [26] D.S. Chan, T. Berger and L. Tong, "On the Stability andi®pl Decen-

= Sy (M, Dy (M)) M (69) tralized Throughput of CSMA with Multipacket Reception @agity,”

Prof. Allerton Conference on Communication, Control, anoh{puting

* * Sept-Oct 2004.

Hence’SN(M + 1)/(M + 1) =z SN(M)/M for all M < N. [27] D. S. Chan, P. Suksompong, J. Chen and T. Berger, "InipgolEEE
O 802.11 Performance with Cross-Layer Design and MultipaBleception

via Multiuser lterative Decoding,” IEEE 802.11-05/0946&ept 2005.
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