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Abstract—Exponential backoff (EB) is a widely adopted col- Most of the research attention has been focused on investi-
lision resolution mechanism in many popular random-access gating the throughput provided by EB. Thanks to the seminal
networks including Ethemet and wireless LAN (WLAN). The 1 of Bijanchi [1], the throughput is now well understood

prominence of EB is primarily attributed to its asymptotic . - - .
throughput stability, which ensures a non-zero throughputeven through a fixed point equation that characterizes the béckof

when the number of users in the network goes to infinity. Recan Process. Subsequently] [2] shows that the throughput ofsEB i
studies, however, show that EB is fundamentally unsuitabldor ~ stable against the network size in the sense that the thpaigh

applications that are sensitive to large delay and delay jters, converges to a nonzero constant when the network size goes
as it induces divergent second- and higher-order moments of to infinity (assuming no retry limit is enforced). Throughpu

medium access delay. Essentially, the medium access delaljdws L .
a power law distribution, a subclass of heavy-tailed distiution. stability has been the most intriguing aspect of EB, and has

To understand and alleviate the issue, this paper systematlly €nabled EB-based MAC protocols to support a wide range
analyzes the tail delay distribution of general backoff furctions, of throughput oriented applications regardless of the agtw
with EB being a special case. In particular, we establish a congestion level.

tradeoff between the tail decaying rate of medium access d8 ity the recent boom of delay-sensitive multimedia applica

distribution and the stability of throughput. To be more specific, .. . . h
convergent delay moments are attainable only when the backb tions such as VoIP and video conferencing, research ingeres

functions g(k) grows slower than exponential functions, i.e., when are being shifted to other aspects of system performande suc
g(k) € o(r*) for all > 1. On the other hand, non-zero as delay, delay jitter, and short-term fairness [3]. Indeed
asymptotic throughput is attainable only when backoff fundions  can be shown that delay jitter significantly affects the siser
grow at least as fast as an exponential function, i.eg(k) € 2 (r*)  perception of quality of real-time multimedia services. ,EB

for some r > 1. This implies that bounded delay moments and o
stable throughput cannot be achieved at the same time. For despite its good throughput performance, has been shown

practical implementation, we show that polynomial backoff(PB), t0 suffer poor performance i"_‘ delay a_nd short—t.erm .fairn-ess
where g(k) is a polynomial that grows slower than exponential More specifically, EB could induce divergent (i.e., infipite

functions, obtains finite delay moments and good throughput second- and high-order moments of medium access delay,
perfolr m.anceTﬁ'g the skameptllgme Vk‘)"th'“ a Ipracthal rahnge I(E)];Bufser yielding extraordinarily large delay jitter and severensa
population. This makes a better alternative than (o] . 112l . .
multimedia applications with stringent delay requirements. mission starvation of users|[3}=[6]. .Es§ent.|ally,. the mmdl
access delay follows a power law distribution, implyingttha
a non-negligible number of packets may experience much
larger delay than the average [3]-[5]. As a motivating exiamp
we monitor the packet transmission during180 second
_ I'_ INTRODUCTION _ period in al0-node IEEE802.11g WLAN, where BEB is
Binary exponential backoff (BEB) is widely adopted agqopted. Alarmingly3 out of the10 nodes experience severe
a key collision resolution mechanism in popular randomransmission starvation, as illustrated in Fly. The figure

access networks, such as IEEB2.3 Ethemnet and IEEE ghows that nodd and 2 perceive starvation for a duration
802.11 wireless local area network (WLAN). With exponentiahy 90 and9 seconds, respectively. Even worse, nadearely

backoff (EB), a packet is transmitted after waiting a numbggcejves any service throughout the entire simulation time

of time slots randomly selected from a contention window, |, an attempt to address the above issues, this paper seeks
the size of which increases multiplicatively on collisions;g ynderstand the following important questions.
Mathematically, the contention window;, = g(k)Wg after 1. what is the root cause of the power-law delay distri-

k consecutive collisions of a packet. Heigtk) = 7 with bution of EB. Is it an intrinsic issue of EB, or can be

r > 1 is the backoff function for EBl and W, is the initial avoided by adjusting the backoff exponent

contention window size. BEB is a special case with- 2. Q2: If the problem is intrinsic with EB, can we find an

This work was supported in part by the Competitive EarmarRedearch alternative backoff function that does not suffer the same
Grant (Project Number19509) established under the University Grant problem. In general, what is the necessary and sufficient

Committee of Hong Kong and Direct Research Grant (Projectber it ;
2050439) established under The Chinese University of Hong Kong. condition for a backoff function to have convergent delay

INote thatg(k) must be an increasing function for the backoff process to mqments_, 1.e., not t.O experience powerllfaw delaY-
be meaningful. Therefore; must be larger than unity. Q3: Is it possible to achieve throughput stability and conver-

Index Terms—Medium access control, backoff algorithms,
wireless LAN (WLAN), power law delay.
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delay. Our main contributions are detailed below.

We find that the heaviness of the tail distribution of
medium access delay is closely related to how rapidly
the contention window is augmented with each collision.
Specifically, EB always induces power law delay distri-
bution regardless of the choice of backoff exponent
Meanwhile, power law delay is mitigated as long as the
backoff function is slower than exponential functions,,i.e
g(k) € o(r*) for all r > 1, whereo () will be defined
more rigorously later. This explains the observations
made by [[8] and[[9]. Furthermore, we find that delay
distribution becomes light-tailed if the backoff function
increases linearly or sub-linearly.

We prove that throughput stability is achieved only when
the backoff function is at least as fast as an exponential
function, i.e.,g(k) € Q(r*) for somer > 1, where

Fig. 1. lllustration of transmission starvation: numberpatkets transmitted
in 100 consecutive seconds f@rof 10 nodes in a 802.11g system. Assume
that all nodes are continuously backlogged and no retryt lisneénforced.

() will be defined rigorously later. In other words, PB
fails to sustain non-zero asymptotic throughput, although

gent delay moments at the same time by certain backoff

functions. If not, are there any backoff functions thde3:

exhibit convergent delay moments and good throughput
performance at the same time when the network size is
within a finite and practical range.

they yield convergent delay moments. This presents a
fundamental tradeoff between throughput stability and the
heaviness of tail delay distribution.

We find that super-linear polynomial backoff achieves

high throughput across a wide range of practical network
size, despite its throughput instability asymptotically.

This, together with our findings irC1, suggests that

super-linear polynomial backoff is a better alternative
than EB in supporting broadband network applications
that call for both high throughput and low delay and delay
jitter.

In the literatureQ1 has been partly addressed. [5] first finds
that the medium access delay distribution of EB is heavy-
tailed when retry limitK is infinite, regardless of the backoff
exponentr. [3] later proves that the medium access delay
indeed follows a power law distribution, the slope of whish i Our study on the delay tail distribution of backoff process
obtained as a function of the backoff exponent and the aaflis is not only for theoretical interest but also closely retate
probability. Noticeably, the effect of power law delay cahn engineering applications. In the past few years, a number of
be eliminated even if a finite retry limit K is enforced in ptiac modified exponential backoff schemes, including quality of
cal systems[[3] and [5] observe that the medium access desayvice enhancing protocols, have been proposed to improve
follows a truncated power law distribution, implying thatall the delay performance of conventional BEB1[10]2[12]. For
retry limit does not eliminate the power law characterstidnstance,[[10] proposed a LMILD backoff algorithm, in which
induced by EB. This directly translates to high packet loshe contention window doubles upon collisions whereas de-
rate, if packets have to be discarded upon reaching a ratity li creases linearly upon successful transmissions. Besilles,

K. Indeed, our simulation results show that BEB suffe#% enhanced distributed channel access (EDCA) scheme, which
packet loss rate in &0-node network withK = 5, leading is adopted in the802.11e standard, gives priority to delay-

to an equal percentage reduction of throughput as that wibnsitive applications by setting a shorter contentiondamn

K = oco. The analysis in these prior work can be treated amd shorter arbitration inter-frame spacel[12]. Despitirth

a special case of the analysis for general backoff functionsrespective contributions, they do not eliminate the funelatal

this paper. feature of power law delay distribution induced by exporant

As to Q2, there are some initial attempts to replace EB withackoff, and thus may still perceive relatively large dgltgr
other more moderate backoff algorithms, such as lineardfackor high packet loss rate. Instead, we propose to fundanhgntal
(g(k) = 1+k) and polynomial backoff¢(k) = 1+k°, b > 0) solve the power law delay problem by replacing EB with PB.
[7]-[9]. Observations made by [[8] showed that linear anileanwhile, we show that high throughput can be achieved
polynomial backoffs with appropriate parameter settings cin a wide range of practical network size through parameter
improve upon BEB in terms of throughput and delay perfotuning of PB. In this sense, we can mitigate the power law
mance. [[9] observed that PB can achieve a similar saturatidelay distribution of EB without hurting the advantageous
throughput as EB but with much smaller delay jitter. Howevethroughput performance. Our simulation results show tigat P
to the authors’ best knowledge, no analysis was provided with reasonable backoff parameter outperforms BEB regard-
explain the root cause behind the phenomenon. less of the existence of the retry limit. With current hardsva

To fully address the important questio®4-Q3, this paper processing power, the implementation of PB in random access
attempts to uncover the fundamental laws that govern thetworks incurs minor extra cost. Therefore, we believe d i
throughput stability and tail distribution of medium acgespromising algorithm with broad applications in future rand



Tagged packet
becomes the Polynomial backoff, g(k) = l+k°

HOL packet Medium access delay 0.4k ' ' ' ' ' ]
A a A a -
< Backoff stage 0 — |<Backoff stage 1| |<—Backoff stage 2— 2 2 i * * * * o N1
| ] ([ 8 0.3 % * : * N=20
Node 1 7 i N 7/ N R 77 Y of & w30
- 7 v , _o2p] ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Analysis]
1* transmission of ~ 2™ transmission of 3™ transmission of o’ 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
=~ Backoff st
the tagged packet  the tagged packet the tagged packet  Departure of the o ackoff stage o
tagged packet o Sub-exponential backoff, g(k) = 1+ 4
22
Node 2 oot e b 7 o.af ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ i
— ~ 3 a A a A & 4 a0 N=10
. 3 ¢ € 0.3p% * * * * * *|ox n=20
Transmissions of node 2 5 oo ° ° ° ° o ol & N:3S I
Node 3 vt . i s 77 s s s ‘ s ‘ GUR £
/S — o 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
> - . Backoff stage
Transmissions of node 3 p X
- 3 Exponential backoff, g(k) = 2
] Backoff countdowns £ Busy period due to the O 0.5rT T T T T T T
of idle time slot transmissions of other nodes 0.4ka A A @ i & i o N=10 il
.. . . o PO ' *
I Collisions involving Successful transmissions 0.3 * * R i N=20
.3t o N= H
the tagged node of the tagged node © © © ° © Anigyms
0.2 . . . . . . T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Backoff stage

Fig. 2. Backoff process and medium access delay.

Fig. 3. Collision probabilities against backoff stage faffedent network

access networks. S|ze]\_/ a_nd bickoff schemes. The initial backoff windd¥, = 32 and the
retry limit K = oco.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We briefly
review the backoff protocols and introduce some background
information in Section Il. In Section I, the main resultstbis
paper is summarized. In Section IV, we analyze the power law

tail distribution of medium access delay for general babk%ackoff process iS i”ustrated in F|ﬁl For example’ a tagged
pl‘OtOCOlS. In Section V, we derive the condition to Sustaiﬁacket at nodel experiences three backoff Stages before
Stable throughput. Simu|ati0n I’esultS are presented ”ucﬁec a successful transmission. In backoff Sta@eone backoff
VI, where we show that PB is a better alternative than Eguntdown slot is occupied by the collision between nede
in random access networks. Finally, the paper is concludedgnd 3, while the other countdown slots are idle time slots.
Section VII. After the countdown process in stagenodel collides with
node2’s transmission and enters backoff stdg&he process
Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES repeats until it successfully transmits after backoff stag
In this section, we first briefly review the operation of _ )
general backoff protocols. We then introduce the notion of Th€ €xact backoff process is very complex and often in-
medium access delay and some important metrics that will Bctable, since the success and collision processes iotgar

used in later sections to evaluate the performance of differ "0des are coupled and strongly correlated [14]. A common
backoff schemes. technique adopted by most of the prior work on saturation

analysis is the mean field decoupling approximation, where
the backoff process at one node is decoupled and treated as if
it is independent from the backoff processes at the otheesiod
We consider a fully connected WLAN consisting &f  gpecifically, it assumes that a node encounters a collision
continuously backlogged nodes. lllustrated in Bigthe trans-  propability P, when it transmits, regardless of its own backoff
mission of3 nodes is coordinated by a backoff mechanisndtage. Moreover, the average attempt rate of an arbitraslg no
At each packet transmission, a node sets a backoff counteg generic time slot, denoted by is assumed to be constant
value B by randomly choosing an integer from a contentiogng does not vary with the backoff stagé [1]. The validity of
window [0, W —1], wherelV’ is the size of contention window. mean field approximation for EB has been recently verified
At the initial transmission attempt of a packel/ is set iy poth theorem and experiments [3]. [15]. To validate the
to its minimum valueWs. The contention window size is assumption for general backoff functions, we reproduce the
incremented on each collision. Aftét" collision, we say the experiments in[[I5] and plof, against backoff stage for
node is in itsk*" backoff stage and the contention window sizgqree representa{tive backoff functions in Fj. The figure
Wi, = g(k)Wo, whereg(k) is an increasing backoff function shows that,P. is largely independent of the backoff stage for
characterizing the backoff process. For examplé;) = r*, 4|l the backoff functions in consideration. In particulte
r > 1 for EB, g(k) = r*", v > 1 anda < 1 for sub- variances ofP, across backoff stage are less thanl for
exponential backoff (SEB)g(k) = 1+ k° b > 0 for gl three backoff functions. The simulation results mateh t
polynomial backoff (PB). We denote the backoff counter aluynalytical results based on mean field approximation, which
at the k*" backoff stage byBy. The backoff counter value wil| be introduced in [(4) and[{5). Therefore, we can safely
decreases by one following each time slot, which could eithgdopt the assumptions in this paper to analyze the throdghpu

transmitted once the backoff counter reaches zero. Whea the

is a finite retry limit K, a packet is dropped if it has not Under mean field approximation, the probabilities of a time
been successfully transmitted aftéf retransmissions. The slot being an idle time slot, successful transmission or a

A. Backoff protocol operations
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whereT; e, Tsuee andTy,;; denote the lengths of idle, success

and collision time slots, respectively. An important metri

of system performance is throughput stability. Here, we s@4nsmitted. Medium access delay of a packet consists of
a backoff scheme is throughput-stable if it can yield noRp ee parts, namely a series of backoff countdowns, cotisi
zero asymptotic throughput when the network size appraachigyolying the tagged node and successful transmissioniseof t
infinity (i.e., becomes extraordinarily large). tagged node[]6]. In particular, the backoff countdown slots

It is shown in [13] that the transmission probabilityof & geen py a tagged node include idle slots as well as the busy
saturation network in steady-state is the root of a fixed POigiots. successful or collided, due to other nodes. For elamp

S:

system Kook the medium access delay of the tagged packet at noite
— 2k=o L ’ (3) Fig. 2l includes3 backoff countdown stageg, collision slots
ZkK:o Pk + ZkK:o PFE[Bg] involving nodel and a successful transmission slot.

where P, is the probability of a node encounters a collision SUPPOse that a packet is successfully transmitted gfter
when it transmits, which is given by collisions. Then, the medium access delay of this packet

denoted byX;, is

P.=1-(1-7)N"" 4 ;
The above fixed point system always has one unique solution X;= Z Ck + jTeott + Tsuce- (6)
as long as the backoff function(k) is non-decreasing for k=0

k=0,1,.,K [16]. As we will show in later sections, someHere, C}, is the time consumed on backoff countdown at the

important properties of system performance, such as powgt backoff stage. It is the summation of a number of backoff

law delay behavior and asymptotic throughput, are closetpuntdown slots, given by

related to the value of.. It is worth noting that,P, < 1 By

always holds in a system under steady-state, despite that th Cr = Z L, @)

limit of P, could bel. Otherwise, ifP. = 1, all nodes will = ’

continuously encounter collisions and enter the next bficko . ) )

stage. In this case, the limiting distribution of backofiges WhereL is the length of 't_smth countdown slot, which could

does not exist and the system can never be in steady-stat&ther beTcou, Tsuce or an idle time slotq,.. We denote the
For simplicity, we assume that the retry limi is in- Probability density function of medium access deldy by

finite hereafter, so as to better understand the factors tHa¥) and its tail distribution function”(z) = [.™ f(t)dt.

fundamentally affect the properties of a backoff function

without considering the implementation details. In this&sa C. Power law and heavy-tailed distributions

(3) becomes . . L
In many engineering applications, we often encounter

S 1 _ (5) heavy-tailed distributions whose tail decaying rate isnvsio
14 (1= P.) Y02, PFE[By] than exponential [17]. For instance, it is observed thahbot
The results obtained from the infinit§-model can be easily the size of data files stored in web servers and the process ex-
translated to the standard systems with fiditeFor instance, €cution time in a computing environment follow heavy-tile
an infinite-variance medium access delay distribution ia tiflistribution [18]. Power law distribution belongs to a slass
infinite-K’ model indicates high packet loss rate in the staif heavy-tailed distribution, whose tail distribution fmks a
dard networks. In fact, we will show this implication in the?OWer law decaying rate. Conversely, a probability distitn

Simulations section where results for both cases are prexkeniS light-tailed if it is not heavy-tailed. The definitions die
different distributions with respect to the decay rate df ta

B. Medium access delay distribution are formally defined as follows and illusticte

Unless otherwise stated ‘delay” and "medium%; =
n es; IO ”e_r\f[wsehs ate l’)I V‘f{ﬁ useh ftﬁy an trlzriT]t;jlum Definition 1: A probability distributionf(z) is power law
access delay intercnangeably througnout In€ paper distribution with slope parametet, if its tail distribution
in Fig.[2, the medium access delay of a packet, denoted by function F(z) satisfies
is the time period from the instant it becomes the headra-li _
(HOL) packet to the instant at which the packet is succelgsful F(z) ~ 27 “L(x), (8)



where L(x) is a slow varying function (i.e., slower than anyN. In the strict senseg(k) ¢ Q (f(k)) does not implyg(k) €

power function, such thalfim, _, .. i(tf) =1forallt>0. o(f(k)), and vice versa. However, under a mild condition
For instance £(x) = log(x)) and the notatiorh(x) ~ g(z) that the limit of limy_ % = L exists 0 < L < ),
meanslim,_, o h(z)/g(x) = 1. the two notationgy(k) € Q (f(k)) andg(k) € o(f(k)) are

Remark 1: Power law distribution can also be characterizecomplementary (cf/ [19], Ch. 3). Specificallytk) € o (f(k))
by the moments o . For a power law distribution with slopeif L = 0 andg(k) € Q (f(k)) otherwise. A special interest of
parameter, E [X"] is finite for alln < « and is infinite for this paper is to compare the growth rate of a general backoff
all n > o [3]. In fact, the tail decaying rate of a probabilityfunction g(k) with an exponential function, i.ef(k) = 7*. In
distribution is closely related to the convergence of matsienthis case, the limitimy_, o, % exists for most of the practical
Specifically, a finiteE [X™] indicates that the tail distribution backoff functions, such as EB, SEB and PB. Without causing
decays faster than a polynomial function with powercf. confusions, we discuss in the following in the weaker sense
[20], p. 75). If E[X"] are finite for alln € N, the tail thatg(k) € Q(r*) if and only if g(k) € o(r*) fails.
distribution of f(x) decays faster than all power law functions

and f(z) belongs to regiors or 4 in Fig.@l In this case, we . MAIN RESULTS

say that the power law distribution is mitigated. We summarize in this section the key results of this paper.
Definition 2: A probability distributionf (z) is heavy-tailed The proofs of the results are deferred to Section IV and V.
distribution if its moment generating function diverges, i « Power law delay A random-access network with an
oo increasing backoff functiog(k) does not suffer a power
/ e f(x)dx = co, YA > 0. 9) law delay if and only ifg(k) € o (r*), Vr > 1. In other
0 words, the system observes power law delay if and only
Using Taylor expansion td}9), it holds that if 3r > 1 such thaty(k) € Q(r*) (proved in Section 1V).

oo > \n oo > \n « Heavy-tailed delay. The distribution of medium access
/ N f(x)de =) —'/ 2" f(x)de =Y  SE[X"]. delay is heavy-tailed with EB, SEB and superlinear PB,
0 n=o " Jo n—o " while light-tailed with linear-sublinear PB (proved in

(10) Appendix B).

Remark 2: The tail decay rate of a heavy-tailed distribution Throughput stability : An increasing backoff function
is_ slower than any exponentigl functions. Fro_iﬁ](lO), any  ¢(k) is throughput-stable if and only & > 1 such that
divergent moment EX"] would indicate thatf(z) is heavy- (k) € Q (rk). In other words, the network is throughput-
tailed distribution, but not the reverse. The RHS[ofl (10)Idou unstable if and only ify(k) € o (Tk) Vr > 1 (proved in
still be infinite even if all moments are finite. For example,  ggction V).
Weibull distribution with shape parameter smaller tHais a Our results show that the power law behavior of EB is
heavy-tailed distribution but not a power law distributidie  ogqenially attributed to its exponential function growte,
relationship between power law distribution and heaviethi ;.4 can be mitigated if EB is replaced by a “slower” backoff
distribution is shown in Figdl Weibull distribution with shape ¢,4ction. such as PB and SEB. However. it is also the exponen-
pargmetgr sr_’naller thahbelongs to the set of distributions in;,| growth rate that ensures non-zero asymptotic throutop
region3 in Fig.@l . EBwhen the network size becomes extraordinarily larges Thi
Generally speaking, if a delay distribution is identified agiso implies that it is impossible to achieve stable thrqugh
a power law or heavy-tailed distribution, the probability 04y non-power law medium access delay distribution at the
extremely large delay occurs is non-negligible. For insé&an ¢5me time.
it is shown in [3] and[[5] that the delay distribution of EB Using PB, SEB and EB as examples, FAlfjsummarizes
follows power law distribution, which is considered as thfhe key results of this paper. It shows that the heaviness of
root cause of poor delay performance and user unfaimessgf gistribution improves from a power law tail with EB, to a
current WLAN systems. In this paper, we develop a unifiggeayy but non-power law tail with SEB and superlinear PB,
framework to study the heaviness of delay tail distributiin 5,4 eventually to a light tail with linear-sublinear PB. How
any general backoff functions, making the study.in [3] &rld [yyer, stable throughput is unattainable when EB is replaged

a special case of ours. _ _ ~ the other backoff schemes.
Before leaving this session, we introduce the following

two important notations to describe the limiting behaviér o V. ANALYSIS OF POWERLAW BEHAVIOR OF MEDIUM

functions. ACCESSDELAY
Definition 3: A function g(z) € Q(f(z)), if 3¢ > 0 and In this section, we characterize the power law behavior of
Jzo such thatg(z) > ¢f (z), Vo > xo. medium access delay distribution for general backoff func-
Definition 4: A function g(z) € o(f(x)), if Ve > 0, 3z¢ tions. This is achieved by studying the convergence of mo-
such thatlg(x)| < ¢|f(z)|, V& > z0. ments of medium access delay. We prove that convergent delay

Remark 3: Loosely speakingg(z) is asymptotically “no moments are attainable if and only if the backoff functions
slower” thanf (x) if g(x) € Q (f(x)) and “slower” thanf(z) are “slower” than exponential function. Accordingly, baffk
if g(z) € o(f(x)). The definitions ofQ2(-) ando(-) can be functions such as EB ang(k) = r** with r,a > 1, always
straightforwardly extended to discrete functigris) and f (k) induce power law delay distribution. In contrast, PB and SEB
with the replacements af by k andxq by ko, wherek, ko € can fully eliminate the power law tail of medium access delay



) Therefore, thex!* moment ofA is
A Tail decay rate

| oo
|
Exponential | Linear-sublinear PB : Not achievable E [An] (1 - Z PJE (Z Bk) (14)
| j=0
|
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, b ____
Between ) ! Recall thatC, = Zi’;l L,,. Besides, the countdown time
. Superlinear PB .
exponential : Not achievable slot L,,, is bounded as
and |
SEB .
power law : min (ﬂdlea Tsucca Tcoll) S Lm S max (Tidlea Tsu007 Tcoll) .
_________________ S
| Therefore, [(IR) is lower bounded by
Power law Not achievable : EB Throughput
: staﬂity {mln (ﬂdlea Tsucca Tcoll)}n -E [An] (15)
Unstable throughput Stable throughput meanwhile upper bounded by
Fig. 5. Operation regions of different backoff functions. {max (Tigie, Tsuce, Tcoll)}n B [A"]. (16)
It can be seen tha{{ll2) converges if and onlyFAfA"]
converges. That is to say, the convergence ®fX"| is
_ equivalent to that ofF [A"]. In this sense, we mainly focus
A. Moments of medium access delay on the convergence properties @ [A"] in the following

discussions.

Following the definition ofP,, the probability that a packet
is successfully transmitted aftgr consecutive collisions is
PJ(1-P.). Therefore, thet'" (n € N) moment of the medium

access delay is
B. Power law delay analysis

E[X"]
- FP) ZPCJE (X7 Theorem1 presents the relation between power law delay
distribution and backoff function growth rate.
0o 7 n . . .
: . Theorem 1: A random-access network with an increasing
— _ J
=(1-F) Z P E {Z Cr + jTcon + TS“CC} ] backoff functiong(k) suffers a power law delay #r > 1 such
=0 h=0 that g(k) € Q(r*), and does not suffer a power law delay if
> k k), L.
—(1-P)> PIE ch + glk) € o (1), vr >
=0 Proof : We first prove that g (k) suffers a power law delay
j if 3r > 1 such thatg(k) € Q(r*). To prove the argument, we
other terms with power ofz: Oy lower thann — 1|,  only need to show that there exists an infinkgA™].
k=0 11) By the Jensen’s inequality,

where C}, is the time consumed on backoff countdown at
the k' backoff stage, given in[{7). We can see that theF
convergence o [X™] is determined by the most significant

term in the RHS of[{(11), i.e.
oo J n
~P)Y PIE (Z Ck>
§=0 k=0

j n
— P, P’ E[B
That is to say, the convergence of medium access delay is A" 2 jz::O (kz_o [ k]>
equivalent to that of the integrated backoff countdown pssc '

>

<i Bk) E <i Bk) = <2J:E[Bk]> ;
k=0 k=0 k=0 17)

for Yn € N. Substituting [(1l7) into[{14), we have the lower
bound of E[A™], where

(12)

0 J
Similarly, let A denote the total number of backoff count- >(1-P)) {Pg > (E [Bk])n} (18)
downs before the packet successfully transmits. If a pasket 3=0 k=0
successfully transmitted aftgrcollisions, the total number of 1 s J .
backoff countdowns denoted hy;, is = on (L= Fe) PIY (Wi —1)
. =0 k=0
J
=> B, (13) The last equality holds becaug®(B;,] = W1,
k=0 For ag(k) € Q(r"), there alwaysic > 0 and 3k, such that

whereB;, is the backoff counter value at thé" backoff stage. g(k) > ek + WLO Yk > ko. With Wy, = g(k)W,, the RHS of



(I8) is be lower bounded by

oo J
2%(1—1%) > {PgZ(Wk—U”}
j=ko+1 k=0
1 > -
25 (1-F) > {Pg (Wk—l)"}
j=ko+1 k=ko+1
><CWO
=2

j=ko+1

>n(1—Pc) i {Pg’ zjj r’m}
k=ko+1
)

Wo\" rtkotn (1 - Py K [ (P
= rel J o pi
< 2 > rn 1 _ Z Tnko c
j=ko+1
(19)

Notice that the above lower bound &fA"™] becomes infinite
when P.r™ > 1, or equivalentlyn > — lnp . This leads to the
proof thatg(k) suffers a power law delay

Then, we prove thag(k) does not suffer a power law delay
if g(k) € o(r*), vr > 1. This is equivalent to show that

E[A™] is finite for all n € N. According to the Holder’s
inequality, it holds that

(ZBQ G+1)" 1ZBk (20)
Taking the expectations on the both S|des, we have
J
(Z Bk) E|G+0)" ") By (21)
k=0
From [I3), E[A"] is upper bounded by
o0 J
EA"<(1-P)) {ch G+ Y E [B;;]}
7=0 k=0
(22)

By assumption By, is uniformly generated fronf0, Wj, — 1].

Thus, we have
1 (W 1
—/ " dx =
Wi Jo n+1

Wi —1
SubstitutingE [By] < n+1Wk into (22), we have

w2 s
{P7 G+1)" Zwk} (24)

E[B

(23)

1-P. &
n-+1 Z

7=0

E[A"] <

By definition, for anyr > 1 andc > 0 there exists &, > 0,
such thatg(k) < cr* for all k > k.. Then, the following
inequality holds for for all- > 1 andc¢ > 0,

J
AL

=0

(=P [
E[A]f%{z

Jj=0

]+1

[ee) k. J
j=kr+1 k=0 k=k,+1

(25)

convergence of the upper bound, can be expressed as

> {urP3<j+1>“+T(f” (Purmy’ (j+1>"1},
j=kr+1
(26)
where :
kr+1
Zg i (27)

is a finite constant for a given Noticeably, [2b) is the upper
bound onE [A™] for any r > 1. Thus, we can safely say
E [A™] is finite as long as there exists an> 1 such that[(26)
is finite.

Notice that the first term i (26)

Z Nrpcj (J+ 1)n71

(28)
Jj=kr+1
is convergent for alh € N. Then, [26) is finite if and only if
d>oo@rmy G+t (29)
j=k.+1
is finite. This can be achieved by selecting a
1<r< L ; (30)
r 2 .

In other words,vn € N we can always find a finite upper

bound of E[A™] by selecting a as in [30). This implies that

all the delay moments are finite with the backoff functigh),

i.e. power law delay is mitigated. |
Remark 4: Loosely speaking, Theorerh implies that a

backoff functiong (k) will induce power law delay distribution

if and only if g(k) € Q (r*) for somer > 1, i.e., g(k) grows

at least as fast as an exponential function. Therefore, BB wi

always induce power law delay distribution, while PB and

SEB can mitigate the power law delay. This also explains the

observations made by|[8] and [9] that PB achieves betteydela

performance than EB.

Corollary 1: For an increasing backoff function(k), if

lim; o0 g(gj(;f)l) exists and is denoted by
I+ 1
fim 9D (31)
i—oo  g(j)

wherel < v < oo. Then, E[A"] is finite if and only if
P.A™ < 1. This implies thaty(k) yields a power law delay if
~ > 1, and a non-power law delay if = 1.
Proof: See Appendix A. |
The backoff functions discussed in Corollaryare special
cases of the general ones discussed in Thedreim that the
limit of 2UtY exists asj — oo. It is easy to check that

9
v=r>1for EB (g(k) = r*) andy = lim;_, 1+1(i+b1)b =1

for PB (g(k) = 1+ kb b > 0) andy = lim;_, PG+

1 for SEB (k) = r*", 0 < a < 1). Thus, EB suffers a
power law delay, while PB and SEB do not. This is consistent
with Theoreml. Moreover, following Corollaryl, we see that
E[X"] for EB is finite if P, < -1 and infinite if P, > L.

The second term in the RHS df {25), which determines thghis is consistent with the results inl[3] arid [5]. Noticettha



Theorem1 is more general in that it applies even if the limit Taking limit on both sides of{4), we have
in the LHS of [31) does not exilt

: : . lim 1—P, = lim (1—-7)"!
Before leaving the section, note that a non-power law distri N—oo N—oo
bl_Jtion could still be heavy-tailed, such as Weibull disltit_)n = lim (1— T)%(Nfl)f — lim e~ (V-7
with slope parameter smaller than It is of mathematical N—roo N—roo (32)

interest to further investigate the heavy-tailed behawbr

delay distribution when different backoff functions areeds

although the study may be of !|ttle practlca_l relevar_me. F ently, the normalized throughout [ (2) beconses: Py..
the completeness of mathematics, we provide detailed a

. : o e h ; otice that the conclusions in this section apply even witho
ysis on heavy tailed delay distribution in the Appendix BthiS assumption. Taking logarithm on both sides[ofl (32), we
Interestingly, our results show that, although SEB and isup '

where the last equality holds becausey_,., 7 = 0. For
simple illustration, we assume, ;. = Tsuce = Teon- CONse-

linear PB g(k) = 1 + k%, b > 1) can mitigate the power law ) ] 1

tail distribution, the delay distributions are still heatajled. am N7 = lim In (1 - pc) : (33)
Meanwhile, as we further decrease the growth rate of backgﬁg h i . .

function, delay distribution eventually becomes lightetd en, the asymptofi®s.c. in (@) is

when a linear-sublinear PB is usegX) = 1 + k°,b < 1). A lim Pyyee = lim N7(1—7)V7!

point to mention is that, our analysis of heavy-tailed bébrav N=reo N=eo (34)
of delay distribution is mainly for theoretical interessiaad = lim In ( 1 ) (1-P,),

of engineering applications. On one hand, linear-subtifria N—=oo - P

is impractical in the sense that it may yield prohibitivetyd | here the last equality holds becayde- 7,)N—l —1-P.
throughput. On the other hand, although the delay distribga, EB it has been proved i [16] théitny_eo P = 2.
tions are heavy-tailed with SEB and super-linear PB, theifidently, its asymptotic throughput is non-zero follogin

tail decaying rates are essentially faster than all power I@)_ The throughput stability of general backoff functois
functions, which is sufficient for any practical engineering;,died in the following subsection.

implementations. In fact, we will show the superior delay
performance of SEB and PB in Simulations section.

V. STABILITY OF SATURATION THROUGHPUT B. Condition of stable throughput

In this section, we show that stable throughput is attamabl '€ following Theoren provides a criterion to determine
the throughput stability of a general backoff function. Aot

if and only if the backoff function grows at least as fast a :
an exponential function. Here, we say a backoff scheme gy, we find that the throughput of SEB and PB collapses to

throughput-stable if it yields non-zero asymptotic thropgt 2670 When the network size is extraordinarily large.

when the network size approaches infinity (i.e., becomesTheorem 2: For a system in steady-state, an increasing

extraordinarily large). In other words, a throughput-fabbackoff functiong(k) is throughput-stable iBr > 1 such

backoff scheme guarantees non-zero throughput regaroiesthat g(k) € Q (r*), and throughput-unstable if(k) € o (r*)

the network size, and thus is suitable for practical deplaym for all » > 1.

where the network size can vary randomly over time. Proof: As per [3) and[{4), the fixed point system for a
backoff functiong(k) is

2

A. Asymptotic throughput analysis T W (=B S, Pra(h) 20 (P.) (35)
The collision probabilityP. increases as the network sizeand

N increases due to higher contention level. Meanwhile, Po=1-(1-1)""120(r). (36)

decreases witlV, since the increased contention window size . )

results in a smaller probability of transmission in a giviemet The limit of 7 is

slot [2]. SinceP, < 1 and monotonically increases witN, lim 7=1— lim (1— pc)Nil =0, (37)

the limit limy_.o, P. exists. Similar argument applies tq N—roo N—roo

such thalimy_, 7 exists as well. Besides, @6 approaches as P. < 1 B From [3%), this indicates that
infinity, it holds thatr — 0 because almost all the nodes aréimy_,.. > p, Prg(k) = cc.

in extremely high backoff stage when the network is stable, pjeanwhile. the fixed point system i {35) arld](36) can
such that the probability of transmission approaches z@ro (o compactI); written ag, = ¥ (P,) 2 ® (O (P.)). Here
be justified in [(37)). ¥ (P.) is an decreasing function iR.. This can be justified

2Consider an increasing functiop(k) with the even entries equal @

k P . 7
and the odd entries equal ®- 2*~1. In this caseg(k) € ©(2*) but SRecall thatP. < 1 strictly holds in a stable network, although the limit

limj 00 ggg)l) does not exist. of P, could bel.




w(p)ofag(k)e Q(r")

0 P P! 1P

Fig. 6. lllustration of Uy (P.), ¥ (P.) and the fixed point solutions for
backoff functionsf (k) = pr® and ag(k) € @ (r*).

by calculating

d{(1— P) ¥, Prg(k)}

dP.
_Z k+1)PF[g

where the inequality holds becaugék) is an increasing
function. As illustrated in Figld, the solution of the fixed
point system is the intersecting point of ti&¢ and ¥ (FP,)
curves.

(38)

(k+1) — g(k)] >0,

We first prove the first part of Theoremy That is, the
asymptotic throughput is strictly larger than zerogifk) €
Q (r*) for somer > 1. By definition, there3k, and3c > 0
such thatg(k) > cr®, Yk > ko. Then, we have

%) ko %)
> Prg(k)=> Prg(k)+ > Prg(k)
k=0 k=0 k=ko+1
]i}() o0
>3 Prg(k)+ Y c(Pr)f (39)
k=0 k=ko+1

:ipck Z[ (PoryFot? k}Pk
k=0

Letp=c (Pcr)’C0+1 denote a constant parameter, we have

~P.)Y Prglk) > (1-P) > PF(pr*).  (40)
k=0 k=0
In the following, we show thafimy_,. P. < 1. This

is proved by comparingP. resulting from g(k) with that
resulting from an exponential backoff functigitk) = p - r*.
To distinguish from the notationV(P.) for g(k), we use
U (P,) to denote the fixed point system whefk) is replaced

PJ. From [40), we can infer that
U (B) > U (P.), VP e (0,1).

We illustrate® ; (P.) and ¥ (F.) in Fig.[6l where we observe
that P, < PJ. In fact, this can also be rigorously proved by
contradiction. Assuming®. > P/, we have

Pl =U; (P]) >V (P)>V(F)

(41)

=P, (42)

where the first inequality holds becaudg (P.) is an de-
creasing function ofP. and the second inequality is from
(41). Clearly, [[4R) leads to an contradiction to the assionpt
P. > Pf. For EB with backoff functiorp-*, limy_,., P/ =

% regardless of the value oﬁﬁ Accordingly, we have
P. < P/ < 1. SinceP. is increasing withN, it suffices
to conclude that) < limy_. P. < 1. In this case, the
asymptotic throughput in.(84) is non-zero, indicating i)
is a throughput-stable scheme.

Next, we prove the second part of Theor@niThat is, the
asymptotic throughput is zero if(k) € o (r*) for all r > 1.
By definition, for anyr > 1 andc¢ > 0 there exists &, > 0,
such thatg(k) < er® for all k > k,.. For a givenr > 1, we
have

(o) k. %)
. k _ k k
Jim_ I;Pc g(k) = I;Pc g(k) + k_;ﬂ Plg(k)
= . - (43)
<Y Prgk)+c > ().
k=0 k=k,+1

Sincelimy 0 Y ey PFg(k) = oo and the inequality in[(43)
holds for all» > 1, we have

Z (Pcr)k =00
k=k,+1
for all » > 1. In other words limy_.. P.r > 1 must hold
for all » > 1. This is achievable only iflimy_,. P.

lim
N —o00

(44)

£ = 1, otherwise we can always find a < % such that
IImpy_soo Per < 1. With limy_, o P. = 1, we can derive
1
i = s () 0=
| € ) (45)
= lim g lim — =0,
r—o00 I T—00 I

indicating a zero asymptotic throughput. This completes th
proof of the second part of Theorein |
Theorem?2 implies that a backoff scheme is throughput-
stable if and only if the backoff function grows at least as
fast as an exponential function. Accordingly, stable tigtgaut
is attainable with EB, but unattainable with PB or SEB.
Evidently, there exists a tradeoff between the tail deaayin
rate of medium access delay and throughput stability. When
“faster” backoff function is used, the tail distribution délay
becomes heavier while throughput stability improves, aiod v
versa. In practice, we need to select backoff functions that
achieve a balance of the tradeoff. Interestingly, we show in

4This is because can be considered as a scaling factor to the initial
contention window sizéVy, which is unrelated to the asymptotic behavior

by f(k). The corresponding fixed point solution is denoted byf EB.
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TABLE |
SYSTEM PARAMETERS OF802.11¢g

(a) Normalized saturation throughput
T T

[

»
3
&
— g
PHY layer transmission rate (R) 54 Mbps S gl |
PHY preamble & headerK") 24 ps i
MAC header & FCS /") 272 bits transmitted ab4 Mbps ? - =
DIFS 31 s N 0.6f| —A— Exponential backoff v\
H E —<— Sub-exponential backoff]
SIFS 16 us E —©— Polynomial backoff
Mini slot time o 9 us 2 0-40 10 20 20 e 50
ACK 24.5 us Number of nodes
Pay Load (PL) 1500 bytes (2000 bits) (b) Packet loss rate
Wo — 16 o1l —~A— Exponential backoff
Retry limit ) ’ —<— Sub-exponential backoff] P
0.08 | —©— Polynomial backoff

0.06
0.041

(a) Normalized saturation throughput
T

Packet loss rate %

‘:;; 1 0.02

E’ 0Leesss

o 0 50

2 Number of nodes

g

E 0.6 —4— Exponential backoff i

s —%— Sub-exponential backoff Fig. 8. Performance comparisons with retry linkit = 5.

E —6— Polynomial backoff

504 : : : :

< 0 10 20 30 40 50

Number of nodes

P (b) Del varian 0.7
- 015 Y T : \ EB (g(k) = 2¥), SEB (g(k) = 4% ") and PB g(k) = 1+ k?).

= +§§§2i2§iiit?2§k§§§koff ) The coefficients in the backoff functions are chosen to align
¢ Ol —6— polynomial backoff the throughputs of different backoff schemes for fair com-
o . . . . . .

k parison. No retry limit is imposed. When the network size
g 0051 08 % increases from to 50, normalized saturation throughput and
) o Loossooss So the variance of medium access delay are plotted infigand

J] VIV . . .
a0 10 20 30 40 50 Fig.[1b, respectively. We can see that the three schemes yield

Number of nodes

similar saturation throughput. However, the delay varégaot
EB is much larger than those of SEB and PB. Specifically, the
delay variance of EB is abouttimes of PB. The root cause

of this phenomenon is that the delay variance of EB is infinite
1

the Simulation section that PB can achieve good throughp@iowing Theorem1 in Section IV (hereF. > 7 when
and delay performance within practical range of user popl > 8)- The delay variance of EB in Fi@lb are bounded
ulation, when the order of backoff function is set properl;?”ly due to finite simulation time. Similarly, we compare the

We therefore advocate PB as a potential candidate to repld2§€ schemes in Figd when the retry limit’K’ = 5. The

EB in current random access networks, now that there 4j@ure shows that EB perceives much higher packet loss rate
increasingly more multimedia applications with stringeetay than SEB a_nd .PB_due to its _mherent characteristics of power-
requirements in the network. law delay distribution. The higher packet Ioss_rate of EBals
causes notably lower throughput compared with SEB and PB.
An intuitive explanation is that the delay distribution d8 lBas
VI. SIMULATION RESULTS a “heavier” tail than PB and SEB wheli = co. By setting
In this section, we first verify our analysis in previougK = 5, it is analogously truncating the delay distribution at
sections. We then illustrate through numerical simulaititat a certain point and calculating the tail distribution begon
superlinear PB is a good alternative of EB due to its goats the packet loss rate. Accordingly, EB with a “heavier”
throughput performance and finite delay moments. tail also yields higher packet loss rate as well. Results in
Fig. [d and8 suggest that SEB and PB achieve better delay
performance than EB under the same network throughput,
) _ which is consistent with our results in Fil In particular,
Unless otherwise stated, we use the DCF basic-access mpfeyie|ds the smallest delay variance and lowest packet loss
in 802.11g, where the system parameters are listed in Table ke
The slot lengths are

Fig. 7. Performance comparisons with retry linkit = oo.

A. Validations of analytical results

In Fig.[@ we compare the fairness among users when the
Tidie =0 three backoff schemes are used. The histogram of the number
Tyyee = P? + M" + PL/R + SIFS + ACK + DIFS ofhsucceslsfully transmittedﬂpacgets iséj plotted I;ﬁ() nodes. )
The result is an average @b independent simulations eac

Teon = P + M" + PL/R + DIFS. with 107 time slots. Thegaverage nupmber of packets transmitted

Fig. [0 compares saturation throughput and delay perfgoer node is[2530, 2491, 2513] for EB, SEB and PB, respec-
mance of EB, SEB and PB. Here, the total simulation tintésely. This means that the throughput of the three backoff
is 108 time slots. The backoff functions in consideration arschemes are very similar. We can see in Big.that with EB,
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Exponential backoff 0.9

AUN

o
g

Number of nodes

20 | | | ‘ |
T T T i ' ‘
2 VU
Ve YNNI NV NNV VO
) A TN VNNV UN
X VVVORO0O00000000000000000

D
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 a
Number of successful transmissions pel 0.7
a Sub-exponential backoff o Y-
3
g 20 T T T T T T 8
a
i f, SYSP “~
° 101 B 0.6 SISV
o g Sooeccan
2 g "'e===ee .....
g 0 I SOo6000
z 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 ’(_‘“
Number of successful transmissions g 051 N
@ Polynomial backoff g b=
E 20 T T T T T T =4 b=
“ 04 N b: 7
° 101 b b=
o
e)
E 0
Z 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 0.3

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Number of nodes

Number of successful transmissions

Fig. 9. Histogram of the number of successful transmissiomer saturation Fig. 10. Saturation throughput of PB(&) = 1 + k%) whenb varies.
condition.

fairness brought by PB without worrying about the instapili

the difference in the amount of service received is signiticaof asymptotic throughput in practical systems.
across different nodes. The number of successfully tratestini  Simulation results in this section show that PB can achieve
packets by a node can vary all the way frorto 6500. Worse high throughput, smaller delay jitter and good user faisrats
still, severe transmission starvation is observed with BB. the same time within practical range of user populations It i
average more than7% of nodes transmit very few or eventherefore a better alternative than EB, especially forytag
zero packets during the entire simulation time. In Hh, real-time traffics with stringent delay requirements.
SEB performs much better than EB, where the disparity of
successful transmission is smaller and the maximum number VII. CONCLUSIONS
of successfully transmitted packets is reduced to arand. In this paper, we have analyzed the tail delay distribution
However, we can still observe aroursd of the nodes in and throughput stability of general backoff functions. Ade-
transmission starvation. This is because large delay dn wff has been established between the tail decaying rate of
occur with non-negligible probability when SEB is adoptednedium access delay distribution and the stability of thfou
although the power law tail is mitigated. In vivid contrase put. In particular, we found that power law delay distrilouti
can see in Figdlc that the range of the number of successfudan be avoided if the backoff functions are “slower” than an
transmissions is significantly reduced and no transmissierponential function. Examples of such “slow” backoffs are
starvation occurs when PB is implemented. This indicates ttPB and SEB. In addition, the delay distribution becomestligh
PB achieves the fairest air time allocation among nodesh Sueiled when linear-sublinear PB is used. On the other hand,
observation is consistent with our results in Hifjthat PB non-zero asymptotic throughput is attainable only wherkbac
has the “lightest” tail of delay distribution among the threoff functions grow at least as fast as an exponential fungtio
schemes. such as EB. For practical implementation, we show that PB
obtains good throughput performance within a practicatjean
of user population. Meanwhile, all delay moments with PB
are finite as opposed to the infinite delay moments with EB.

With different backoff parameters, we plot the normalizeds such, we advocate PB as a better alternative than EB, now
saturation throughput of PB in Fidll] when the number that there are increasingly more multimedia applicatioith w
of contending nodes varies from to 1200. Besides, the stringent delay requirements in the network.
saturation throughput of BEB is also presented for comparis
We can see that the throughput of PB gradually decreas¥s as APPENDIXA
increases. In fact, the throughput will decrease to zerawie PROOF OFCOROLLARY 1
becomes significantly large. On the other hand, the throughp Proof: We first show that the limit
of exponential backoff converges to a constanNagicreases. wr 1
These observations verify out analysis in Theorzithat the lim — . — = T (46)
throughput s stable with EB while unstable with PB. However 1700 Y o Wi k=0 |:g(gj(+)1):|
we also see that PB with > 5 can sustain higher saturation o (G41) )
throughput than BEB for allv < 1200. This implies that €Xists. Sincéim;_,. 7= =+, it holds thatve > 0, Jko >
high efficiency can be obtained with PB in practical scersri® Such that
when the order of backoff exponent is set properly. Theegfor glk+1)
we can safely enjoy the small delay jitter and better user ‘ g(k)

B. Throughput performance of PB

- 7‘ <€ V> k. (47)
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Equivalently, we have With (&7) and [(5B), the lower bound converges only if
1 g(k) 1 wr
< < , Vk > ko. 48 : g+1

e SThED S 5=« (48) Jim P, <1+ Z';’;_OW;?> <1. (60)
From [53), the above condition can be rewrittenfas™ < 1.
1 \77* g(k) 1 \77F , We therefore reach the proof @nly if part, since a finite
(7 4 6) 9(j) < ( ) » V> k> ko (49) lower bound is a necessary condition for finfigA"].

Then, we prove thak [A"] is finite if P.y < 1. From [23),

The second term of the RHS df (46) can be rewritten aswe have

Then, it holds that

Y — €

1 _ 1 1-P &
J [g(k) }n_ ko [Q(k) } "’Z {g(k) EA"] < n+1 Z{PH G+1)" Zwk} (61)
k=0 [ g(j+1) k=0 { g(j+1) k=ko+1 | g(j+1) j=0

Similarly to the argument in the proof of tlumly if argument,

which is upper bounded by the following limit exists, where

1
j+1 n—1 J+1
Fo [ a(k) } 4y ko( )’“" (51) i 22 (J+2) Z
#=0 LoG+D) THe = PG+ Y Wk 62
and lower bounded by W, (62)
=lim P |14+ > — | = P7"

1 Vimde Wn
o | 755y i ko . 52) Using the ratio test, the upper bound in](24) converges if
k=0 | g(G+1) + 2= (5= g pp g

P.4™ < 1. A convergent upper bound is a sufficient condition
Notice thate (g(j + 1)) can be made arbltranly small (Iarge)for finite E[A"], which leads to the proof that [A"] is finite.
asj — oo. Wheny > 1, we see that the lower bound and Npgtice thatP, < 1 strictly holds in a random access network
upper bounds converge td' —1 asj — oo. Otherwise, when \ith finite number of nodes. Therefor&,y™ < 1 holds for
7 =1, the lower bound and upper bounds converg® ®s || , ¢ N when~ = 1. When~ > 1, however,P.4" < 1

J — oo. In both cases, is violated for alln > —2L= |n other words, there always
wn exists infinite delay moment when> 1, while all the delay
J+1 —1. (53) .. ; L
ﬁoo S =7" moments are finite when = 1. Following the definition of
power law distribution, we reach the proof of Corollaryl
Next, we prove that’ [A"] is finite only if P.4™ < 1. From APPENDIX B
(18), we have HEAVY-TAILED BEHAVIOR OF DELAY DISTRIBUTION

1 o o As illustrated in Fig.d, power law distribution belongs
EN" 2 o7 (1= F) > {Pg > (Wi — 1)”} . (54) to a subclass of heavy-tailed distribution (regiprin Fig.
' [). However, the converse statement, that a non-power law
Letting distribution is not heavy-tailed, is not true (regi@y) This
o J motivates us to further study the heavy-tailed behavior of
Uj=P)> (Wp—1)", (55) medium access delay distribution of different backoff func
k=0 tions. Interestingly, we show that superlinear PB and SEB,
we see that the limit which eliminate the power law tail, still yield heavy-taile
U W 1) delay distribution (regior3). Meanwhile, linear-sublinear PB,
lim L = p, <1 + (Wit —1) ) (56) i.e., g(k)=1+k"and0 < b < 1, yields a light-tailed delay
j—o0 j ?c:O (Wk _ 1)”

distribution (regiord).
exists following the similar argument if_(46)-(52). Usirlet
ratio test, the lower bound i (b4) is finite only if

A. Polynomial backoff

. Since medium access delay distribution is a power law
lim Ujtr _ 1+t (Wj+l -1) <1 (57 distribution with EB, it is also a heavy-tailed distributio
fi izo (W, —1)" For PB, we show that the delay distribution is heavy-tailed
if b> 1, whereas lighted-tailed i < b < 1.

Jj—o0

SinceWy41 > Wy, > 1, we have From [I5), it holds that
J n J n
B < Sy W e BT > A Lo ©3
j+1— 1 j+1 )
Equivalently, it holds that where Lmin = min{ T, Tsuce, Teon }- From [18), we have
n > J
(JWJ-H - (Wm) Vi (59) E[A]>(1-P)) {P > (E[Bk) } . (69)
(Wk - 1) (Wk) j=0 k=0



For PB, we substitutd” [By] =

of (64),
E[A"] > (1 - P,) (%)ni{lﬂzjj(ukb)"}
= c 2 . c
7=0 k=0
W n oo S .
>(1—P) (7) Z{Png }
7=0 k=0 (65)
WO n oo ) Y .
>(1-— -2 j n
(1 Pc)< 5 ) Z{Pc/o t dt}
7=0
1P (W s
Tl ( 2 ) 2
j=0
Here, >, P/j*"*! can be represented as
> Pijmtt 20 (P, —(bn+1),0), (66)
7=0
where
(z,5,v) Zz v41)" (67)

is a Lerch’s transcendent. When< 0 and |z| < 1, it holds

that o
D (z,5,v) & L@ -s) <1n l) (68)
zv z

(cf. [21], p. 29), whereT'(z) is a Gamma function. Corre-

spondingly, we can write
1—-P. (W
“bn+1\ 2

1_ W, 1 —(bn+2)
L () (1)

(69)
Recall in [10) thatf(x) is heavy-tailed if and only if

Z /\—E [(X"] =
n.

n=0
We substitute the inequality ih (69) into the LHS Bf{70),

> ey

n= 0

> Z —E [A"] L™,

—(bn+2)
P WOme)\ 1
an+1( 5 ) nl“(b +2)(1nFC) :
(71)

E[A"] > ) o (P.,—(bn+1),0)

00, VA > 0. (70)

The LHS of [70) is finite only if the lower bound is finite.
Using the ratio test to lower bound ih {71), we obtain the tes

parameter as

T(bn + 2+ b)

WoLminh, (17"
A(N) = 20Emind g () .
) 2 (Pc> noo T(on + 2)(n + 12
72

The delay distribution of PB is heavy-tailed () is larger
than1 for all A > 0.

3 (1+ k) Wo into the RHS
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Note that, whenz is a very large real positive number,
Gamma function can be well approximated by

% In(27)

(cf. [21], p. 21). We denotey £ bn + 2, then

( T(bn +2+b) )
T(bn +2)(n +1)
—InI(y)

Inl(z) = (z—1/2)lnx —z + (73)

lim In
n—oo

= lim {InT(y+b) —In(n+1)}
Y, n—>00

~ lim

ym_)oo{(y—i—b— —) In(y 4+ b) — (y +b)
<y_ 1) Iny+y—1In(n+ 1)}

y,n.%o{ <y - %) In <y‘yH7) +bIn(y +b) — In(n + 1) — b}

= lim
. y+b
yln +bln(y+b) —In(n+1)—b;.
Y,m—00

= lim

(74)
By L'Hospital’s rule,lim, . yIn (UT“’) =b. Then, the RHS
of (Z4) equals to

lim {bln(y +b) —In(n+1)}
Y,Nn—>00
o (bn+2+b)°
=g o (7n 1 (75)
b
= lim In (M) = lim {(b—1)Inn+blnb}.
n—oo n n—oo
Therefore, we have
0, b1
_ Tn+2+b) )7 7
P ey Sk A )
oo, b>1.
Accordingly, the test parametéx()) in (Z2) is
0, b <1,
—b
AW = § Bekadin (£) 7, b1, (77)
0, b>1.

We can see thah(\) = oo for all A whenb > 1. Therefore,
the delay distribution of a super-linear PB is heavy-taileor
linear-sublinear PB with < 1, however, we currently have not
obtained conclusive analytical results to verify its hetaijed
behavior.

Instead, we numerically calculate the probability massfun
tion of A and find it matches the features of light-tailed
d{stribution when0 < b < 1. The probability mass function
can be obtained through calculating its probability getiega
function (cf. [22], p.33). We plotlog(p[n]) againstn with
different0 < b < 1 in Fig.[IIl Besides, the results of linear
regressions and correspondifg values are also provided. In
all three cases, we can see thag(p[n]) ~ —Aon for some
Ao > 0, indicatingp[n] ~ e~*o". Thus, the delay distribution
is light-tailed distribution with an exponentially decagyitail.
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Fig. 11. Probability mass function (PMF) df with different b. The R?

values of linear regressions afe9976, 0.9956 and 0.9951 for the three
cases, respectively.

B. Sub-exponential backoff

It can be easily shown that SEB also suffers heavy -tail delay

distribution. To see this, we substitutg /&,] = 1*" 1, into
(&4), then
WO n oo 7
n j nk®
el = (1= () S4rS (79)

=0 k=0

For any0 < a < 1,r > 1 andb > 1, there alwaysim € N

so that
Z nk? >Z (1+&)", vj>m.
k=0

(79)
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As we have proved in previous subsection, the following

inequality holds for PB withf (k) = 1+ k* andb > 1,

= k:O

Jj=0

(80)

YA > 0. Following {78) and[{80), it suffices to claim to that

the moment generating function of SEB diverges, i.e.,

oo

/OOO M f(z)dx = Z %E[X"] =

n=0

0o, YA>0. (81)

Therefore, the distribution of medium access delay is heavy

tailed.
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