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Abstract—Most of geographic routing approaches in wireless an isolated MAC layer vision. Besides the routing and MAC
ad hoc and sensor networks do not take into consideration the jssues, wireless channel impairments such as fading aed int
medium access control (MAC) and physical layers when designy  terance also make wireless transmission a challenging bask

a routing protocol. In this paper, we focus on a cross-layer - - L .
framewo?kpdesign that eproFi)ts the synergies between netwl, ~Modern wireless systems, cooperative diversity [8] [9] @sad

MAC, and physical layers. In the proposed CoopGeo, we use derived single relay selection [10]=[12] techniques effety
a beaconless forwarding scheme where the next hop is selatte mitigates the channel impairments. These techniques enabl

through a contention process based on the geographic posifi  the node cooperation by allowing distributed radios to tjgin
of nodes. We optimize this Network-MAC layer interaction usng transmit data.

a cooperative relaying technique with a relay selection s@me Briefl | d ht irel dh d
also based on geographic information in order to improve the netly, a layered approach to wireless ad hoc and sensor

system performance in terms of reliability. networks, where each layer stack is unaware of the operation
of other layers, eliminates the benefits of joint optimiaati
. INTRODUCTION across protocol layers. Hence, a joint cross-layer des@n b

Geographic routingl[ 1] is attractive operating in ad hotween the network and MAC layers on the one hand, and
networks, because of its good scalability. It routes packet node cooperation mechanism on the other, is necessary to
based on the geographic location of the source, the next hiopprove the overall network performance. With this cross-
and the destination nodes. The packet forwarding is carrieger approach, we exploit the synergies between the differ
out according to a predefined routing metric, relevant to thayers while satisfying the network resource constraimte
geographic distance information in general. These prdgoconain contribution behind our cross-layer design is to iraés
are described as "greedy”, because every current node ehiodke network, MAC and physical layers such that the network
a neighbor that is closest to the destination as its next hdgyer will take advantage of the broadcast nature of wigeles
However this greedy mechanism fails once getting into teansmissions to send the packet, the MAC layer will provide
local optimum, i.e., a current node can not find a neighbas the forwarding node with respect to a predefined metric and
closer to the destination than itself to forward the packeahe physical layer will propose the reliability in transsien
In traditional geographic routing protocols, nodes need uifered by the cooperative communications.
send beacon messages periodically to get their neighborsin this paper, we propose a cross-layer design framework
positions and then execute the greedy mechanism; howewailled CoopGeo, which performs the greedy forwarding mech-
they may encounter problems due to the mobility of nodesnism without using beacon messages. Instead, each node
and even if they can adapt the frequency of sending beactmeadcasts the message and each receiving node competes to
to the degree of the network mobility for keeping the noderward it based on its local metric. Once determining a for-
positions updated, they can still suffer from the inacaratvarding node that wins the contention to forward the message
position problem. Therefore in the presence of high mobive eventually apply a cooperative relaying scheme withlsing
ity, inaccurate position information can lead to a significa relay selection mechanism, where the source node and relay
decrease in packet delivery rate and fast energy consumptimde jointly transmit data through the wireless channeigh W
in wireless nodes due to media access control (MAC) lay&oopGeo, we improve the physical layer performance in terms
retransmissions. of reliability, we extend the progress to destination neeto

Various solutions have been proposed for the routing layeke into consideration the physical environment, and lfinal
like GPSR [[2], GOAFR[[3], GOAFR+[4]. They mainly dealwe apply a mechanism to get out from the local optimum,
with the local optimum problem mentioned above, but they dainimizing the exchange of control messages.
not treat the MAC problem under high mobility conditions.
For the MAC layer, several propositions have been made,
such as[[6]-£[[7], where some mechanisms are proposed t®e consider a wireless network, represented as a graph
handle the medium access in an energy-efficient way witt(V, E), whereV = {vy,vs,...,v,} is a finite set of nodes

II. NETWORK MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT
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and E = {ej,ea,...,e,} a finite set of links; the sink 2 - 1
and nodes are randomly deployed in the area. Every node eSe \‘/\ffg/;;\
is aware of its location. The set of nodes SOUGE,,cc = ATt yo
{vs1,Vs2,...,Vsn} knows the destination location. In this 3Sel— F
network, V..rce 1S Sending a set of packets to the sink node.

The first sub-problem treated in our paper is to find &  [Souwe vansmssor] [ 2 Fowarams ”3 oot |4. Relay contention &
subset of forwarding nodeBr = {vs1,vya,...,v5,} from — e E—

a source node to the sink G(V, E), where this path repre-

sents successful delivery of a packet while avoiding thalloc (2) Data/CTF/Sel messages exchange

optimum areas. The second sub-problem is to find a subset . SO\®D

Pr = {V,1,vp2,...,v.} Of relaying nodes to optimize the ®<>3‘°// \a\'a;a\
wireless communication by means of the single relay selecti ~ () Data —> ~ Yo
cooperative communication technique. S F

We assume that each node has a single antenna operative
over frequency-flat fading channels and can only eitherstran
mit or receive information at any time slot. (b) Cooperative transmission

I1l. CROSS LAYER DESIGN GEOGRAPHICCONTENTION Fig. 1. Control message exchange and cooperative trarismiss
BASED FORWARDING AND COOPERATIVE

COMMUNICATIONS apply the traditional face routing itself. The scheme isslolagn

CoopGeo is a cross-layer framework whose objective is the select-and-protest principle, where the neighborsores
delivery of data packets from a source to a destination wigfgcording to a contention function to form a planar subgraph
known coordinates. CoopGeo is composed of two modulegid the protest phase removes the falsely selected neighbor

1) an integrated MAC/routing protocol that uses a contenti@hat will not be in the planar structure. Here, the MAC rogtin
based forwarding mechanism; this module solves the fiigodule gives a nodes; € Pr as next hop.

subproblem stated at section Il gividg- and 2) a cooperative  2) Cooperative relaying

communication scheme which solves the second subproblensjmultaneously to the CBF process, when the source’s
Pr. neighbors hear the Data/CTF/Select handshaking and tite nex
1) Joint MAC-routing protocol: hop node indicates that it did not decode the whole packet
At the beginning, all nodes are in contention based fogorrectly, a single relay selection for the cooperative cam
warding by default and switch to the recovery process only fjcation is achieved: the contention-based Relaying sehem
case of a local minimum presence. When a source node waigR). This means that the overhearing nodes also compete
to send some information to a destination node, the soukghin a time window in order to provide reliability to the
node triggers a competition among the potential forwardingta transmission process. For more details see subsection
nodes called contention-based forwarding process (CBf§. TI-C] When the Data/CTF/Select and the second data packet
routing layer gives the MAC layer the responsibility of hanfrom the winning relay node is achieved, we have the solution
dling this competition by setting up timers which are refateto the second subproblem defined abowvg. € Py is used
to the progress towards the destination. First, in CBF th®iring the cooperative communication. In some cases we may
source broadcasts the data message, and its neighbors Rg@é no relay nodes available. Under these circumstances,
this message. Second, these neighbors compete with eg@h source node will retransmit the packet using a direct
other to get the right to forward the packet using the timefransmission scheme. Fig. 4(a) gnd IL(b) illustrate therobnt
based contention as explained in subsecfion]ll-B. Thiftem packets and data exchange in cooperative transmissiora For
the other nodes hear the CTF (Clear to Forward) messagter understanding, Figl 2 depicts how the direct/caatjper
from the winning node, they suppress their timers from thgansmission handshaking operates.
contention procedure, and then the winning node forwardspor the cooperative transmission, the source node firsssend
the message after after receiving a confirmation messagfdata and the candidate relay nodes decode the receiteed da
(Select) sent by the source. The procedure is repeated Uptilthe same time, the forwarding node stores the received
the message is delivered to the final destination. Since tBignal and defers the decoding for the next step. Next, the
contention-based forwarding procedure may suffer from tist relay forwards the previous decoded data to the forward
local optimum problem: the packet may be stuck at a nogigy node. Finally, the forwarding node jointly combines the
that does not have a neighbor closer to the destination th@@eived data sent by the source and the best relay resglgctiv
itself, we use a recovery process to bypass the problem (hole
or obstacle). For this purpose, we use the method propogedRecovery process
in [13] which guarantees the delivery and finds correct edgesAs we mention before, the routing process could get into a
of a local planar subgraph at the forwarding node witholdcal optimum, detected when the timer of the sender reaches
exchanging information with all its neighbors and then w&max/2 without any reception of CTFs from the neighbors
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Next hop | 5 | node before). At the end, the sender S can build its planar
B | subgraph according to different CTF and protest messagés th

N T

Relay % it receives and apply the traditional face routing to thelfina
&) subgraph.
others = In fig.[3(a) and fig[ 3(B), we present an example to illustrate
Medium occupancy fime the BFP process. Let's consider the scenario where the sende

S is surrounded by six neighbors which respond in the order:
Fy, F, and F5 according to their timerst, receives the CTF
message fromf; and becomes a hidden nodi; receives

the CTF sent byF, and Fg receives the one sent bl as
well. The hidden nodes arg,, F3 and Fgz. F5 is located in

at PPA. In this case, the node switches from the Contentiﬂﬂg proximity region OfFl and Fy in the proximity region of
based forwarding mode to the recovery mode. Our recovery. So, in the protest phasé, protests against; and F;
strategy is based on the Beaconless Forwarder PlananzafigotestsF,. Thus, S removes the links with violating nodes
(BFP) proposed by Kalosha et al. [n [13]. Face traversal ongad obtains a planar subgraph that will be used to find the
planar subgraph, is an efficient recovery method for geddcapforwarding node. In fig 3(b), we present the chronology of
routing because it is loop free and guarantees the messggferent responses (CTF and protest messages).

delivery [14]. The planar subgraph used, however, reqtives

knowledge of the whole neighborhood by means of beac& Geographic Contention-Based Forwarder Selection
exchanges. In BFP, no beacon exchanges are needed. BFfp implement the CBF timers at the next hop candidate
consists of two phases: the selection and the protest phassdes calledT-gr, we use the metric proposed i [15].
The selection phase first aims to construct a temporal plarfirey do not only use the progress 1o as a criterion of
subgraph, protest phase is used to remove falsely seleajeddness in the selection process but they also divided the
neighbors from the temporal subgraph and get a final plarswurce coverage area into a Positive Progress Area (PPA)
structure to apply the face traversal process. As depiciedand a Negative Progress Area (NPA) and simultaneously both
Fig.[3(a), in the selection phase, neighbors that were ntit wareas are subdivided into groups of candidate nodes prayidi
placed to respond between 0 and Tmax/2 (located at NBAnilar progress called Common Sub Area (CSA) so as to
area) begin to respond by sending CTF messages after fbguce the collision probability between candidate nodes (
expiration of their timers that are now set with respect theig.[4).

their distance taS and not toD as in the greedy phase. If Each candidate finds out which CSA it belongs to with this
a neighborF; receives a CTF from another nodé and F>  formula:

lies in the proximity region ofS — Fi, then F;, cancels its

timer and remains quiet. Kalosha et al. calls this mechanism CSA = iNSA X
"suppression” andf; a hidden node. Hidden nodes listen

to other nodes after their timer expiry. The hidden ndde
remains listening to all messages even after cancelingriest

and prepares itself to protest if it receives a CTS from agroth
neighbor i.e.F3 lies in the proximity region ofS — F; which

is then called a violating node and its edge should disappear
from the planar subgraph. The protest is made My in

the second phase. In the protest phase, a hidden node that
discovers violating nodes sets a new timer using the same
function defined in[[15]. At expiration time, it sends a psite
message (if no other neighbor protests for the same viglatin Fig. 4. F1, F» are in PPA area whereds;, Fy are in NPA

Fig. 2. Cooperative and direct transmission handshaking
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whereN S A is the number of sub areas defined to divide the
coverage area, the maximum progress or transmission range,
soCS A falls between 0 and SA — 1) where O corresponds
to the area closest tB and (VSA — 1) to the farthest. Given
the C'SA, each candidate calculates its CBF timer according
to

Topr = (OSA x ff’gz) + rand(lj\;n;ljl) @)

Tmae Tepresents the maximum delay time the source noéig. 5. (a) Mapping of the metric on to the st(b) Mapping of the metric
S will wait for a next hop node answer an;dzndom(a:) on to the setD for a normalized distance Source(0,0) Destination(1,0)

(@ (b)

obtains a random value between 0 anid reduce the collision TABLE |
probability. TheT g function allocates the fist half &, SIMULATION ENVIRONMENT
to candidates in PPA area and the other half to the rest of
nodes located in NPA. Input [ value | Input | value
Num. of neighbors 1-20 Tx. Power 25 dBm
C. Geographic Contention-Based Relay Selection Channel model Rayleigh Average Noise 20 dBm
We proposed i [12] a method to select the best relay amon%ch a"'erlFéeq‘;e'_];:'h 2'24213?2 '\Iio'si tF'gl_"e 151358d§T t
others based on geographical information instead of rglgim annet Bandwi z acket size clets
. . Modulation Type QAM Num. Topologies 20000
CSI (Channel State Information). For practical purpose the L . .
. . Constellation Size 4-64 Simulations Run 2000000
metric used to select the best available relay among other _ .
Contention Period 500 us

nodes will be encoded in time difference, inside a backoff
based election scheme. The election process is encoded at
the CTF message during the DATA/CTF/SEL handshakiq__q
between the actual forwarding and the next hop nodes. tssta}r
as soon as the forwarding node asks for the transmission 3
a second version of the packet from a relay node in order6
succeed the packet transmission. Relay candidates witl sta . 2T max
their timers proportional to the metric used in][12]. Once th Topr = Tmar M(F(x)) + mnd( NSA ) (®)

first timer expires among the candidate relay nodes, it send§ye show in Fig[5@) and 5(b) the result of our metric
the data packet to fires a response by sending a CTR pagkglhped on a given saf. The setC is the union of two
and the timers of all other nodes are cancelled. This backoffrcles; each circle corresponds to the source node radius
based election scheme enables us to get a quick and efficigny the other the destination radius normalized to the unit
answer to the question "which of my neighbors is the be%ngth. Any relayx; € C will map its metric into the set
suited to be a relay”. We previously define the metric for thg e any M(f(x;)) € [0,1]. In order to avoid hidden relays,
relay selection, which maximizes the SER (symbol erronratg,r metric will be mapped onto a s& to be the Reuleaux
as a function of the modulation scheme used (refer 10 [1glangle (Fig.[5(B)). Inside the Reuleaux triangle 1[16]yan
for a detailed explanation), wheré and B are two constants Relayx; will be at distanceR of any other possible relay;,
depending on t_he_ modulation scheme. The best-suited re'% —XjHQ < R,¥x;,x; € D,i # j, whereR is the typical
x;, whose metric isf (x;), would then be the one closest tqrangmission range of a node. Using the Reuleaux triangle as
x* which satisfies the equatiof (6) derived frdh (5). a mapping set for our metric enables us to avoid any other
A mechanisms in solving the problem of relays hidden from the
m; = A*dg p +Bdy, ,,  i=1,2,.,N,  (3) design of the MAC layer.

nally, as for the CBF timers, we use the following equation
f\llocate the time to each node in the contention-basealRel
ection scheme (CBR).

f(x;) = A% ||lx; — xs||” + B||x; — xp|” (4) IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we evaluate the PHY/MAC layer perfor-
minimize  f(x;) = A% |x = xs[|” + Blx = xp|” (5) mance of CoopGeo with Monte-Carlo simulations. In tdble I,
9 we summarize the configuration settings used as input in our
x* = Axsﬂ (asp = 2) (6) simulator. Our results are based on 20,000 random generated
A*+ B topologies where all the stations are competing to access th
We derive a mapping functiom, which scales our metric channel. We start by solving the two subproblems stated in
function f into the interval[0, 1], wherex,,... is the point in section[]l, and having obtained the forwarder and relay node
a set: sets, we use them to evaluate the packet error rate, thegavera
transmission probability and the saturated throughput.
f(x) — f(x*) In Fig.[6(a), we show the average packet error rate of two
M(f(x)) = f(Xmax) — F(x*) Y different protocols, one is for CoopGeo using a cooperative



relaying technique and the other is a BOSS [15] like protocol
without cooperative relaying. The packet error rate preskn

in Fig. includes both the probability of collision idsi
different contention periods and the probability of erreen

the wireless channel. We show that our protocol experienced
a lower error rate of 2.5 times less than the traditional geo-
graphic based routing protocol in the best circumstances. W
also notice that the error rate of the two protocols getsetlos
to each other as a function of the increased number of nodes ir
the neighborhood. This error rate is a function of the number
of nodes and is induced by the collision probability inside
the different contention periods. Furthermore, in Fig.)6{e
show that the average transmission error probability iartje
better in the cooperative case and the rate is even decgessin
the number of stations present inside the neighborhoodgyrow
This behavior is due to the accurate selection of the relagno
when more nodes are present in the neighborhood.

Finally, in Fig.[7, we provide the saturated throughput ofi3
our (MAC/PHY cross-layer) CoopGeo and compare it with a
traditional geographic MAC/routing approach such as BOSS.
We showed that our proposal outperforms the classical seheny;
in terms of saturated throughput, using for this case, our
framework with a 64-QAM modaulation in both the source and
the relay transmission channel. [5]

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER WORK

In this paper, we have proposed a cross-layer protocdl
CoopGeo, based on geographic information to effectively
integrate the network/MAC/physical layers for coopemtiv
wireless networks. The proposed CoopGeo provides a joiffit]
MACI/routing protocol for forwarder selection as well as a
joint MAC/physical protocol for relay selection. Simulauti
results demonstrate that the proposed GoopGeo can work wig)
different densities and achieve better system perforngnce
than the existing protocol, BOSS, in terms of packet errof)
rate, transmission error probability, and saturated tinguit.
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