arXiv:1311.0787v1 [cs.NI] 4 Nov 2013

On the Distributed Construction of a Collision-Free

Schedule

In WLANS

Jaume Barcelo, Azadeh Faridi, Boris Bellalta, Gabriel M@, and David Malone

Abstract—In wireless local area networks (WLANSs), a media
access protocol arbitrates access to the channel. In curréen
IEEE 802.11 WLANS, carrier sense multiple access with colion
avoidance (CSMA/CA) is used. Carrier sense multiple accesgith
enhanced collision avoidance (CSMA/ECA) is a subtle varianof
the well-known CSMA/CA algorithm that offers substantial per-
formance benefits. CSMA/ECA significantly reduces the col$iion
probability and, under certain conditions, leads to a compétely
collision-free schedule. The only difference between CSMEA
and CSMAJ/ECA is that the latter uses a deterministic backoff
after successful transmissions. This deterministic backb is a
constant and is the same for all the stations.

The first part of the paper is of tutorial nature, offering an
introduction to the basic operation of CSMA/ECA and descriking
the benefits of this approach in a qualitative manner. The
second part of the paper surveys related contributions, befly
summarizing the main challenges and potential solutions, rad
also introducing variants and derivatives of CSMA/ECA.

Index Terms—media access control, WLAN, collision-free
schedule.

I. INTRODUCTION

require a heavy signaling overhead. The combination ofethes
properties was the fundamental reason for the success h&Alo
and similar protocols that followed.

The original (or classic) Aloha protocol suffered from
some inefficiencies when it had to deal with moderate to
high traffic loads. For this reason, the original protocokwa
followed by other derivatives that introduced some refinetse
or adjustments for a particular network or traffic patterwoT
of these derivatives are Slotted Aloha and Reservation aloh

The Slotted Aloha protocol divides the time into fixed length
slots and the stations can transmit only at the beginning of
those slots. In doing so, it decreases the chances of colisi
and, under the assumption of fixed packet length that péyfect
fits into the aforementioned fixed slot length, it doubles the
throughput of the original Aloha.

Reservation Alohal]2], ]3] extends Slotted Aloha with a
reservation mechanism. Reservation Aloha was intended for
random access satellite communications and assumes éhat th
stations listen continuously to the channel and can distsig
between occupied and free slots. In Reservation Aloha, a

T HE distributed sharing of a medium by multiple station,mper of consecutive time slots are grouped in a frame.
is a classic communications problem. The AlohaNe&the frames are useful in the reservation process and they all
network [1] pioneered the use of random protocols as medigntain the same number of slots. When a station succegsfull
access control (MAC) protocols. This network connectegysmits in a given slot of a frame, it implicitly makes a
several wireless stations in different islands of the H&awai  gaservation on the same slot of the following frame. This
archipelago. The MAC protocol that was used there is knowgseryation can be very advantageous in some networks,
as the Aloha protocol and is very simple. A wireless statiqfcreasing the capacity and reducing the delay. In Reservat
transmits when it has a packet to be transmitted. If thQoha, different nodes implicitly agree on a collisiondre
transmission fails, the transmission is reattempted &terschedule that results in a better utilization of the shared

random backoff time.

channel. However, Reservation Aloha also introduces some

A particularity of random access protocols is the pos$jpili complexities, such as choosing the right frame size or fiagd|

of collisions. A collision occurs when multiple stationscass

the situations in which there are more stations than availab

the medium simultaneously and their transmissions can@0tdlois in a frame. Both Slotted Aloha and Reservation Aloha
correctly decoded. These collisions can be resolved by mee fixed-sized slots.

of retransmissions, but they increase the delay and redéce t Tp0 original Aloha network was designed for inter-island

maximum throughput of the network.

communication. The Slotted Aloha and the Reservation Aloha

Despite collisions being detrimental for the network pefgiocols were used in satellite communications. Wireless
formance, Aloha is still an interesting option for channglyca| Area Networks (WLANS) represent a different scenario

access because it exhibits some key properties. The first ag,se the distances are much shorter. When the propagatio
is its distributed nature, since Aloha does not require amyes are short compared to the duration of the transmission
central entity to operate. Aloha is also very simple and eagy 4 packet, and all the stations can hear each other’s trans-
to implement. Furthermore, it is also extremely robust gissions, empty slots can be made much shorter than busy
it can quickly recover from network problems such as &qts. This way the network performance can be improved,
short interference burst. Finally, the Aloha protocol does  gjnce the channel will be idle for a smaller fraction of tinrela
therefore, there will be more time for successful transioiss
It is possible to shorten the empty slots in this case because
ISV : : : o when stations are close to each other, they can quickly detec
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Sense Multiple Access (CSMA) and is used in WLANs thammmediately stop transmitting. This technique is calledM2S
implement the IEEE 802.11 standard. IEEE 802.11 WLANsith collision detection (CSMA/CD) and keeps the duration
are popularly known by their certification name, WiFi, and arof collision slots very short.
prevalent in the marketplace. It is not the goal of this paperIn contrast, wireless devices do not have the possibility to
to delve into the details of the standard, but we will use it afetect a collision while they are transmitting. In fact, elss
a reference CSMA implementation. stations can only learn about the success (or failure) of a
Recently, different research initiatives have suggested ttansmission by means of feedback (or lack thereof) from
combine the advantages of Reservation Aloha and CSMRpe receiver. For this reason, the length of a collision ot
(e.g., [4]-19]). The goal is to construct, in a distributedywa approximately equal to the length of the longest transioissi
collision-free schedule that repeats periodically. Tluiseslule involved in the collision.
consists of some short empty slots and some long successfulo reduce the likelihood of collisions, in CSMA/CA, the
slots. The novelty of our proposed protocol is that longhannel is divided into slots and transmissions are synchro
collision slots are avoided, thus substantially incregdine nized to slot borders and preceded by a random backoff. In
network throughput. The fact that the participating stadio particular, stations performing backoff set a backoff deun
transmit in a round-robin fashion offers good jitter andrfass to a randomly chosen value and decrement it by one at every
properties. slot. The transmission occurs when the backoff counteihesac
The motivation of this paper is to offer an introductiorzero.
to this new family of protocols and provide an overview
of recent work in this area. We will describe CSMA/ECAA. The construction of a collision-free schedule for two con-
(where ECA stands for Enhanced Collision Avoidance) as &#nding stations
example of a contention protocol that uses a deterministicCSMA/ECA is simply a subtle variant of the protocol
backoff after successful transmissions to reduce the nuofbe described above. The only difference between CSMA/CA and
collisions. Then we will review different related contriimns CSMA/ECA is that the latter uses a deterministic backoff
to discuss the research challenges, the performance gaids, after successful transmissions. This deterministic bfidko
the scenarios of interest and applicability. We will alse&efly constant and is the same for all the stations. As a result, two
mention the generality of the underlying principle and thstations that successfully transmit in two different slaf$
possibility of using it for diverse problems in the field offia not collide with each other in their next transmission agiem
resource management. Imagine that two stations STA 1 and STA 2 successfully
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. The naxinsmit in two different slots X and Y), and then they
section provides a tutorial on CSMA/ECA. Then, in Seclidh Ilboth backoff for the same number of slots. Their next
we summarize a selection of papers in this research areartmsmission attempt occurs at sl6t+ V andY + V, which
provide an overview of the state of the art. The paper endse different sinceX andY are different.
with some concluding remarks in Section] IV. The behavior of CSMA/CA and CSMA/ECA for a network
of two nodes is depicted in Figl 1. Fig. 1(a) represents two
stations competing for the channel using CSMA/CA. The
channel time is slotted and some slots are empty while others
are busy with successes or collisions. If realistic chasnel
Most of the currently deployed WLANs are compliant withare considered, it is also possible that a busy slot contains
the IEEE 802.11 standard and rely on CSMA/CA to shagg transmission that cannot be decoded due to unfavorable
the channel time. Thanks to the carrier sense capabilifiesaghannel conditions. Nevertheless, in this tutorial intretibn,
the CSMA stations, channel time can be divided in variab{ge will consider only an ideal channel that does not intreduc
length slots. We classify the slots as either empty, if nérors.
station transmits, or busy, if one or more stations transmit The figure is not to scale for the ease of representation. In
Among busy slots, we differentiate between successfus slofeality, the busy slots are much longer than the empty ones.
when there is a single transmission, and collision slotgwhThe figure also shows the backoff value of each of the two
multiple stations simultaneously transmit. Empty slot® acompeting stations in each slot, and the tiny arrows indicat
relatively short and of constant duration, which is spedifiewhether the backoff is randomly or deterministically sedec
by the standard, and busy slots are of variable length. As ant can be observed that the backoff value is decremented by
example, the empty slot duration for IEEE 802.11b is;20 one in every slot and that a station transmits when its béckof
and a busy slot can be 1206 long. counter reaches zero. After a transmission, each CSMA/CA
Since the stations can use carrier sensing to detect the station randomly chooses a new backoff value.
of a transmission, it is possible to synchronize the nodéls€o  In the present example we assume that, after completing
end of variable length transmissions. The fact that the gm@ transmission, each station has another packet to transmit
slots can be orders of magnitude shorter than the busy slbsthe literature, this particular assumption is often nefd
represents a performance gain over those approaches ih whic as saturation condition (e.gl.] [5]-[8]). We will keep the
the slot size is fixed and constant. saturation assumption in the remainder of the paper, ajfnou
In wired networks, it is possible for the nodes involved ifn the next section we will mention references that address t
a collision to detect the collision while it is taking placeda non-saturation scenario.

Il. CoLLISION AVOIDANCE (CA) AND ENHANCED
COLLISION AVOIDANCE (ECA) IN CSMA NETWORKS
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Fig. 1. Examples of contention in which two wireless stati@ompete for channel access. The rounded boxes represesnissions and the numbers are
the backoff counters. It can be observed that CSMA/ECA rataiclic collision-free operation after the constructifrthe schedule (transient convergence).

The CSMAJ/CA stations in Fig. I(p) always use a randofiollowing row. As an example, the CSMA/ECA station that
backoff, which means that they are always exposed tosaccessfully transmits in slot 1 transmits again in slotit7,
collision probability greater than zero. It is useful to queme the same column. If we focus on the two CSMA/ECA stations
the behavior of CSMA/CA in Fig[ I(p) to the behavior othat collide in slot 7, we realize that they use a random biicko
CSMA/ECA in Fig.[I(bB). The initial behavior is exactlywhich means that the new transmissions will probably end up
the same for the two protocols: a collision occurs and ia a different column. In this particular example, the atilig
random backoff is selected. However, after the first sudgkssstations in slot 7 retransmit in slot 17 and 27. In CSMA/ECA,
transmission of STA 1 we can observe that the CSMA/EC#hen all the stations successfully transmit in the sameegycl
station deterministically chooses its backoff value. Thee they all stick to the same column. At this point, the collisio
occurs after the first successful transmission of STA 2. Tliee schedule has already been constructed as we can observe
fact that the stations have successfully transmitted ifeint in the last two rows of Fid. 2(b).
slots and use the same deterministic backoff value guasinte The construction of the collision-free schedule results in
that these two stations will not collide with each other igith significant performance gains in terms of throughput, as we
next transmission attempt. From this point on, the behavigill see in the next section. Because the deterministiéostat
of the system is collision-free, deterministic, cyclic afadf. may only collide with random stations and not with one
The cycle length is indicated in the figure, and it is easy tgnhother, CSMA/ECA delivers a performance advantage even
observe that the behavior of the system in the second cycleéiore the collision-free schedule is completely conséic
exactly the same as in the first cycle. There is no need forrais means that CSMA/ECA also outperforms CSMA/CA
global agreement about which is the first slot of a cycle. F@i highly dynamic scenarios in which the stations join and
example, each station can consider its own transmitting s|gave the contention. In the extreme case in which the sistio

as the first slot of the cycle. join the contention to transmit a single packet and then they
leave, the performance of CSMA/ECA falls back to that of
B. Generalization to a larger number of contenders CSMA/CA.

The general rule is that collision-free operation is reache A key aspect of the proposed protocol is that of the schedule
after all the contending stations successfully transmihiwia 1€ngth, which is equivalent to the deterministic backofédis
single cycle duration. To better understand the constnaif ~ after successful transmissions. If the schedule lengthdes
the collision-free schedule, it is useful to look at an exmpsively large compared to the number of contenders, the large
with more than two contending stations. In order to depiet tihiumber of empty slots will slightly penalize the performanc
contention for the channel when the number of contenders@# the other hand, if the schedule is too short, it will not be
high, we will need a more compact representation such as f#@ssible to accommodate the collision-free operationldhel
one used in Fig.J2. For convenience, we draw all the slots wig@rticipants. As pointed out in[7], having a schedule tisat i
equal length. Each slot is numbered and the transmissiondasger than the number of contenders is better than havieg on
the stations are represented as disks in the slots. Thesixarethat is shorter. The reason is that empty slots are mucheshort
different stations competing for the channel and the haghithan collision slots and therefore, idle waiting is far lesstly
pattern of each disk identifies the transmitting station. than collisions. We discuss in the next section the postibil

As in the previous example in Fig. 1[b), in the CSMA/ECAO adapt the schedule length in a distributed way.
example in Fig[ 2(B) the stations use a deterministic bdckof Even though there are clear similarities between
after successful transmissions. For convenience, the Blote  CSMA/ECA and Reservation Aloha, there are also two
been arranged in such a way that a deterministic backoffrsmarkable differences. The first one is that in Reservation
represented by a new transmission in the same column of tleha the slot size is fixed, while in CSMA/ECA the slot
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Fig. 2. A compact representation of contention in which sixeless stations compete for channel access. The diskeserthe transmissions of the
stations and the patterns are used to identify the statianttansmitted. The construction of the collision-free esttlie in CSMA/ECA finishes when all the
stations successfully transmit in the same cycle.

size is variable. The second difference is that in Resemvatiparticipating entities need to solve without explicit coom:
Aloha there is slot reservation while in CSMA/ECA there igation. It is proven in[[11] that the stochastic decentedliz
not. A station that successfully transmits in CSMA/ECA ca@SP solver (which is a generalization of the protocol that
suffer a collision in its next transmission attempt, beeausve have introduced in the previous section) guarantees that
there is no reservation in place. Since there is no reseryatia solution will be found in finite time, if a solution exists.
a station behaving randomly may choose the same slot abuathermore, its performance is competitive with some ef th
station that is behaving deterministically. well-known centralized CSP solvers.

The lack of reservations in CSMA/ECA makes the protocol
very similar to CSMA/CA and allows for the peaceful coexisy, . . :
ten)ée of both protocols in the same network.pThe similarity (I)B' Distributed adjustment of the cycle length
CSMA/CA and CSMA/ECA is also an advantage as it easesSome improvements on the basic idea described in[Sec. II
the adaptation of current designs to the new protocol. It @€ presented in [7]. Namely, it suggests a distributedamr
remarkable that the performance advantage of CSMA/ECAr adjusting the schedule length to accommodate a large
does not come at the price of additional signaling or extfimber of contenders. Furthermore, it introduces the qance
overheads. of stickiness, whereby the stations stick to a determmisti

This section has covered the basic idea that enables B@ackoff even after a transmission failure, for increasduede
construction of a collision-free schedule in a highly ideed ule robustness.
and simplified scenario. If CSMA/ECA is to be considered ldeally, the deterministic backoff (which is equivalenthe
as a replacement of CSMA/CA, wider and deeper analygigmber of columns in our representation) would be adjusted
is needed. The following section offers an overview of sonfs a function of the number of contenders. However, reaching

contributions in this particular research area. this goal in a distributed fashion without requiring any din
of message exchange and preserving the system’s fairness is
[1l. M ATHEMATICAL FRAMEWORK , PERFORMANCE quite a challenge. The solution proposedLih [7] is elegadt an
EVALUATION , AND REFINEMENTS effective: A station that perceives a high collision proitigb

. . . . doubles the deterministic backoff that it uses after susfoés
In this section we will summarize a small subset of req—

8 o . ¥ansmissi0ns.
resentative contributions to offer an overview of some o

the problems and possible enhancements of the basic i eThe beautiful aspect of this approach is that the station
P! . pe . (awgt doubles its deterministic backoff also doubles the lnem
described in the previous section.

of packets that are transmitted every time that it accesses

the medium. Using this trick, the number of available slots

A. Underlying mathematical framework increases without any reduction in throughput. In the long
Even though CSMA/ECA was initially suggested to preverterm, all the stations transmit the same number of packets,

collisions in WLANS, the underlying mathematical frameWworindependently of their schedule length. This property rsake

is applicable to various resource allocation problems i thit possible for different stations to independently adjutir

field of wireless networking, such as cognitive radiol[10fleterministic backoff value while preserving fairness.

channel selection and network coding|[11]. The constractio As an example, consider the 3-node network shown in

of a collision-free schedule in CSMA/ECA is in fact just arFig. [3, where all three stations have reached a collisiea-fr

instance of a Constraint Satisfaction Problem (CSP) that thchedule. Notice that the schedule length of STA 3 is twice as
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Fig. [4 illustrates the operation of the protocol when de-
Fig. 4. The use of a deterministic backoff for two conseautiimes after terministic stations “stick” to a deterministic backofftef
each sggcessful transmission (CSMA/E2CA) speeds up thstreation of suffering a collision. It can be observed that in this exacmpl
the collision-free schedule. . . .
the convergence to collision-free operation is faster thman
Fig.[2(b).
long as that of the other two stations. Nevertheless, ingerin
fairness, all the stations fairly share the channel. Theosts D- Performance of CSMA/ECA and CSMA/E2CA
with short schedules transmit a single packet and the statio An analytical model of the expected number of slots re-
with the long schedule transmits two packets when it is igired to reach collision-free operation is introduced®j. [
turn. Transmitting more than one packet when accessing filee paper also presents a comprehensive simulation study
channel is possible and the latest revision of the IEEE 802.which includes realistic ingredients, such as traffic diffe
standard includes the necessary mechanisms for transgnitgntiation, carrier-sense errors, and channel errors eifft
two or more packets back-to-back (packet aggregation). performance metrics such as throughput, delay, and anilisi
probability are evaluated, and both saturated and nonatatl
traffic is considered. The authors conclude that a protocol
that uses a deterministic backoff after successful trassions

Under ideal conditions, a station using a deterministikbacalways outperforms the purely random protocol. Interggyin
off may collide only with a station using a random backoff. Ithe authors report that the implementation of the proposed,
a deterministic station collides with a random stationyanie protocol in the well-known simulator NS-2 required the cpan
of them needs to choose a random backoff to prevent a nefwonly three lines of code. This gives an idea of how similar
collision of the two stations in their next transmissioreatpt. the proposed protocol is to the legacy one, and how easy it
In fact, switching the deterministic station to random betia would be to include the proposed protocol in new devices.
only increases the chance of collision with other deterstimi ~ Many performance aspects are covered_in [7], which offers
stations. Consequently, the protocol might be improved af comparison among different protocols that converge to
deterministic stations kept using a deterministic backo®n collision-free operation, and studies the speed of corrarg
after collisions. The property of using a deterministichkzt and performance in unsaturated scenarios and in the pesenc
after suffering collisions is called “stickyness” [7]. of errors and legacy stations.

In ideal conditions, this solution has several advantages.Fairness of CSMA/ECA with regard to legacy stations is
Firstly, it converges faster to collision-free operatiaas a addressed in[[6]. The results show that both protocols are
station that successfully transmits once never switchek tma interoperable and can fairly coexist in the same network.
the random behavior. Secondly, once a collision-free saleed CSMA/ECA stations will experience a slightly better perfor
is built, it is not possible for a channel error to move thasys mance than CSMA/CA stations, and the participation of lggac
back to the random behavior. And thirdly, after a collisionstations prevents the construction of a collision-freessicife.
free schedule has been built, it is not possible for a neMevertheless, it is remarkable that the mix of new and legacy
entrant to destroy the schedule. The new entrant will simpégations attains a better performance than a network intwhic
use a random behavior (possibly suffering collisions) lunti all the stations follow the legacy protocol.

C. Stickiness for faster convergence and increased robustness
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to CSMA/ECA that can further improve the performance
under more realistic conditions. CSMA/ECA and its variants
represent a simple evolution of the currently prevalentqarol
CSMA/CA, thus offering backward compatibility and fair
coexistence with already deployed hardware.

Similar techniques can be used to address other problems
in wireless networking, such as channel assignment, siprgad
code assignment, and channel sensing-order assignment in

—O— CSMAICA
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Fig. 5. Performance curves of CSMA/CA and CSMA/E2CA for arréasing  [3]

number of contenders.
[4]

Backward compatibility is of paramount importance for any|s)
improvement to be adopted in WLANS, since there is a large
base of deployed hardware that will not be thrown awayg,
overnight. The possibility of CSMA/ECA to peacefully coski
with the previous protocol ensures a smooth transition from
one protocol to the other, with a coexistence period in which’”
both protocols will interoperate.

A detailed performance evaluation of CSMA/ECA is offeredI8]
in [Q]. This paper presents an analytical model and simurtiati
that use realistic channel realizations and Automated Rate
Fallback (ARF). For comparison, results are also presentd@l
for CSMA/CA with and without the Request-To-Send/Clear-
To-Send (RTS/CTS) four-way handshake. [10]

ARF is a mechanism used to adapt the transmission rate to
the channel conditions and simply works by reducing thestran
mission rate after unsuccessful transmissions. This @gpro[11]
does not work well with CSMA/CA when collisions occur, as
ARF misinterprets all failures as channel errors and resluce,
the transmission rate, which further worsens the perfooman
when failures are due to collisions. This problem can be
alleviated by using RTS/CTS that can differentiate between
collisions and channel errors. However RTS/CTS penalizes
the performance due to the additional overheads. CSMA/ECA
solves the problem by preventing collisions, without addin
any additional overhead. The curves in [Eig. 5 (reproducem fr
[Q]) show that CSMA/ECA outperforms CSMA/CA and also
CSMA/CA with RTS/CTS.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have summarized a family of MAC
protocols that offer significant performance improvemergro
CSMAJCA. In its most basic form, CSMA/ECA achieves this
performance boost by simply using a deterministic backoff
after each successful transmission and reverting backeo th
CSMA/CA random behavior when a collision is detected.
Under certain conditions, this leads to the construction of
a collision-free deterministic schedule in a completelg-di
tributed fashion. We have then discussed possible vanstio

1  cognitive radio.
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