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Abstract—With the increasing complexity of Wi-Fi networks
and the iterative evolution of 802.11 protocols, the Carrier Sense
Multiple Access with Collision Avoidance (CSMA/CA) protocol
faces significant challenges in achieving fair channel access and
efficient resource allocation between legacy and modern Wi-
Fi devices. To address these challenges, we propose an AI-
driven Station (AI-STA) equipped with a Deep Q-Learning (DQN)
module that dynamically adjusts its receive sensitivity threshold
and transmit power. The AI-STA algorithm aims to maximize
fairness in resource allocation while ensuring diverse Quality of
Service (QoS) requirements are met. The performance of the AI-
STA is evaluated through discrete event simulations in a Wi-Fi
network, demonstrating that it outperforms traditional stations in
fairness and QoS metrics. Although the AI-STA does not exhibit
exceptionally superior performance, it holds significant potential
for meeting QoS and fairness requirements with the inclusion of
additional MAC parameters. The proposed AI-driven Sensitivity
and Power algorithm offers a robust framework for optimizing
sensitivity and power control in AI-STA devices within legacy
Wi-Fi networks.

Index Terms—Beyond 802.11be, Deep Q-Learning, Carrier
Sense Multiple Access with Collision Avoidance, Transmission
Power Control

I. INTRODUCTION

S INCE its introduction in 1997, wireless communication
networks based on the IEEE 802.11 standard have become

a cornerstone of modern connectivity [1]. At the core of the
802.11 Medium Access Control (MAC) layer is the Carrier
Sense Multiple Access with Collision Avoidance (CSMA/CA)
protocol [2], which facilitates channel access by enabling
devices to sense the channel before transmission and avoid
collisions. While CSMA/CA serves as a robust channel access
mechanism, its limitations become increasingly evident as Wi-
Fi networks scale, particularly in high-density deployments
[3], [4] with diverse Quality of Service (QoS) [5], [6] re-
quirements. In such scenarios, heterogeneous devices face
significant challenges, such as unequal channel access and
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inefficient resource allocation, further complicating network
performance optimization.

To address these limitations, the concept of AI-driven
Medium Access Control (AI-MAC) has emerged as a promis-
ing solution [?], [7]. AI-MAC utilizes machine learning al-
gorithms to dynamically adapt transmission strategies in real-
time, introducing a flexible and intelligent framework for net-
work resource management. This approach enables devices to
optimize performance in complex, multi-device environments
while ensuring fairness and maintaining QoS. The application
of AI to MAC protocols holds the potential to revolutionize
Wi-Fi network management, enhancing channel access, re-
source allocation, and QoS optimization [8].

A critical aspect of Wi-Fi network performance involves
the interplay between the Clear Channel Assessment (CCA)
and Transmit Power Control (TPC) mechanisms through the
optimization of spatial reuse [9], [10]. These mechanisms
are pivotal in managing channel utilization and controlling
interference among devices. TPC governs the signal strength
of transmissions, with higher TPC settings extending signal
coverage and expanding the network’s range. However, this
advantage comes at the cost of increased interference, par-
ticularly in Overlapping Basic Service Set (OBSS) scenarios,
where it may disrupt communication for other devices. On
the other hand, the CCA mechanism determines a device’s
ability to detect signals from other devices. A lower CCA
threshold enhances the device’s sensitivity to distant signals,
reducing potential transmission conflicts by avoiding data
transmission when the channel is occupied. Conversely, a
higher CCA threshold risks overlooking signals, leading to
increased conflicts and degraded network performance.

In addition, the coexistence of Wi-Fi devices across multiple
generations introduces a significant technical challenge [11],
[12]. Ensuring compatibility among devices with varying capa-
bilities is essential for harmonious operation within the 802.11
airspace, especially in unlicensed spectra. Backward compati-
bility not only ensures effective integration but also maintains
the functionality of legacy devices, a critical consideration.
It is crucial to ensure fair channel access for legacy devices
while fulfilling their transmission needs. This also facilitates
cooperation between new and legacy devices in the Wi-Fi
network.

Significant efforts have been devoted to enhancing com-
munication performance through CCA threshold adjustment

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

10
87

4v
1 

 [
cs

.N
I]

  1
4 

D
ec

 2
02

4



strategies. For instance, the Dynamic Sensitivity Control
(DSC) algorithm proposed in [13] adjusts the CST of a user
based on the Received Signal Strength Indicator (RSSI) from
its associated AP. This approach aims to mitigate interference
and improve fairness. In [14], [15], fairness is quantified by
incorporating the Packet Error Rate (PER) of other devices
into a fairness ratio, which determines whether to adjust the
CCA threshold. Channel occupancy is another factor con-
sidered for CCA threshold adjustment, as discussed in [16].
Additionally, joint optimization of the CCA threshold and
Transmit Power Control (TPC) has been widely explored to
improve spatial reuse and overall system performance [17]–
[20]. Overall, these studies highlight the effectiveness of CCA
threshold adjustment strategies in improving communication
performance, while leaving opportunities to explore more
adaptive and efficient approaches.

Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL) has been widely ap-
plied in WiFi wireless networks to optimize various aspects
such as channel allocation, rate adaptation, channel access,
TPC, and sensitivity adjustment. For instance, Nakashima et
al. in [21] proposed a DRL-based channel allocation scheme to
maximize throughput in densely deployed multi-OSS wireless
LANs. Similarly, Cho et al. in [22] designed a reinforcement
learning agent to control data transmission rates in CSMA/CA-
based networks. Cakir et al. in [23] introduced a Digital
Twin WiFi Network (DTWN) framework to reduce latency
and improve system performance. Huang et al. in [24], [25]
combined CCA and TPC optimization via DRL algorithms to
enhance network capacity and minimize average queue length.
While these studies collectively demonstrate the potential of
DRL in optimizing various aspects of Wi-Fi networks, most
of them overlook critical factors, including fairness between
legacy and new devices and the QoS requirements of different
services.

To overcome the abovementioned challenges, in this paper,
we focus on optimizing the performance of a single AI-
driven Station (AI-STA) within a legacy Wi-Fi network. The
AI-STA is equipped with an artificial intelligence module
that dynamically adjusts its receive sensitivity threshold and
transmit power in response to real-time channel conditions and
network dynamics. Our objective is to enhance the sensitivity,
power control, and fairness of the AI-STA while satisfying
diverse QoS requirements. To this end, we propose a novel
DQN-based AI-STA algorithm based on Deep Q-Learning
(DQN) to optimize these parameters. The proposed algorithm
is designed to maximize fairness in resource allocation while
maintaining QoS, thereby improving the overall performance
of the AI-STA in legacy Wi-Fi networks.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: Section
II describes the system model of the proposed AI-STA in
a legacy Wi-Fi network, including the network model, the
channel model, and the link model. Section III introduces
the optimization objectives, including fairness metric and QoS
performance metrics. Section IV presents the DQN-based AI-
STA algorithm for optimizing the sensitivity and power of the
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Fig. 1. The single AI-driven STA in a legacy Wi-Fi network scenario

AI-STA. Section V discusses simulation results and evaluates
the performance of the proposed solution. Finally, Section VI
concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we propose a model for a single AI-driven
STA (AI-STA) in a legacy Wi-Fi network, as illustrated in
Fig. 1. The AI-STA is equipped with an AI module that dy-
namically adjusts its receive sensitivity threshold and transmit
power strategy based on real-time channel conditions and net-
work dynamics. We will analyze the network model, channel
model, and link model for the scenario under consideration.

A. Network Model

In the wireless environment, the device set D comprises
n Wi-Fi devices, consisting of m access points (APs) and l
stations (STAs), i.e.,

D = DAP ∪ DSTA (1)

where DAP = {AP1, AP2, . . . , APm} denotes the set of
AP devices, and DSTA = {STA1,STA2, . . . ,STAl−1,STAAI}
denotes the set of STA devices. Among the devices in DSTA,
STAAI is the sole AI-driven STA device, and the remaining
n− 1 devices are legacy. The set of legacy devices, Dlegacy, is
defined as:



Dlegacy = DAP ∪ {STA1,STA2, . . . ,STAn−1} (2)

In wireless networks, each STA device is associated with
an AP device. We can represent the association between STA
devices and AP devices by defining an association set a ⊆
DSTA × DAP, where each element (STAi,APj) represents the
association of STA device STAi with AP device APj . That is:

a = {(STAi,APj) | STAi is associated with APj} (3)

B. Channel Model

Each associated STA and AP device in the wireless envi-
ronment will establish a communication link with one another
and can function as transceivers for each other. Consider any
pair of transceiver links, where the transmitter is denoted as
s and the receiver as r. The path loss between them can be
modeled as:

PL(d) =

(
d

d0

)α

ψ (4)

where d is the distance between the transmitter and receiver, α
is the path loss exponent, which depends on the environment
type, with typical indoor path loss exponents ranging from 2
to 4, d0 is the reference distance, ψ is modeled as CN (0, N0)
Gaussian white noise.

To more accurately describe the effects of multipath fading
and shadowing in indoor environments, the distribution of all
received signals follows the Nakagami-m distribution [26]. The
power gain distribution of the Nakagami-m fading channel is
given by the following formula:

p|h|2(z) =
mm

Γ(m)
zm−1e−mz, z ≥ 0 (5)

where |h|2 is the received power following the Nakagami-m
fading distribution, m is the shape factor of the Nakagami-m
distribution, typically ranging from 1 to 2, and Γ(m) is the
Gamma function.

Under the effects of path loss and Nakagami-m fading, the
received signal power caused by transmitter Ps,r at the AP
device can be expressed as:

Ps,r = Ps · PL(d) · |h|2 (6)

Here, Ps is the transmit power of the source, PL(d) is the
path loss, and |h|2 is the power gain following the Nakagami-
m fading distribution.

The interference on the receiver, denoted by Ir, comes
from all other transmitting nodes outside the transmitter. The
interference power can be expressed as:

Ir =
∑

x∈D,x ̸=s

Px,r =
∑

µ∈D,x ̸=s

Ps · PL(d) · |h|2 (7)

When receiving from the source, the signal interference
noise ratio (SINR) of the link between the receiver and
transmitter can be expressed as:

γ =
Ps,r

Ir +N0
(8)

C. Link Model of AI-STA Model

Our optimization target is the QoS performance of a single
AI-driven STA within a BSS consisting of legacy devices. We
aim to achieve this by changing the transmit power and receive
sensitivity parameters of the AI-driven STA. Therefore, we will
analyze the uplink and downlink of the AI-driven STA and its
associated AP.

Here, we identify three key parameters: the Carrier Sensing
Threshold (CST), the Receiver Sensitivity Threshold (RST),
and the transmit power of the AI-STA (Ps). The CST rep-
resents the minimum power level required to detect that the
channel is occupied, while the RST denotes the minimum
power level at which the receiver can successfully decode the
signal. The transmit power of the AI-STA corresponds to the
power level at which the AI-STA transmits data to the AP. In
the following, we analyze how these three parameters influence
the transmission and reception processes of the AI-STA.

1) Uplink: The AI-STA sends data to the AP. Here the AP
is the receiving node and the STA is the sending node, our
goal is to adjust the transmit power of the STA Ps because
the CST of the AP is determined, so it affects whether the
sent packets are received or not, and the transmit power of the
AP should be:

PAI-STA =
PAI-STA,AP

PL(d) · |h|2
(9)

where the PAI-STA is the transmit power of the AI-STA, and
the PAI-STA,AP is the transmit power of the AP to the AI-STA.

The power received by the AP from the transmitting node
should be above a given receiver sensitivity threshold(RST) in
order to be decoded correctly.

PAI-STA ≥
ξrs(AP)(IAP +N0)

PL(d) · |h|2
(10)

where the ξrs is the receiver sensitivity threshold of the AP,
and the PAI-STA is the transmit power of the AI-STA.

The equation (10) provides only a lower bound for the
transmission power of the AI-STA. The actual transmission
power of the STA must exceed this lower bound to ensure
that other devices can detect the AI-STA and avoid collisions
with it.

When the interference power is larger than the carrier
sensitivity threshold, the AI-STA will choose not to send data
to the AP, and the equation can be expressed as:

IAI-STA =
∑

x∈D,x ̸=AI-STA

Px,r ≥ ξcs(AI-STA) (11)

where the ξcs(AI-STA) is the carrier sensing threshold of the
STA, and the IAI-STA is the interference power of the STA.

From this perspective, it may seem that increasing the Ps of
a device would be beneficial, assuming no energy constraints.
However, a higher Ps results in increased interference with
the communication of other devices, potentially degrading the
overall performance of the network. Therefore, the optimiza-
tion of the transmit power of the AI-STA is a trade-off between
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Fig. 2. The AI-STA Listening to RTS/CTS Packets and Updating STA-Duration Table

ensuring that the AI-STA can be detected by other devices and
minimizing interference with other devices.

2) Downlink: The AP sends data to the AI-STA. In the
downlink of this link, the AP is the receiving node and the
STA is the transmitting node, and we are concerned with the
receive sensitivity threshold, and the link’s SINR γ can be
expressed as:

ξrs(AI-STA) ≤ PAP,AI-STA

IAI-STA +N0
=
PAP · PL(d) · |h|2

IAI-STA +N0
(12)

where the PAP,AI-STA is the transmit power of the AP to the
AI-STA, and the RSTSTA is the receiver sensitivity threshold
of the STA.

In fact, the relationships among transmit power, CST, and
RST are complex and interdependent. To improve channel
competition in varying environments, the AI-STA dynamically
adapts its CST to meet its QoS requirements. Surrounded
by legacy devices that do not adapt to the environment, the
AI-STA must adjust both its transmit power and RST to
ensure reliable communication with the associated AP in both
uplink and downlink directions while minimizing interference
with other devices. This optimization problem is particularly
challenging due to the dynamic and stochastic nature of
the wireless environment. In the following sections, we will
introduce the optimization objectives and the DQN-based AI-
STA algorithm designed to tackle this challenge.

III. OPTIMIZATION TARGET

In this section, we will introduce the optimization target of
the AI-STA in the legacy Wi-Fi network. We will analyze the
fairness metrics and QoS performance metrics of the AI-STA,
and formulate the optimization problem. In this section, we
will introduce the optimization target of the AI-STA in the
legacy Wi-Fi network. We will analyze the fairness metrics
and QoS performance metrics of the AI-STA, and formulate
the optimization problem.

A. Independent Fairness Metric

Analyzing access fairness is crucial in wireless networks to
ensure equitable resource allocation and maintain Quality of
Service. While achieving better QoS, higher throughput, lower

latency, and smaller jitter may suggest adopting an aggressive
channel strategy, such as using the highest Clear Channel
Assessment threshold for detecting AP nodes, this approach
can lead to excessive channel contention [27]. Such aggressive
contention would restrict other devices within the same Basic
Service Set from accessing the channel, thereby degrading their
QoS.

In contrast to traditional access points, the AI-driven STA
lacks comprehensive uplink and downlink data statistics for
the entire BSS. This limitation makes it challenging for the
STA to assess overall channel fairness and recognize its own
potential for excessive channel contention. Therefore, it is
necessary to introduce a penalty mechanism for uncivilized
channel contention, which encourages the AI-STA to self-
reflect and adjust its channel behavior.

Although several studies about fairness have analyzed fair-
ness in BSS environments, most of them focus on AP nodes,
leaving the assessment of fairness from the STA perspective
largely unexplored. The inability of STAs to access global
uplink and downlink information within the BSS further com-
plicates fairness assessment.

To address this challenge, this paper proposes a framework
for independent access fairness based on control frames in
IEEE 802.11 protocol [28]. This framework enables STA
nodes within a BSS to independently evaluate fairness while
considering the actions of other devices in the same BSS.

The AI-STA will maintain a table that records time cost
in the BSS based on the network allocation vector (NAV). In
detail, the MAC addresses (as key values) of other STA nodes
detected within the same BSS, along with the total duration
these nodes occupy the channel. This table will be updated in
real-time by the AI-STA based on the duration specified in all
RTS/CTS packets sent by the monitored AP, along with the
corresponding destination node address.

When the AI-STA updates the duration table, it will also
consider the time difference for RTS duration and CTS du-
ration. As shown in Fig. 2, to equalize the time difference
between the RTS and CTS packets, the AI-STA will add the
CTS time and SIFS time to the CTS duration. The proposed
duration update algorithm is outlined as given in Algorithm 1.

After compiling the results from the table, the AI-STA



evaluates the fairness of channel time usage, denoted as F ,
using Jain’s fairness coefficient. This coefficient quantifies the
degree of equilibrium in channel occupation time among all
STAs within the shared channel.

Algorithm 1 Process RTS/CTS Packets and Update STA-
Duration Table

for all packet ∈ RTS or CTS packets from associated AP
do

if packet type is RTS then
key ← get key from receive address
if key exists in STA-duration table then

duration[key] ← duration[key] + packet duration
end if

else if packet type is CTS then
key ← get key from receive address
if key exists in STA-duration table then

duration[key] ← duration[key] + CTS + SIFS +
packet duration

end if
end if

end for

Let Ti denote the channel occupation time of the i-th STA,
and let N represent the total number of STAs within the BSS.
Jain’s fairness coefficient F is expressed as:

F =

(∑N
i=1 Ti

)2

N ·
∑N

i=1 T
2
i

(13)

F = 1 indicates perfect fairness, where all STAs equally
share the channel. Conversely, F < 1 signifies the presence of
unfairness in channel usage.

B. QoS Performance

To meet diverse QoS requirements, the performance of
the AI-driven device is evaluated based on key metrics, in-
cluding packet loss rate, throughput, delay, and jitter. Given
the complexity of network environments, deriving a closed-
form expression for the QoS performance of the AI-STA is
challenging. Consequently, we utilize discrete event simulation
to assess and analyze the QoS performance of the AI-STA in
a Wi-Fi network. Below, we introduce the key QoS metrics
used in the simulation.

1) Throughput: Throughput is defined as the amount of data
transmitted over a network within a given period of time. It is a
critical metric for assessing the QoS of a network, particularly
in services such as video streaming. The throughput, denoted
as S̄, is calculated as the total amount of data transmitted over
a specified period. The throughput is given by:

S̄ =

∑N
i=1 Datai

T (End)− T (Start)
(14)

where Datai is the size of the i-th packet. Throughput is mea-
sured in bits per second (bps). A higher throughput indicates

better QoS performance, as it signifies the ability to transmit
more data over the network in a given period of time.

2) Latency: The delay of a packet is defined as the time
taken for the packet to travel from the source to the destination.
The packet delay is computed as the difference between the
time the packet is sent and the time it is received at the
destination. The delay of a packet is given by:

D = T (Packet Receive)− T (Packet Send) (15)

where T (·) refers to the timer in the discrete event simulation.
The packet delay is measured in milliseconds (ms). A lower

delay indicates better QoS performance, as it reflects quicker
delivery of packets from the source to the destination.

In this context, we use latency, represented by the average
packet delay D̄, as the metric to evaluate the QoS performance
of the AI-STA. The average delay is calculated as the mean
delay of all packets sent by the AI-STA. A lower average
delay indicates better QoS performance. The average delay is
computed as follows:

D̄ =

∑M
i=1Di

M
(16)

where M is the total number of packets sent by the AI-STA,
and Di represents the delay of the i-th packet.

3) Jitter: Jitter is defined as the variation in the delay of
packets. Jitter is calculated as the difference between the delays
of two consecutive packets. The average jitter is computed as
follows:

J̄ =
1

N − 1

N−1∑
i=1

|Di+1 −Di| (17)

where N is the total number of packets, and Di represents the
delay of the i-th packet.

4) Packet Loss Rate: The packet loss rate is defined as the
percentage of packets lost during transmission. The packet loss
rate, denoted by ploss, is calculated as the ratio of lost packets
to the total number of packets sent. The packet loss rate is
given by:

ploss =
N −Nrecv

N
(18)

where Nrecv is the total number of packets received by the
associated AP.

The packet loss rate is measured as a percentage. A lower
packet loss rate indicates better QoS performance, as it reflects
fewer lost packets during transmission.

C. Problem Formulation

With the QoS Performance and Fairness metrics mentioned
above, let’s analyze the optimization goals.

Different services have different QoS requirements, and
they usually have minimum requirements for individual per-
formance parameters, fairness is the part where we choose
the best and keep them relatively well. STA needs to adjust



the sensitivity threshold and transmit power to meet the QoS
requirements of the service and make time for nodes within
the same BSS to use the channel more fairly.

So our optimization problem can be expressed as follows:

P1 : max F (ξcs, ξrs, Ps),

s.t. S(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) ≥ Smin,

D(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) ≤ Dmax,

J(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) ≤ Jmax,

ploss(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) ≤ pmax
loss ,

ξcs ∈ [ξmin
cs , ξ

max
cs ],

ξrs ∈ [ξmin
rs , ξ

max
rs ],

Ps ∈ [Pmin
s , Pmax

s ].

(19)

where F (·), S(·), D(·), J(·), and ploss(·) represent the fairness,
throughput, delay, jitter, and packet loss rate, respectively.
These metrics are functions of (ξcs, ξrs, Ps). Additionally,
Smin, Dmax, Jmax, and pmax

loss denote the minimum throughput,
maximum delay, maximum jitter, and maximum packet loss
rate, respectively. The parameters ξmin

cs , ξmax
cs , ξmin

rs , ξmax
rs , Pmin

s ,
and Pmax

s specify the lower and upper limits of the carrier
sensitivity threshold, receiver sensitivity threshold, and trans-
mit power, respectively.

Notice that the QoS restrictions won’t be achieved due
to different channel characteristics in different network en-
vironments. Since our optimization algorithm is based on
large amounts of simulation data generated by discrete-event
simulations and uses statistical methods to evaluate overall
system performance, in the following chapters we will use
a data-driven approach such as deep reinforcement learning to
improve performance.

IV. DQN-BASED AI-MAC ALGORITHM

In this section, we will provide a detailed introduction to
how to use deep reinforcement learning (DRL) technology
to optimize the fairness of resource allocation while meeting
QoS requirements. Our goal is to find the optimal values of
sensitivity and power in a given environment.

A. Markov Decision Process

In this section, we will outline how to transform the opti-
mization equation we have established into a Markov Decision
Process (MDP).

Generally, such stochastic dynamic systems can be described
using a Markov Decision Process. An MDP is defined as a
quadruple (S,A, r,P), where S is the set of state spaces, A
is the set of action spaces, r is the immediate reward function,
P is the probability mapping of transitioning from the current
state to a new state after taking an action. We will discuss
them in the following sections.

1) State Space: The system is evaluated based on several
key statistical parameters, including fairness, throughput, la-
tency, jitter, and packet loss. Together, these parameters reflect
the sensitivity and perception of the AI-STA to the interaction
of its transmission services with the surrounding environment.
These parameters constitute a state space that effectively
describes the current state of the agent under consideration.
The state space can be represented as:

S = {F, S,D, J, ploss} (20)

These parameters are previously defined in (13), (14), (16),
and (17), and used to evaluate the performance of the AI-STA
in the current state. The state space S is continuous and can
be discretized into a finite set of states.

2) Action Space: Here, our action space is composed of
three dimensions: the CST denoted by ξcs, the RST denoted
by ξrs, and the transmit power denoted by Ps. All three
dimensions form continuous action spaces, which can be
represented as:

A =

(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) |
ξcs ∈ [Tmin

c , ξmax
cs ],

ξrs ∈ [ξmin
rs , ξ

max
rs ],

Ps ∈ [Pmin
s , Pmax

s ]

 (21)

where ξmin
cs , ξmax

cs , ξmin
rs , ξmax

rs , Pmin
s , and Pmax

s represent the
lower and upper limits of CST, RST, and transmit power,
respectively.

The units of these three action parameters are all in dBm,
and they form the action granularity within the dynamic range
with the same steps, denoted by l. Consequently, the action
space can be further discretized as:

A =

(ξcs, ξrs, Ps) |
ξcs ∈ {ξmin

cs + i∆cs}li=0,

ξrs ∈ {ξmin
rs + j∆rs}lj=0,

Ps ∈ {Pmin
s + k∆s}lk=0

 (22)

where, i, j and k represent the index of the action space, and
∆(·) =

1
l [(·)

max − (·)min] represents the action granularity for
each dimension. With the action space A, we can obtain the
state of the MDP at iteration t is at = (ξcs, ξrs, Ps) ∈ A.

3) Reward Function: The optimization goal is to maximize
fairness under the condition of satisfying QoS, we can convert
the previously proposed optimization problem (19) into a
reward function by changing the constraints, and we can
convert the statistical constraints into penalty terms defined
as follows:

ζS = max(0, Smin − S(at))
ζD = max(0, D(at)−Dmax)

ζJ = max(0, J(at)− Jmax)

ζploss = max(0, ploss(at)− pmax
loss )

(23)

where the ζ· represents the penalty term for the corresponding
QoS metric, and the ω· represents the weight of the corre-
sponding QoS metric in the reward function. At step t, the



reward function r(st, at) for taking action at in state st can
be expressed as:

r(st, at) =F (at)

+ ωSζS + ωDζD + ωJζJ + ωplossζploss

(24)

where ωS , ωD, ωJ , and ωploss are negative constants represent
the weights of the throughput, delay, jitter, and packet loss
rate, respectively. These weights are used to adjust the relative
importance of each QoS metric in the reward function.

4) Transition Probability: The state transition probability
in a Markov Decision Process (MDP) defines the likelihood
of transitioning from a current state st to a next state st+1,
given an action at, denoted by P(st+1|st, at).

In the context of our system, this probability reflects the
dynamics of the wireless environment, which are influenced
by the chosen action parameters ξcs, ξrs, and Ps, as well as
external factors such as channel interference and traffic loads.
In such a complex environment the state transition probability
can not be delivered exactly. However, we can use a model-free
reinforcement learning algorithm to approximate the transition
probability. In the following sections, we will introduce the
deep Q-Network (DQN) algorithm and how to use it to
optimize the AI-STA’s sensitivity and power parameters.

B. Deep Q-Network Algorithm

In this section, we introduced the DQN algorithm to opti-
mize the AI-STA’s sensitivity and power parameters.

1) Q-Function: The Q-function, or action-value function,
is a key component in reinforcement learning algorithms,
particularly in Deep Q-Networks (DQN). It represents the
expected cumulative reward of taking an action at in state
st and following the optimal policy thereafter. The objective
of DQN is to maximize the long-term reward by selecting the
action with the highest Q-value.

To update the Q-values, DQN utilizes the temporal differ-
ence (TD) target [29], denoted as yT , which is computed as
follows:

yT (st, at) = rt+1 + γ max
a∈A(st+1)

qt(st+1, a) (25)

where, yT (st, at) represents the current estimate of the Q-value
for state st and action at, while γ is the discount factor. A
larger γ places more emphasis on future rewards, encouraging
long-term planning, while a smaller γ prioritizes immediate
rewards.

The Q-function is updated iteratively using the TD target,
as shown by:

qt+1(st, at) = qt(st, at) + α(st, at)(yt − qt(st, at)) (26)

where, α(st, at) is the learning rate for (st, at), determining
how much the Q-value is adjusted in response to the new
information. By repeatedly updating the Q-values in this man-
ner, DQN converges towards the optimal action-value function,
enabling the agent to make decisions that maximize long-term
rewards.

2) Network Update and Experience Replay: DQN employs
two neural networks to approximate the Q-function, the main
and target networks. The main network, parameterized by w,
estimates the Q-values, while the target network, parameterized
by wT , provides stable target Q-values. The TD target denoted
by yT (st, at) is computed by (25). The main network is
updated by minimizing the mean squared error (MSE) between
the predicted Q-values and the TD targets:

L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(q(si, ai;w)− yT (si, ai))2 (27)

The target network synchronizes with the main network peri-
odically to stabilize learning.

To further enhance training efficiency, experience replay
stores agent experiences (st, at, rt, st+1) in a buffer B. During
each training step, a mini-batch of samples is randomly drawn
from B, breaking the temporal correlation and ensuring diverse
training data. This combination of network separation and
experience replay improves convergence and stability.

3) Action Policy: As our proposed MDP has a continuous
action space, and the environment is complex, we adopt the on-
policy learning to train the sensitivity and power parameters
of AI-STA. The ε-greedy action policy is utilized to select
the agent behavior, where ε is the exploration probability.
Specifically, we select the optimal action of the policy π∗

with probability ε and a random action with probability 1− ε.
Finally, as the last step, the internal neurons can be updated
using backpropagation.

Algorithm 2 DQN Scheme for Optimize Sensitivity and Power
Initialize the experience replay buffer B, the main network
q(s, a;w) and the target network q(s, a;wT ) with random
weights w and wT = w, respectively
for each iteration do

Observe the current state st ∈ S
Choose an action at based on ε-greedy policy
Execute the action at
Observe the reward rt and the next state st+1

Store the transition (st, at, rt, st+1) in the experience
replay buffer B
Sample a mini-batch of transitions (si, ai, ri, si+1) from
B
if Every 100 iteration then

Copy the main network weights to the target network:
wT = w

end if
end for

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we will introduce our implementation of the
DQN-based AI-MAC algorithm and the simulation results.

A. Simulation Setup
The simulation is built upon ns-3, a discrete-event network

simulator, along with its associated packages ns3-ai [30] and



ns3-vr-app [31]. The simulation settings are outlined in Table
I. Notably, the target QoS settings are derived from [5] and
are designed to meet the demands of real-time mobile gaming
scenarios. The node topology, as shown in Fig. 1, reflects a
typical home Wi-Fi network environment, and the protocol is
set to IEEE 802.11ax.

TABLE I
PARAMETERS FOR NS3 SIMULATION

Parameter Value Definition
m 5 Number of total AP nodes
l 14 Number of total STA nodes
α 3 Path loss exponent
N0 -100 dBm Power of Gaussian white noise
Ts 16 / [10, 30] dBm Default transmit power and range
ξrs -101 / [-110, -30] dBm Default RST and range
ξcs -82 / [-100, -20] dBm Default CST and range
S̄ 1.5 Mbps Minimum average throughput
D̄ 5 ms Maximum average delay
J̄ 2 ms Maximum jitter

ploss 0.1% Maximum packet loss rate

Interference plays a critical role in this simulation. In
this study, we examine a dense network scenario. The AI-
STA manages both uplink and downlink streams, which are
reconstructed from real-time game data. In the case of BSS
interference, the AP transmits a video stream to each STA
associated with it. In the case of OBSS interference, each
AP randomly selects a single STA to receive a video stream.
Legacy STAs continuously receive video streams from the AP
during BSS interference. The simulation runs for 500 time
steps, with each step lasting 0.1 seconds. The learning rate is
set to 0.001, the discount factor to 0.8, and the exploration
probability to 0.1. The QoS metric weights are set as follows:
ωS = 1, ωD = 10, ωJ = 10, and ωploss = 0.1. The action
granularity is set to l = 1, and the experience replay buffer
size is 5000 with a batch size of 32. The DQN agent is
implemented using Python 3.12.3 and PyTorch 2.5.1, running
on an Intel Xeon(R) Gold 6430 processor and an RTX 4090
GPU. The simulation results are presented in the following
sections. For this simulation, we utilized only instant learning
to better reflect real-world scenarios.

B. Simulation Results

In this section, we compare our DQN-based AI-STA algo-
rithm with a Dynamic Sensitivity Control (DSC) algorithm
[17] and the traditional Wi-Fi system based on 802.11ax as
the baseline algorithm.

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of CST, RST, and transmit power
over time for the DQN-based AI-STA algorithm. The algo-
rithm dynamically adjusts the CST, RST, and transmit power.
Over time, the CST and RST converge to their optimal values,
while the transmit power stabilizes. This result demonstrates
that the DQN-based AI-STA algorithm effectively adapts to the
environment and optimizes sensitivity and power parameters to
achieve optimal performance.
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In Fig. 4, we compare the CST behavior of the DQN-
based AI-STA algorithm, the DSC algorithm, and the baseline
algorithm. Unlike the traditional Wi-Fi system, both the DQN-
based AI-STA and DSC algorithms dynamically adjust the
CST to adapt to varying environmental conditions. A higher
CST leads to more collisions, making CST an indicator of the
algorithm’s aggressiveness. Our results show that, compared
to the DSC algorithm, the DQN-based AI-STA algorithm is
less aggressive and closer to the baseline algorithm.

Fig. 5 illustrates the throughput comparison of the DQN-
based AI-STA algorithm, the DSC algorithm, and the baseline
algorithm over time. The results show that the throughput of
the DQN-based AI-STA algorithm consistently outperforms
both the DSC and baseline algorithms. However, under this
competitive scenario, channel fading remains the primary
factor influencing throughput performance, limiting further
improvements. Additionally, the throughput graph reveals a
periodic burst pattern in the data. Over time, nodes accumu-
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late packets requiring retransmission, leading to a smoother
throughput curve. This smoothing effect, however, contributes
to increased jitter and delay.

Fig. 6 compares all of the QoS metrics of the DQN-based
AI-STA algorithm with the traditional Wi-Fi system and the
DSC algorithm. The DQN-based AI-STA algorithm achieves
higher throughput and lower packet loss rate compared to the
baseline algorithm and the DSC algorithm, but its average de-
lay and jitter are higher than the baseline algorithm. The poor
performance in delay and jitter is primarily due to the fact that
our algorithm only adjusts CST, RST, and transmission power,
which are only part of the 802.11 MAC layer. While these
parameters are used to optimize the QoS metrics and fairness
metric, they do not account for all the factors that influence
these metrics, particularly in crowded channel conditions. In
such scenarios, parameters like contention window, backoff
time, and retry limit have a significant impact on delay and
jitter. More importantly, these parameters are closely related
to the CST, RST, and transmission power that we adjust.
For example, increasing CST inevitably increases the collision
probability, which, in turn, affects performance. Therefore,
our algorithm has certain limitations. Incorporating additional
MAC parameters into the training process could potentially
yield results that are more aligned with QoS requirements.

Fig. 7 illustrates the fairness metrics of the DQN-based AI-
STA algorithm, the baseline algorithm, and the DSC algo-
rithm over time. Fairness is our main optimization target, and
the DQN-based AI-STA algorithm achieves a higher fairness
score compared to the traditional Wi-Fi system and the DSC
algorithm. From the overall fairness trend, it is evident that
the DQN algorithm achieves significant fairness improvements
during the early stages. However, as the simulation progresses,
the impact of the discount factor reduces the rewards for
actions taken in later stages. This results in a decrease
in the algorithm’s action frequency compared to the early
stages. Over time, the communication pattern shifts from burst
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communication to saturation communication. As a result, the
fairness index of the DQN algorithm gradually converges to
the level of the DSC and baseline algorithms and may even
slightly fall below the baseline in some cases.

VI. CONCLUTION

In this paper, we propose an AI-STA algorithm based on
DQN, which aims to strike a balance between AI-STA devices
and traditional devices while ensuring QoS. By leveraging
the relationship between CCA and TPC, we ensure QoS in
complex channel environments and provide fair transmission
opportunities for traditional devices. Additionally, we develop
a simulation based on ns-3 to explore the performance of this
approach. Our comprehensive analysis and simulation results
demonstrate that DQN can optimize fairness by learning the
channel environment and interference conditions, and adapting
CCA and TPC strategies while maintaining optimal QoS. The



results indicate that with sufficient learning, the DQN-based
AI-STA algorithm converges to the optimal value. Compared
to traditional algorithms, our proposed approach strikes a
better balance between QoS and fairness. However, relying
solely on sensitivity and power management is not sufficient to
fully optimize AI-device performance, more adjustable MAC
parameters are needed. In summary, this study highlights
the potential of DQN in optimizing Wi-Fi performance with
fairness requirements and provides new insights into the design
of innovative devices.
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