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Abstract—CSMA/ECA is a contention protocol that makes randomly, wherek € [0,...,m] is the backoff stage and
it possible to construct a collision-free schedule by using CW (k) = 2kCW.,.in is the contention window, witlC'W,,;,,
deterministic backoff after successful transmissions. Ithis paper, its minimum value. Each passing empty slot decreménkbyy

we further enhance the CSMA/ECA protocol with two properties - when the backoff ¢ h th tend .
that allows to fairly accommodate a large number of contendes one; when the backolt counter reacnes zero, the contender wi

in a collision-free schedule. The first property, calledhysteresis, attempt transmission. The success of the transmissiompitte
instructs the contenders not to reset their contention winow after is only confirmed by the reception of an acknowledgement
successful transmissions. Thanks to hysteresis, the pratol sus- (ACK) frame from the receiver, otherwise a collision is
tains a high throughput regardiess of the number of contendes. — 555med. If that is the case, each contender involved in the
The second property, calledfair-share, preserves fairness when . - . . . R
different nodes use different contention windows. We prese collision doubles its contention window by incrementing it
simulations results that evidence how these properties acunt Packoff stage and the packet is retransmitted. If the trasism

for performance gains that go even further beyond CSMA/CA. sion is successful, the sender resets its contention wirtdow

Index Terms—Wireless, MAC, Collision-free, CSMA/ECA. the minimum value QW (0) = CWiin).
CSMA/ECA achieves less collisions and outperforms
. INTRODUCTION CSMA/CA in most typical scenarios (se€][2] andl [3]).

IEEE 802.11 networks use a shared medium to establisthe only difference with CSMA/CA is that a deterministic
communication among nodes. Carrier Sense Multiple Accdsackoff By = CWi,in/2 is chosen after each successful trans-
with Collision Avoidance (CSMA/CA) is the protocol in mission. This choice makes it possible for CSMA/ECA to
charge of coordinating access to the wireless medium inrordairly coexist with CSMA/CA [1]. Furthermore, the maximum
to avoid simultaneous transmissions by different nodes. nfimber of contenders that can be accommodated in a collision
two or more nodes attempt transmission at the same tinfise fashion in CSMA/ECA is equal to the deterministic
a collision occurs and the resulting transmission is discarddmckoff used after successful transmissidhs
by the receivers. In a scenario where the number of contenders, is

Carrier Sense Multiple Access with Enhanced Collisionot larger than the deterministic backadffy, eventually all
Avoidance (CSMA/ECA)[[1] was introduced as an enhanceontenders will be able to pick different transmission slot
ment to CSMAJ/CA. It is capable of achieving a collision-fregherefore achieving a collision-free state.
state by making very simple changes on the way CSMA/CA When the system is overcrowdedy, > By, CSMA/ECA
behaves: choosing a deterministic backoff after succkesséuffers a decrease in throughput due to the fact that it is
transmissions. CSMA/ECA preserves backward compatibiliimpossible to reach a collision-free operation. This effean
with CSMA/CA (details in [1] and[[2]), which is paramountbe seen in Figurgl 1, whe@W,,;, = 32 and By = 16.
for the coexistence and progressive adoption of the pratoco The outcome is a mixed system composed of contenders

The performance evaluation for CSMA/ECA has been presing either deterministic or random backoff counters.eNot
sented in[[3]. Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge thhat the throughput in CSMA/ECA is greater than CSMA/CA's
is the first work that introduces further enhancements to tfar any number of contenders (Figurk 1).
protocol, making it possible to allocate a larger number of
contenders and achieve greater throughput than CSMA/CA
while providing throughput fairness to all users. This ig th Because CSMA/ECA is totally distributed, the number of
first step towards the construction of a totally distribut&dC nodes (V) is unknown to all contenders. In the following we
protocol with better performance than the current standardintroduce a mechanism able to reach collision-free oparati

IIl. A DESCENTRALIZED AND FAIRCSMA/ECA

a consequence of its collision-free operation. without knowledge ofN, even for a large number of con-
tenders.
Il. BACKGROUND To make it possible to achieve a collision-free state when th

Time in WLANS is slotted, and each slot can be classified agstem is overcrowded, we instruct nodes not to ré8ét(k)
empty, successful or collision (accounting for no transiois, after successful transmissions, and pick a deterministi&dff
successful transmission or collision, respectively). By = CW(k)/2. This is calledhysteresis from here on.

In CSMAJ/CA, each contender attempting to transmit a Hysteresis produces deterministic backoffs that are targe
packet chooses a backoff count& < [0,CW (k) — 1] than CWy,,/2, thus making it possible to allocate more
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* T Bsic CSMA/RCA o " saturation (nodes always have packets to transmit) during a

61 b JFtHfor Basic oM oA period of ten seconds at a maximum throughput t¥bps.

o5 | { JFIfor CSMA/GA -~ - The number of contenders ranges fr@no 50 and a hundred

' b simulations are performed for each number of contenders.

Further MAC-related parameters as well as the code for the

whole CSMA/ECA implementation can be found id [7].
Figurell and Figurel 2 are results derived from the evaluation

platform with 95% confidence intervals. Note that the confi-

dence intervals are so small that can hardly be appreciated i

the figure.

4.5

Throughput (Mbps)

O O [ |

Jain’s Fairness Index (JFI)

35 |
V. FUTURE DIRECTIONS

10 20 30 40 50 To produce a throughout analysis of CSMA/ECA, more
Contenders (N) evaluations need to be carried out under non-saturated con-
Fo. 1 The throuahout is CSMAIECA d Hen the nun ditions. Further enhancements include the reset of thedffack
chJgn.ten‘deresZ\s extr:(:(je?js%;, I\/S\/hich is the ma)figli?:erfugbgrn of iozgendgssmge_w_hen the transmission queue is empty and to determine
that can be allocated in a collision-free fashion. what is its impact on the overall performance of the protocol
Also, future development will be focused on implementing
CSMA/ECA in cheap commodity hardwalre [8]. Doing so will
dpen the door for evaluation under more realistic scena@sos

contenders in a collision-free fashion. Contenders maynbe
different deterministic backoff stages, which provokeseo ell as provide insight on different communication aspeicts

nodes to access the channel more often than others. %mple those regarding channel errors, delay, synchaoniz

fairess issue, that can be observed in Figiire 2, is aveitad ion, coexistence with other access protocols and realar&tw
fair-share. The concept of fair-share, was first introduced b%fafﬂc

Fang et al. in[[4].
Fair-share consist in allowing each contender to sghd ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
packets at every transmission, making sure that contender§ne authors would like to thank Azadeh Faridi for her

with longer backoff are compensated proportionally. insightful comments and contributions.
Figure [2, depicts how CSMA/ECA with hysteresis and

fair-share achieves greater throughput than CSMA/ECA with REFERENCES
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This work evaluates the performance of CSMA/ECA when

implementing the concept in a customized C++ simulator.

IV. EVALUATION

Implementation is performed on a customized version of
the COST [[6] simulator. The system was set to be under
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