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Abstract: Successive interference cancellation (SIC) is an effective way of multipacket reception (MPR) to
combat interference at the physical layer. The fact that the links decoded sequentially by SIC are correlated at the
receiver poses key technical challenges. The study characterizes the link dependence and proposes simultaneity
graph (SG) to capture the effect of SIC. Then, the interference number is defined to measure the interference of a
link and facilitate the design of scheduling scheme. The study shows that link scheduling over SG is NP-hard, and
the maximum interference number bounds the performance of maximal greedy schemes. An independent set based
greedy scheme is explored to efficiently construct maximal feasible schedule. Moreover, with careful selection of
link ordering, the study presents a scheduling scheme that achieves a better bound. Simulations evaluate the
performance. The throughput gain is up to 110% over IEEE 802.11, while the complexity of SG is comparable with
that of the conflict graph.
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approximation algorithm

B E: ARk -F I KR (successive interference cancellation, & #7 SIC) 2 —# % QLI K, A RAIZ5 F fF AR
F.SIC TH 2RI LK ML 69T . SIC 695 fR A4 b 244 38R & T A a9 Pk 42 B SR L B vA %) & SIC §-
BG4 IEAR K M R T A B R AL 504 T KA 4B % A 2 A EAE GEIR T A TR R B 69465 A B R
NP-hard &9,f R K TR T X R2EF R B TR ATET — 2 A TRI L RET R 5 6T
SHEEFEHER 25t T — AP Ik LAY FAT6) ok A5 A2 RA I AXE % & T IR AR 69 44,5 |EEE 802.11 A8kt 3t
WP EF kA AR AR 5 T 32 110%.

EEHR: % QAR T Y A R B T A A

HEES S TP393 XEAARINED: A

BURTE e M 45 (¥ P RE 52 IR T 190 th T Jo 4Rl £ 1) 3 o8, 2R By s 145 5 2 B AT IR sl A5 15 5 19

« FEGIH: EK [ ARFHE 34 (61070203)
W R TE): 2010-04-14; &M Ta): 2011-01-31; EHa ) a]: 2011-03-29
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B AR, AL B ORE S BT TR B s bR AS 5 2 A LA 5 2 R e S — L B 5 R 58 gl ]
fiie SRS 2 DT T B A5 7 52 56 1A A S, 190 4% 16 2 ot 1 S B AR,

Z W H i (multipacket reception, fij B MPR)J&# 2 H A T R R0k, &R B N R 45 5 i 2 AN SC.
I ARVFFPL A7 AR, MPR 15 5245 31 08 v 1 fig A 4k T3 74 [k (successive interference cancellation, fij#% SIC) /&
—Fil MPR AR & AR {5 5 88 B (received signal strength, R FR RSS) I #R 59, 4% 6 M R AR5 4] S0 O 28 Al i
S TR 18, DL AR 2245 5 19T 30.S1C B0 2evr g B 5 szt op (445 39 T 3iF sz,

R MPR BiAR B3 2Pk, TAEF MPR 22 1 (¥ W 2 Hp i3 R 50 40 G 1 220 . MPR AR T e 14 fif
B IR ATAT MPR B (1 5 1 #8022 5K 3 & T8 A5 1l 2 4 4% 1F. BRI, T LN B0 AR Sl B2 4 RE A 4 R ¥ MPR
AR M 06E AR SCHF TS HE SIC 1K 02k W 465 P 1 E B T . SIC 1 JE AR Pt 2 el s A B 585 5 05 B ot
SRS 5 R S I M5 A BT, IS B A5 5 AR S AR SRS T — N IR iR (S T IR R R e 3
P A5 5 1 e A7 A 5 LR TR T e %, AT S Bt SIC (9 I i i (sequential decoding) 4 7.

TESCEE SIC IRIT0 4 W0 2% rh AR I 8 5 T I 9 P Bk M SIC R0 I e 0 A 15 I e R P15 5 00 T S AR A 1) 4
SR FAR A ST R IR T4 (indirect interference) B X % 15 5 S, 15 S,,Sy MBI S IRIE 55 T S,
BRI 5 75 B SE MR AG IF AL Bk S, 2R 5 A REMRAD Sy AR UL IR Sy KM T~ Sp, H. S, oA Sy IIAH AR 5 (correlated signal).
FIEH 3AME T St Sy TP — J5 T, S v B4 T4 Sy MRS, IX AL 48 i 8% T- (direct interference); 53—
J5TH0,Ss I BHLIE Sy IRIARAD . E Sy AN REMY AR D BT, Syt gk JEVE AR v 28, S5 M REFE AN LR T So(l i, S3 5 Sy
AT, Sg B Je Bl AR5 5 88 Bk, I ITTANKS Sy (A AL 7= A AT AT 5 10 ). LM B, Sg 6 Sy T 72 A2 1 -t gl 2 R 82Tk i 4
FH F B AR, TG S HAEEER T B9 TP H b5 5 B G 5 AR kA 13 P 2%
R H BRGS0 T ORUE T B2 A 2 B TP 5 e 75 M 1

1 #HxIE

TP RS i B AR ENR AR ST H T [ MPR R AR A% J A 9 B f A 2 B T protocol
physical #5%YJE 7 fd F O BERG T- U A 0 S e MPR 4L, PSR RL Y 9k 37 8 9 T, 746 protocol ARAid v,
SOVF AR Y5 [ P9 22 AN i1 05 JF R T AE physical A8 A ) B2 0 B8 % & AT 1 19{E. 25 T3 211 protocol
0 Wang 45 ABIFSE T 328 MPR 169 1 49 Hh i 8 55 % o R0 &5 6L JE T4 14 physical #78, Celik BF 5% T
HF MPR ({752 M 46 1 MAC B 31 ik 4, Tong 45 A Y T — Rl SE B2 SR 0 e O R B R B H A5 A
B 4 P AR S AT DG B R T % T Tong 25 A WIFT 17 S2HF MPR (1 MAC 13015 3 25 HEBA PR 10 DL A 78 g
We T MPR [1)— 833 45 iE  (H 200 T SIC (100 A A ARF 14 2 b 1G5 BT 5 MR i L SR 2 40 e vF 50 s 1
JE E SR SIC M TE 2 2% w3 T Ak 8 To VR ARALE

E FE R 2 T4 07 T, BB R4S 3 92 1 AR T, 78 21 b 5 ] (conflict graph, i i CGIM) 454 % J& 1k i
P 2 T B TR 56 28, AN B A0 20 80 5 B 100 B, TV R 1) 4 TP RS E CG B O KR i i ko
MIFEARE BB T3 HF SIC {0 T0 28 I 2% Hh fR B i 188 7 A T 7300 AR TS 2l T — i i B A PR ——
& Bl (simultaneity graph), 3415 156 T 25T I 0T 5 58000 AR ORI B o BE A, i 5B P TR R s
g AR S PR TR B RV R T E . HERE A BT S VEA.

AT 2 WEH 3 WA RGN S Ik WAL S 4 IR I T T R B IR P SRR B B YR H 0 8K
ek B Ja 58 6 R4 .

2 RpRE

WLLR M 4L B N ANFIAS T 5 2 n SR BE B — SR BEBR R R N Ly Leg, 2L HR,S 5 R 43031 A 33 5 B2 T .
(1) SIC MR SR TLRZEM;(2) BB R T 1 BIRUE E #3075 1015 5 3R 75 L (signal to
interference noise ratio, fii#% SINR) & KT 1;(3) RN 1Y RUAC A — N A1) R ER, TAE T X T AN Be ) ) i
% AMIRSC A B AR S )4 TP (primary interference)®,
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BB A SoARak TR td TR R 4 68 B Bk 943

Fh T 75 0 0, B 0 A T4 A B £ 1 BB . B P () 0 599 2 X Aok 90 A8 Y B f3 B
PR A Pro 68 7533, B M 15 5 X FRED AT 76 22160 SINR DAL, W L T AR 1) 26 1
Pa(S)/Pyo=fr ()
ORI 5 34 1 SR RS 0 5 o e B 1 R T 2, 30 A1 S, 1935 55 55K 1 S, P fi
BT 0 SINR (A 7T 6 . SR 500 750 36 A8 B0 ST 47 6 4 1 T W 1o L 2
SIC AT R B R L 19 L, REIRIZE 1 X AR, R Ly 1015 A7 A R(2)
ST U 2 X JAREIE RS Ly o, T3 5, BEAF S Ly MOF
P (S2)/(Rio + P () = fy, ()
ML 3 AN TR E A I SIC ¥ ST B 5 IE RS B 2 AR A B B 5 % BN T %
10358 e LA 15 54 O 35 1 P T2 35035 A5 0 A0 T 25 2,35 13 % HOHT B35
SRR BT BT 0 TR —— I T4 BT 0 X A Ly 1 L g, PSR 2T 0 B (01 L YN
B Lo, 5 Lo, MO0 S BRBEHIAL. — 0,4 Ly 19 Lo, IR X USRS ARE IR IR L g, O 500 L,
HAF Ly BT 5T, 2 Ly L, 9 Lo, IR X TRHELE L g HOTHR R AT Ly o 0035 AT L2
BRI Ly M0 55U, L g XF Lo 100 TH0 R R RO Lo, MR SRSEEILNG B 2 i 4 T4

3 HEEEE

P 8% T 10 S 3 DAy B A Jo T < B T RS AR s R AN R T RS A AR H AR AT T T 2 T A AR e
—YUBE B T IR

Protocol B 2 ) S 4 T A T PR R B S 2 326 4 050 S s A% %3 [ (transmission range), i # Hi01  R 52
T4 yE H (interference range). M\ S £ R AL H LI 4 F 2R 78 S A& Sva Bl P9, B R (9TPi3a Bl Py JE Aty
M5 S R T BT 4R i A S AT TAT SRR, SCBATT AT O R A5 A T 06 R SRR [ B SIC FRFEAE.

T PR L protocol K7L A JLfih, 4 i —Fl SIC-aware protocol #55. 2% IE W HEH L o Al Lg o 11740 X
Ak, 5 SCEATZ A 3 FlOC R

o Lop ML T Lgg 147 Lop 19 Lo e, [MINTARA, 1500 X AE Ly o M40 RS ATARIG Ly o 10155

o Lo KT Ly o7 Lyg 5 Lp, FIRMAES, 170 X 7E Lyg W90 FATRRY Lg o 10655 SRR B BRIZAS

T X AR L o

o Lyp T L A Lyp 19 L p, AN ARAM, T 50 X TCIAMRGAT AT —ME 5

52 #iff) protocol #& 7 AH LE,SIC-aware protocol 571 %t 5 4% 8 % 2 18] (1) 9 R FE ML 5T KL R 2 A X
T POt R 9 R —— 0, T ¥ A B A T M A 2 1 SR SIC (K I 4% v A BE BT

L K BT I R R T 2 2 B [ B A i - BT A R T HOIR O TR L% Ll (L) R BT
AR A X A REE B THE L (WBE RS, T DLy(L) B T 72715 A0 X A L ARt (¥ B % 6 4 L 6737 51 X Kbl AT
(feasible) I 4 1F 2, T LLy(L)H FOBE 3 AN 3%, HL DLy(L) HH A% B Bl R R 326 B 16 3 05 X AT 47 4 F 45
BEAE LS, LS v T A B % R I R I 5 AT A Lere LS 39 Lo 75719 45 R AL I AT, UAR LS RIAT (8B LS Aynf
IT4).

e (conflict graph, i Fk CG)J 32 o FH T I 4% T4k ) gl A5 021 2 LA A i P vl 10 T s (U K T g
3 T ), A R I R S S ) R 1 5 T . CG R e %1 i SIC T 5 S30AA B B A0V, DA I 20 — o 14 P
i ——3F & I (simultaneity graph, i Fx SG).

P2 T AR ALSG 7 CG I FeAlt L 38— 28 B s —— A T s (super vertex), T [ I 6025 25 58 1) 2% A
T HCHBE K B A9 0 A7 Lg g TE 719 A0 Ry AR L, MU ST A (Lo L, ) B4, MR EAE 205
e HE L R T I ) R AH DG UIE I R 2 2% SCHR[15].

EIE 1. HT SIC-aware protocol #M % LS AL F 2 KBHEZEMHMES LS W4T, 4 HACY ST E
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LS'cLS 45 LS5 2 4588 3 4k, W) LS' W] AT

BT 130 0T R U I ) 4 e I 80, AR BT A A 2 4Bl 3 SRR I T I FH A AL 2
GBI (0T B B T PR A L ST E AT DG R IR 25 9 4 B ECAH TG, DK o I 1 1 A S5 T A AH B
X5 CG /MR XA 3 4&BER 1T W PR B TIAN I T HL T35 18 3 4Bl Ly, Lo, s, MR Ly 92
R FLAK ST Lo, W) Lg DB ARAE Ly BRI AR T3 Ly I A0 ST S R R ABE Ly 3 Ly AU A L 0 Ly 1 F
Pt DAL T et A B B 5 PR A 2 S AT AT Y.

IR E IR I 15 SG=(V,E)R s IR B, v Vv o Br B T s (W84 1 E T B A 4R & 76 SG P fZTE I 2K
AN TR ¥ TG 0 30 T A (L) 38 P/ BB L T 4 B AT DG P B T e P B B AT PP 1, 9 0, 5 L #E Ry B
A L, H Ls,p, 75 Ry EAKHE Ly o UIFEHEZ I AL Lg g Ls g, )5 (Lyr, Lo, )

SG FTE 3 AT ML B 58,4 TE Ry b Ly T Lo JWA( L g, )EU( Lop ) IZARE, IR 912 5T A 1O L2
TR K T T (Ls) S5 TR ( L, Lo, WHIE AT La 7E Ry BT R Lg g JXBERIEL T AT (K04 T4, B
THEBEA) G, P AN T 00 s 0 R A AT R IE A IR s R 2 — R IR T — A i

IR B4 5 SG=(V,E), M HER 4 LS, B IVS(LS)K s LS (AL BE T s 42, & A& BT AT 3 0 T0 o5 (L) 22 48
TR A (LyLy), 25 L Ly, Loe LS. ZBUHh, 5 T A5 4 VS, ILS(VS) 7 VS HIFEBEBE 48, & & T BE % L A5 VS W FE
705 38 T0 pet (L) B8 TH A (LX) BR(XL) (x A AT A5 ). T R 4R VS sy 4k (independent set), # VS FRAT = P9 AN TH AT
YR A T () 2 M T AR A I e TR DR A W — N I A 1) R AT I A DG IE B R 2 3% SOk [13].

ETE 2. 455 SG=(V,E), Bk 4 LS I 4T 24 HAY Y IVS(LS) kyJ ST 4E.

76 CG ™ T4 VS Ay A vr 4, W) Pk B 45 5 AR 0 SR T AT AHAE SG b, bl T8 T A IR A7 78, AN [R) PR T s 41, 3
Pl bt B A T BEAH ) B4 VS SRS AR ILS(VS) AR 4 vl 4T 2 B 2 $i5 H 75 SG o ) I 4 i 4 2 A5 W AT, S5 AN T
ST LA B T A S A5 R AT AR

4 FHEHLE

ST T 5T 1 4 K FH (time division multiple access, @i F8 TDMA) [R5 25 18 52 AR 152 I 1R) Rl 43 Sy S I ) A
(slot), BEANA J2 LS8 e — IR R SCAE fn 0 BENLAED X, 58 SR BE KBS (schedule length) 2 X i B it i 1% T e 22
) I 8D R 85 3 S LA B bR 48 B TR B SG=(V,E), A AN 14 23 0 A 06 1) I T A, 5 4590 3 K
RnT e/ 2 B 3 Fi 25 T SG 1A B2 NP-hard 1] .

EH 3. KT SG HERE A E F /b & NP-hard [n] .

TIE W <O A% BT A 136 T i b HG T 3 1321, S G 25 [) - CGR BRI, 24 B A7 e 1 A e 0 A2 A SIC 1 4 A i
4 25 11 3 % B (SG) il L5 i 22 BRI (CG) A I7),CG AT ALk SG 4 A5 A AEJE T SG 1K 22 33 st o) A1 Ak 1 i v, )
BRI T CG LU AL 1 AH SCRR[12] CE W, 25 T CG 1 2 & NP-hard 1. 5 6, 25 T SG (¥ 1 J32 %2 /b
& NP-hard f1). O

AW EHET SG MM T4, 48 G & X T4 B (interference number) DL 8% 4 T, 3 Ja A T4
BT R SO T LA
4.1 FiHE

T CG HY,— 45 BE K 0T B T~ — N80 08 0 et T B2 20 i 7 20 Bt 5 SO A B i (0 40 R, P 2 56 T CG (11
FERIH T W00 (B RN ABAE SG h BEBE W AAAE T2 AT THERE Lk RVS(L)={(L)Fo(VA{(Lx),(xL)|
xeLS}), /A~ RVS(L) 1 T & AN £ B T L 5 HADBE B6 (0 AR B gk T & BRHL A BE L, 75 2% & RVS(L)H it
I 4E .

WEER L T4 (interference number)INsg(L), Bt vl L 3752 mi 21 19 55 % 1 25 B =L R, e U
(incoming number) IN{, (L) A3 L 4% H 1 % H 1M H %k (outgoing number) INS (L) 9 L T T30 i 1t 5 H
25 %€ SG=(V,E),L FINEAT 41 F v 5
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o LSRN (Y) eV, BB BB, L A0 1,

o I2XEEAN(LX) eV K(y)eV, B AL (y)E(Lx) HIEZ M (y) BI(L), 0 L i AN %o 1,

o I3 Y A IE R (y) B (LX) A () £ (Ly), i L N Hk 1.

115 12 3 5k oh T B35S 0 L R 5 H 8P4 x 5 y, AR L A, FLTE L o
AHE I 20 TR LR R x 80y i — N BIERT AR 12 0% L i N80 2.5 7 6 67 BLogh
£E13 % L AN 1.

e feltth, L 1 HH B0RT W R R

o OLXHEAN(Y) eV, & A/ LML) E(y), ) L #H o 1;

o O2: XA (XL) eV K (y) eV, A 12 M (y) Bl (xL) (A 512 M (y) Ell (x), 0 L #9201

1T H S N N 2 TR LT AR I A TR P, TR AR R AN BRI L R N B
HEH M —A ER

B 1. B SG=(V,E) N I & Bl KT B AE M LelLS(V), 52 L F A% i 418 32 FR4E % 50 H R INsg(L).

A N BEAPAETUAR M B RPN Ly 5 Lo e N3 TR 4 76 Ly 1 0S5 AN B0 Ly 805
LIRAE Ly T PEb Ly Jo H 5 2 YRR, B L (P BimT 1 B8 L A i v 308 1 e 6 4

SRR LECORS T S M EE T R ) 2L i, e v Ny B G T
P, RI(y) BI(LX) B3, e v N T x 0 H LR, o B B 1) R B FOAS S5 /N T T A B B DN B2 A,

PR 2. B SG=(V.E)WIFR LY. | <) INsg ) SD gy INSG (%).

% LScILS(V),H LS A1kt SG 7B R SGLs=(V',E"), H 1,V LS 7E SG H )£ b 0 &S 45,11 E'EL % SG
R VAT R AN T R T LB LG LS TR EuE SO L AE SGrsuqy T T AL

R 3. B SG1=(V1,Ex) M I RIS 1Ml SGo=(Vo,Ez) h SGy [T I, MIXHAE 7 LelLS(V,), 1 INge, (L) < INgg (L).
2 IN B INT B INC B R AT

Xt SG=(V,E), % A™(SG) i 55 K T4 %, B AN(SG)=max, cisovy{INsa (X) 3. 25 BL 3, 7T 5 L A'(SG) 5 A°(SG) A
SG M3 K AE S B ARYE M T 3,6 T I 4 /L.

TR 4. ¥ SG1=(V,E) K 315K BT SGo=(Va,E) Ky SGy I T B, M AN(SG,) = AMN(SG,). 24 IN g i 85 o I, 4 5t
T3
42 BTWIEMRE

NG I TR R S — b BB 6, (color), S 14 A 235 ] S ] 44, 4 ) 35 €4 (graph coloring) ) B €] 36 €6 1] 5 - #5
S BT RR5 TC— Fof 0€0 A5 A5 RH 0 TS (B A (], HLJ F U EL IR S B e /D b SG T & e s R JE gt = X i A7
W 30 TH A (0 R, H T SG o [ I A7 0 B8 T a5 0 30 T, R T 8 0 ) PRI (0 SRV AN fie T4 N

T AR T S AR R B SR, L 1 R Seh h IEFEREE I W AT BE B4R, UL AT I
Sch (1R R BERERR 4,10 RL A TN Sch (12K R B BE 28 £R.Sch 5 RL MI4GIN 24 7%, 1T UL #4686 2% T A K 1A
Pk A S AR R (1) 78 UL T IRE RIS LK L N SchJBRIT A 5 L AHAR 1B % A
UL A RL;(2) 4 UL AN W R DU R I RE MR FEbr i £5 UL P — 2858 LR L A Sch,Jf#s
UL 1A 5 Sch AHARHIEERR B N RL.24 UL 75 I, Sch Bt — AN ¥ R EE I aERE SR 0 THRE L T 1A [kl
PR B, DAL R 22 0 A P e i B DL TIE 4 AT DA 008 TN TR S R L e R 45 280 110 o A B e 15 O T
T4k

=7 N S VAR SR =R

N R B SGHERS T oK,

By — AN AT Ss.

1 SG'«SG;

2 repeat
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W Sch A2 4E, UL 24 SG'JIT A1 #E % 4R &
MUL Hpde 88 0 K ok ) 2, K oA UL B8 HHJF A Sch;
W RL a4,
while UL R EZ4E do
# UL HhANGRE S Sch I 8k B A UL # 31 RL;
UL i — 405 % F KL UL B 21 Sch;
end while;
10 # Sch IAEIFEES Sis;
11 % Sch B BERE LG L TR R 147 L A TR ZEI (AR, JRKE: RVS(L) M (9 T A Tt B ARE 3 A
SG' 1 BR;
12 until SG' AN FAL & AT 0 A%
13 return AT TR Sis;
T ST AR PR R LA, M e X e T ST B R A e 07 (SR B 6 AT~58 9 AT). 25 I PR R AN [R] 1 A2 il S g
(FLV:56 8 17):
o I/NEALSE(smallest degree first, ik SDF), ML5E1EH: UL Hxt UL (TP 80w /N R BE 6 % SR s (1) H A
FE N UL R TT e/ RS B 5, M A f5e 24 1) Sch R n] gt K

o B IE KA SE (recursive largest first, faj#K RLF), JL Gk 48 UL Xt RL BP0 KM BE . Gr A2 7E
Sch I TE RGN SG B BRI 1VS(Sch) & AH 2 5 e 36 42 ¥ |61, 0 RLF (1) H #5254 Sch R &K
PRI ST e 2 M S Bk SG I (HP M8 G IR AT BE/D).

O T B AR A SRS SRS () 22 5, FRAT I 52 I 1 () (S AR B o] B AR TRV [T, B A AR — 2%
BB 3 MNEBAE Lyl 5 L TP03E B (90t 78 Ly (2008 P I BT S R AN RE S Ly R R). A Ly, L 1 L 1 5,
FH 5% 445 1 FTHBER. R L, B e ek 4 Dkt 2 )5, RLF 5 SDF i A [A] 1) e 3. % SDF
ME AR LTI E L5 L &7 2 40 1 & THEE SDF Pk L RLE TS, T L M L A 2 4
AHIF BT HURE S T Ls 15 Ly B2L R TFHU8E 2 0,8k RLF Lk L.

© 0O N OO O~ W

Fig.1 Examples to show the difference between SDF and RLF
Kl 1 3% SDF 5 RLF = [Rf4 1

SEBL 4 45 HH T O SRR FE A P A B VR K A (maximall) 2 S 7E R B8 S — AN IR R LA,
£ R 25 A WK, B AT AU 35 0 B B £ 0 A 5 BOBT 4R B R TTAT BB RS B I AR E B HE 1 A
I R S8R S 1 WK B R B A A 4 B B T TR I IV R 349 LR S 8 A I [ A £
i 00, T A B B 5 18

TEIB 4. % SG=(V,E) N I 5 B, T A LA X AR B 8 X O R 2o 48, ) Ty < A™(SG)+1.

I A P R AE VR, B ThoA™NSG)+LIUHLE] X — 2 A SR WK S 8 8 AN 7 B BRI IO B R LSy, LS,, ..,
LS, JUXHMEREER LeLs, 11 INso(L)SAN(SG)<To-L AR Hl i B, 45 LSy B LS, , o & A7 A — AN 1)
i H T8 B B R B AR AT S LR T R B A% AR S LS A8 LN LS, 5, i 44 LSO{LMI &
AT AT 3 B LA X AR 0 K B, AT S B O

FHHAE SG T AT CG TR AE IET CG MM A S JLH B K AL AT CG ik
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FROT SR 1040 e B 4 45 1 LT SG IR S AR R, L B K AN B K T O 1.
4.3 KB EIFIL R BYREE

FEAT S5 10 I 35 00 1 0 3 3 6 T PR s e, o 2R vk Tk B e A e e 2 — PR IR 10 T P ds
Pt BT ) A A R LR S BES L E BE 4 REAR.

k2 5E SG=(V,E), i X INg, (L) ABERE L AT 002, e A 12 B I 1) H 0 N B 2 |

INgG(L) = INSG(L) - IN;G(L)'
MR 5. ¥ SG=(V,E) A I K 18, A4SG) A f K10 T-H 52, W A%(SG) =0.
TR BEME N LyLy,..., Ly,

A%(SG) = max,_ . {IN& (L)} = %zl«n(lNgG(L[) —INL (L) = %(ngn ING(L)-Y, ., ING(L)=0  (3)

B a — AR BRI 2. |
Bk 2. TR HE T I0 E E
BN AT AR AP R SR LS;
i — AN AT
U I A 5 %
repeat
T U P T RRIRE RS IEH Loomer RS E8 m AN B0 S50 2%
U<_U_{Ln—m+l};
until U 4 254
fori=1tondo
HRERE L EFRT S SN i AN TR AR AR L R R B B LG I R Al B b dy S L AR IR R AR
#HH;
8 AT AT HIN TR B N T dy, 0 TR AR N R A X B I R A B E AT AORE L
9 end
10 return JIT A4 g (1) B ;
HE 2 T BARIIE AL n S S T RE R A H e AR UL R, IR E 2N
BEAN I AR A 3 — AN ATAT A B R 4R
o HEEHET AR T IECE ORI RS T T DL IR, B T I 3 R I DI A 3 v A I (1 £ B
00 S A B FLAHZE 320 3 B0 1 i 18 v T PR 7 e R IR B B 20 PR AR S Br B ¥ P A i s HE )
o IR [FDRE 23 T5C s DA 5t i 432 4D B T 4 AR B, DAy R AN B % T T AT I S AR — AN I TR RS B B L AT AT,
JEFR LN (ARG 1 T B IR B B A S B B B ST A TTAT AL W SR I A I TR R 2, 4 TE T 1
I B AR AR T B R B e 7R SR T 1IN, 22 I ) A K A 0 TG 45 12
SEVR 5 4y T 50k 2 WPk AR T BoRE A B B T A I AR 300 16— SR i T B AN I TR R A O, BT
13 BIRALLE 1R
IR 5. ¥ SG=(V,E) N IR &, Ty by 503k 2 Fril (=l B R 18 K B2, )0 Tx<<O(4°(SG)).
B 25 LAY n SRR R STV 2 K e TN Ly Lo, Lo P BE AN Ly JFOR FEREHS LB S, 30 TS A I
INF AT BEAC RS T SGy 4 BT O TR BE I BE I T TR A I i I B8R TS < TSp 1 <. <TS; H. TS, Bt& & i
K.
E SGy L F TR 2502 oAy J5 K ML 1 5 5,47 INSg (L) =0,
INgs, (L) = INgg, (L) + INgg, (L) < 2- INgg, (L) 4)
Y 2% AL BBE R Ly I, 20 PR O

~N O O B W N
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o TSta> INgg (L) 124 LB BT JL T 56 M 1) B B BOANBE I INGg (L ). ARl Jet J5 B, b I b AR A2 AE— A
B ), e T R R B B TR AN B AT AT Ly 25 I B B, UK Ly RON R AR R 2 AT AT 1. AT TS=
TSt+1-
o TSu1< INgg (L) Fe R OUS F S0 — A I DA D9 st Ay
TS=TSt1+1< INgg (L) +1<2-IN (L) +1.
L E PIRIEOL A TS;=max{TSt1, 2- INg (L) +1}.1E R H,SG=5Gy, H. SGrsy /2 SGy 11118, T A HLE B
TS <2-A°(SGy)+1.
(1) B, TS,=1<<2-4°%(SG,)+1;
(2) B k<N, TSy <2-A°(SGyar)+1 57, W)
TS, < max{Ts, ;,2- INg (L) +1
<max{2-4°(SG, ;) +1,2- INg, (L) +1}
<max{2-4°(SG,) +1,2- INg; (L) +1}
=2-4°(5G,) +1
03RRI A TR 4582 SHER t<n, 3 TS;<X2-4°(SG)+1, A 1M} TS;<<X2-4°(SG,)+1=2-A°(SG)+1. & B
THIE. O
IRNBLREE S T8, AR T Ao R A3 2 504 1) PR BV pe e 3 4 3R 00 6T AT Al K e 28 1, LR FE K R 1
BN O(A™(SG)); 2 HE 5 45 5L 2 MR BE K O(4°(SG)). — Mk, 4°(SG) < A™(SG), H.A™(SG) i AT 7%
KT A°(SG). Rk, B 44 1) #1 FE AR 78 B S 45 HE ) &5 SR BE AR

5 [HEEITfh

T 17 NS-2UTep {1 8 BEML A O P fE.NS-2 LS RFZ 3R AL (capture effect), B 4 M 5 & 2 i o i,
A5 5 1 SINR KT CPThresh(NS-2 [1Z:41), WISE 5 5 nl e A 2 2000 R SCRE SIC B A5 5 T #e g i, 77 A
3 &R AR TG S:2) I M OE S gag;3) i E S B RE E 5 SINR
KT CPThresh.

7 18 1000mx1000m [X 35k P 1) 75 28 B T 190 0% A5 R AR 0 Two-Way  ground, £% 51446 24 2Mbps, 1% i [
“h 250m.MAC JZ124T |EEE 802.11 5 TDMA HpSC. BR -4 7 U6 B, B A6 A 415 s 3 — B RS RIE RSN A
1500Bytes. 15 A1 4 15w BEALLLBE H bR 15 A, 770 75 2L I A2 i 6 6 A28 11 2 B % F

H i T4 22 i [ MPR FR 8 B2 O R R B T MPR (#— R AE. Hh 1 K 2% 18 SIC A IR fi £
FRUE, B AA R B 4% LAE T SIC-aware protocol #7821 SCHR[5], 4 3C LA IEEE 802.11 24 H A%t 4. IEEE 802.11
J2 T 1) B B2 I T CSMA(carrier sensing multiple access) i MAC i, A3 272 B L BB, T S0 b 45
FACK Ha H SIC Jir s Sk (1 BB UL 34 22 I 4 1 (¥ A 28 5 9 FE L okl 090 7 280k 3 )8 S AL 1 ¥ 45 SR 430 Y LO,
SDF 5 RLF %R,

PEAL 2 500 Bl B A 1 2 5 SO I 2 8 250 (T—Tao2)/ Teoz, S5 H, T 9 I FH U BE LRI X BF (K1 75 0 11T T A9
Bl PTVT T I S IEEE 802,11 B AR i 4% NS-2 F0 3 FH 86 8, 3 e v W S 1) g 500m, BIY 7 3% 4 31 .
REAER m 2 2 RS0 25 R P IE, B RCSE I ARAIF R AN AT s R 1% 22 /b 5 000 MR .

5.1 HI5 M

RYAE SIC 7ERCHUAR 1) ) 26 v [ 1 BB 34, 26 52— A 64 717 U3 5) 43 A I I 45, 1 (x,y) (1 <X<8,1<<y<8)
TR A T S OCEW R 3 RS [ 1 A =X

(1) P1:(x,1)—>(x,8);

(2) X1:(x,2)—>((x+6) mod 8,7);

(5)

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



BB A SoARak TR td TR W 4 08 B Bk 949

(3) X2:(x,8)—((x+6) mod 8,2).

Forh mod F R BUBHEAE xmody & [B] x KRy (MR E AR R R H 8 ML 2 45 T ARFIAR T 1
Bk a5, Hod XIX2 R X1 5 X2 R 3 [F B AZ LR, T PX 278 3 Bl =X iy it [m) B A7 7

B 25 5 B 3G K, I R AR L 43 A W 19 22 A I TR B8 LE A VU3 R X BT 2 TR T 48 25 R 3B K3
K BENLEIAE T4 B 1 PE RS 35 78 3 LI RLF 91k B8 S 1 4% ) 2 70 3 638, A XAX2 % PX #E=X T,
577 3 8 MW i 1EEE 802.11 AHLE, & JL-T- Wi f Mot in 7 k.

HAHT AR, B 3 45 T XIX2 R R 55 B 10 4 ik 2 1) BB A0 A L Al A = 170 45 SR 2R 0L, 3K L IS 5 ]
BT S I EEE 802.11 (177 I S AR 22 199 245 Hh A 70 DK B e B I, A8 A A A 3 U, 3K L4 B %) A A 4 A0 U T
PR Z B A TR 1Ay MR R, VF 22 B B I e ik B BEE T 0.0 I8 AR AT S5 R A6 1) B KA
b B I AT AR AR, 80% B4 B 1) F5 T AR T 40K bps. [7] B, 25 98 01 T B 2R RE QR B A 71 A — /N30 20 B ik 1
BT 52 2 0 I 45 B ), L i A S T I ARE T R T TDMA (¥ 3 Pl s B L3 44t TR IF (i &
Sk, 2 T 909 B B ) 7R B LT AR 1R R 22 T TDMA B8 B HLEI B 0% A 2t R ] SIC B IE R ML T
PRALAR = (A I e B AR 1 AT

101 1.0
—<-LO H-SDF -ARLF
09+ 0.8}
R 08F R 06F
& & i
3 o7} S 04l / ;Lo
g«i : E‘;T: : i H - SDF
& 3 ! ! --- RLF
08¢ 02¢ /) —Nocs
0.5 L L L L ] 0.0 . e L \,Nlth‘CS
P1 X1 X2 X1X2 PX 7.5 225 375 59.1 70.5 81.9
bk SR B 1 24 45 it & (Kbps)

Fig.2 Throughput gain under various flow patterns Fig.3 Cumulative distribution of throughput under flow

in a network with 64 nodes at uniform grids pattern X1X2 in a network with 64 nodes at uniform grids
K2 $550 Aty 64 15 sl g K3 $5o A 64 15 sl g e
SR ST A i 1 2 XIX2 30N BB B 110 7 ik 1) SR Al
5.2 EASML
IR R A B TE M W 2 25 15 B H 7R 36~64 (8], T 1 RUBENL A A SRR ST S LB TR p

B AT R AR S, 3L B AR s TR s AR v [ P B AT 5T AT R RS I AR [ p (Y A& 0.5~0.9.
BRI, 10 £ 11 % B 0B A b R AR AR Ah T 4 45t T AN IR B K 50T 10 1 4 7 e R 2 ) 3 RO LA, B 4 B S 1
BEOR B8 35 AR AR AN WS S TR AL LO MY & & /DA 30%, Hl W KT 50%, i 3 22 il i 80%. 5 2 4
Lt,SDF 5 RLF [VERe S 4F ek 2k 2 H 2 T 30 ), 5 3 Bk i Ur i) 1IEEE 802.11 AH Lk, e ik & e i 19 oL 42
Wi ET 110%.

h T RN BRI B84 25 RS A SR AL, s B8 00 a5 ) FH #6 (utilization ratio of super vertex) A 4 ) FH B 68 T A5
B T AT H R — SR TS (Lo L) R & 48,2 Ly b5 Lo 3900 V0 30 B % IR, 2 AT Ak 0 T A T D s
A 5 A TARRIA R T IR 3R 1AW T ISR T 5wk s & A O R T MO R
F3 KT 0.5, 3 W 34 4746 WA Sk 0 AH 5S4 ph B 5 R 2, 24 R0 FH 2R 4 K ) 384 25 1 48 K. SDF 5 RLF 37 1) FH ()68 T3
MR 2 XM RRE T AT RE R AR LOLH R, i B 5 4R H R EE ML LO B4 T S AR 1K B e 1 BB A 4
ELSEIG T LO 1Mk REEN AR B i A1 VR FE I R o LO R TS RHE R T A R A R RE S, T SDF 5 RLF K3
HE P AT 5 20 T 8 A AT AT R B X AR FRAT T, Al R A IR AP ARAE A3 B 5, 490 G 4 e ) 2 75 0 B AR AE
BT
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Table 1 Correlation coefficient between the throughput gain and the utilization ratio of super vertex

1 UM R 5k B R (AR G R 5K

i L LO SDF RLF
HIK R AL 0.548 0.529 0.576
160 120 .
< ¢ LO +SDF ARLF = 100 A b i
< 120 ATy I N A£é; omb
;Ka ;Ka 80 Q0 <9+ + AT A A
* +é$i+ 5 G AQHL T A 4
80 A 407 1+ A 60 %20 e A
= §§§g@§§§§ " E o0l oge ot ¢
T 40 Rg 000 +° A A
& g %% & © 0LO +SDF4RLF
0 1 1 1 1 J 0 L Rl . W 1 1 J
200 25 30 35 40 45 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
s H jER T A R 2
Fig.4 Average throughput gain verse the number of Fig.5 Average throughput gain verse the utilization
links in a network with dynamics ratio of super vertex in a network with dynamics

K4 ghasmgsh a5 H A p et B as B 5 s 1o 4% vl Bk T ) P 3 i A2 A0 ) v i 0 B

I 52 VT A PR T, 20 0 e S P 2 17 O PR PO R B, L SRR MR Ik T R A P R B TR i B H L B m D e
245 oh T BE B C B0 L Je 22 I DL IO P 250 e O ()5 (L7 S5 o 5 00 v T 1 0 H 7 O(nllogon) Y L2 7.
P 6 25 Hh T AN R B i R R T e ) RVASE O 8 ) B B 5 n O KT AN BT B (B E 45 254 O(nllogen)
(1 96 16T P A A 2R e 5 P () S BEARAN by O(n), 55 2 AH L, SG AR LR 51 T O(log,n).
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Fig.6  Number of super vertices verse the number of links in a network with dynamics
P 6 ks o0 2ot o b e i I AR Ak 8 T H

M2 IR E RS LUA B A HERR 2 SIC R0, BT 3 H TR B AL RE S T2 40 AR SIC BIJERFLA,
MR AL BT 1645 CSMA B (ti 1EEE 802.11) 1 11 fit.

6 ZHRiIE

HUAR SIC 2 55 7 2L ) MPR 5 A 2 — fFLIE 52 5 SIC (0T 2 I 4 v () 8 Jo e s A7 0%l LA Bk e ok JRAT T4
H T IR E(SG) LAZIE SIC (¥ B RS AE E B T 3T~ SG (14 % 1 27 S NP-hard 1] 831, 7 5 - 500 & 4 K 8
B I PERE T F BT T 3 FAS R F U LS, 3R AE 07 Z0PR 8 Th IR E T AT 8 A A B A S P B TR,
ok AR 2 58 T4 B 5 22 3 1o LU0 i 6 45 Y % b T £ B L oI o T 50 KR 0 TG 4 I % , 3 A 2%
£ 43 A 2 VR 0 vt LA R 92 o
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