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CSMA-ALOHA DACAP Tone-Lohi

(aggressive version)

Sense the channel for a short,

random time (much less than r, pmp)

transmit if the channel is clear,
otherwise repeat sensing until the
channel is found free
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CSMA-ALOHA’s lighter access phase achieves Increased attenuation decreases interference, = CSMA-ALOHA vyields better throughput;
better throughput than DACAP and T-Lohi (CSMA-ALOHA's performance improves) DACAP benefits from a lower transmit power.

Conclusion: CSMA-ALOHA wins over more complicated asynchronous access schemes in the considered scenarios (main reasons: delay and interference)
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