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Abstract—The innovation of Wi-Fi 6, IEEE 802.11ax, was
be approved as the next sixth-generation (6G) technology of
wireless local area networks (WLANs) by improving the fun-
damental performance of latency, throughput, and so on. The
main technical feature of orthogonal frequency division multiple
access (OFDMA) supports multi-users to transmit respective
data concurrently via the corresponding access points (APs).
However, the conventional IEEE 802.11 protocol for Wi-Fi
roaming selects the target AP only depending on received signal
strength indication (RSSI) which is obtained by the received
Response frame from the APs. In the long term, it may lead
to congestion in a single channel under the scenarios of dense
users further increasing the association delay and packet drop
rate, even reducing the quality of service (QoS) of the overall
system. In this paper, we propose a multi-agent deep Q-learning
for fast roaming (MADAR) algorithm to effectively minimize the
latency during the station roaming for Smart Warehouse in Wi-
Fi 6 system. The MADAR algorithm considers not only RSSI but
also channel state information (CSI), and through online neural
network learning and weighting adjustments to maximize the
reward of the action selected from Epsilon-Greedy. Compared to
existing benchmark methods, the MADAR algorithm has been
demonstrated for improved roaming latency by analyzing the
simulation result and realistic dataset.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid advancements in Wi-Fi technology have been

identified as a key enabler for the large-scale deployment of

the Internet of Things (IoT), paving the way for an intelligent

information society [1]. As Wi-Fi is anticipated to facilitate

emerging services and applications, the increased usage of

Wi-Fi devices raises concerns about network congestion [1],

[2]. Moreover, the COVID-19 pandemic has accelerated the

adoption of unmanned intelligent technologies across various

sectors, consequently increasing the demand for wireless data

services in scenarios such as Smart Warehouses, self-service

stores, and automated guided vehicles (AGVs).

As the global population and the number of Wi-Fi devices

continue to grow, the demand for low latency and quality of

service (QoS) in 6G wireless communication networks has

intensified [3]. Traditional standards and techniques primarily

focus on enhancing throughput and optimizing resource alloca-

tion using convex optimization or other mathematical analysis

methods [4], [5]. Recent studies have explored Wi-Fi roaming

systems and commercial smart warehouse applications to

improve efficiency in commercial settings [6], [7]. However,

Figure 1. System architecture for 802.11ax based fast roaming in a smart
warehouse.

these works do not address channel contention and the time

complexity arising from extensive calculations.

Uplink OFDMA-based random access (UORA) contention

mechanisms have been analyzed in [8]–[11], revealing their

potential to support multi-user transmissions simultaneously

in Wi-Fi 6 scenarios. Despite this, UORA still faces issues

with high collision probability, low efficiency, and increased

transmission packet delays during the roaming process under

high contention. Existing standards like IEEE 802.11k/v/r

have aimed to minimize interruptions when Wi-Fi stations

(STAs) switch between access points (APs) in the network

[12], [13]. However, many commercial devices do not support

these standards due to hardware limitations, thereby reducing

their overall impact. Furthermore, 802.11k/v/r relies on a

centralized algorithm design, concentrating control schemes on

the AP side and increasing the operational burden on APs. As

a result, distributed multi-agent schemes and deep Q-networks

(DQNs) have shown potential in dynamically addressing these

issues [14], [15].

In recent years, learning methods have been proposed to

alleviate the high complexity optimization required in con-

ventional wireless communication methods [16]–[20]. Rein-

forcement learning (RL) is one such model that optimizes

learning weights based on environmental outcomes [21]. How-

ever, traditional RL may not be suitable for high-dimensional

and high-speed systems [22]. Therefore, we propose using

http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01210v1


DQN approaches, which combine deep learning (DL) and

RL, to expedite the extraction of valuable information from

channel state information (CSI) and facilitate learning the

best strategy. Unlike centralized methods and existing 802.11

standards, this approach aims to provide high efficiency and

low latency, which have not been jointly considered in the

existing literature [6], [7], [12], [13]. The main contributions

of this paper are summarized as follows.

• We utilize the ns-3 network simulator with varying num-

bers of STAs and operating channels to emulate real-

time Wi-Fi channel scanning and roaming based on the

802.11ax standard. Additionally, we collect CSI, includ-

ing received signal strength indicator (RSSI), signal-to-

noise ratio (SNR), and throughput, by receiving ProbeRe-

sponse frames from APs during each channel scan pro-

cedure, aiming to minimize latency during association.

• In adherence to the IEEE 802.11ax protocol, we design a

distributed multi-agent deep Q-Learning for fast roaming

(MADAR) algorithm, which learns to choose the best

target AP for roaming. The distributed agents consist

of collaborative macro-agents for STAs and competitive

micro-agents for individual resources such as channels,

resource units (RUs), and power. Our proposed MADAR

scheme progressively learns the optimal strategy for AP

assignment based solely on latency feedback.

• We evaluate the performance of the proposed MADAR

scheme by simulating various numbers of serving STAs

and operating APs in a Wi-Fi 6 scenario. By referencing

practical datasets, we enhance the authenticity of the

simulations. The MADAR scheme, in comparison to

those in the open literature, demonstrates compatibility

with operating channels across different transmission

frequency bands and benefits from resilient allocation.

Moreover, our proposed algorithm predicts a target AP

that achieves low latency during STA association.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section

II details the system model deployed by IEEE 802.11ax

and formulates the problem of a roaming system. Section

III elaborates on the proposed MADAR scheme, including

epsilon-greedy and deep Q-learning algorithms, while Section

IV presents performance evaluations. Finally, Section V draws

the conclusions of this paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

As depicted in Fig. 2, we consider a multi-STA network

consisting of M desired APs deployed with grid widths of

dm, ∀1 ≤ m ≤ M in an environment using the 802.11ax

standard. We assume that N channels with bandwidth B

are available for these APs to scan. In the channel scanning

phase, where the channel employs the OFDMA technique, the

process of active scanning starts with the station initializing the

ProbeRequest frame, which includes the broadcast destina-

tion address, service set identifier (SSID), supported rate, and

other details. The K stations scan each channel, represented

as N = {1, 2, ..., N}, sequentially from the current operating

channel and send a ProbeRequest frame to inquire about

Figure 2. The proposed MADAR scheme. Distributed agents include col-
laborative multiple macro-agents of STAs and competitive micro-state-agents,
i.e., throughput/RSSI/SNR.

available APs on that channel. We then set two probe timers,

MinChannelT ime and MaxChannelT ime, to be 10 and

100 milliseconds, respectively. After the k-th station sends a

ProbeRequest management frame on the channel and waits

for a ProbeResponse frame, we observe the following:

• If no AP responds within MinChannelT ime, the station

switches to the next channel and starts a new round of

probing available APs.

• If the station receives any ProbeResponse within

MinChannelT ime, the station waits to confirm whether

there are other APs that have not responded until the end

of MaxChannelT ime.

Note that the probe timers MinChannelT ime and

MaxChannelT ime are fixed in the system. The procedure is

repeated until all channel scans are completed. By receiving

the ProbeResponse frame from the simulated network, we

can obtain RSSI ri,m and SNR γi,m of the i-th channel and

m-th AP regarding the received frame signal quality from the

physical layer. We then calculate the throughput of the i-th

scanning channel after potential association and authentication,

theoretically expressed by [23] as

Ri,m =
E[Pi,t]

E[Li,t]
≤ Rupp, (1)

where Pi,t denotes the payload information in a timeslot of

the i-th channel, Li,t is the length of a slot time, and Rupp is

the achievable upper bound of Shannon capacity, which can

be represented as

Rupp = B · log2

(

1 +
αipihi

σ2
i

)

, (2)

where αi is an indicator for the selected channel n, pi is the

transmission power for the selected channel i, hi is the channel

gain derived from transmit power and collected RSSI, σ2
i is

the noisy signal power including interference and noise power,

and B is the available operating bandwidth.

Moreover, we consider the overall handover delay formu-

lated as T = TCS + TRO + Tcont, and TCS is the channel

scanning time for N channels, which can be represented as



[7]

TCS =

N
∑

i=1

TCS,i =

N
∑

i=1

Tpb,i + Twt,i + Tsw,i

=

N
∑

i=1

Tpb,i + tmin,i + tmax,i + Tsw,i,

(3)

where Tpb,i denotes probe request time on channel i. Twt,i

denotes the probe response waiting time, where tmin,i is the

minimum required response time of the i-th channel even with

no existing AP, and tmax,i is the maximum waiting time for all

AP responses of the i-th channel on channel i. Tsw,i denotes

the switching time between channels. TRO is the roaming time,

which can be formulated as

TRO = Tau + Tas, (4)

where Tau denotes association delay and Tas denotes authenti-

cation delay. In 802.11ax uplink, we need to implement UORA

to contend for RUs. Then, Tcont is the average contention

delay for a station that successfully contends for the RUs,

which can be expressed as

Tcont =

{

TIFS, if channel is idle,

E[Ds]× TIFS + E[TBO], otherwise,

(5)

where

E[Ds] =
1

Ps

=
1

1− [1− τ (1− pc)]
Ksta

, (6)

E[TBO] =
(W0 − 1)

2
+

U
∑

i=1

(1− Ps)
i ·

(W0 · 2
i − 1)

2
, (7)

where Ds means the number of stages elapsed until successful

contention. τ is the STA transmit probability. TIFS is the

interval frame space; when the channel is idle, it will wait for

a while before detecting whether the channel is still idle. TBO

means the sender will wait for a random backoff time after the

channel is idle. W0 means the minimum contention window

size. U is the maximum backoff stage. Ps is the successful

contention probability of at least one station successfully con-

tending. τ is the transmission probability that an STA transmits

a frame at the given UORA channel access contention. pc is

the probability that at least one of the (Ksta − 1) remaining

stations transmit in the selected RU, where Ksta is the number

of associated STAs contending to access RUs.

B. Problem Formulation

Our objective aims to minimize the total latency by con-

sidering channel scanning time TCS , roaming time TRO, and

contention delay Tcont. The optimization problem can be

formulated as

min
αibipi

T = TCS + TRO + Tcont (8a)

subject to maxRi ≥ Rthr, ∀i, (8b)

max ri ≥ rthr, ∀i, (8c)

PER(max si) ≤ δ, ∀i, (8d)

0 ≤ pi ≤ pmax, ∀i, (8e)

Figure 3. The architecture of Distributed Multi-Agent Deep Q-Learning and
action policy training in the proposed MADAR scheme.

αi ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i, (8f)

N
∑

i=1

αi = 1, ∀i. (8g)

In (8b) and (8c), we optimize the scanned channel AP rate

requirement and scanned signal quality, respectively. To guar-

antee QoS, in (8d), we constrain the per-STA packet error rate

(PER). (8f) are generic binary set constraints, which represent

AP association limitations and, when combined with (8g),

ensure that only a single channel can be selected to choose a

target AP on the channel. In the following section, we intend

to develop a deep Q Network model to minimize the total

latency.

III. PROPOSED DISTRIBUTED MULTI-AGENT DEEP

Q-LEARNING FOR FAST ROAMING SCHEME (MADAR)

According to existing literature, machine learning tech-

niques are often used to predict channel state information,

enabling flexible and dynamic associations with potential

APs. RL is a type of machine learning in which an agent

learns a task through a trial-and-error method by interacting

with a dynamic environment. The proposed MADAR scheme

employs a multi-agent DQN architecture, which is designed

based on macro-agents of STAs and micro-agents of states.

Notably, unlike the general state-driven RL, we use epsilon-

greedy to select actions, taking advantage of exploitation and

exploration during the training phase.

As illustrated in Fig. 3, we collect the state S =
{Sm,R, Sm,r, Sm,γ} from a real-time 802.11ax scenario. Note

that S is a matrix representing the information of each

candidate AP. In the action selection phase, we deploy epsilon-

greedy using the parameter ǫ. An epsilon-greedy agent may

select an action A = {αt, bt} with a sub-optimal state for



Algorithm 1: Proposed MADAR Scheme

1: Initialize: Iteration index t = 0, ǫ, θµ

2: Set empty state table S
3: while STA is operating do
4: t← t+ 1
5: Each STA attains state table when active scanning finishes
6: (Exploration–Exploitation)
7: if random() < ǫ then
8: Select ai,t, bi,t having the optimal AP’s RSSI from Sm,t

9: else
10: Select optimal prediction form target network by

argmax Q(sm,t, am,t)
11: end if
12: Interact with environments and obtain new state Sm,t+1 and

reward Wt

13: Memorize tuple of {Sm,t, Sm,t+1, ai,t,Wt to replay
memory buffer

14: Train the Q network by (9) and (10)
15: if mod (t, C) = 0 then
16: Synchronize models of target network from Q network
17: end if
18: end while

low latency. Since our goal is to minimize delay, we allow

this action to be learned by our network. Note that αt is the

number of nodes in the candidate AP, and bt is the operating

channel of the target AP. As time passes and epsilon changes,

we expect the action policy to gradually transition to the DQN

after a converged training. In the learning phase, we consider

four deep neural network (DNN) layers as our hidden layers

with {16, 32, 64, 128} neurons, and we select tanh as our

activation function in DNN layers. We fit the current state St,

next state S ′
t, action at, and reward Wt into the DQN. Next,

the gradient approach for the DQN optimizes the weight θµ,

which is calculated as

∇θµJ = E{s,s′,a,W} [∇aQ (s′, a|θq, s = st, a = µ (s|θµ))] .
(9)

The mean-square error (MSE) is selected as a loss function

for the DQN expressed as

L(θ) = E{s,a∼ρ(s)} [y −Q(s, a|θ)]2 , (10)

where ρ(s) is a probability distribution over sequence s, and

y = r + γmax
a′

Q (s′, a′) (11)

is the target reward in DQN. To determine which action yields

the maximum reward, an agent must define the value of taking

each action. The concrete procedure of MADAR scheme is

demonstrated in Algorithm 1.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

We evaluate the proposed MADAR algorithm by using ns-3

simulations to verify our proposed system model, we deploy

five channels in different frequencies with three APs. With

standard IEEE 802.11ax, we consider a Wi-Fi 6 network as

specified in Table I, with three APs in different operating

channels and K = 20 STAs, such that each STA is scattered

randomly in area. The STA needs to background active scan

intervals is 200 ms. Note that the channel scan processdure and

Table I
PARAMETERS OF 802.11AX SYSTEM

System Parameter Value

Frequency 2.4 GHz, 5 GHz
Number of channels (N ) 5
Number of AP (M ) 3
Channel bandwidth (B) 20 MHz
Distance between APs 25 meters
Propagation max range 30 meters
Interval of background active scan 200 ms
MinChannelTime (tmin,i) 10 ms
MaxChannelTime (tmax,i) 100 ms
Association timeout 100 ms
Learning rate (η1) 0.3
Exploration rate (ǫ) 0.3
Handoff threshold −85 dB
Packet error rate (δ) 0.001
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Figure 4. Association delay performance of proposed MADAR compared
with the benchmarks at channel bands of (a) 2.4 GHz and (b) 5 GHz.

the handoff threshold is −85 dB based on [24]. The handoff

process will be mandatory implement when the current link

quality of the associated AP is less than handoff threshold.

Because we need STAs to be able to move under different AP

transmission ranges, we set the maximum transmission range

of the AP to 30 meters, and the distance between each AP is

set to 25 meters.

In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we evaluate the association delays

TRO of the experiment using realistic AP setting (ERA), ns-3

network simulator (default 802.11ax protocol), epsilon-greedy,

and our proposed MADAR scheme in different frequencies

with K = 10 STAs. Both the 802.11ax simulation and the



Table II
ASSOCIATION DELAY

(a) 2.4 GHz

Benchmark ERA 802.11ax Epsilon-Greedy MADAR
Max 0.175 0.205 0.188 0.1375

Min 0.1052 0.1151 0.1145 0.1016

Avg 0.1387 0.148 0.1466 0.1178

(b) 5 GHz

Benchmark ERA 802.11ax Epsilon-Greedy MADAR
Max 0.2818 0.2754 0.2106 0.178

Min 0.112 0 .1005 0.1135 0.059

Avg 0.1492 0.1545 0.147 0.1105
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Figure 5. The maximum number of supported contending STAs under
different total numbers of operating STAs.

ERA serve as our baseline, closely approximating real-world

conditions. Once the neural network converges in our proposed

scheme, we observe a higher tendency to select actions pre-

dicted by DQN rather than random selection. Note that the

contention delay is included in each packet transmission time.

As shown in Table II, our simulated Wi-Fi system in ns-3

closely resembles the delay obtained from ERA. We compare

this scenario with other benchmark methods. From the data in

the table, we can see that although Epsilon-Greedy effectively

reduces the association delay, its random selection during

exploration may still choose the worst-performing AP. On

average, if extreme values exist, the delay improvement may

not be significant. In contrast, our proposed MADAR scheme

uses the neural network model for prediction during target AP

exploration, avoiding extreme values and yielding better delay

reduction than conventional 802.11 and other methods.

Fig. 5 shows the maximum contention STAs comparison

for the proposed MADAR scheme and conventional 802.11ax

under different numbers of STAs with K = {5, 10, 15, 20}.

Conventionally, the target AP selection is based solely on

RSSI, which potentially leads to channel congestion and

increased packet collision probability if most STAs choose

the AP with the best RSSI. Our proposed MADAR method
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Figure 6. Data rate performance comparison for proposed MADAR scheme
compared with benchmarks under different channel band 2.4 GHz and 5 GHz.
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Figure 7. Association Delay performance comparison for proposed MADAR
scheme with conventional method under different operating numbers of STAs
at 5 GHz.

dynamically learns from the delayed reward and CSI returned

by the Wi-Fi system, effectively achieving network load bal-

ancing and reducing channel contention-induced delays.

Fig. 6 displays the average data rate for the proposed

MADAR scheme, benchmarked against the Epsilon-Greedy

method [25] and conventional 802.11ax scheme. The Epsilon-

Greedy method often chooses random APs, resulting in vari-

able data rates in environments with a large number of STAs.

Conventional 802.11ax has the worst performance in both fre-

quency bands. Performance of MADAR varies with different

epsilon values, as the epsilon parameter determines the pro-

portion of DQN exploration (neural network) and exploitation

(RSSI-based) at its early stage, eventually transitioning to full-

DQN prediction. If epsilon is too small, useful actions may

not be learned, leading to degraded results; if epsilon is too

large, the learned features become random, which is similar

to RSSI-based actions.



Fig. 7 demonstrates the performance comparison for the

proposed MADAR scheme with varying epsilon and the con-

ventional roaming method under different numbers of STAs.

In cases with a large number of STAs, channel congestion and

a high probability of packet collision arise due to too many

STAs in the same channel. As a result, association request

must be retransmitted multiple times for successful roaming,

which results in increasing association delay. The advantages

of the proposed MADAR scheme can be observed, as it strikes

a balance in loading between operating channels.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed the MADAR algorithm, which employs

the deep Q-learning approach in an IEEE 802.11ax scenario

to enhance Wi-Fi 6 roaming latency and rate through a

decentralized control method. The MADAR-agent is designed

to integrate the DQN and epsilon-greedy strategies, striking

a compelling balance between exploration and exploitation

by choosing between up-to-date and historical policies. Sim-

ulation results have demonstrated the potential benefits of

the proposed MADAR algorithm in terms of network load

balancing, packet error rate, and collision probability. By

reducing dependence on APs or controllers, the MADAR

algorithm, from the perspective of STA, is compatible with

more devices supporting different standards and can enhance

the potential benefits in the next-generation IEEE 802.11be

standard, i.e., Wi-Fi 7.
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