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Abstract—In this paper, we quantify the benefits of employing

2 "
relay station in large-coverage cognitive radio systems wbh ( ATk S _
opportunistically access the licensed spectrum of some siha Qﬁ R é " .
"\ = !'—,— — "‘. :
TJ' —— n—

coverage primary systems scattered inside. Through analigal

study, we show that even a simple decode-and-forward (SDF) e S 8s .
relay, which can hold only one packet, offers significantpath- Y ) é Su-Re @657 .
loss gain in terms of the spatial transmission opportunities Bilss SU-RS )
and link reliability. However, such scheme fails to capturethe %’l & &
spatial-temporal burstiness of the primary activities, that is, " R & '":;;‘:::e”
when either the source-relay (SR) link or relay-destinatio (RD) A e

link is blocked by the primary activities, the cognitive spe&trum

access has to stop. To overcome this obstacle, we further rose  Fig- 1.~ An example of large-coverage CRS opportunisticalbcess the
buffered decode-and-forward (BDF) protocol. By exploitirg the licensed spectrum of some randomly distributed small4ame PU systems.
infinitely long buffer at the relay, the blockage time on eitter SR

or RD link is saved for cognitive spectrum access. Thbuffer gain

is shown analytically to improve the stability region and aerage the impact of PU activities and dynamic spectrum-sharing.

end-to-end delay performance of the cognitive relay system Moreover, in the existing works, the coverage of the PU sgste
is assumed to be much larger than the SU’s, so the spatial
|. INTRODUCTION burstiness of the primary traffic and its impact on the CRS

The core idea behind the cognitive transmission is to |Qtave n_ot been fully investigated. . .
the secondary users (SUs) exploit the under-utilized spe(%—ln this paper, we try to shed a I|gh_t on the protocollde3|gn
trum holes left by the primary communication systermis [1].9 CRS that .addresses the above ISSUes. We are interested
[3], either in temporal, frequency or spatial domain, witho in the scenario where the CRS_coverage IS much Ig_rger than
interfering the regular transmissions of the primary ugets). the PU coverage and try tq design compatlble cogn|t|ye relay
One key issue of the cognitive radio (CR) system is on t)féotocols_ that could effect|yely deall with the uncerFa_ng!fy
efficiency of spectrum sharing with the PU system. Dire tU .Ipcatlons and the spafulal bur;tlness of PU activities. In
transmission, which demands large transmit power, ends A fition, we study the stab|I|t)_/ region and.the averageteHd.—

d delay of the CRS under different relaying protocols civhi
are critical for delay-sensitive applications. We shalbwh

with small opportunity of access and hence low spectru
sharing efficiency. As suchCR combined with relay station . ) - )
(RS), referred to asognitive relay systerfCRS), appears asthat the mtrodu_ctmn of a <_:ogn|t|ve relay pr_owdes two lsve
an attractive solution to boost the spectrum sharing effayie of potential gains. In part|c.ular, a conventional decodd-la
The majority of the existing works on CRS focused on th.fé)rWard (DF) re_Iay under.a s_|mple DF (SI.D.F) protocol prpwdes
physical layer aspects of the problem [4]-[6]. For example,'n(lz_reba_‘l‘?'ted sagtﬁll_tranfsmls(sjlc;n opp(irr]tlfnltles a_ndoen:idrmef
distributed algorithm for channel access and power contrdl 'S iy, l\;\ll Ic blsﬁre_erret tﬁ aspall '(zﬁs %?mk n Otp 0
was proposed for cognitive multi-hop relays inl [6], and 5’_ y €nabling bultering at the refay, the blockage time on
channel selection policy for multi-hop cognitive mesh nertikv either the .source-relay or relay-destination I|nI§ can beda
was considered by [5]. Whetelay-sensitivepplications are to further increase spectrum access opportunities andceedu
considered, other performance measures such astalhdity

the end-to-end delay. This is referred to lagfer gainand
region and theaverage end-to-end packet delagcome criti- is shown via the_ analysis of our proposed puffered DF. (BDF)
cal. In [7], the authors analyzed the delay of a cognitivayel proftocol. We derive the closed-form expressions of theilitab
assisted multi-access network, however, they did not densi region and the average end-to-end delay for each protocbl an
' ' quantify the two types of gains based on the derived results.
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FoRo o o is the white Gaussian noise at receiyeii.e. Z; ~ N(0,0?)
= 055 and we assume; = o2, Vj. Further define the instantaneous
6 pU2 PU4 > @ received signal- to mterference and-noise ratio (SIMR)link
SU-Tx SU-Rx ij as vy = a( ) Co- L a - Hij,7 = D andysgp =
M—O Pl a(Psg) - CoG, - -Hgr, respectively, wher€, = "”;‘f;f
SR

is a constant mdependent of the transmit power. Moreover, w
B B . G assume the maximum transmit power constraint for SU-Tx and
PUL {p SU-RS are bothP,,,,. respectively.
i b—gi @

SU-Tx SU-RS SU-Rx

_]]]:DID"C EB ® . B. Assumptions for PU Distribution and Activities

provece! We assume the PUs are uniformly (randomly) distributed on

v— || HTT-O— | TIO— ot the two-dimensional plane with density In any given slot,
{Qs} (o) each PU can be either active (ON) (with probability) or

inactive (OFF) (with probabilityrg = 1—m). By the indicator

variablea(P;;), we have related the impact of PU activities to

received SINRs on linkj. When transmitting with powep;;,

about100-200 m. So the transmission between a pair of SU'€ average interference-to-noise ratio (INR) recelvealﬁsU

nodes may affect multiple PU systems simultaneously. ~ Dsp distance away igjsp(Pij, Dsp) = Co - 2 ps,- When
the INR is higher than thresholg,;, the PUPtransmlssmn

would be interfered. Settingsp(Pij, D5p) = Yen, We can
find the radius of the maximum interference region’#s, =

Cognitive relay system

Fig. 2. lllustrative diagram of the CRS under three protscol

A. Assumptions for SU Transmission

We consider a CRS with a SU transmitter (SU-Tx), a S o o _ )
receiver (SU-Rx), and a half-duplex cognitive RS (SU-RS),5%+:7 ° Pij) - Since the directional beam with beamwidth
as shown in Fig[12. The links between SU-Tx and SU-R¥, rad can be approximated by a sector with an@e the
SU-Tx and SU-RS, SU-RS and SU-Rx are referred to asea of the interference region can be approximated by the
SD, SR and RD links, respectively. In order to reduce tharea of that sector with radiuB¢,, which is Asp(P;;) =
interference region caused by SU transmission, we assumi},”- L. According to the uniform distribution assumption,
that antenna arrays are equipped at both SU-Tx and SU-B® average number of PUs in the interference region can thus
for beamformingﬂ with beamwidthd and transmit antennabe calculated ad/(P;;) = p- Asp(P;;). The SU transmission
gain G;. Since SU-RS works in half-duplex mode, it uses then link ij is “blocked” if any of theN (P;;) PUs is active and
antenna array to obtain receiving antenna g@in At SU- «a(P;;) = 0. Recall Sy, is the activity state of thé-th PU in
Rx, however, only one omnidirectional antenna is availablthe region and the probability that the SU transmission with
Further assume the transmission time of the CRS is slott@dwer P;; would not be blocked is
In any slot, using powef;; to transmit signalX (with unit
signal energy) on linkj, the received signal at is Pr{a(P;) =1} = moV ) = exp{ Ci(p,mo) - PQ/“}

a(R-j)hij PijLijGtX+Ij+Zj, Z:S,R,j = 2/«
J { P,L,CG X +1,+2;, i=Sj=R where Cy(p,m) = 5 Uzp;’th In - > 0 is a constant

independent of the transmit powé}; but directly related to
respectively, where:(P;;) is an indicatior variable and is athe PU distribution density and activity intensityr.
function of P;;. It indicates whether the transmission fréno
Jj using powerP;; is blocked by any PUg(P;;) = 0 indicates - o )
the transmission is blocked andP;;) = 1 otherwise.h,; C. Probability of Successful Transmission over a Link
stands for the channel fading coefficient, which is assumedwe assume the data of the SU system is encapsulated into
to be flat Rayleigh so that the power gain on the ligki.e. small packets with\/ bits each. For each time slot, at most
Hi; = |hij|*, is exponentially distributed with parameter one packet can be transmitted which requires channel dgpaci
H;; is assumed to be quasi-static within a slot but identicallgrger than)/. Using Shannon formula, the channel capacity
and independently distributed (i.i.d) between differelotss petween nodé andj can be expressed ds; = Blog,(1+
Lij = ko - D;;* is the large-scale path-loss betweeandj, ~;;), where B is the bandwidth of the channel ang; is
whereD;; is the distance betweerand j, ko anda are path- the SINR at receiver. Thus, the probability of successful
loss coefficient and exponent, respectively.stands for the transmission of a packet over link, denoted ap;iec, is
sum signals received from all neighboring active PUs at node
j. Since the PU’s coverage is much smaller and we assume  pi; ““(Pi;) = Pr{Blogy(1 +vi;) > M}
SU-Rx is not inside the coverage of any active PU, then we (2M/B _ 1)D
can treat/; as white noise with poweE[l;] = o2, Vj. Z; P {Hij > Cb—PJ} Pr{a(P;;) =1}
iJ
1Beamforming increases the ave. Rx SNR at the SU-Rx but tHaritas (1)

) 2/a -1
neous Rx SNR still follows Rayleigh fading due to the locadttaring cluster. = exXp { Ci(p,mo) - P - C(M/B, Dij) : Pij } , (1)



fori = S,R,j = D, whereCy(M/B, D;;) = %ﬁ’l) . Simple Decode-and-Forward (SDF) Protocolin the SDF

Dy; > 0 is a constant independent &f; but directly related protocol, SU-RS can successfully receive a packet from SU-

to the ratio of packet size over the channel bandwitifhB  Tx is the SR link is not blocked. It decodes the received piacke

and the distance between the two ends of the fink. Step and forwards to the SU-Rx as a conventional DF relay does.

(1) is from equation[{ll). For the cage= R, The SU-RS can not receive new packet from SU-Tx before

the currently holding packet has been successfully foraedrd
succe _ G (p, m0) _ C2(%v Dsr) to the SU-Rx. A packet can be removed from SU-Tx’s queue
psr‘(Psr) = exp -

Ps_zg/a G, Psr if an ACK is received from SU-Rx.
) Buffered Decode-and-Forward (BDF) Protocol:In BDF
Property 1: For a given set Of‘gig’ R, p, and mo, there o001, infinitely long buffer is also assumed at SU-RS: SU
exists a unique transmit poweP’”" > 0 that maximize€ 1y transmits a packet to SU-RS only when SU-RS is not
the probability of successful transmission over itk i.€. - yransmitting on the RD link and the SR link is not blocked.
AR, st P = argmaxp, pif*(P;).. The optimal the packet is removed from SU-Tx's queue if an ACK is
transmit power for SD, SR and RD links (in the interferencg,cejved from SU-RS. Higher transmission priority is assdm
limited case, i.e P} < Ppa.) are ¢ = S, R) at SU-RS such that it transmits to SU-Rx whenever the RD
v . v =, link is not blocked. Moreover, we assume SU-RS has the
povt _ aCy(F, Dip) popt _ aCy (%, Dsr) 3) channel state information (CSI) of the RD link so that the
b 2C1(p, mo) SR 2G.C1(p, o) channel outage time of the RD link can be further saved for

. . SR link transmission. The packet is removed from SU-RS’s
respectively, and the maximized probabilities of sucedsst b

. . relay queue when an ACK is received from SU-Rx.
transmission on SD, RD and SR links aie< S, R) ¥4
I } IV. ANALYSIS OF STABILITY /DELAY PERFORMANCE
(4)

SUCC,0; % % J\/ . . ..
pip " = exp {—0301 " (p.m0)C5 " (55, Dip) A. Queue Dynamics and Stability/Delay Definitions
Queue Dynamics: We adopt a similar model used in
ks

[7], [8] to depict the buffer dynamics in a slotted system.

C _a =2 M
pssqjé:c,opt = exp {_ i Cla+2 (p, 7T0)02a+2 (—, DSR
Let Qs(t),t = mr,m = 0,1,... denote the queue length

GE* B
o\ (o -5 at the SU-Tx observed at the end of slotlt evolves as
whereCs = .(1 + 5-) (2) is a constant related ta. Qs(t) = (Qs(t — 1) — Ys(£))™ + Xs(t), Vt. In the equation,
Remark 1:For fixed transmit power;, the impact of PU - x4 represents the number of packet arrivals in sfaannot
activity on _the SU transmission is like a good/bad fadinge transmitted in the same slot), which is assumed to be a
process, with states(F;;) = 1 (good) anda(Pij) = 0 Bermoulli process with meaR[Xs(t)] = ), i.e. Xs(t) only
(bad). However, it is different from a tradmor!al chanreding igkes value) or 1 with probability 1 — A and \, respectively.
process g = 0, mo = 1) when the transmit power can bey ;) genotes the number of packets that depart from SU-Tx
adjusted. Specifically, to combat a traditional channeiniad i, sjot ¢. According to the protocolsys(t) also takes value
increasing the transmit power always helps to wggﬁ;éc from {0, 1}, depending on the states of PU activities, channel
while with random PU distribution and activitie;i“(Fij)  fading, and the interaction with the queue dynamics at SU-RS
is not a monotonic increasing fur;(t:tlon BY;. As _shown in the Since@s(t + 1) only depends orf)s(t) and Xs(t), Ys(t) is
Property 1, there exist a uniqug” that maximizep;i*“(P;)  either 0 or 1, {Qs) is a discrete time Markov Chain and

for a specific linki. its state transitions only happen between neighboringstat
i.e. {Qs} is a discrete time birth-death process (DTBDP).
I1l. PROTOCOLDESCRIPTIONS Forn > 0, let A} be the state transition probabilities from

In each protocol, an infinitely long buffer is assumed aQS(t) " 10 Qs(t +1) =n+1 andpj the state transition
SU-Tx and the first-in-first-out rule is applied. Recall thaprobabilities from@s(t) = n to Qs(t +1) = n — 1 for
the transmission time is slotted and the packet transnmissi > 1. Similarly, the evolution for the qgeue at SU-RS can be
starts at the beginning of a slot. In each slot, only one pac fined aQr(t) = (Qr(t —1) — Yr(t))" +Xr(t), Vt. Note
can be transmitted. When transmitting, SU-Tx and SU-RS a arrival processtr(t) depends on the departure process

supposed to use the optimal transmit power to maximize tR ﬂl:e sc;lun_:e queue ('fS(t)) and thedhalf-duplex czl)_nstrzz;nt
probability of successful transmission over a link. makes the interaction betwe€Ji (t) andQx(t) complicated.

Baseline (BL) Protocol: In the BL protocol, SU-Tx trans- {Qr} is al_so a DTBDP, whose state transition prob_abilities
mits a packetirectly to SU-Rx if the SD link is not blocked. cagtbi_lc_itefm?d mc?qgm,lal\ar manne_r/l_e% atn%’l‘R]’c resgectllve_lfy.
The packet is removed from SU-Tx’s queue when an acknowl- ability ot a - A queueq); is stableif and only |

. . VYlmHOO Pr{Q;(t) =0} > 0 [8], for i = S, R. In the BL and
1 b) .
edge (ACK) message is received from SURx SDF protocols, when the queue at SU-Tx is stable, the whole
2A low rate control channel is assumed for control signal exge, e.g. system s stable, but in the BDF protocol, system Stab'“ty

ACK/NACK message from SU-Rx or SU-RS. We also assume all taies requires both the queue at SU-Tx and the queue at SU-RS
can synchronize their behaviors via this channel. In aaiditsince the use of {5 pe stable simultaneously. Denote b’ythe stability region
microphones is usually restricted within a building or aa®gu their activity . . .
states can be sensed by sensors placed in the buildings be aqtares. The of the CRS in terms of the maximum exogenous arrival rate,
sensing results are assumed known at both SU-Tx and SU-RS. which has unit “packet/slot”.



End-to-End Delay of a CRS: The end-to-end delayof transmission, denoted &SR link successfyl Thereforg,
a packet in the CRS is the time from a packet arrives at the _ | )
queue of SU-Tx till the packet reaches SU-Rx. Little’s theor s~ = (1 —A)Pr (£{SR link successfy)
[9] enables the study from the angle of average queue length. x Pr (£{RD link idle}|£{Qr # L}) Pr (E{Qr # L})
Given the exogenous arrival ratg the average end-to-end — (1= ) [q% + (1 — g% — gk) (1 — pjice)] pluceert

. . o p p
delay for the three protocols can be defined as (unit: slots) _ | 0 0 I ji sii opt
Ao~ :/\{1— la% + (1 — g% — a5) (1 — PRE)] Per” }

T
WpgL = % lim Zt:lTQS(t) = E[(;\?S], (6) and A=Y = \. Using the same method as in obtainifig (8),
Teo T T the steady state probability 6ds = 0 is
T4 1 3 @s() 1 D Qr()
Wspr/spr = 3 lim T T34 T 0 _1 A (11)
00 oo s = 1 — suce succe,o
_ E[Qs] + E[Q] @) [+ (1 = i = af) (1 = PR5)] PSR
A

which implies the stability region is
whereR is taken w.r.t the steady distribution of queue length. = [q% +(1-q¢%—gh)— p%ufc)c)] pssigc,opt. (12)

For {Qr}, due to the half-duplex constraint, packet arrival
B. Stability/Delay Analysis for the BL protocol and packet departure would not happen in the same slot. As
the increase of) g has lower priority than its decrease. So the
In the BL protocol, only{ @ s} is involved. The queue length probability thatQ)r deceases by one equals the probability
increases by one if a new packet arrives and no packet has bekesuccessful transmission on the RD link. Thus, the state
successfully transmitted, and decrease by one if an egistinansition probabilities of Qr} are
packet is successfully transmitted and no new packet has

. . . . =0 __ _ 0\, succ,opt
arrived, which implies\4=0 = X and\2=" = \-(1—piis©oPh), Mg =1 —as)psg "
andp2”" = (1-))-piis©°P". We derive the stable distribution /\}%S"SL’1 = (1 — g2)pErcP (1 — pis™),
of {Qs} by solving the detailed balance equation related to u}%SnSL _ pf%‘ff""”t.

the DTBDP. Defineg asPr [Qs = n], we have
So the steady state probability §fzr = 0 is

oo n—1 -1
)\k )\ 0 succ,opt succ,opt k 1
0 S L 1— 1—
s = (1 +> 11 k—H> =1 = —aceopt> (8) . 2 k-1 (( qS)pS’;%c,Em FAp ))
n=1 k=0 Hs Psp n dr = 1+ 1 — sdcc,opt (13)
w0 n—1 Ag B qg )\(1 _psSUB:c.,opt) 9 RD
ds = 4s k+1 1— succ,opt 1 — A) . ,succ,opt ( ) . .
k=0 Fs Psp ( Psp The steady state probability 6fz = & can be further obtained

via similar calculations used ifl(9) as
System stability requireg/Z > 0, which implies \* =

0
pais© P, Furthermore, the end-to-end delay can be calculatgl] — % ((1- qg)pssigcaom(l _ pﬁgc,opt) pj%gc’o”t)k
as according td{6). Theordm 1 summarized the above results. 1 —prp"

Theorem 1.The stability region and the average end—to-er’ginceq}% is function of¢%, solving the combined equations of

delay under the BL protocol are (IT) and [IB), we can get the solutions fdr and¢%, which
. suce.opt _ suce.opt further lead to the results of the stability region and the
Apr =psp”™, War=(1-X)/(p5p""" = A)(10) average end-to-end delyWe now apply the general results

derived above to the SDF and BDF protocols, respectively.
Special Case | - SDF Protocolin this case,L = 1 and

C. Stability/Delay Analysis for the SDF/BDF protocol {Qr} reduces to a two-state Markov chain with = 1 — g3.
Therefore, [(I1) and_(13) reduce to
In the following, we shall first analyze a general case of o 0 .
SU-RS having buffer lengttf. ds =1 = Narpsr~™",

succ,opt succ,opt succ,opt

General Case:Similar as in the BL protocol, the decrease 4% = Ppb ((1- q2)Pss +prp ).
in Qs implies a packet has been successfully transmitted to
SU-RS and no new packet arrives. However, under the SDEHere we approximat®r{Qgr(t) = m | Qs(t) = n} asPr{Qg(t) =

; m}, which is asymptotically tight for large, case (e.g. the BDF case) but
or BDF protocol, the departure process @B(t) is related is an upper bound op in the SDF case. As a result, the final expression

to the dynami(?s of)r(t). The departure of a pa_-CkEt implieSof the stability region (end-to-end delay) of the SDF casarisupper bound
that the following three events must be true simultaneouskiewer bound), which is verified by the simulation in Sectign

1) The queue Iength at SU-RS is nbt denoted as€{QR 75 4There is no closed-form expressions f;%, and qg in the general case,

. . . . which involves finding the roots of an polynomial to a powerlofHowever,
L}, 2) SU-RS is not transmitting on the RD link, denoted 3%r the two special cases = 1 and L = oo, the polynomials reduce to

E{RD link idle}; 3) The SR link is able to support the packetuadratic forms and closed-form solutions are ready to get.



Solving the two equations, the steady state probabilities a as the throughput gain and power gain of the SDF protocol
o _ _ succ,opt ___succ,opt suce,opt over the BL protocol, then the path-loss gain in throughput
ds = 1-X(psg Psr "N prp "), (14) per Watt is thus given bp\Tp = {327 — 1. Fig.[3 depicts
0 _ succ,opt
dr = 1—-A/pRD ) (15)

the path-loss gain of a CRS over the BL system as a function
respectively. The stability region can be obtained from tl"f?;:I SU-RS's location.

Here we assume SU-Tx and SU-Rx are
requiremeni > 0 and the average end-to-end delay can gied at(0,0) and (2,0) km while SU-RS is alDsp, 0). It
calculated according t61(7). Theoréin 2 summarizes thetsesu?

an be shown that settingS% (Dsr) = Ppby(Dsp — Dsr)
achieves the peak of the path-loss gain, which impl¥s, =

-1/
Theorem 2:The stability region and the average end-to-enld — C1)Dsp, Dyp = CaDsp, whereCy = 1&771/(}
delay for the SDF protocol are Property 2: The path-loss gain achieves its peak when SU-
succ,opt succ,opt

RS is located atD%,0), i.e.,

>:‘;’DF = sulgf,)opt S?ucc,opt (16) N 0127&_1
RD —; S];\E ) . 14+ AT %( ssgc,op) 4 .
JE— — P — - = a a? a2 B
WSDF = succ.opt pssul.?cc,opt N + succ,opt * (17) 1+ AP Gv,ni‘l_Jr2 (1 — C4)r+2 + C4 a2
i — “Succ,opt N T RD . . L.
Sk P Given such location of SU-RS, the condition for having

Special Case Il - BDF Protocol:In this case,. = co and
then for a stable systegqf; = 0. Correspondingly, we have

gg =1~ A
R (R O e
,opt
P ' i

P 1+ (1= a8)p
Solving the two equations, we get

succ,opt] :

SR

positive path-loss gain is given by
1

2 2 a
Py < (26,7 (1 - Cu) P + 20,75 ) ™,

B. Analysis of Buffer Gain

The buffer gain is referred to the gain that comes from
enabling the buffering capability at SU-RS. We shall use
the results derived in sectidn ]IV to illustrate this gain. In

0 _1_ ), Succ,opt 0 _1_ suce,op particular, we shall show the relative increase in the Btgbi

a3 =1 =M [(1=Npsi™™]. k=1 -A/pip""(18) region and the reduction in the average end-to-end delagrund
respectively. The stability region can be obtained fronissatthe BDF protocol (infinite buffer) compared with the SDF
fying the requirements of both? > 0 and¢% > 0, and the protocol (single packet storage). The buffer gain in thbikta
average end-to-end delay can be calculated accordirlg to ¢égion and in the average end-to-end delay are defined as
TheorenB summarizes the above results. AN = Ngpp/Nspr — 1 and AW = 1 — Wgpr/Wspr,

Theorem 3:The stability region and the average end-to-en@spectively.
delay for the BDF protocol are Property 3: Given SU-RS located 2{:I(DgR,O), and let

Cé succ,opt succ,opt) Cyat2

succ,opt o .
* g Psr succ,opt =PrD |D —p* . = (pSD , the buffer gain
Appr = min { 1+ pgpeert "PRD } ’ (19) i stability region and in average end-to-end delay are
— 1—A 1—-X 2 (1-0)
Wapr = suce,opt e e S G0 N GRS bl SR S e ACRRL VRPN
(1=Mpgr™™ =X prp ™" — A 1+¢ (N

V. ANALYSIS OF PATH-LOSS GAIN AND BUFFERGAIN The value of¢ in (21) depends on the system parameters
A. Analysis of Path-loss Gain such asy andG, as well as PU distribution densigyand PU
o . activity intensitym,. Fig.[4 depicts how the buffer gain given
Path-loss gain is referred to as the gain that a CRS obta; equation[{Z11) varies with PU activity intensity, and PU

fromt:]he re(igctlor]llr:jl?‘?;h-losi m;er thivB;,,StySt_ﬁm‘t V\{[e_ Stn stribution density. From the figure we see that the bufééng

;Zien V\?hirgr? irslc d((:e?ini d asr?hug asgrapgeer thr%ughopijtu(?nr%iz | increases when the cognitive environment is more unfalerab
T . . .g. | intensity of PU activit d higher density &f P

of delivering a single packet from SU-Tx to SU-Rx divide ©-g. "arger intensity o activity and higher density

. ) tribution), which verifies that with the bufferi Dt
by the transmit power needed. In this case, the SDF and B in ution), which verifies that wi e buffering cayidp

tocols beh lik | the SDF orot abled at the cognitive relay, a CRS can better adjust to
protocols behave alike, So we only compare the PrOYOGRL environment and more efficiently deal with the spatial
with the BL protocol.

. . . . burstiness of the PU activities.
To transmit a single packet wittR bits on SD, SR,
and RD links takel/pg™", 1/p5 ™" and 1/pEp"™"  C. Numerical Discussions
time slots, respectively, so the average throughput for theIn this subsection, we shall discuss the end-to-end delay

. ., succ,opt . .
BL and SDF pr(;[OCOIS aréTBLR_p;CC,ﬁpsfggt and performance under the three protocols and verify our aitalyt
Tspr = 15 = euetopr suceopr, TESPEC- results via Monte Carlo simulations. The packet side =

. /SO 1 Sk 3 . )
tively. While the transmit power needed for the two protot6 kbits and the channel bandwidth 8 = 16 kHz. Other
cols are PgYy and PEY + Py, respectively. Further define parameters are set as follows; = 1, o = 4, 0% = 0% = 1,
AT = Tspp/Tpr — 1 and AP = (PR + PPRY) /PSS — 1 Gy =G, = 2,0 = /3 rad andyy, = 1. Fig.[8 depicts the the
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CRS under the BDF protocol over that under the SDF protoctil different  Fig. 6. The average end-to-end delay under the three pilstodth different
PU activity intensityrg. p = 2 per kn?, Dgp = 2 km, and SU-RS is fixed PU activity intensityrg. Dsp = 2 km and SU-RS is fixed aD% p,0) =
at(Dgp,0) = ((1 — C4)Dsp,0) = (1.086,0) km. ((1 — C4)Dgsp,0) = (1.086,0) km, p = 2 per kn?.

performance of the average end-to-end delay with incrgasin
PU distribution density, while Fid.]6 shows the trend that th 1
average end-to-end delay varies with decreasing PU a}ctivi{
intensity. We can see that the simulation results matchdls we
with our analytical results. Moreover, the BDF protocolays [
achieves larger stability region and smaller delay tharShé
protocol, as claimed in Properfy 3. [3]

VI. CONCLUSION 4]

We have shown two levels of gains provided by a CRS, i.dd
path-loss gairandbuffer gain The path-loss gain substantially
increases the spectrum access opportunities by reduceng t]
transmit power while the buffering capability at the relay
further saves the blockage time of either the SR or Ry
link and reduces the end-to-end delay to a larger extent. We
emphasize the importance of exploiting relay buffers tol dea
with the uncertainty of PU activities, which is an intringssue
associated with large-coverage cognitive systems.
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