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Abstract

In this paper, we present an interference model for cognitaio (CR) networks employing power
control, contention control or hybrid power/contentiomtol schemes. For the first case, a power
control scheme is proposed to govern the transmission po#ar CR node. For the second one, a
contention control scheme at the media access control (MAZ)r, based on carrier sense multiple
access with collision avoidance (CSMA/CA), is proposed tmrdinate the operation of CR nodes
with transmission requests. The probability density fiong of the interference received at a primary
receiver from a CR network are first derived numerically foese two cases. For the hybrid case,
where power and contention controls are jointly adopted b@Ranode to govern its transmission,
the interference is analyzed and compared with that of tis¢ fivo schemes by simulations. Then,
the interference distributions under the first two contiieanes are fitted by log-normal distributions
with greatly reduced complexity. Moreover, the effect ofidden primary receiver on the interference
experienced at the receiver is investigated. It is dematesirthat both power and contention controls
are effective approaches to alleviate the interferencsezhibby CR networks. Some in-depth analysis
of the impact of key parameters on the interference of CR ordsvis given via numerical studies as well.

Index Terms — Cognitive radio, interference modeling, hidden primageiver.
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I. INTRODUCTION

With the requirement to improve spectrum utilization, thewty emerging cognitive radio
(CR) technology!([1]-]4] has attracted increasing attentid CR network is envisioned to be
capable of reusing the unused or underutilized spectracoimpent systems (also known as pri-
mary networks) by sensing its surrounding environment atapting its operational parameters
autonomously. A CR system may coexist with a primary netwarleither an interference-free
or interference-tolerant basis| [5]. For the former case,@R system only exploits the unused
spectra of the primary network, which consequently guaesno interference to primary users.
For the latter case, the CR system is allowed to share théra@essigned to the primary network,
under the condition that the CR network must not impose mietnial interference on the primary
network. Therefore, modeling and analyzing the interfeeecaused by CR networks is of great
importance to reveal how the service of a primary networkeiedorated and how CR networks
may be deployed.

In the literature, the existing research on interferencedefing for CR networks mainly
falls into three categories: spatial, frequency-domaid ancumulated interference modeling.
For spatial interference modeling, the fraction of whitesgs available for CR networks was
investigated in[[6] and[[7]. In_[8], the region of interfer@n for CR receivers and region of
communication for CR transmitters were studied for the oabere a CR network coexists
with a cellular network. The interference from CR devicesmceless microphones operating
in TV bands was analyzed in![9], where the loss of reliable mamication area of a wireless
microphone due to the existence of CR devices was examiredni€rference in the frequency
domain was also researched in the literature, e.g., thefenéece due to out-of-band emission
of a wireless regional area network (WRAN) was analyzed 0j.[1

As for accumulated interference modeling, inl[11], the agagte interference power from a
sea of CR transmitters surrounding a primary receiver wawete Also, the accumulated CR
transmission power perceived at a primary receiver wasngbyeintegrating over the “CR sea”
with a certain power density. The performance of a primasteay was evaluated in [12] in terms
of outage probability caused by the interference from CRvoeks. The outage probability was
derived for both underlay and overlay spectrum sharingsdag13] the aggregate interference
from multiple CR transmitters following a Poisson point gges was approximated by a Gamma

distribution and the probability of interference at a prigneeceiver was also given. It is worth
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noting that only pathloss was assumed for the interferirgnokl in [11]-[13]. Their work was
extended by taking both shadowing and fading into accourjil4i} and [15]. Moreover, the
probability density function (PDF) for accumulated inexdnce and outage probability due to
the aggregate interference from CR nodes were also denv§dj and [15], respectively.

However, in all the previous work$[[6]=[15], the CR trander$ were assumed to transmit
at a fixed power level, i.e., no power control for CR transengitwas considered. Moreover,
the CR nodes were all assumed to communicate with each otimedtaneously. Thus, no
contention control scheme was employed at the cognitiveianaccess control (MAC) layer.
Some preliminary results on CR interference modeling wdxtained in [16] by incorporating
either power or contention control scheme. In this paperewtend the aggregate interference
modeling in the following aspects. Firstly, a more reatigtower control scheme than that in [16]
is proposed, and a hybrid power/contention control schesriatioduced. Secondly, the PDFs
of interference perceived at a primary network from a CR oektvware derived numerically for
the cases of power or contention control. The interferensgilbution of the hybrid control
scheme is also analyzed and compared with that of the purerpmantrol and pure contention
control schemes by simulations. Furthermore, for the poavet contention control schemes,
their interference distributions are fitted by log-normadtabutions, which greatly reduces
computational complexity compared to a nhumerical appraéadabtain PDFs. Finally, the impact
of a hidden primary receiver on the aggregate interferenowestigated for all the three schemes.
The impact of several key parameters on the resulting erente is evaluated as well, which
provides some insights for the deployment of CR networks.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theesysinodel is elaborated in
Section Il. The detailed interference modeling is presgimeSection Ill. In Section IV, the in-
terference distributions are approximated by log-norntridbutions. We incorporate the hidden
primary receiver problem in Section V. The impact of sev&ml parameters on the interference

is analyzed via numerical studies in Section VI. Finallyct8 VII concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The system model is illustrated in Fig. 1. It consists of a GRwork coexisting with a
primary transmitter-receiver pair. The active CR trantenit are distributed in a 2-dimensional
plane outside thenterference region (IR) of the primary receiver as shown in Fig. 1. The IR

is a disk centered at the primary receiver with a radiusCR transmission is forbidden within
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this circular IR in order to protect the primary receiver iagaco-channel interference from the
surrounding CR transmitters, since it is assumed that allGR transmitters reside in the same
frequency spectrum as the primary transmitter. We modebgggegate interference received at
the primary receiver due to the existence of a CR network amdstigate the impact of CR
network deployment parameters on the resulting aggregéteference.

The underlying interference channels from CR transmiti@thie primary receiver experience

pathloss, shadowing and fading. The pathloss funajion) is
g(r;) = 17" (1)

wherer; is the distance between th¢h (j = 1,2, ---) active CR transmitter and the primary
receiver ands is the pathloss exponent. The composite model for shadoampfading can
be expressed as the product of the long term shadowing anshtivé term multipath fading.
In this paper, log-normal shadowing and Nakagami fadingcamesidered. Let:; denote the
channel gain for the composite shadowing and fading of thexference channel from thgh
active CR transmitter to the primary receiver. The PDF of ¢cbeposite channel gaih; can

be approximated by the following log-normal distributicki/]

- (In(z) — p)?
fu(z) = \/%axexp{ T ogr 2)
where the meam and variancer? can be expressed as
m—1
1

L= (Z - —In(m) - o.5772> + 1 (3)

k=1
2 = 1 2 4
g = Z m + 00 ( )

k=0

with m standing for the Nakagami shape factor andandc? denoting the standard mean and
variance of the log-normal distribution, respectively.

Let p; denote the transmission power of tjte active CR transmitter. The accumulated power

of the instantaneous interference received at the primeggiver can be expressed as
Y =Y pig(rjh;. (5)
j=1

In this paper, we investigate the characteristics of theegaje interference from all CR transmit-
ters employing the following three different schemes: @yer control, (ii) contention control,

and (iii) hybrid power/contention control.
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A. Power Control

In this scenario, the distribution of active CR transmgtéollows a Poisson point process
with a density parametex for the density of CR transmitters on the plane.

The transmission power of a CR transmitter is governed byfdhewing power control law

(0%
Tce,;
. ) PmaX? O < TCCJ' S TpWC

Tpwc

Ppwe(Tee;) = ( (6)

Praxs Tec; > Tpwe

wherer, is the distance from thgth active CR transmitter to its nearest neighbouring active
CR transmitterp is the power control exponenk),., is the maximum transmission power for
CR transmitters, ang,. is the power control range, which determines the minimymleading
to maximum CR transmission powét,... Compared to the power control law in_[16], a new
parameterr,,. is introduced here to adjust the range of the power contr@. assume that
the power control exponent is equal to the pathloss exponehtn (@) throughout the paper.
The above proposed power control scheme is designed in suténaer that the interference
caused by theth active CR transmitter to its nearest active CR transmdtes to pathloss is
Powe(Tee; ) 9(Tee; ). It is clear that within the power control rangs,., this interference is equal
to a constanTPmaX/rgWC. But beyond the power control range, the interference is fean that
constant. In other words, at any CR transmitter the interfee from the nearest neighbouring
CR transmitter is capped and independent of the neareshlmmig distance within the power
control range. It is worth noting that for each CR transmittee information of its nearest
neighbour distance is indispensable to determine its tn&ssson power. Therefore, to facilitate
the abovementioned power control scheme, either a cerdreote having the global position
information of all active CR transmitters or a distributeshsing scheme for CR transmitters like
pilot sensing|[19] is required, the detail of which is, howeweyond the scope of this work.
When CR transmitters follow a Poisson point distributiothwa density), the PDF ofr.., can
be given as[[20]

fee(x) = 2 Aze N (7)

B. Contention Control

Unlike the previous power control scheme, for the case otesdion control every active
CR transmitter has fixed transmission powebut their transmission is governed by contention

control to determine which CR transmitters can transmit given time. We assume that the
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multiple access protocol carrier sense multiple accesh wallision avoidance (CSMA/CA)
is employed, like in IEEE 802.11 networks. Every CR tranggnisenses the medium before
transmission. If the medium is busy, namely, the CR trartemidetects transmission from
other CR transmitters within its contention region, it asfés transmission. Otherwise, the
CR transmitter starts its transmission. As a result of th&eation control shown, all the active
CR transmitters are separated from each other by at leasiotitention distance, which is the
minimum distancel,,;, between two concurrent CR transmitters.

The distribution of the active CR transmitters under theteotion control can be modeled
as a Matern-hardcore (MH) point process|[18], which can hesiclered as a thinned process
from a Poisson point process [20]. The thinning operatidetde some points from the original
Poisson process under certain criteria. The MH prodggsis the result of dependent thinning
from a Poisson point proceds i.e., deleting or retaining a point depends on previoustoei

operations. The mathematical expression of the MH procegs/en by [20]
O p={r €P:m(xz)<m(y) for allyin N C(z, dmin) }- (8)

Each pointz in the original Poisson point procedsis marked with a random variable(x)
uniformly distributed in (0,1), while’(z, d,,;,) is a disk centered at pointwith the radiusd,;,.
The retaining probability ¢,,, for the MH process, which is the probability of a point from a
Poisson point process with a densikysurviving the thinning process, is given hy [20]
1 — e M

Cwrd2,,

min

(9)

Gmh =

C. Hybrid Power/Contention Control

The aforementioned power control scheme regulates thesniasion power of each CR
transmitter according to its nearest neighbouring tratismilistance, while the contention control
determines which CR transmitter can transmit at a time ms#ath fixed transmission power.
A natural extension of the above two interference managesremes is to implement both
schemes in the same system. This is termed hybrid poweefctiorn control and it works in
the following manner. The contention control scheme is agtlied, resulting in a set of active
CR transmitters following an MH point process. Then, a poea@ttrol scheme similar td {6) is
employed to adjust the transmission power of each activer@mitter according to the distance

to the nearest neighbouring active transmitter. The fahgwpower control law is adopted in
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the hybrid control scheme

(0%
(dI:in) p’ dmln S T S /rhyb

thb(T) - Thyb @
<_Y) b, T > Thyb

dmin

(10)

where r is the distance from an active CR transmitter to its nearegghbouring active CR
transmitter,a is the power control exponent as inl (6), ang, is the power control range
similar to 7, in (@) except that it also determines the maximum transmisgiower, i.e.,
(%)ap. It is obvious that a larger,,;, leads to a larger maximum CR transmission power
and, consequently, longer communication range for CR tnétters. The above power control
law (10) guarantees that when a pathloss channel is corsliflereach active CR transmitter, the
perceived interference caused by its nearest neighbo@igransmitter iy (7)g(r), which

is (i) a constanp/d<;, within the power control range,;, and (i) less than the constaptd,;,

when the distance is larger than the power control range.

[1I. I NTERFERENCEMODELING

We intend to model the aggregate interference from CR tratessiemploying the three dif-
ferent interference management schemes introduced im8dtby finding their corresponding
PDFs. We apply the methodology used, for example, in [14][@d§ito derive the PDFs. First,
the characteristic functions of the interference undderdht system models are derived. Then,
the PDFs of the aggregate interference are obtained byrp@rfg an inverse Fourier transform

on their characteristic functions.

A. Power Control

When all the CR transmitters follow a Poisson point procestridution and employ the
power control scheme proposed i3 (6), we can adopt the desistic function-based method
as in [14], [21]- [23] and obtain the following characteidstunction ¢y (w) of the aggregate

interferenceY” at a primary receiver from all CR transmitters

del(w) = exp(m | 5w [ oz dh) (11)

where f,,(-) is the PDF of the transmission powgf,.(r..;) of a CR transmitter defined ifl(6)

and

, 9(R) ,
T(wph) = R*(1 — ™9Rphy iwph/ (g7 ()] 2e™P"dLt. (12)
0
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In (I2), g~ !(-) denotes the inverse function gf-) in (). For the derivation of{11), the following
fact is used: the distances from tlign CR transmitter to the primary receiver (j = 1,2,---)
have independent and identical uniform distributions fgineen number of CR transmitters [21].

Their PDFs have the following form [21]

2 _ P2 T
f(z) = 2z /(1* — R?), R<x<lI (13)

0, otherwise
when CR transmitters are distributed within an annular vuittp inner radiusk and outer radius
I. In (I1), p is a function ofr.. as shown in[(6), so the expectation Bfwph) over p equals
that of 7' (wppwe(rec)h) overre.. Using the PDF of.. given in (1), [11) can be rewritten as

oy (w) = exp ()nr/Hfh(h) /T fcc(T)T(prWC(TCC>h>deh) . (14)

Moreover, [14) can be written as (see Appendix A for the tiedailerivation procedure)

Tpwe iwr® Pmaxg(R)h
¢Y(W)=exp{)\7r fulh) [ feel(r) {R{l—ewﬁ')
H 0

Pmaxh R 2 iwtr® Pmaxh
+L/ -3 ]drdh
0

'rpwc

9(R)

HAT[ fulh) [ feo(r)| RH(1 = 0Pt o By / t5 ithmaxhdt] drdh}.
H

Tpwc

(15)
Finally, we obtain the PDF of the interference by performthg inverse Fourier transform
on ¢y (w) as
1 [t ‘
fr(y) = o Py (w)e 2 dw. (16)

Equations[(1b) and (16) serve as general expressions farhdmacteristic function and PDF,
respectively, of the interference under the power contcbleme. As a special case, when the
pathloss exponemnt = 4 and the radius of the interference regigin= 0, the PDFfy(y) can be
further simplified through similar steps to that used(in/ [2hH obtained as

TNZK2
4y )

Fe(y) = SK ™2 exp (— (17)

2

where

o 3
K = /P /H Fu(h)Vh dh [ /0 27 Ae T (L) dr—i—e"\WPWCQI. (18)

Tpwe

The detailed derivation procedure féf can be found in Appendix B.
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B. Contention Control

As mentioned in Section 11.B, the distribution of CR tranttems can be modeled as an MH
point process when the contention control is adopted. Thepvtidess is a dependent thinning
process from the original Poisson point process, which sidaat the positions of CR transmitters
are correlated to each other. However, it is very difficulbtiain the distribution function like
(@13) for an MH point process in order to model the distancenfran active CR transmitter to
the primary receiver. Instead, we approximate the MH poiotess as an independent thinned
Poisson point process with retaining probability, given by [9). Then, the transmission power
for the jth CR transmitter ip; = {0, p}, which is a random variable taking valugsor 0 with
probabilitiesp,,;, and 1 — p..;,, respectively. To this end, the contention control scheare twe
interpreted as follows: all the CR transmitters still felithe original Poisson point process with
intensity A\, but the jth CR transmitter has probability,,,, to transmit at power levep. The

characteristic function of the accumulated interferenme lse found as

mwzm(mMLﬁwmmM@. (19)

The detailed derivation of (19) is presented in Appendix C.

Moreover, the PDF of the interference can be obtained fidd &bd (16). As a special case,
when no IR is implemented and the pathloss expornient 4, this PDF can be simplified as
(@7) with

K = o | /ol dh (20)

It is worth noting that the approximation for the MH point pess actually ignores the
dependence among the CR transmitters and treats an MH poc#gs as a result of independent
thinning process from an original Poisson point proces® dtcuracy of this approximation is

evaluated in Section V.

C. Hybrid Power/Contention Control

So far, the PDFs of the interferences received at a primargiver from a CR network
employing power control and contention control schemes lmen derived. In order to model
the aggregate interference under the hybrid control schémeenearest neighbouring distance
distribution function analogous t61(7) for active CR traiitsens is indispensable to evaluate the

transmission power designated [n](10). Unfortunatelyrehie no closed-form expression for
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the nearest neighbour distance distribution function folViH point process [24]. Alternatively,
several estimators have been used to statistically estithatnearest neighbour distance distri-
bution function in practice [25]. However, statisticaligstion is not practical for deriving the
characteristic function in our case. Thus, we approachgioblem numerically.

The PDF for the aggregate interference under the hybridrabstheme is simulated in
Fig. 2, where the interference PDFs for power and contentmmtrol are given as well for
the purpose of comparison. It can be seen from this figurelibtt the mean and variance of
the aggregate interference increase for the hybrid costieéme compared to either power or
contention control schemes. However, the boosted intaréer is paid off by the increased CR
communication area (coverage) for the hybrid control seheWe define the coverage of each
CR transmitter as a circular disk centered at a CR transmifté radii beingmin(r/2, rpw./2),
dmin/2 andmin(r /2, m,,/2) for power control, contention control and hybrid power/sstiion
control schemes, respectively. Then, the received sigoakpat cell edge of a CR transmitter
due to pathloss i2° Py /rowc’, 2°p/d°. and 2°p/d°.  for the above three aforementioned
schemes. For the sake of comparison,rjgt = din and P, = p, which guarantees that the
strength of the received signal power at cell edge of a CRsindtter is the same for all the
three schemes. The overall coverage of the CR netwrok unifferesht control schemes can
be investigated numerically. With this setup, the overallerage ratio for the power control,
contention control and hybrid power/contention control i8093, 1, and 2.0229, respectively.
Two interesting facts are unveiled from this experimentsthy, the power control scheme
leads to slightly smaller interference and slightly lageverage compared to the contention
control scheme, which suggests that power control is pabferto contention control in terms
of lower resulting interference and larger coverage if thie £ystem can afford the complexity
introduced by implementing the power control scheme. Sdlgpthe hybrid scheme tends to
cause higher interference, but it greatly enlarges therageecompared to power and contention

control schemes.

V. ANALYTICAL APPROXIMATION

In the previous section, to derive the PDFs for aggregaterfarence, the characteristic
function-based method has been used which consists of gps.sNamely, characteristic func-
tion computation and Fourier transformation. This intexfeee modeling approach is extremely

computation-intensive, since generally closed-form egpions are not admitted for either step
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and the computations in both steps have to be performed matrlt is desirable to model
the aggregate interference with less complexity. An adtive approach to model the interfer-
ence, which greatly reduces complexity, is to approximaterference PDFs as certain known
distributions. Observations from Fig. 2 suggest that therfarence distribution for either power
or contention control is positively skewed and heavy-thilerhich suggests a log-normal dis-
tribution. Thus, in this section, we fit the aggregate ir@e¥hce under power and contention
control schemes to log-normal distributions. The theorkite the log-normal fitting is based
on the following two facts. It has been shown that the sum oérfarence from uniformly
distributed interferers in a circular area is asymptolyclalg-normal [15], [26]. This ensures that
the aggregate interference in these two schemes can bexappted as log-normal distributed.
Meanwhile, the sum of randomly weighted log-normal vagsbtan be modelled as a log-
normal distribution as well [27], which guarantees that #ggregate interference is still log-
normal distributed even if the effect of shadow fadinp (2jaisen into account. In what follows,
the log-normal fitting is performed using a cumulant-matghapproach([28], where the first
two order cumulants of the aggregate interfereficen (5) are used to estimate the mean and
variance of the log-normal distribution function. Thenmefothe exact PDFs of interference can be
obtained. Fortunately, these cumulants have closed-foqmessions for both control schemes.
Consequently, it significantly reduces the complexity camep to the interference modeling
carried out in Section III.

For the PDF of a log-normal variable

() -
plo) = ey (L) @)

its meany and variancer® can be estimated using its first two order cumulantsand &, as
follows [29]:
k1

po= I (22)
N R
k
o> = In (k—§+1). (23)
1

In the context of interference distribution fitting, théh cumulantk,, of the aggregate interference

Y can be obtained from its characteristic functiop(w) via the following equation

P [LWY(”)} _ (24)
w=0

S gn Ow™
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A. Power Control

From (1%) and[(24), the cumulants for aggregate interferemzler the power control scheme

can be derived as (see Appendix D for detailed derivation)

kn IQAWPI?laXenu—i_# |ina(na _ 2) 5;;2 (1 _€—>‘7TTPWC2>

(nf — 2)RnP—2 (2

_Znana—2 (no — 20+ 2)

. r
pwc
(2T AT pwc?)?

noz—Zie—)ﬂrrpwc2 ) (25)

To evaluate the accuracy of the log-normal approximatianttie power control case, some
comparisons are performed in Fig. 3(a). It can be seen frog B{a) that there is fairly
good agreement between the interference PDFs derived itioSddl and the approximated
counterparts. This approximation approach can be apphidubth the pathloss-only and shadow

fading channels.

B. Contention Control

Following the similar steps as in Appendix D and given therabteristic function[(19) for
the aggregate interference under contention control asal asing [(24), we can find theth

cumulantk,, of aggregate interference as

kn - )\ﬂ-th/ fh

= ATqun (n_ 79" 7 (R) — R2g"( )) p"/Hfh(h)h"dh
5

2pn (1 _ e—)ﬂrdilin> 6”“"' n2202
= ) 26
(nB — 2)d2, Rni-2 (26)

min

9(R)
—R*( 'Lpg(R)h)"+n(z'ph)"/ t"‘l‘ﬁ'dt] dh
0

The accuracy evaluation of log-normal approximation unither contention control scheme
is also performed and shown in Fig. 3(b). It can be seen framfigure that the log-normal
approximation is fairly accurate compared to the simulatéstference PDFs for either pathloss-
only or shadow fading channels. Moreover, the derived fietence PDF obtained frorh (116) and
(@9) is validated against the simulated counterpart in B{fh) as well, which suggests that the

approximation for the MH point process in the derivationaagsonable.
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V. IMPERFECTPRIMARY SYSTEM KNOWLEDGE

In practice, some information about the primary system matybe perfectly known. One
prominent example is the location of the primary receivarBich is usually required by CR
networks in order to protect primary receivers from interfg CR transmitters. However, this
information is not always available, especially in the calpassive primary receivers, i.e., when
the primary receivers are hidden from CR networks. It is Wigecepted that passive receiver
detection techniques can be used or developed in the caft€&® networks. For example, one
of such primary receiver detection techniques is repomef81]. Nevertheless, its applicability
is still not convincingly viable since it requires deplogisensor nodes close to primary receivers
and much coordination is involved between these sensora&detworks as well. The most
commonly used and also the simplest approach to protectritmagy receiver is to regulate the
transmission of the CR network based on primary transm#égising, assuming that primary
receivers are in close proximity to the primary transmitterthis section, we evaluate the effect
of a hidden primary receiver on the resulting interfererm@rimary receivers.

Consider a primary and CR coexisting systems depicted in &igvhere an IR with radius
R centered at the primary transmitter is introduced. All C&smitters are distributed in the
shaded concentric ring with inner radiuds and outer radiug. Let § be the angle between
the line joining the primary receiver and a CR transmitted dhne line joining the primary
transmitter-receiver pair. The distance from the CR trattemto the primary transmitter is
and the distance between the primary transmitter-rec@iaieris r,. Then, the distance between
the CR transmitter and the primary receivegl can be expressed as

_rpsin(f)

Tep(r, 8) = rpcos(f) + rsin (cos ) , rel[RI]; 0€l0,2n] (27)

”
where r is distributed as in[(13) and is uniformly distributed in[0, 27| if a Poisson point

process is assumed for the CR transmitter distribution.

A. Power Control

Under the power control scheme proposed in Section II.A dedslystem model given in

Fig. 4, the characteristic function of aggregate interfeee)y (w) can be written as follows (see
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Appendix E for the detailed derivation):
Tpwc 2 pl .\
v(w)=lim exp h cel® e \Tpwe T r—rodr T
¢ i RSOV () P @en 6Oy 1 414 e
o H 0 0o JR

00 2w pl
+ A / fu(h) [ fee() / / e Pmax(@9(rep(h Oy _ o 6 da; dh} . (28)
H Tpwe 0 JR

Applying the log-normal approximation method used in SettV, we obtain theith cumulant

of interference as

Tpwc 2m ro
k, = lim A { fh(h)/ Foola / / Poasx(@)g (oo (1 ODD)" 3 00 0 an
H

=0 rpwc

+/Hfh(h) fCC(x)/O F/R [Prax () g (rep(r, 9))h]"rdrd9dmdh}. (29)

As can be seen from_(29), unlike_(25), thih cumulant does not have a closed-form expression.

However, the complexity of obtaining the exact interfee®DF from [[29) is still smaller than
that of the numerical method in Section Ill.

An experiment is performed in Fig. 5(a) to examine the effgichidden primary receiver
on the resulting interference compared to the interferdacéhe case of perfect knowledge of
primary receiver location. We consider a pathloss-onlyndein this figure. It can be seen from
the figure that the hidden primary receiver problem boostdriterference in terms of increased
interference mean and variance. This figure also shows hiealog-normal approximation still

fits well the interference distribution in this scenario.

B. Contention Control

Under the contention control scheme proposed in Secti@naihd the system model given in

Fig. 4, the characteristic function of aggregate interieesp, (w) can be expressed as

oy (w) = lim exp {th)\ﬂ'Dl (E (ei“pg(v)h) — 1)}

2
= hm exp {th)\le (/ fu(h / L / exp [iwpg(rep(r, 0))h] 5dr do dh — 1)}

2w
= llim exp {th)\/ fh(h)/ / exp [iwpg(rep(r, 8))h] r — rdr do dh} , (30)
0 H 0 R
with D, = 1?2 — R%
Using the same log-normal approximation method as in Sedo the kth cumulant of

interference can be written as

21 l
b= Jim g [ 1) [ [ patriglr 00" 7 = v o an (31)
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The effect of hidden primary receiver under contention aans$ evaluated in Fig. 5(b), where
a pathloss-only channel is assumed. As we can see from thisefithe uncertainty about the
primary receiver location leads to interference with langean and variance as compared to that
in the case with perfect knowledge of primary receiver lmcatMoreover, it can be seen from
this figure that the log-normal fitting for the interferensdairly accurate and the approximation
approach is still applicable in this scenario.

For the case of hybrid power/contention control, the eftéddhidden priamry receiver cannot
be examined analytically because the closed-form intemfgeg PDF is not available. Therefore,
it is analyzed numerically in Fig. 6, whose initial setuphe tsame as the one used in Fig. 5(b)
except that the power control rangerig, = 30 m. It can bee seen from Fig. 6 that the uncertainty
about the primary receiver location boosts the interfeeanderms of increased mean, variance,
and heavier tails for the hybrid control scheme as well. Moterestingly, another two facts can
be found by comparing Figs. 5 and 6: (i) the hidden primareirg phenomonon has similar
impact on the pure power and pure contention control schefiethe hybrid power/contention
control scheme is less sensible to the phenomenon of hidderany receiver than any of the

other two schemes.

VI. NUMERICAL STUDIES

The aggregate interference power from CR transmitters @i power control or contention
control is investigated numerically in this section. Fog fftower control scheme, Fig. 7(a) shows
the effect of different power control parameters on theguteng aggregate interference. The
detailed setup for the initial power control scheme is aso¥ad: the maximum transmission
power for each CR transmitte?,.. = 1 W, the density of CR transmittex = 3 user/10m?,
the IR radiusR = 100 m, the power control range,,. = 20 m, the pathloss exponept = 4
and the power control exponent = 4. From the two rightmost PDFs in this figure, it can
seen that introducing power control scheme actually sthftsinterference distribution leftwards
compared to the distribution without power control. It medhat the power control scheme
can reduce the interference experienced at the primaryvegc@ terms of reducing its mean
and slightly decreasing its variance. When deploying a CRvork under the power control
scheme, its resulting interference can be controlled byimudating several parameters including
Praxs Tower A, @nd R. It can be seen in Fig. 7(a) that the interference can be eetlbyg either

decreasing the maximum transmission power and/or CR gepsiincreasing the power control
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range and/or IR radius. Interestingly, it also suggestsddaisting the IR radius is an effective
way to control the interference, since the interference asensensitive to the IR radius than to
any other parameter as demonstrated in Fig. 7(a). Meanwhgeinterference is least sensitive
to the CR user density in the sense that halvingeads to higher interference compared to
doubling rpye, halving P, or doubling R.

For the contention control scheme, the impact of conterd@rirol parameters on the resulting
interference is depicted in Fig. 7(b), whose initial seithie same as that of Fig. 7(a) except that
the transmission power for each CR transmittep is 1 W and the contention control range is
dmin = 20 m. It can be seen from the two rightmost PDFs in Fig. 7(b) thatdontention control
scheme results in an interference distribution with redutean like the power control scheme
in Fig. 7(a). Meanwhile, the interference can be reduced dxyrehsingy, A\, and/or increasing
R or d;,. It can be observed by comparing Fig. 7(b) with Fig. 7(a) flaincreasing the IR
radius is an effective approach to reduce the interferencebdth the power and contention
control schemes. However, the power control scheme is mamsite/e to the IR radius than
the contention control one; (ii) reducing the transmisgpomwer and/or CR transmitter density
affects the interference in the very similar manner for ¢hwgo control schemes.

Finally, the impact of shadow fading on the aggregate igterice is investigated for dif-
ferent values of the Nakagami shaping facterunder power and contention control schemes,
respectively, in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b). The initial setup iisthxample is the same as the one
used for Figs. 7(a) and 7(b), except that the standard \&@igo, = 4 dB. Whenm = 1
the interfering channel becomes a Rayleigh channel, wisctominated by the log-normal
shadowing. Whereas, when = 100 the fluctuations of the channel are reduced significantly
compared to the Rayleigh fading channel. One fact obsenvdelg. 8 is that the interference
distributions have larger variance and heavier tails whedew fading is incorporated for both
control schemes. Interestingly, fading tends to make therference distribution more heavy-
tailed than shadowing, i.e., the interference under shadphas better outage property than that

under fading. Moreover, the shadow fading has the simil@cefor both control schemes.

VIlI. CONCLUSIONS

Interference at a primary receiver caused by CR transmittéth power control, contention
control, and hybrid power/contention control schemes legnlcharacterized. The PDFs of inter-

ference in the first two cases have been evaluated analytwhlle, the interference distribution
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under the hybrid power/contention control has been studirderically. It has been found that the
proposed power control and contention control schemesnareffective approaches to alleviate
interference caused by CR transmitters. The hybrid costbéme causes higher interference to
a primary receiver, but leads to larger CR coverage as cadpar either power or contention
control schemes. Then, the interference distributiongpwer and contention control schemes
have been approximated by log-normal distributions usimg ¢umulant-matching approach
where the interference PDFs have been obtained with redaoewplexity. Furthermore, the
effect of a hidden primary receiver on the perceived interiee has also been investigated for
the primary receiver. Numerical studies have demonstridtedmpact of some CR deployment
parameters on the resulting aggregate interference umaegrpand contention control schemes.
It has been shown that increasing the IR radius is an efteetizy to reduce the interference.
Moreover, the power control scheme is more sensitive to Bigadius than the contention
control counterpart. Finally, the impact of shadow fadimgtioe aggregate interference has been

analyzed as well.
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APPENDIX

A. Derivation of (15)
Substituting [(6) and{7) intd_(14), we have
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exp{)‘ﬂ/ fh / fcc
Tpwe
= eXpAT .fh fcc )
wynw/ feer)
H Tpwe

Using (1) and[(3R), the characteristic functign](15) is oixd.

g(R) )
R2 1—eiwa(Bp(r)h Fiwppwe(Tec)h g Nt 2eiwtph gy | dr dh,
p
0

jw(=——)* . ) aPmaxh/ 9(R) w
(1—8 (pre) Pmdxg(R)h)_i_ZWT / (g_l(t))2€ t(
0

a
rpwc

s V"”W%t} drdh

) 9(R) i
R? (1 - ewg(R)meh) + iwPpaxh / (gl(t))zewtpmxhdt] dr dh} . (32)
0

B. Derivation of (18)
K= [ 50 [ o)/ dpan

= \/Paax / fu(h)Vh dh < / R (L) dr + / 2mAre AT dr), (33)
H 0 T'pwe r

pwc

where the first equality of (33) holds according [tol[2[].](i8pbatined immediately fron (83).

C. Derivation of (19)
Following similar steps as in [14], the characteristic fume of the aggregate interference can
be expressed as
by (w) = lim HE-FI@-D) (34)

l—o00

where
= E( iwPg(V >H)

. o
— iwPg(r)h
/Hfh(h)/RE {e } s dr dh

l
; 2r
— _ iwpg(r)h
/Hfh(h)\/l; |:(1 th)+the :| l —R2 dT dh

1
: 2r
=1-qun+ th/ fh(h)/ eiwpg(r)h dr dh. (35)
H R 12 - R2

The integral in the last equality of (B5) can be written as

2
lim / fu(h / wwpg(r hp " ar dh—1+ R2 / fu(R)T (wph)d (36)

l—o0 — R?

whereT (wph) is given in [12). Substitutind (35) an[ﬂ36) info (34), we ahbt(19).

D. Derivation of (25)
From (15) and[(24), we have
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A 1P (R)D\" | 10 (i Prach)" (4
n:_—”/ fh(h)/ feelr) |- R? (““ 9(R) ) i ) / 15t | dr dh
" H 0 0

prca prcna
/fh / Foolr) |-
Tpwec

9(R)
R? (i Pmaxg(R)R)" + n (iPmaxh)" / t"—l—%dt] dr dh
0

[ mran (g3 @-rgr @ ) | [ ) L s [ ) e
H n—3 0 Tpwe "™ Tpwe
2)\77Pmdx n Tewe foo(r)r™® °
= / fu(h)h"dh ( / el fCC(T)dr>. (37)
The first equality of[(37) is obtained based on the followingtf
" o = (aw)”
aw — — n. 38
o], [l L &

In the last equality of[(37), the first integral can be expedsas [[30]

/ fu(h)"dh = "5 (39)
H

with 1 ando? given in (3) and[(#), respectively. Also, the sum of the lag tntegrals in [(317)
can be simplified as

/ Mdr 4 / fcc(T)dT
0 Tpwe ' r

-1 .
a2 ey a0 2 0204 e
Tpwe " (2TA) 2 (2T AT pwe?)?

(40)

=1

Substituting [(3B) and_(40) int¢ (B7) yields {25).
E. Derivation of (28)
oy (w) = hm exp {)nrDl (E (eiwppwcg(v)h) _1)}

— 00

o 27 l
= gr&exp{)\le [/Hfh(h)/o fcc(:c)/o %/R exp [iwppwe()g(rep(r, 6))h] %:dr db dx dh— 1] }

oo 2wl
= zlggo exp {)\/Hfh(h)/o fec(x) /0 /R exp [{wPpwe(®)g(rep(r, 0))h] T — rdr df dz dh} (41)

with D; = [2 — R2. The first equality in[(41) is obtained in the same way[as (3%) &5).
Equation [(Z2B) can be obtained immediately framl (41).
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Fig. 1. System model for CR networks coexisting with a priynaetwork (R = 250 m).
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Fig. 2. Comparison of interference distributions for powsmtention and hybrid power/contention control
schemes R =100 m, A =3 userl0*m?, 8 =4, rpwe =20 M, @ =4, Ppax =1 W, p =1 W, dmin = 20 m and

Thyb = 30 m)
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Fig. 3. Log-normal approximation for interference distitibn under (a) power control =100 m, A =3
usert0*m?, B =4, rpwe =20 M, @ =4, Ppax =1 W, =0 ando = 4 dB) or (b) contention controli{ =100
m, A =3 userl0*m?, 8 =4, dpmin =20 M, p=1W, =0 ando = 4 dB).
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Fig. 4. Imperfect knowledge of primary receiver locatiorhe tprimary receiver is hidden from all CR transmitters
distributed in the shaded region.
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Fig. 5. Log-normal approximation for interference disttion with a hidden primary receiver under (a) power
control (R =200 m, A =3 userl0*m?, 8 =4, rowe =20 M, o = 4, Pyax = 1 W andr, = 0.5R) or
(b) contention control R =200 m, A =3 userl0*m?, 8 =4, dyin =20 M, p=1 W andr, = 0.5R).
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Fig. 6. Impact of hidden primary receiver on interferencgrifiution for CR networks under hybrid
power/contention control schem®& 200 m, A =3 userl0*m?, 8 =4, a = 4, dyin =20, p=1W, 7, = 0.5R

and Thyb = 30 Hl)
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