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Abstract—In this paper, we examine a cognitive spectrum This idea is known asoft sensing, and was first introduced in

access scheme in which secondary users exploit the primary 2], however, the focus was on physical layer power adaptati
feedback information. We consider an overlay secondary netork to maximize the capacity of the secondary link.

employing a random access scheme in which secondary users . ) . .
access the channel by certain access probabilities that are The second idea proposed in the literature is to make the

function of the spectrum sensing metric. In setting our probem, Se€condary user aware of the primary activity by leveraging
we assume that secondary users can eavesdrop on the primarythe feedback sent from the primary receiver to the primary
link's feedback. We study the cognitive radio network from a transmitter and optimizing its transmission strategy Hase

queuing theory point of view. Access probabilities are detenined its effect on the primary receiver. For instance, fin [3], the

by solving a secondary throughput maximization problem sulect .
to a constraint on the primary queues' stability. First, we secondary user observes the automatic repeat request (ARQ)

formulate our problem which is found to be non-convex. Yet, ve  from the primary receiver. The ARQs reflect the primary user’
solve it efficiently by exploiting the structure of the secodary achieved packet rate. The cognitive radio’s objective is to
throughput equation. Our scheme yields improved results in  maximize the secondary throughput under the constraint of
both, the secondary user throughput and the primary user paket guaranteeing a certain packet rate for the primary use#]in [

delay. In addition, it comes very close to theoptimal genie-aided . .
scheme in which secondary users act upon the presumed perfec the authors use a partially observable Markov decisiongg®c

knowledge of the primary user's activity. (POMDP) to devise an optimized admission control policy.
Secondary power control on the basis of the primary link
. INTRODUCTION feedback is investigated inl[5]. 1h][6], the optimal transsidn

Cognitive radio technology is a communication paradigmolicy for the secondary user, when the primary user adopts a
that emerged in order to solve the spectrum scarcity problestransmission based error control scheme, is investgatee
by allowing unlicensed (or secondary) users to exploit theplicy of the secondary user determines how often it tratssmi
under-utilized spectrum of the licensed (or primary) useraccording to the retransmission state of the packet being
Coexistence of such secondary users along with primary orsesved by the primary user. The resulting optimal stratefgy o
is allowed provided that minimal or no harm is caused updhe secondary user is proven to have a unique structure. In
the primary network, and that a minimum quality of servicearticular, the optimal throughputis achieved by the sdaon
is guaranteed for primary users. user by concentrating its interference to the primary user i
In a typical cognitive radio setting, the cognitive tranteri  the first transmission attempt of a packet. A simple idea is
senses the primary activity and decides on accessing thre chatroduced in a previous work [7] in which secondary users
nel based on the sensing outcome. This setting is problematfrain from accessing the channel upon hearing a NACK from
in the sense that cognitive users are not aware of their imp#we primary receiver allowing for an interference-freanymary
on the primary network, besides the usual sensing errois, Thetransmission, thereby increasing secondary througapdt
in turn, induced two ideas to alleviate these hurdles. Ths¢ fidecreasing primary packet delay.
is to decrease the sensing error rate, aslin [1], where thdn this paper, we introduce a hybrid scheme in which
authors introduced a novel design in which the value of tlvee capture the benefits of a feedback-based access scheme
test statistic is used as a confidence measure for the sensimigpduced on top of soft sensing, and accordingly, high
outcome. This value is then used to specify a channel acceessing reliability is attained besides awareness of timegoy
probability for the secondary network. The access proliegsil environment. We consider a secondary network employing a
as a function of the sensing metric are obtained by solving eandom access scheme in which secondary users access the
optimization problem formulated to maximize the secondaghannel by certain access probabilities that are functibon o
throughput given a constraint on the primary queue stgbilithe sensing metric. The network is studied from a queuing
theoretic perspective, and access probabilities are rdeted
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feedback; secondary users back-off completely from agagssthan a pre-specified threshold From the signal model in
the channel upon hearing a NACK, and attempt accessing[), the outage probabili}y between nod;eandjwis given by
an ACK/no feedback is overheard. This leads to significapte — p;. {|hqj|2 < M} —1—exp _%

. R , qj G, i '
improvements in the secondary user’s throughput as well asz5ch primary user has an infinite buffer for storing its

the primary user’s packet delay. This is attributed to trghhi incoming packets. The packet arrival processes at primary

sensing reliability, due to the use of soft sensing, as Well,eyes are assumed to be Bernoulli i.i.d. with an average
as avoiding sure collisions between primary and secondafyiyal rate of A, for userq. A slot duration is equal to

users when sgcondary users back-off upon hearing a NAGKe packet transmission time, and therefdre< A, < 1,

Our scheme is shown to outperform both soft sensing agf Assuming symmetry, for mathematical tractability, all
conventional hard decision sensing not leveraging feedbag s are the same for all primary users and are equal to
information and approaches tbptimal genie-aided scheme in \ ' Fyrthermore, in our model, we consider the case where
which secondary users have perfect knowledge of the prim@'é(condary users always have packets to send.

users’ activity and, hencg, make _best use of it. Primary users access the channel by dividing the channel
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The systefiorces, time in this case, among them; hence, each node
model is presented in Sectigd Il. A background on the Sqit 4 i0cated a fraction of the time LeL, — [}, w2 wéup]
* p? P il

sensing scheme is presented in Secfioh IIl. The_pmpostjféjnotearesource-sharing vector, whefe> 0 is the fraction
feedback- and soft sensing-based access scheme is ddscrét?etime allocated to node € M,, or it can represent the
1

and analyzed in Sectidn]V. Performance results are givenjf,papility that node is allocated the time slo[9]. Therefore,

Sectiorl. Finally, conclusions are drawn in Sec(iap VI. the set of all feasible resource sharing vectors is specifged
M.
[I. SYSTEM MODEL Fp = {Qp = (WpyWps ey wp ") ERTMr 030 4w < 1},
We consider the uplink of a TDMA system consisting oWhereR**"» is the set ofiM,, dimensional vectors with real,
M,, primary users (PU), along which we havé, secondary Non-negative elements. _
users (SU) attempting to access the channel using a Slotted? the proposed model, we leverage an error-free primary

ALOHA scheme. LetM, = {1,2, ..., M,} denote the set of feedback channel via which the primary receiver sends a
all primary users, andM, = {1,2, ..., M,} denote the set of feedback by the end of each time slot to acknowledge the

all secondary users. reception of packets. Accordingly, an ACK is sent if a packet

We consider an overlay system in which secondary usdpscorrectly received, and a NACK is sent if a packet is lost.
attempt to send their packets only when primary users Jrailure of reception is attributed to either primary chdnne
sensed to be idle. We adopt a collision model for interfeeenfUtage, or collision between secondary and primary packets
whereby packets are lost if more than one transmission ptg-case of an idle slot, no feedback is sent. Secondary users
ceed at a time. At the beginning of each time slot, each S€ assumed to overhear this primary feedback perfectly and
senses the channel and if found idle, it accesses the char@fd|as follows: if an ACK/no feedback is heard, the secondary
with a certain access probability. Simple energy detedi@n users_behave normally, and start sensing the <_:hanne| in the
is adopted as the sensing mechanism since it does not nBg¥t time slot. On the other hand, if a NACK is heard, all
prior information of the PU signal or its structure. secondary users back-off in the next time slot allowing for

The channel is modeled as a Rayleigh flat fading chanrfl interference_—free retransm_is_sion of the erropeous.apyim
with additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN.) Thus, the rg?acket. Accordingly, sure collisions can be avoided sifiee t
ceived signal at nodg from nodeq at time slott is given eception of a NACK triggers the PU to send in the next time

by slot with probability one.
. /—G ot gt " 1 In the sequel, we assume symmetry conditions, for simplic-
Yaj = a"qj MajTq T 1 @ ity of analysis and presentation, in which all primary users

whereG, is the transmitted power,; is the distance betweentransmit powers are equal and all distances between segonda
the two nodes, and is the path loss exponent! is the a&nd primary users are equal. Therefore the subsgripts
transmitted signal, which is assumed to be drawn from afjopped in the rest of the paper.
constant modulus constellation, M-ary PSK for instancehwi In the next section, we present a background on the so-
zero mean and unit varianc&fzj is the channel coefficient called soft sensing scheme which was briefly mentioned in
between the two nodes, modeled as i.i.d. circularly sym'meuSeCtiO'"D-
complex Gaussian random variable with zero mean and unit
variance. The noise term§- is also modeled as i.i.d. circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian random variable with zero meanwe focus on the concept of soft sensing originally intro-
and varianceN,. We assume the channel is stationary andliced in [1] which basically uses the energy stati#g}g;su2
independent from slot to slot, thus, the supersdriptdropped acquired from the energy detector as a measure of religbilit
in the rest of this paper. where subscripp denotes the primary user arddenotes the
For a transmission to be successful, the channel must setondary user. The lower the valu€|gf.||> compared to the
be in outage, i.e. the received SNR should not be smalldcision threshold, the more certain secondary users become

IIl. BACKGROUND: SOFT SENSING-BASED ACCESS



n link between Pl and its destination is not in outag®,is the
[ | | ==<c=-- | | event of missed detection, aigj is the event that a SU gains
Hyps||2 access to the channel. The probability of the joint event of
_ ) o ) _ missed detection and permission to access the channetedeno
Fig. 1 Soft Sensing: _D|V|S|0n_of the intervé, n] |nt_0__ pl, is given by Pr{BN P} = p! = Zie[l l pla;, where
subintervals and their associated access probabilities. p! is the probability that the energy detector’s output of the

received sig;nal\y][,s|\2 falls in the i*" subinterval when the

that primary users are idle in the time slot in question. This; ig present. From the received signal model[®f {#)~

obse_rvatlon is expl.0|ted to yield the powerful concept o‘ltsoeXp (_ (ifl)n) exp in ) whereo? is the variance of
sensing as follows:

2no? " 2no?
» The intervall0, n] is divided inton subintervals as shown

the energyldetector’s outpult when the PU is present.
The average PU service rate can now be written as

in Fig. .
« For each subinterval € [1,n], an access probability; M,
is assigned. B N 1
o If |lyps|” lies in thei** subinterval, the SU attempts mp=E{Yy} = M, 1= Z Pi i - @
accessing the channel with probability. i€ftm]
2 .
* ![L(!yé)ﬁgn:;I,UG is greater than, the SU does not acCeSSwhere £ {} is the expectation operator, atf, is the prob-

ability that the link between the primary transmitter and th

Intuition may suggest that access probabilities assatiat&imary receiver is in outage. Next, we move to charactegizi
with subintervals far less than the threshgldre given higher

. . VS
values than those associated with ones near the thresteld, i For a secondary user to successfully send its packet, the

tlhte|r va_:_uht-_:‘s are so rlte(; In a des?(tarr:dmg orlder gs%s l:];rlc')tm {ollowing events have to all take place simultaneously:as h
0 n. ThiS IS maihly because of the very low probabllity of, correctly identify the channel as idle, i.e. no false mlar

collision with a PU packet whenever the energy statistis "%_ccurs, it must gain access to the channel, its own link must

in the subintervals close to zero. On the other hand, therenl& be in outage, all other secondary users must either have a

a higher risk of collision whenever the energy statistis e false alarm decision or have no access to the channel, and the

the sut_)lntervals close t_o_ the energy thresho!d. . PU’s queue has to be empty. Thus, the service process of the
In this work, the stability of the PU queue is studied as thgm SU can be characterized as

performance measure. Access probabilities are chosen such
that the SU throughput is maximized provided that the PU . , .
U [Aqﬂ{quo}mOtkdmAﬂPS

gueue is stable. Stability can be loosely defined as keeping ¥ =1

guantity of interest bounded, in this case, the queue seaF qEMp

more general and rigorous definition of stability, se€ [10) a _

[11]. If the arrival and service processes of a queuing syste N {AUPS} } >7 (5)
are strictly stationary, one can apply Loynes’ theorem tecgh lEM\k

for stability [12]. This theorem states that if the averagival ) .
rate is less than the average service rate of a queuing systére-A is the event of false alarm, afd), = 0} denotes the

whose arrival and service processes are strictly staptreen €ventthat the'" PU queue is empty, which can be determined
the queue is stable, otherwise it is unstable. using Little’s theorem([13] to bel — A, /).

Therefore, the baseline problem, without feedback, can befhe joint event of no false alarm and gaining chan-
formulated as maximizing the secondary throughput subjectnel access when the PU is not present can be expressed

the primary queue being stable. That is, as Pr{ANP;} = p) = XcpynPlai, Where p} =
_G=Umn\ _ __in 2 i i
max  ps, Subjectto A, < iy, @) exp( 502 ) exp( %Ug), and o§ is _the variance of
a;i€[1,n] the energy detector’s output when no PU is present.

where 1, is the secondary user throughput, apgl is the Therefore, the average SU service rate is given by
primary user service rate. Next, we charactefize

Under the assumption stated before that secondary users ¢ ApMp,
always have packets to send, the service process of'the (1 _ po )(1 -y pla_)Ms
PU can be characterized as pd i€lt,n] i

Ms—1
Y =1 (Agﬂo—;d N {BﬂP5}>, 3) (1~ s"d)( > p?az-) (1— > p?%) . (8)

leM., i€[1,n] i€[1,n]

where1(-) denotes thg indicator function(4) = 1 if e_zvent Fortunately, the optimization problerl (2) usifig (4) and (6)
A occurs, and otherwise) A, denotes the event that time sloiyas proved to be convex|[1]. Thus, its global optimum can be
t is assigned to primary user OZd denotes the event that thecalculated efficiently via standard techniques [14].
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ity in the same surrounding conditions. A PU will stay in stat
kr in time slott + 1, for & > 1, if it received a new packet
during time slott, which occurs with probability,,, and if it
simultaneously succeeded in transmission, which occutls wi
probability I',. Again, these two events are independent and
hence there joint probability is equal to their multiplicet,
that is A\, I').

On the other hand, an up transition frobg in slot ¢ to
(k+1)g in slott 4+ 1 occurs when the PU receives a packet
in slot ¢, which occurs with probability\,, and fails in its
transmission, which should now be considered in the absence

Fig. 2: Markov Chain model of the PU queue evolution. of secondary users. This occurs with probability= 1 —
(1 - Py;), which means that either the PU did not gain

IV. PROPOSEDFEEDBACK- AND SOET SENSING-BASED access to the slot, or it gained access, yet, its channelwas i
ACCESS outage. It follows that the probability of a PU staying intsta

ei 1S equal to(1 — X,)d. The rest of the probabilities can be
In our proposed scheme, secondary users overheargi

. teedback. which i dtob ¢ fived using similar arguments.
primary user feedback, which Is assumed to be error-iree, by\iey e present our system analysis and consider two
the end of each time slot and leverage it as follows:

performance metrics, namely the SU throughput and PU
« If an ACK/no feedback is heard, each SU attempisacket delay.

sensing and accessing the channel in the next time slat.
o Otherwise, if a NACK is heard, all secondary users”
back-off completely in the next time slot allowing for 1) Problem Formulation: In this subsection, we derive an
retransmission of the erroneous primary packet. This, @pression for the SU throughput in the proposed feedback-
turn, avoids guaranteed collisions with the PU, increasised scheme. The SU service event will be just the same as
the PU service rate and decreasing the primary useis(). Due to the feedback, it is only the value Bf {Q] =
packet delay. Accordingly, the primary queue will bd} (Which is equivalent in our model ta) that is going to

empty with a higher probability which increases th&éhange. The PU Markov chain in Fig. 2 can be analyzed, using
throughput of the secondary network. the global balance equations, in order to get the valueof

}ghich is given by

Ml

Secondary Throughput Analysis

The Markov Chain modeling the PU queue dynamics Y=\
presented in Figl]2. There are two classes of states the PU o= 6;)’ (7)
gueue may encounter, the firstkig, denoting the case where ) _
the PU hagt packets and sending for the first time, whéte wherey = )‘PF_P+ (1 __)‘P)(_l —9) (proof in Append_|x). After
stands for “First transmission”. The second:js, denoting the SCM€ algebraic manipulations, we get the following result
case where the PU hdspackets and re-transmitting, where ( ) M,

P

1+ —>—
probability 7r;,, and stategr have stationary probability. L= P i€[Ln]

The second class of statelg, is only reached after the (8)

reception of a NACK. In such case, the primary link’s outagg s worth noting that for an irreducible and aperiodic Mavk

is the sole cause of packet retransmissions since seconqdin, the queue is stable if there exists a non-zero value fo

users refrain complgtely from _transmission upon oyerngarithe probability of the queue being emply [11] . This conditio
a NACK from the primary receiver. If the PU queue is emptyg equivalent in our model to having, > 0, which leads to
then, clearly the PU cannot be in the retransmission sta;\%, < x (which is the same condition aof < 1 stated in[2P)
therefore.e = 0.. N _ in Appendix).

As shown in Fig[2, a down transition frotk +1) ¢ in slot In order to gain more insight into the difference in the SU
t 1o kr in slot + 1 occurs when the PU does not receive amroughput between our proposed scheme and the no feedback
packets during slat, which occurs with probability —A,, and - gne  we computé\r, denoting the difference betweeq in
at the same time succeeds in transmission, which occurs Wit feedback-based scheme (equatidn (7)), @anéh the no
probability I';, = 1\%(1.— Bra) (1 =2 et mg pzlai).MS- .e. the  feedback one that turns out to be equal te A, /s, (directly
PU got allocated to this time slot, at the same time its linkWarom Little’s law), which is equivalent ta — ,/T,, since
not in outage, and all secondary users did not interfere With andr, have the same value. Therefore, and after some

its transmission. These two events are independent, arheR|gebraic manipulations, the following result can be reach
their joint probability simply boils down to their produdt.is

worth noting here thal’, has the same value as the primary Ap(1—T,) )
user service ratg,, in the baseline no feedback scheme since Amg = - T I—11- Z biai )
they both denote the successful primary transmission pibba P i€[1,n]

R stands for “Retransmission”. Statds- have stationary g, —1 — )\ M, 1— Z pla;

M
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which is always positive fof) < a;, < 1. Therefore, the SU the new largest value. If not, the algorithm continues to the
throughput of the proposed feedback-based scheme is alwagst iteration. Eventually, the largest value is reachehis T
larger than that of the no feedback one for the same setreformulation is relatively efficient to solve if, for eaeh the

SU access probabilities. One can expect that finding acceggimization problem inside the loop is convex. This regsir
probabilities that maximize the throughput for the feedbacthat the functionf; is concave and the inequality constraint

based scheme should give even higher SU throughput.  f> > 7 can be cast in the form of a concave function greater
We can now write the formula of the SU throughput as than a constanf[14]. We next show thafl(11) can be solved
3) Solution Approach: First, we take the logarithm of the
ieltnl expression ofi, in (I0) before the maximization. This yields
Ms;—1 ) ' " ]
(1- Pfd)( > p?ai> <1 -y p?(u) _(10) log(-) is a monotonic function. The expression now becomes
i€[tn] log(ps) =

M M. using the aforementioned algorithm.
_ P 1.
,us—<1—/\p (1+1_P;d)_<1_ Zpial) ])x
an equivalent problem that has the same solution since the

i€[1,n]

Therefore, the optimization problem is given b M M
P P J Y 10g<1—/\p (1+ ”0)—(1— Zp%ai>
m:ﬁc | ts, Subjectto A, < x. (12) 1-Pg ic[1,n]
a;,e(l,n

o

Unfortunately, the optimization problem in{11) is non-zer
as we show later. Nevertheless, It can still be solved effitjie 0 0
o y + log(1 — Pgy) + 1o M
by exploiting its structure as discussed next. &l 2 & ( Z P )
2) General Optimization Approach: Consider the following

maximization problem + (M, —1)log (1 — Z pQCL,L-), (13)
max  fi(2) + fo(w), st 0<z<1l  (12) et

i€[1,n]

) o ) . The last two terms in[{13) are the logarithm of an affine
where f(z) is a concave function i, while f2(x) is non ¢ nction in a; and hence are concave in [14].
concave. Now let us assume without loss of generality, thatThe first term. however. is the logarithm of a convex
the functionfz(x) is bounded from below and from above bynction in o; (proof is omitted due to space limitations),
f3"" and f3"** respectively for any given value of in the  \hich causes a problem since the logarithm of a convex
feasible region. _ _ function cannot be proven to be concavel[14]. But singe
Now consider the following algorithm (the term inside the logarithm) is bounded between zero and
OPTIMIZATION ALGORITHM one, we can use t_h@p_nmlzatlon Algorithm presgnted a_b(_)ve
to solve this optimization problem as follows. First, weid&/

sum = =00 . the termlog(us) into two parts, the first consists of the sum
LOOP : 7= f"": v fine of all the concave terms, and the second consists of the non-
max  fi(x) concave termlog(r), wherer = m. The two parts map
x

into f1(x) and f2(z) in the Optimization Algorithm presented

st. 0<z<l above, respectively. The second step is to apply the akgorit
fa(z) > 7, as follows

dummy = fi(z*) + fo(z™)

if {dummy > sum}

sum = —0o0

LOOP: 7=0:v:1

sum = dummy
end if aigé%fn] log ( | Z p?ai) + (Mg —1)log (1 — Z P?ai)
end LOOP et e

(14)
where v is the step size, and* is the value ofz that st. 0<a; <1, Vie][l,n]
maximizesfi(z) while satisfying the constraints. As — 0,
the algorithm introduced here gives the same solutior 12). (1 log (1 - Z leaz‘) 2
The proof of this is straightforward. In the search for the i€[l,n]
optimal value of the variable;, it is made sure thaf; is dummy = ps(a))
maximized and, simultaneously, has a value larger than i
or equal tor, which is an iteration term that takes on the
possible values of the bounded functifn Once the problem ]
is solved, the valuef; + f» is computed and compared to €nd if
the largest saved value. If it is larger, it is then saved a&nd LOOP,

log [f(n)]" (15)

{dummy > sum}

sum = dummy



T M,

where f(1) = = + - — 522 and [f(r)]" denotes

P pd P
max(0, f(7)). Accordingly, [14) is now concave and can be
solved using standard convex optimization tools. It must be
noted that the stability condition i (IL1) can be rewritten a

N )

e s v (16)

which is subsumed by the newly added constrdint (15) as it
corresponds ta- = 0 and 7 is non-negative. Therefore, we
have managed to overcome the problem of the non-convexity
of the optimization problem in[{11) via a simple algorithm
which requires an exhaustive search over only one boundedrig
parameterr.

1
>
=L

B. Primary Delay Analysis

In this subsection, we only present final expressions for the
average PU packet delay. Proofs of these are omitted due to
space limitations. For the no feedback soft sensing scheme
presented in Sectidn]ll, one can easily show that

1-Xp

fp = Ap
While for the proposed feedback-based scheme, the delay is
given by

D, a7)

(Fp —x)(x — )‘p)Q + (1 — /\p)2(1 - FP)X
(1_)‘;0)(1_)()(1_5)()(_)‘17) .
V. PERFORMANCERESULTS

In this section, we compare the performance of our proposed
feedback-based scheme with two other schemes, namely the
conventional (non-feedback-based) soft sensing schentk, a
the Neyman-Pearson hard decision scheme. We consider
system of)M,, = 4 primary users and/, = 2 secondary users.
The distance between the primary transmitters and receiser
set to 100 m, the distance between the secondary transnitter
and receivers is also set to 100 m, and the distance betweer
any primary user and any secondary user is set to 150 m. The
SNR threshold is 10 dB, the transmit power is 100 mW,
the path loss exponent= 3.7, and Ny = 10~'' W/Hz. The
region below the energy thresholdis divided inton = 4
regions each having a different access probability. Fig

In Fig. [3, the SU throughput is plotted against the PU
arrival rate. Different schemes are compared with respect t
the upper bound acquired by perfect sensing; a scheme that
can be considered genie-aided, where the SU perfectly knows
when the PU is idle. We can see that our proposed feedback-
based scheme, when applied jointly with soft sensing, not
only outperforms the conventional soft sensing one but also
approaches the upper bound almost with equality in some
regions. Also the Neyman-Pearson (N-P) hard decisionsgnsi
scheme is plotted for completeness.

In Fig.[4, the average PU queuing delay is plotted against
the PU arrival rate. We can see that our proposed feedback-
based scheme when applied jointly with soft sensing alse out
performs the conventional soft sensing and the hard decisio _.
sensing ones in all regions.

Dy = (18)
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Access probabilities for both the conventional soft segsimandom access scheme in which secondary users access the
scheme and for the feedback-based one are plotted agadhstnnel by certain access probabilities that are functibn o
the PU arrival rate in Figll5 and Fi@] 6, respectively. Frohe sensing metric. We studied the cognitive radio network
the figures, we can see that in both cases the two accEssn a queuing theory point of view. Access probabilities ar
probabilities closer to the decision threshalg and a, are determined by solving an optimization problem subject to a
equal to zero for any given arrival rate. Howevef,andas constraint on the primary user queue stability. In setting o
have higher values in the feedback-based scheme than tipeablem, we assumed that secondary users can eavesdrop on
counterparts in the conventional soft sensing one at velgti the primary link’s feedback; secondary users back-off com-
high arrival rates. This is attributed to the proper use @f tipletely from accessing the channel upon hearing a NACK, and
primary feedback information by the secondary users, whielitempt accessing if an ACK/no feedback is overheard. This
makes them avoid sure collisions, and thus enables themhas led to significant results in both secondary user thrpuigh
access the channel more aggressively without affecting thed primary user packet delay. Our proposed scheme has
PU’s stability. outperformed both the soft sensing and the conventional har

In order to gain more insights into how our proposed scherdecision sensing schemes and produced very close results to
performs with different number of secondary users, we pi®vithe optimal genie-aided scheme in which secondary users have
scalability results. For an arrival rate of, ~ 0.1 packets perfect knowledge of the activity of the primary user and act
per time slot, a plot of the PU packet delay for differentipon it.
schemes against the number of secondary users is presented i
Fig.[d. We can see that our proposed feedback-based scheme APPENDIX

is the nearest to the lower bound at any given number OfReferring to the Markov chain in Fil 2, we can write the
secondary users. We also notice that the PU packet de&l&bal balance equation around stéie as follows
curve converges to a certain level. This is due to the fadt tha

the access probabilities change inversely proportionahé&o ToAp = T AL + €106, (29)
number of secondary users in order to guarantee the syabilit o N )
of the primary users’ queues. This opposite change alsesaudhere the notation: = 1 — . Writing the balance equation
the PU service rate to converge to a certain level, thereB{pund statd » we get
causing the delay to be constant. (1= 6X,) = MLy,

Fig.[8 presents a result pertaining to the secondary network
throughput(M; « us) against the number of secondary usersherefore, we have
for A, ~ 0.1 packets per time slot too. The network throughput _
seems to be slowly decreasing with the increase of secondary = €] — ) (20)
users, however, our proposed feedback-based scheme -outper ApL'p
forms both the coqventlonal soft sensing and hard dec's'g’&bstituting by[(20) in[{19), we get
schemes at every given number of secondary users and closely

approaches the optimal perfect sensing scheme. . ALy
1 =

0, (21)

VI. CONCLUSIONS - ) ) )
) ) N wherex = A\,I', + A\,0. Now using [Z1) in[(20) yields
In this paper, we examined a cognitive spectrum access -
scheme in which secondary users exploit the primary feddbac (1 =6)y) -
A 2

information. We considered a secondary network employing a = ApX (22)



Writing the balance equation around state, we have
7T1(1 — )\pr) = 7TOAp + 61)\175 + WQ;\PFP + Ezj\pg.
Using [19) to substitute for the termy),, we get

Hence,

Ipmo — k (APFP> <
- P =| =——
X2 kzﬂ ApX

Ap

B = —_—
X—Ap

)wo. (29)

The last summation converges onlyif< 1, that is equivalent

mbp = €10 + mAply + e2Apd. (23) 1o A\ < x- This is actually the stability condition for the PU
Using [21) and[{22) intd(23), we now have gueue. After some manipulations, the terincan be written
_ as: _ _
- _ _ AT Al x+T
oA + €200 = ;;wo. (24) A= ( /_\” ;’) < = L) o (30)
P P P
Writing the balance equation around stafg we get From [29) and[(30), and after some involved manipulations,
_ _ o the final result becomes
62(1 — 5/\p) = 61)\p5 + wl)\pI‘p + WQAPFP, A (f + g)
. A+B="2"P2 __p, 31
but since from[(2ll) and (22) we have X— Ap o (31)
NPT )\pr Using this final result of[(31) in(28), we can write the value
€1Ap0 + M AL, = =——mo, of my as
" 0 =X (32)
therefore =T
_ _ /\gfp which can be checked to satisfy the balance equation given in
e2(1 = 6Ap) — meApl, = X To- (25) 19).
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