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Underlay Cognitive Radios with Capacity

Guarantees for Primary Users
Antonio G. Marques

Abstract

To use the spectrum efficiently, cognitive radios leverage knowledge of the channel state information

(CSI) to optimize the performance of the secondary users (SUs) while limiting the interference to the primary

users (PUs). The algorithms in this paper are designed to maximize the weighted ergodic sum-capacity of

SUs, which transmit orthogonally and adhere simultaneously to constraints limiting: i) the long-term (ergodic)

capacity loss caused to each PU receiver; ii) the long-term interference power at each PU receiver; and iii) the

long-term power at each SU transmitter. Formulations accounting for short-term counterparts of i) and ii) are

also discussed. Although the long-term capacity constraints are non-convex, the resultant optimization problem

exhibits zero-duality gap and can be efficiently solved in the dual domain. The optimal allocation schemes

(power and rate loadings, frequency bands to be accessed, and SU links to be activated) are a function of the

CSI of the primary and secondary networks as well as the Lagrange multipliers associated with the long-term

constraints. The optimal resource allocation algorithms are first designed under the assumption that the CSI

is perfect, then the modifications needed to accommodate different forms of imperfect CSI (quantized, noisy,

and outdated) are analyzed.

Index Terms

Cognitive radios, resource management, stochastic approximation, imperfect channel state information.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cognitive radios (CRs) implementing dynamic spectrum access (DSA) schemes are the next generation

solution for the problem of deploying new wireless servicesin an overcrowded radio environment [12], [10].

CR users, typically referred to as secondary users (SUs), have to sense the radio spectrum and use the sensing

measurements to adapt dynamically the configuration of the CR. Such tasks have to be carried out with the
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aim of optimizing the quality of service (QoS) of the SUs while limiting the interference to the receivers

which hold the licence of the frequency band, referred to as primary users (PUs). The specific rules that

establish how SUs and PUs coexist and how the interference islimited depend on the so-called CR paradigm

considered (underlay, overlay, or interweave [10]) and theDSA policy implemented [31].

The merits of adaptive schemes for traditional wireless systems that first acquire knowledge of the channel

state information (CSI) and then use the CSI to optimally allocate the transmit resources are well documented;

see [9]. However, for channel-adaptive schemes to be deployed in CR scenarios [20], [26], [27], [13], important

challengesnot present in traditional wireless networks arise. Next wedescribe several of them.

Challenge 1: Sensing the CR spectrum and acquiring the corresponding CSI (especially the one of the

primary network) is a difficult task. The CSI in CRs is heterogeneous (presence of PUs, SU-to-PU channels,

SU-to-SU channels, PU-to-PU channels) and inherently distributed. Some PUs can be located far away and

not willing to collaborate with the SUs. The CSI may also varyfast and, due to interference, might not

be stationary. Furthermore, to become aware of theoverall radio environment, not only channels but also

additional (network) side information may need to be sensed/estimated [10]. As a result, the CSI in CRs

has higher dimensionality and heterogeneous quality (information of SU-to-SU links is typically better than

that of SU-to-PU). Hence, advanced signal processing schemes that keep track of the CSI and mitigate the

existing uncertainties have to be implemented. To deal withthese problems, most CR works consider that the

CSI contains some type of imperfections. Such imperfections are typically modeled as either noisy CSI (the

actual CSI is corrupted with additive noise [20]) or quantized CSI (only a coarse description of the channel

CSI is available, [19], [15]). Fewer works have considered the fact that the CSI may be not only noisy but

also outdated [4], [17]; have developed signal processing schemes to mitigate the CSI uncertainties; or have

incorporated those imperfections into the design of resource allocation (RA) algorithms [20], [25], [1], [5]. In

this paper we take a general approach to model the CSI imperfections and consider that the distribution of the

instantaneous CSI (referred to as belief) is available. This will allow us to: i) consider simultaneously different

sources of CSI imperfections; and ii) address the design of systems with a broad degree of CSI uncertainties

(from almost perfect CSI to severely degraded CSI). The expression for the belief and the rules to update it

will depend on the operating conditions of the system. For example, if the CSI is perfect, the belief coincides

with the instantaneous channel measurements. On the other hand, if only statistical CSI is available, the belief

coincides with the long-term distribution of the channel and does not vary with time.

Challenge 2: As already mentioned, CR transmissions must obey additional rules that establish how SUs

and PUs coexist and how to control interference. Such rules are typically formulated as constraints and depend

on the specific CR paradigm and the DSA policies implemented.Overlay CRs (referred to as interweave CRs
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in [10]) allow SUs to transmit only if PUs are not active. Differently, underlay CRs allow for SU transmissions

provided that the damage (interference) to the PUs is not toohigh. To keep the interference low, some works

limit the interference power at the primary receiver side, either by imposing instantaneous (short-term) or

average (long-term) interference power constraints; see,e.g., [13], [30], [29], [11]. The latter are better suited

for fading channels because they can exploit the diversity of the interfering link [30], [11]. Other works

guarantee a minimum signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the PU receiver [14], [8]. Short-term

SINR constraints can be easily translated to (short-term) interference power constraints, while long-term SINR

constraints cannot. More recent designs use a probabilistic approach to limit the probability of interfering the

primary transmissions [26], [27], [2], [17]. Other works have designed schemes either guaranteeing a minimum

capacity (rate) for the PU or limiting the capacity-loss at the PU receiver [8], [19]. Providing guarantees on

the capacity of the PU links is typically a non-convex problem, so that most works have developed suboptimal

solutions and focused on short-term formulations, which are more tractable and in some cases can be rendered

convex [8]. In this paper we consider that PUs are not always active. When the channels are not occupied, the

SUs are allowed to transmit (overlay paradigm). When the PUsare active, the SUs transmissions adhere to

diverse DSA constraints (short and long term interference power and rate loss) that guarantee that the damage

to PUs is kept under control (underlay paradigm).

Challenge 3: CRs have to use the time-varying (imperfect) CSI to dynamically adapt the available resources

(power and rate loadings of the SUs) and decide the frequencybands to be used and the specific SUs that will

use them. Relative to the RA in traditional wireless systems, the problem in CRs is challenging not only because

more variables are involved, but also because the description of the CSI is more complicated and the schemes

have to satisfy the additional DSA constraints. Different approaches have been used to formulate and solve the

RA problem: game theory [21], non-linear optimization [29], convex approximation [5], dynamic programming

[4], adaptive control [26] and even bio-inspired models [6]. In this paper, we design the RA schemes using

non-linear optimization and dual stochastic approximation tools. The stochastic schemes are robust to channel

non-stationarities and require less computational burdenthan that of the (non-stochastic) allocation schemes.

Moreover, they are well suited for dealing with CSI imperfections. Dual stochastic algorithms have been

successfully used to allocate resources in wireless networks, see, e.g., [23], [18] and [19], [27] for examples

in the context of CRs.

Motivated by these challenges, we design RA algorithms thatoptimize the rate performance of the SUs and

limit the interference to the PUs. We focus on CRs where SUs adapt their power and rate loadings dynamically,

and access orthogonally a set of frequency bands which are primarily devoted to PU transmissions. Orthogonal

here means that if a SU is transmitting, no other SU can be active in the same band. The RA schemes are
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then obtained as the solution of a weighted sum-average capacity maximization subject to four types of

constraints: i) limits on the long-term (ergodic) capacityloss inflicted to each PU; ii) limits on the long-term

interference power at each PU [11]; iii) limits on the long-term power transmitted by each SU; and iv) short-

term formulations of i) and ii). Consideration of i) is challenging because the interfering (SU) powers render

the capacity term non-convex, and it is the main contribution of this work. Although non-convex, it holds that

the formulated problem has zero duality gap. As a result, theLangrangian relaxation is optimal. Additionally,

the operating conditions of the secondary network (and the formulation of the objective to optimized) are such

that the problem in the dual domain can be separated across users and frequency bands. This favorable structure

allows for a significant reduction on the complexity required to find the optimal solution and, hence, renders

the non-convex problem computationally tractable. Different forms of channel imperfections are considered

(quantized, noisy, outdated, statistical). The optimal RAschemes are complemented with simple but effective

stochastic signal processing algorithms both to mitigate the effects of the CSI imperfections, and to estimate

online the value of the multipliers required to implement the optimal RA. Such stochastic algorithms are able

to track the time-variation of the environment and/or learnunknown parameters on-the-fly, features that are

especially attractive for CR systems [12], [19].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II presents the model for the (perfect) CSI, describes the

operating conditions of the secondary network, and formulates the DSA constraints that SUs must obey. Sec.

III deals with the design of the optimal RA algorithms. First, the optimization problem which gives rise to the

RA is formulated and then, its solution is obtained. Sec. IV discusses different methods (including stochastic)

to estimate the multipliers required to implement the optimal RA. Sec. V describes different forms of CSI

imperfections and analyzes how the optimal schemes have to be modified to account for imperfect CSI. Sec.

VI presents different illustrative numerical examples that corroborate the theoretical claims. Conclusions in

Sec. VII wrap-up this paper.1

II. M ODEL DESCRIPTION

We consider a CR network withM secondary users (indexed bym) transmitting opportunistically and

orthogonally overK different frequency bands (indexed byk). For simplicity, we assume that: i) each band

has the same bandwidth and is occupied by a different primaryuser; and ii) the secondary network has an

access point (AP) which is the destination of all secondary users. The AP acts as a central scheduler which

1 Notation: T denotes vector transposition;x∗ the optimal value of variablex; ∧ (∨) the Boolean “and” (“or”) operator;E[·]

expectation;1{·} the indicator function (1{x} = 1 if x is true and zero otherwise); and[x]ba the projection of the scalarx onto the

interval [a, b], i.e., [x]ba := min{max{x, a}, b}.
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collects the CSI and then makes the RA decisions. Extensionsto scenarios where those assumptions do not

hold true can be handled with a moderate increase in complexity.

A. Channel state information

Intuitively speaking, the CSI in wireless systems comprises the information of the channel links which: i) is

known by the system and ii) is relevant from a RA perspective.A key feature of CR systems is that the CSI

is heterogeneous, meaning that it is typically different for the primary and secondary network. The reason for

that is twofold. First, the schemes used to acquire the CSI are different for the primary and secondary network

[cf. i)]. Second, the impact of the CSI on the design of the RA is different [cf. ii)]. For ease of exposition,

we first design the RA schemes assuming that the CSI is error-free. Accordingly, the model for the perfect

CSI is presented here, while the model for imperfect CSI (andthe corresponding modifications for the RA

schemes) is presented in Sec. V.

The CSI available at instantn is formed by variables:ak,1[n], hmk,1[n], andhmk,2[n] for all k andm. Before

explaining the meaning of such variables, we clarify that subscript “1” will be used to emphasize that the

channel involvesprimary transceivers, while subscript “2” is used to emphasize thatonly secondarytransceivers

are involved. Starting with the CSI of the PUs,ak,1[n] is a Boolean variable which is one if the PU that transmits

on thekth channel isactiveat timen and zero otherwise. Variablehmk,1[n] represents the instantaneous noise-

normalized power gain between themth SU and thekth PU at instantn. Similarly, hmk,2[n] represents the

instantaneous noise-normalized power gain between themth SU and the AP in thekth channel at instantn.

All ak,1[n], hmk,1[n] andhmk,2[n] are stationary random processes. The assumption of perfectCSI implies that

at instantn, the value of those variables is known deterministically. Finally, we will use γk to denote the

(interference free) signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) between the PU transmitter and PU receiver. For simplicity,

we will assume thatγk does not vary with time (either because the PU channels are fixed or because the

PU transmitter implements a channel-inversion power loading [9]). Nonetheless, our schemes can be easily

modified to account forγk varying with time.

To finish this section, leth denote theK(2M +1)× 1 vector of overall CSI containing: i) the power gains

of the MK CR-to-CR links, and ii) the normalized power gains of theMK CR-to-PU links; and iii)K

Boolean variables indicating whether the channels are occupied. Clearly, the value ofh varies with time and,

wherever convenient, we will writeh[n] to stress this fact.
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B. Resources at the secondary network

Now, we introduce the design variables, i.e, the variables that will be adapted as a function of the (primary

and secondary) CSIh. Let wm
k,2 denote a Boolean variable taking the value one if themth secondaryuser

is scheduled to transmit into thekth band and zero otherwise. Provided thatwm
k,2 = 1, let pmk,2 denote the

instantaneous power transmitted over thekth band by themth secondaryuser. We analyze the case where

instantaneous rate and power variables are coupled throughShannon’s capacity formula. Such a coupling will

be written asrmk,2(h
m
k,2p

m
k,2) := log2(1 + hmk,2p

m
k,2), which is an increasing and concave function. Nonetheless,

the basic results in this paper hold for anyrmk,2(·) increasing and concave.

The CR operates in a time-block fashion, where the duration of each block corresponds to the coherence

time of the fading channel. This way, at every timen the AP will use the current CSI vectorh to find the

(optimum) value ofwm
k,2 andpmk,2. Sinceh varies withn and{wm

k,2, p
m
k,2} depend onh, the value of the design

variables{wm
k,2, p

m
k,2} will vary across time as well. Throughout the manuscript, wewill write h, wm

k,2(h) and

pmk,2(h), or h[n], wm
k,2[n] andpmk,2[n], wherever is convenient to emphasize the corresponding dependence.

Having introduced the design variables, now we formulate constraints that these variables need to satisfy.

To ensure that at most one user transmits into a given bandk, we need
∑

m wm
k,2(h) ≤ 1. If the left hand side

of the constraint is equal to one, then one user is accessing the channel (orthogonal access). If it is equal to

zero, then none is transmitting (either because all secondary channels are poor, or because it causes very high

interference to the PUs). To simplify the notation, we consider an additional virtual SU userm = 0, with zero

transmit power and rate; i.e.,p0k,2 = r0k,2 = 0. The0th user will be active (and thusw0
k,2 = 1) if none of the

actual SUs is transmitting. Then, we can write
∑

m
wm
k,2(h) = 1, ∀k. (1)

We also consider that the maximum average (long-term) powerthemth SU can transmit išpm2 ; hence,

Eh

[

∑

k
wm
k,2(h)p

m
k,2(h)

]

≤ p̌m2 , ∀m. (2)

Such a constraint is not only reasonable to effect QoS acrossCRs, but also to limit the power consumption

of each of the CR transmitters. The expectation in (2) is taken over all possible values ofak,1[n] hmk,1[n] and

hmk,2[n]; i.e, considering allm, k, andn. While (1) needs to hold for each and every channel realization (hence,

for each and every time instant), (2) only needs to hold in thelong term.

C. Dynamic spectrum access constraints

The next step is to identify the rules that dictate how SU transmissions affect the performance of the PUs.

Such rules will be formulated as constraints that will be incorporated into the optimization problem that gives

October 15, 2018 DRAFT
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rise to the RA schemes. In other words, the DSA constraints will represent how SUs have to modify their

behavior so that the damage caused to the PUs is kept under control.

When the DSA constraints are formulated, several factors have a significant impact both in terms of the

system operation and the mathematical formulation of the problem. Two important ones are discussed next. The

first factor is whether the interference constraints are formulated as instantaneous (short-term) or as average

(long-term) constraints. The former requires the constraint to hold for each andevery time instant, while

the latter requires the constraint to hold on average (taking into account all time instants jointly). Clearly,

instantaneous constraints are more restrictive than theiraverage counterparts (which can exploit the so-called

“cognitive diversity” of the primary CSI [30], [29]), and therefore the performance of the secondary network

will be higher in the latter case. Mathematically, long-term constraints are typically dualized, while short-term

constraints are handled using alternative methods. The second factor is the metric used to measure the actual

damage that the CRs inflict to the PUs. Among the metrics considered in the literature we find: interference

power at the PUs, probability on interfering the PUs, and rate loss inflicted to the PUs. Most works have

focused on limiting the interference power. The reason is twofold: i) it is a simple (and intuitive) metric

to measure the interference, and ii) it can be formulated as aconvex constraint. Limiting the rate loss may

be considered a better alternative because it focuses on theactual damage that the interference causes to

the PUs (most communications systems are designed to eitherguarantee or maximize a certain transmission

rate). From a mathematical perspective, constraints limiting the rate loss are typically non-convex. As a result,

very few works have explored that alternative; see e.g. [8],[19]. The problem of limiting the probability of

interference for a system with operating conditions very similar to the ones considered in this paper was

thoroughly investigated in [17].

As already mentioned, the main contribution of this work is to limit the long-term rate (capacity) loss on

the PUs. However, we will also impose limits on the long-terminterference power. The reason is twofold.

First, such constraints were not considered for systems with the same exactoperating conditions than those

considered in this work; see [11] for a very related one. Moreimportantly, joint consideration of rate loss and

interference power constraints will help us to compare these two alternatives. For similar reasons, the end of

the section is devoted to discuss the modifications requiredto handleshort-terminterference power and rate

loss constraints.

We start with the formulation of the long-terminterference powerconstraints. Leťpk,1 denote the maximum

average interference power thekth primary receiver can tolerate (provided that the PU is active) and recall

that themth SU transmits in thekth channel only if the Boolean scheduling variablewm
k,2(h) is one. Then,
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the followingK constraints need to hold

Eh

[

∑

m

wm
k,2(h)h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h)

∣

∣

∣
ak,1 = 1

]

≤ p̌k,1, ∀k. (3)

The fact that the expectation is taken across allh reflects that (3) is a long-term constraint. Clearly, for a

given channel realizationh just one of theM +1 terms inside the expectation is active. This property will be

exploited in upcoming sections. Finally, note that only CSIrealizations for whichak,1 = 1 are considered in

the expectation. In fact, (3) can be rewritten asEh[ak,1
∑

m wm
k,2(h)h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h)] ≤ Eh[ak,1p̌k,1]. If one does

not want to bound the long-term interference power that the PU receives when it is active, but the long-term

power at the PU receiver irrespective of whether the PU is active of not, thenak,1 has to be removed from

the previous expressions.

Next, we formulate the long-term (ergodic) capacity constraints. For such a purpose we define the function

rk,1(x) := log2

(

1 + γk,1

1+x

)

, wherex stands for the interference power at thekth PU receiver. Our formulation

guarantees a minimum long-term rate ofřk,1 for the kth PU. This minimum rate can either be a fixed value

[19] or expressed as a fraction of the rate that the PU achieves when no CRs are present. Mathematically,

the rate requirement in the latter case can be written asřk,1 := (1 − ε̌k)Eh [ak,1rk,1(0)] where ε̌k ∈ (0, 1) is

the maximum (relative) capacity loss that the CRs can cause to the kth PU. With these issues in mind, the

long-termcapacity constraintis formulated as

Eh

[

∑

m

wm
k,2(h)rk,1(h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h))

∣

∣

∣
ak,1=1

]

≥ řk,1, ∀k. (4)

Again, for a given channel realizationh only one of theM + 1 terms inside the expectation is active. The

expression in (4) confirms that if the constraint is written as f(pmk,2(h)) ≤ 0, thenf(·) is a non-convex function

[cf. the definition ofrk,1(·)].

We close this section by briefly discussing the formulation of the short-term DSA constraints. To write the

short-term counterparts of (3) and (4) we do not need to take into account allh, but only the current one

h[n]. Hence, the short-term constraints for the time instantn are

ak,1[n]
∑

m

wm
k,2[n]h

m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n] ≤ ak,1[n]p̌k,1, (5)

ak,1[n]
∑

m

wm
k,2[n]rk,1(h

m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n]) ≥ ak,1[n]řk,1, (6)

which need to hold for allk andn. Capitalizing on the fact that at every time instant only oneSU is active,

the alternative set of constraints can be considered

ak,1[n]h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n] ≤ ak,1[n]p̌k,1, (7)

ak,1[n]rk,1(h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n]) ≥ ak,1[n]řk,1, (8)
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which in this case need to hold for allk, m andn. Clearly, if (7) and (8) are satisfied, then (5) and (6) are

satisfied too. It can also be rigorously shown that (7) and (8)do not imply a loss of optimality relative to (5)

and (6). As already pointed out, key for showing this result is that at every time instant at most one SU is

active, so that bounds on the non-active users are irrelevant. The main advantage of considering (7) and (8) is

that the transmit powers of the different SUs are decoupled,so that each of theMK expressions in (7) and

(8) can be solved with respect to (w.r.t.)pmk,2[n]. This implies that the constraints can be rewritten as simple

box constraints. To be specific, letp̌mk,max represent the maximum power the amplifier at the SU can transmit.

Moreover, assume thatak,1[n] = 1 and letxmk [n] andymk [n] be, respectively, the values ofpmk,2[n] for which

the constraints (7) and (8) are satisfied with equality. Based on these notational conventions, we define the

maximum short-term power ašpmk,2[n] := p̌mk,max if ak,1[n] = 0, and p̌mk,2[n] := min{xmk [n], ymk [n], p̌mk,max} if

ak,1[n] = 1. Then, the short-term DSA constraints can be replaced withpmk,2[n] ≤ p̌mk,2[n]. In a nutshell, the

orthogonal access among SUs allow us to rewrite the short-term DSA constraints astime-varyingpowerpeak

constraints. The power bound enforced by each of such peak constraints will depend on the metrics used to

measure the interference (rate loss and/or interference power), the limits set on the chosen metric (p̌k,1 and

řk,1), and the CSI at instantn.

III. F ORMULATING AND SOLVING THE RA PROBLEM

To formulate the optimization problem that gives rise to theoptimum RA algorithms, we need to identify:

i) the variables to be optimized; ii) the constraints the variables need to satisfy; and iii) the metric to be

optimized. The first step was accomplished in Sec. II-B. Regarding the second step, Boolean variableswm
k,2(h)

are constrained to belong to the set{0, 1} and variablespmk,2(h) are constrained to belong to the set[0, p̌mk,2(h)],

wherep̌mk,2(h) stands for the instantaneous peak power constraint introduced at the end of Sec. II-C. Moreover,

wm
k,2(h) andpmk,2(h) need to satisfy (1) and (2), and the DSA constraints in (3) and(4).

Regarding the third step (metric to be optimized), we are interested in maximizing the weighted ergodic sum-

capacity given bȳc2 :=
∑

k,mEh

[

βmwm
k,2(h)r

m
k,2(h

m
k,2p

m
k,2(h))

]

, whereβm > 0 represents a user-dependent

priority coefficient. Note that by varying{βm}Mm=1, the border of the capacity region can be found [28].

Recall that for a given channel realizationh and channelk only one of theM + 1 terms (SUs) is active.

Other objective functions, such as ergodic sum-utility rate could be used without changing the basic structure

of the solution; see, e.g., [18] for further details on a related problem.

Under all previous considerations, the optimal RA is obtained as the solution of the following problem:
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c̄∗2 := max
{wm

k,2(h),p
m
k,2(h)}

∑

k,m
Eh

[

βmwm
k,2(h)r

m
k,2(h

m
k,2p

m
k,2(h))

]

(9a)

s. to : wm
k,2(h) ∈ {0, 1}, 0 ≤ pmk,2(h) ≤ p̌mk,2(h), (1); (9b)

(2), (3), (4); (9c)

where the dependence of the optimization variables on the CSI h has been made explicit. Note that we

are interested in optimizing a long-term objective (9a), subject to both short-term (9b) and long-term (9c)

constraints. As we will see in the next section, the approachto handle (9b) and (9c) will not be the same.

A. Optimal RA

The main challenge of finding the optimal RA is that (9) is not aconvex problem. Basically, there are three

sources of non-convexity in (9): i) scheduling coefficientswm
k,2 are constrained to belong to{0, 1}, which is

a non-convex set; ii) the monomialswm
k,2p

m
k,2, andwm

k,2r
m
k are not jointly convex; and iii) the constraint (4) is

not convex w.r.t.pmk,2. The two first sources on non-convexity can be “easily” bypassed by transforming

(relaxing) the problem in (9) into a convex one which yields the same optimality conditions; see App.

A for technical details. However, the third source of non-convexity cannot be bypassed. Two undesirable

consequences associated with lack of convexity are [3]: (c1) zero-duality gap is not guaranteed, and (c2)

development of numerical algorithms that find the optimal solution in polynomial time is not guaranteed.

Remarkably, it can be shown that (see related discussion in App. A, and [24], [22]): the problem in(9)

exhibits zero-duality gap. This result implies that the constraints can be dualized without losing optimality.

However, (c2) still holds, so that finding an efficient algorithm to optimize the (unconstrained) Lagrangian is

still challenging. Interestingly, due to the structure of (9) we will show that the optimization can be separated

(decomposed) across channels and users, decreasing dramatically the computational complexity to find the

optimal solution.

After the previous discussion, we are ready to present the solution of (9). Our approach to deal with the

constraints in (9) is twofold. The long-term constraints in(9c) –namely, (2), (3) and (4)– will be dualized, while

the constraints in (9b) (all short-term) will be handled using alternative methods such as scalar projections.

Regarding the long-term constraints, letπm, θk andρk denote the Lagrange multipliers associated with (2),

(3) and (4), respectively. With this notational conventions, it can be shown (see App. A) that the optimal

solution of (9) is
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ϕm
k (pmk,2[n]) :=βmrmk,2(h

m
k,2[n]p

m
k,2[n])− πmpmk,2[n]

− θkak,1[n]h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n]

+ ρkak,1[n]rk,1(h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n]), (10)

pm∗
k,2 [n] :=

[

arg max
pm
k,2[n]

ϕm
k (pmk,2[n])

]p̌m
k,2[n]

0
, (11)

wm∗
k,2 [n] :=1{m=argmaxl ϕl

k(p
l∗
k [n])}1{pm∗

k,2[n]>0∨m=0}. (12)

Key for understanding the solution of (9) is the definition ofthe functionalϕm
k (·) in (10). Mathematically,

ϕm
k (x) represents the contribution to theLagrangianof (9) if the transmit power ispmk,2[n] = x andwm

k,2[n] = 1.

Intuitively, (10) can be interpreted as a user-channel quality indicator (the higher the indicator, the better).

Under this interpretation, the rates of SUs and PUs are rewards (first and fourth terms), and the transmit and

interference powers are costs (second and third terms). Thecorresponding prices areβm, ρk, πm and θk,

respectively. The indicator also manifests the existing trade-off between the SUs (first and second terms) and

the PUs (third and forth terms). Note that if the fourth term in (10) is replaced with−ρkak,1[n]
(

rk,1(0) −

rk,1(h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n])

)

, the optimum value ofpm∗
k,2[n] andwm∗

k,2 [n] in (11) and (12) do not change. This implies

that we can also interpret the quality indicator as a functional which penalizes the allocations that entail a

high capacity loss for the PU.

Based on the definitionϕm
k (pmk,2[n]), equation (11) reveals thatpm∗

k,2[n] is found separately for each of the

user-channel pairs. Similarly, (12) reveals that to find{wm∗
k,2 [n]}

M
m=0, i.e., the optimal scheduling for channel

k; no information from channels other thank is required. These attractive features are present becausethe

optimization problem in the dual domain is separable acrossusers and channels (see [18], [17]). Keys for

this property to hold are the consideration of orthogonal access in the secondary network and the definition

of the objective in (9). Capitalizing on the favorable structure of the solution, we now analyze in further

detail the optimal RA. Starting with the optimal schedulingin (12), we observe thatwm∗
k,2 [n] is available in

closed form, provided that the optimum power is known. Equation (12) reveals that the scheduling follows a

winner-takes-all strategy, guaranteeing that the access is orthogonal (at most one user is active), opportunistic

(ϕm
k is a continuous random variable), and greedy (only the user with highestquality in a given band must

be scheduled). Note that the second condition in (12) dictates that if all users decide to transmit with zero

power, the channel is assigned to the virtual userm = 0. The details of the optimum power allocation are

a bit more intricate. To obtainpm∗
k,2[n] we need first to maximizeϕm

k (pmk,2[n]) w.r.t. pmk,2[n]. Consider first

a simplified case where the CR constraints (3) and (4) are not present. In such a case only the two first

terms in (10) are present, so thatϕm
k (·) is strictly concave and differentiable. As a result, the optimization

October 15, 2018 DRAFT



12

is convex andpm∗
k,2 [n] can be easily found. Specifically,pm∗

k,2 [n] for this case is available in closed form as

pm∗
k,2[n] = [β

m log
2
(exp(1))

πm
− 1

hm
k,2

]
p̌m
k,2[n]

0 . The previous expression is basically a waterfilling power loading [9]

projected onto the feasible interval defined by the instantaneous constraints. When the CR constraint (3) is

active, the third term in (10) needs to be considered. However, since that term is linear w.r.t.pmk,2[n], the

structure ofϕm
k (·) is basically the same andpm∗

k,2 [n] can still be efficiently found. In fact, the solution follows

again a (modified) waterfilling schemepm∗
k,2[n] = [

βm log
2
(exp(1))

πm+θkak,1[n]hm
k,1[n]

− 1
hm
k,2

]
p̌m
k,2[n]

0 ; see, e.g., [11]. Differently,

when all four terms in (10) are considered, the optimizationis challenging becauseϕm
k (·) is not concave

any more. The reason is that the last term is strictly convex,rendering the sum of the four terms in (10)

non-concave and therefore, the optimization non-convex.

However, the fact of the optimization not being convex does not necessarily imply thatpm∗
k,2 [n] cannot be

efficiently found. The first reason is that optimizingϕm
k (·) involves a single (scalar) variable. As a result,

simple line search methods can be used. The second reason is that the structure ofϕm
k (·) can be exploited

to focus the search on a small region. For example, it can be rigorously shown that the waterfilling solution

is an upperbound forpm∗
k,2[n]. Moreover, if the CSI is perfect, thenϕm

k (·) has at most three stationary points,

so thatpm∗
k,2 [n] is either 0 or one of those three points. Once{pm∗

k,2 [n]}
M
m=1 are found, finding{wm∗

k,2 [n]}
M
m=0

just requires the evaluation of closed-form expressions [cf. (12)]. In other words, because in the dual domain

the problem can be separated across users and channels, optimizing the Lagrangian does not require solving

one non-convex problem in a(2M + 1)K dimensional space. Rather,(M + 1)K closed forms need to be

evaluated (for the scheduling coefficients), andMK non-convex problems in aone-dimensional spaceneed

to be solved (for the power loadings).

The expressions obtained in this section revealed how the optimal RA depends on the (perfect) CSI and the

Lagrange multipliers. Schemes to compute the multipliers in our CR setup are discussed in the next section,

while the alternatives to account for CSI imperfections areanalyzed in Sec. V.

IV. STOCHASTIC ESTIMATION OF THE MULTIPLIERS

Different methods can be used to obtain the value ofπm, θk andρk. Based on Lagrangian Duality Theory,

{πm, θk, ρk} are set to a constant value{πm∗, θ∗k, ρ
∗
k} corresponding to the value that maximizes the dual

function associated with (9). Since our problem has zero duality gap, whenπm = πm∗, θk = θ∗k andρk = ρ∗k

are substituted into (10)-(12), the resulting RA is the optimal solution of (9) [3]. To find such values, one

has to resort to iterative search algorithms such as dual subgradient methods [3], which at each iteration

update the value of the multiplier according to the long-term violation of the corresponding constraint (let

us recall that regardless of the convexity of the primal problem, the dual problem is always convex). Dual
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subgradient methods (either with constant or diminishing stepsize) and dual descend methods are reasonable

alternatives for the problem at hand. Methods exploiting the separability in the dual domain can be used too.

The main drawback associated with all previous methods is that at every iteration, the expectations in the

long-term constraints (which require averaging over all possible states ofh) need to be computed. Moreover,

the multipliers have to be recomputed if either the long-term distribution of the channels or the number of

users change.

Recently, alternative approaches that rely on stochastic approximation tools have been proposed to find the

value of the multipliers [23], [19], [27]. These approachesdo not try to find the optimal value of{πm∗, θ∗k, ρ
∗
k},

but time-varying estimates of them{πm[n], θk[n], ρk[n]} which are updated at every instantn and remain

sufficiently close to{πm∗, θ∗k, ρ
∗
k}. An important advantage of these approaches is that their computational

complexity is very low. Moreover, they exhibit additional advantages that are especially attractive in CR setups.

Namely: i) they are robust to channel non-stationarities (which may arise in environments with interference);

ii) they do not need to have statistical knowledge of the channels; and iii) they can cope with changes in either

the secondary network (number of users, or QoS levels) or theprimary network (limits on the interference

power, rate loss, or capacity function of the PUs). In other words, stochastic schemes offer a way to learn

the environment online and keep track of its time variation.As we will see, the only price to pay is that the

resulting schemes are slightly suboptimal.

To be specific and rigorous, withηπ, ηθ andηρ being small and constant stepsizes, the following iterations

are proposed

πm[n+ 1] =
[

πm [n]− ηπ(p̌
m−

∑

k
wm∗
k,2 [n]p

m∗
k,2 [n])

]∞

0
(13)

θk[n+1] =
[

θk[n]− ηθak,1[n]
(

p̌k,1

−
∑

m

wm∗
k,2 [n]h

m
k,1[n]p

m∗
k,2[n]

)]∞

0
(14)

ρk[n+1] =
[

ρk[n] + ηρak,1[n]
(

řk,1

−
∑

m
wm∗
k,2 [n]rk,1(h

m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n])

)]∞

0
. (15)

From an optimization point of view, the updates in (13)-(15)form an unbiased stochastic subgradient of the dual

function of (9); see [3]. Assuming that the updates in (13)-(15) are bounded, the following optimality/feasibility

result can be shown2.

Proposition 1: The sample average of the stochastic RA: i) is feasible and ii) entails a small loss of

2A proof of this result is not presented here due to space limitations, but it can be derived following the lines of [23], [18].
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performance relative to the optimal solution of (9). Specifically, definingη := max{ηπ, ηθ, ηρ}; p̄m2 [n]:=

1
n

∑n
l=1

∑

k w
m∗
k,2 [l]p

m∗
k,2 [l]; c̄2[n] :=

1
n

∑n
l=1

∑

k,m βmwm∗
k,2 [l]r

m
k,2 (hmk,2[l],p

m∗
k,2 [l]); p̄k,1[n]:=

1
n

∑n
l=1 ak,1[l]

∑

m

wm∗
k,2 [l]h

m
k,1[l]p

m∗
k,2 [l]; and r̄k,1[n]:= 1

n

∑n
l=1 ak,1[l]

∑

mwm∗
k,2 [l]rk,1(h

m
k,1[l]p

m∗
k,2 [l]). Then, it holds with probability

one that asn → ∞:

i) p̄m2 [n] ≤ p̌m, p̄k,1[n] ≤ p̌k,1, r̄k,1[n] ≥ řk,1, and

ii) c̄2[n] ≥ c̄∗2 −∆(η), where∆(η) → 0 asη → 0.

In words, the proposition guarantees asymptotic optimality of the stochastic iterates because they give rise

to a RA which is feasible and achieves a value (performance) arbitrarily close to c̄∗2, which is the optimal

objective that the original (non-stochastic) solution of (9) achieves [cf. (9a)]. Note also thatη can be used as a

parameter to set the tradeoff between optimality and tracking capabilities. If optimality is the only concern, the

stochastic iterations in (13)-(15) could be run using a time-varying stepsizeη[n] which diminishes with time.

Under mild conditions, it can be shown that such iterations converge to the optimal solution; see, e.g., [19]

for details. Clearly, the price to pay in that case is that thealgorithms would lose their tracking capabilities.

Remark 1: In this work, we have assumed that there is a central scheduler (AP) that gathers the CSI, finds

the optimum RA, and runs the stochastic iterates. Moreover,we have also assumed that the signalling channels

which convey the control information are error free. Nonetheless, it is worth remarking that the stochastic

estimates are robust to errors. In fact, if the errors in the updates are bounded and have zero mean, then the

results in Prop. 1 still hold. See [7] for a related result. Inaddition, the next section will show that our schemes

are also robust to errors/imperfections in the CSI.

V. IMPERFECT CHANNEL STATE INFORMATION

The optimal RA schemes were designed assuming that the CSI was perfect. Here, we relax that assumption

and account for CSI imperfections. Although the assumptionof perfect CSI may be reasonable for some

wireless systems, it is unlikely to hold in CR scenarios (seerelated discussion in Sec. I). This is especially

true for the CSI of the primary network, which is typically more difficult to obtain and entails a higher cost

than that of secondary links. We first present different alternatives to model the CSI imperfections and then,

describe how the RA schemes have to be modified to account for them.

The main change in the formulation when the CSI is not perfectis that the values ofak,1[n], hmk,1[n] and

hmk,2[n] (instantaneous CSI) are not longer deterministically known at instantn. Rather, the knowledge of

ak,1[n], hmk,1[n] andhmk,2[n] will be probabilistic and time varying. As a result, the CSI now will correspond

to the probability density function (pdf) ofak,1[n], hmk,1[n], h
m
k,2[n] available at timen. Such a pdf will be

referred to as instantaneousbelief and denoted asbk,1(x |n), bmk,1(x |n), bmk,2(x |n), respectively. The specific
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expression for the instantaneous belief will depend on the operating conditions of the system. Focusing on

hmk,1[n] for illustrative purposes, two extreme examples are analyzed next. First, consider the case when the

CSI is perfect. For this case, the value ofhmk,1[n] at instantn is perfectly known, so that belief at instant

n (instantaneous pdf) would bebmk,1(x |n) = δ(x − hmk,1[n]), whereδ(·) is a Dirac delta function. Consider

now that no instantaneous measurements are available, so that only (long-term) statistical CSI is available.

For the case of Rayleigh channels, the belief would bebmk,1(x |n) = exp(x/h̄mk,1)/h̄
m
k,1, whereh̄mk,1 represents

the average gain of the SU-to-PU channel. Clearly, in this case the belief would not vary with time.

Three different sources of imperfections are considered here: quantized CSI, noisy CSI, and outdated CSI.

For each of them, we first give a high level description of how to model the imperfections and the corresponding

belief. Then, we provide several examples that will allow usto gain insights and be more specific. Regarding the

first source of imperfections, research has consistently shown that feedbacking a small number of information

bits about the instantaneous channel conditions to the transmitter (or schedulers) can allow near optimal channel

adaptation [15]. To implement such schemes, the channel domain has to be quantized into non-overlapping

quantization regions. Such quantization can be carried outjointly for different channels (vector quantization)

or separately for each of them. Once the quantizer is known, at each instant the transmitter is notified of the

region the instantaneous channels falls into. The instantaneous belief will be given by the pdf of the channel

gain within the active region. A different source of imperfections is the presence of noise in the channel

measurements. A zero-mean additive white noise is typically assumed for the noise, so that the belief will be

given by the instantaneous channel measurement and the noise pdf. Many systems do not estimate the power

gain of the channel, but its complex low-pass equivalent. Insuch a case, the (complex) noise would affect the

low-pass equivalent. The belief in this case can be obtainedfrom the actual measurement, the noise distribution

and taking into account that power gain is the squared modulus of the complex low-pass equivalent. Finally,

we also consider that the CSI may be outdated. This model is well motivated in CRs where sensing the (PU)

channels entails a high cost so that they are cannot be sensedat every time instant. To update the belief in

this case we need to assume a specific time-correlation modelfor the CSI. Based on that model and on the

available measurements up to instantn, the belief is estimated using stochastic prediction/correction schemes.

Example 1: A simple but very effective alternative to define the quantized CSI is to use a scalar quantizer

for each of the channel gains. For example, focusing on the SU-to-SU channels, the domain ofhmk,2[n]

can be divided intoL non overlapping intervals[τm,l−1
k,2 , τm,l

k,2 ), where l = 0, . . . , L, τm,l
k,2 stands for thelth

quantization threshold andτm,0
k,2 = 0 and τm,L

k,2 = ∞. Clearly, in this caselog2(L) bits suffice to identify

the region (interval) channelhmk,2[n] falls into. Most quantized CSI designs ignore the time-correlation of the

channel and assume that the CSI is available instantaneously and free of errors [15]. In such a scenario, let
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lmk,2[n] be the index which identifies the region the channelhmk,2[n] falls into. If the channelhmk,2[n] follows a

exponential distribution (Rayleigh model) and its averagegain is h̄mk,2, then the belief ofhmk,2[n] at instantn

is bmk,2(x |n) = [exp(−x/h̄mk,2)/h̄
m
k,2]/Pr{h

m
k,2 ∈ [τm,l−1

k,2 , τm,l
k,2 )}.

Example 2: The task of acquiring the Boolean variableak,1[n] is basically a detection problem. Consider

that the output of the detection process is binary and denoted by ãk,1[n]. In order to incorporate the sensing

errors into our model, we denote the probabilities of miss detection and false alarm asPMD := Pr{ãk,1[n]=

0 |ak,1[n] = 1} and PFA := Pr{ãk,1[n] = 1 |ak,1[n] = 0}, respectively. Based on those, we defineP0|0 :=

[(1−PFA)P0]/[(1−PFA)P0 +PMDP1] andP1|1 := [(1−PMD)P1]/[PFAP0+(1−PMD)P1], whereP0 and

P1 stand for the long-term probabilities ofPr{ãk,1=0} andPr{ãk,1=1}, respectively. If the time-correlation

of ak,1[n] is ignored, then the belief ofak,1[n] at timen is simply: bk,1(x |n) = P0|0δ(x)+ (1−P0|0)δ(x−1)

if ãk,1[n] = 0; and bk,1(x |n) := (1 − P1|1)δ(x) + P1|1δ(x − 1) if ãk,1[n] = 1. Schemes to update the belief

for more general sensing models and that leverage the time-correlation of the PUs activity can be found in,

e.g., [17].

Example 3: In this example, we design prediction/correction schemes for a practical channel/measurement

model for the SU-to-PU channels. Letgmk,1[n] be the low-pass equivalent of the SU-to-PU channel, so that

hmk,1[n] = |gmk,1[n]|
2. We will assume thatgmk,1[n] is a complex Gaussian process with independent real and

imaginary parts (Rayleigh model). For notational convenience we will deal withgmk,1[n] as a2×1 vector whose

first and second entries correspond to the real and imaginaryparts, respectively. The time dynamics ofgmk,1[n]

are assumed to follow a first-order Markovian model withgmk,1[n] = (̺mk )1/2gmk,1[n− 1] + (1− ̺mk )1/2dmk,1[n]

where̺mk represents the autocorrelation coefficient anddmk,1[n] an innovation process independent ofgmk,1[n].

The processdmk,1[n] is assumed to be white and complex Gaussian distributed withzero mean and diagonal

covariance matrix12I2, whereI2 is the2× 2 identity matrix [9]. Once the model of the ground-truth channel

has been described, we introduce the model for the measurements and errors. For such a purpose, letsmk [n]

denote a Boolean variable which is one if the channelgmk,1 is sensed at instantn and zero otherwise. Moreover,

let g̃mk,1[n] denote the noisy measurement ofgmk,1[n] obtained ifsmk [n] = 1. The measurement is modeled as

g̃mk,1[n] = gmk,1[n] + vmk [n] where vmk [n] is a white noise independent ofgmk,1[n] which follows a complex

Gaussian distribution with zero mean and diagonal covariance matrixνmk I2. Let fgm
k,1[n]

(x) denote the pdf of

gmk,1[n] at instantn, conditioned to all measurements up to instantn. Under the previous model, it readily

follows thatfgm
k,1[n]

(x) is Gaussian pdf and its mean and covariance (denoted, respectively, asµm
k [n] andυmk [n])

suffice to describe the full distribution. The stochastic iterations to updateµm
k [n] andυmk [n] are described next.

If smk [n] = 0, then it holds thatµm
k [n] = (̺mk )1/2µm

k [n − 1] andυmk [n] = ̺mk υmk [n − 1] + (1 − ̺mk )12I2. If

smk [n] = 1, we first update the belief of the previous instant to get the predictionsµ̂m
k [n] = (̺mk )1/2µm

k [n− 1]
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and υ̂mk [n] = ̺mk υmk [n− 1] + (1− ̺mk )12I2. Then, we use the measurementg̃mk [n] to correct the predictions as

follows:

µm
k [n] = (υ̂mk [n] + νmk )−1(υ̂mk [n]g̃mk [n] + νmk µ̂m

k [n]) (16)

υmk [n] = (υ̂mk [n] + νmk )−1(υ̂mk [n]νmk ). (17)

Clearly, whensmk [n] = 1 the updates correspond to those of a classical Kalman filter.Different pre-

diction/correction steps will be required if either the time dynamics or the sensing errors are modeled

differently. See, e.g., [17] for alternative models. As mentioned before, based onfgm
k,1[n]

(x) (instantaneous

pdf of gmk,1[n]), the beliefbmk,1(x |n) (instantaneous pdf ofhmk,1[n]) can be obtained by using the transformation

hmk,1[n] = |gmk,1[n]|
2.

To finish this section, we introduce notatioñh[n] to denote the overall imperfect CSI available at timen.

For example, suppose that: a) the CSI of the SU-to-SU gains isquantized as described in Example 1; b) the

errors on the activity of the PUs follow the model described in Example 2; and c) the CSI of the SU-to-PU

channels is outdated and noisy as described in Example 3. With these operating conditions,h̃[n] is a vector

of length(3M +1)K containing: a) the region index of each of the gains of theMK SU-to-SU links; ii) the

probability of each of theK PUs being active; and iii) the means and variances of theMK SU-to-PU links.

Clearly, based on the information gathered onh̃[n], the instantaneous beliefsbk,1(x |n), bmk,1(x |n), bmk,2(x |n)

can be trivially obtained. For notational convenience, we will use b(x |n) to denote the belief of the CSI

of the overall system. Moreover,b(x |n) will be written asb(x |h̃[n]) whenever is convenient to stress the

dependence oñh[n].

A. Modifying the RA schemes

The first step to design RA schemes capable of accounting for CSI imperfections is to modify the formulation

of the constraints which depend explicitly on the instantaneous CSI. Strictly speaking, the formulation of the

long-term constraints in (2), (3) and (4) (and the objectivec̄2) do not have to be modified. One just has to

take into account that the total expectationEh[·] in those constraints can be rewritten asE
h̃
[E

b(x|h̃)[·]]. The

notation emphasizes that the inner expectation is taken over ak,1[n], hmk,1[n] andhmk,2[n] according to the pdfs in

b(x|h̃). Differently, the short-term constraints in (7) and (8) need to be modified. When the CSI is imperfect,

those constraints involve random variables, so that strictsatisfaction of the constraints may be impossible

(e.g., if the instantaneous belief has infinite support). Asa result, the constraints have to be reformulated. A

reasonable reformulation is to takeexpectations across the instantaneous beliefat both sides of the constraints
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and consider

Ebk,1(x|n)[ak,1[n]]Ebmk,1(x|n)

[

hmk,1[n]
]

pmk,2[n]

≤ Ebk,1(x|n)[ak,1[n]]p̌k,1, (18)

Ebk,1(x|n)[ak,1[n]]Ebmk,1(x|n)

[

rk,1(h
m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n])

]

≥ Ebk,1(x|n)[ak,1[n]]řk,1. (19)

Note that to gain intuition in (18) and (19) we have implicitly assumed thatak,1[n] andhmk,1[n] are independent,

so that the expectations were obtained separately. The long-term expectations in (3) and (4) are different from

those in (18) and (19). In the former, the expectations were taken considering all time instants. In the latter,

the expectations are taken at instantn and only over the CSI uncertainties. Clearly, as the knowledge of the

CSI improves, the beliefs approximate to a Dirac delta centered in the actual value of the channel and hence,

the constraints in (18) and (19) approximate to those in (7) and (8). As we did in Sec. II-C, to handle the

short-term DSA constraints we solve (18) and (19) w.r.t.pmk,2[n] and redefine the maximum instantaneous peak

power constraint aš̃pmk,2[n] := min{x̃mk [n], ỹmk [n], p̌mk,max}, wherex̃mk [n] and ỹmk [n] are the roots of (18) and

(19), respectively. Another reasonable reformulation to handle the CSI imperfections is to consider that (7)

and (8) need to hold with a certain short-term probability (e.g., the probability of the interference power at

time n exceedinǧpk,1 has to be less than a certain value). The procedure to deal with the constraints would

be similar. The instantaneous belief would be used to solve the constraints w.r.t. thepmk,2[n], the corresponding

values ofx̃mk [n] and ỹmk [n] would be found, and such values would be used to obtainˇ̃pmk,2[n].

With these modifications in mind, it can be shown (see App. A) that the optimal RA with imperfect CSI is

ϕ̃m
k (pmk,2[n]) := Eb(x|n)

[

ϕm
k (pmk,2[n])

]

, (20)

pm∗
k,2[n] :=

[

arg max
pm
k,2[n]

ϕ̃m
k (pmk,2[n])

] ˇ̃pm
k,2[n]

0

(21)

wm∗
k,2 [n] := 1{m=argmaxl ϕ̃l

k(p
l∗
k [n])}

·1{pm∗

k,2 [n]>0 ∨ m=0}. (22)

In most practical scenarios, the SU-to-SU channels are statistically independent of the SU-to-PU channels.

The same holds true for the activity of the PUs. In such a case,the indicator in (20) can be written as

ϕ̃m
k (pmk,2[n]) = βm

Ebmk,2(x|n)
[rmk,2(h

m
k,2[n]p

m
k,2[n])]−πmpmk,2[n]−θkEbk,1(x|n) [ak,1[n]]Ebmk,1(x|n)

[hmk,1[n]]p
m
k,2[n]+

ρkEbk,1(x|n) [ak,1[n]]Ebmk,1(x|n)
[rk,1(h

m
k,1[n]p

m
k,2[n])]. This way, we observe that the fact of having imperfect

CSI does not modify the favorable (separable) structure of the optimal RA. The main change is that the
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optimization in (21) has to be carried out taking into account the CSI imperfections. In most cases, this will

entail a higher computational cost (because the expectations cannot be found in closed form and have to be

estimated numerically). If computational burden is a majorproblem, robust designs that guarantee a worst-case

performance and do not require computing expectations are areasonable alternative.

The last step to account for the CSI imperfections is to modify the schemes that compute the multipliers. If

the stochastic schemes in (13)-(15) are used, a simple way toaccomplish that task is to replace the instantaneous

updates in the right hand side of (13)-(15) with their expectations over the instantaneous beliefb(x|n). In

such a case, the results in Prop. 1 still hold. In fact, if the expectations over the instantaneous belief were

replaced with simple unbiased and bounded estimates, then the results in Prop. 1 would hold too.

VI. N UMERICAL SIMULATIONS

The performance of our schemes is analyzed here via numerical simulations. Since the schemes are

optimal, the main purpose is to get insights into the optimalpolicies and the role of each of the DSA

constraints considered. Two test cases are presented. The first one focuses on the overall sum-capacity

performance (optimality) and feasibility of the developedschemes. The effects associated with modification

of the interference levels and DSA constraints are analyzed, and perfect CSI is assumed. The second test case

analyzes the impact of CSI imperfections.

To simulate challenging propagation conditions for the SUs, the amplitudes of the secondary links are

Rayleigh distributed (so thathmk,2[n] follows an exponential distribution), the average SNR for all users and

bands is3dB, and the frequency selectivity is assumed to be high, so that gains across bands (sets of subcarriers)

are independent. The model for the SU-to-PU links is Rayleigh too, with average gain equal to0dB. The gain

of the PU-to-PU link is10dB and every PU is assumed to be active during 80% of the time. The remaining

parameters are set as follows:M = 5, K = 10, βm = 1, p̌m = 1, p̌k,1 = 0.15, and ε̌k,1 = 5%. The number

of time instants simulated is 20000, the results presented correspond to one single realization of the CSI

processes and time averages are calculated discarding the first half of the simulated instants.

Test Case 1: optimality and feasibility. To label the schemes in this section, “A” stands for average,“I” for

instantaneous, “P” for power and ”C” for capacity. Seven RA schemes are tested: S1) the optimal scheme that

maximizes the performance of the SUs and ignores all DSA constraints (labeled as “None”); S2) the optimal

scheme in this paper considering the long-term interference power constraint (3) and the long-term rate loss

constraint (4) (labeled as “APC”); S3) a scheme like APC, butsetting p̌k,1 = ∞, i.e., ignoring (3) (“AC”);

S4) a scheme like APC, but settinǧεk = 1, i.e., ignoring (4) and yielding a scheme very similar to theone

in [11] (“AP”); S5) a scheme like AP, but replacing (3) with its instantaneous counterpart in (7) (“IP”); S6)
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a scheme like AC, but replacing (4) with its instantaneous counterpart in (8) (“IC”); and S7) a scheme like

APC, but replacing both (3) and (4) with their instantaneouscounterparts (7) and (8) (“IPC”). In all cases the

CSI is assumed to be error free.

The numerical results corresponding to this test case are plotted in Figs. 1-3. The vertical axes in each of

the figures represent the following: in Fig. 1, the long-termweighted sum-capacity of the SUs (denoted as

c̄2); in Fig. 2, the long-term interference power at the PUs (thevalue corresponds to the average across PUs

and is denoted as̄p1); and in Fig. 3, the loss on the long-term capacity at the PUs (the value corresponds to

the average across PUs and is denoted asε̄1). Each of the figures comprises 4 subplots, the horizontal axis

in each of the subplots corresponds to the variation of a different parameter:̄hmk,1 (subplot a);γk (subplot b);

p̌k,1 (subplot c); anďεk (subplot d). The long-term power transmitted by the SUs is not plotted because it is

always1, which is the value set fořpm2 .
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0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

(d) Max. capacity loss at PUs:̄ε1

Fig. 1: Variation ofc̄2 w.r.t. h̄mk,1, γk, p̌1, and ε̌1.

The main conclusions are: C1) Our schemes are always able to satisfy the constraints considered in each of

the schemes. C2) The DSA long-term constraints achieve a better objective (sum capacity) than their short-

October 15, 2018 DRAFT



21

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

 

 

None

AP

AC

APC

IP

IC

IPC

(a) SNR for SU-to-PU:̄hm
k,1

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

(b) SNR for PU-to-PU:γk

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

(c) Max. power at the PUšpk,1
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Fig. 2: Variation ofp̄1 w.r.t. h̄mk,1, γk, p̌1, and ε̌1.

term counterparts. Next we briefly elaborate on them. We begin by analyzing the feasibility claim. Figs. 2

and 3 confirm that the schemes always satisfy the constraints(small variations around the nominal value are

due to the fact that the values plotted have been computed averaging over afinite number of instants). Indeed,

we observe that: “None” always violates the constraints; “APC” always satisfies both of them; “AC” always

satisfies the long-term capacity loss constraint -Fig. 2- and “AP” always satisfies the long-term interference

power constraint -Fig. 3-; the schemes “IPC”, “IP” and “IC” always oversatisfy the long-term constraints

in Figs. 2 and 3. We also observe that “AP” and “AC” always satisfy the active constraint with equality

(corroborating that they try to interfere the PUs as much as they are allowed to, so that the sum-rate of the

SUs is as high as possible). We also observe that when the constraints are set to high (loose) values (see Figs.

2.c and 3.d), the performance of “AP” and “AC” (the schemes adhering to long-term constraints) coincides

with that of the S1 (the scheme that ignores the DSA constraints). This indeed corroborates that our schemes

are optimal. Moving to conclusion C2, the plots reveal that not only scheme “APC” performs always better

than “IPC”, but also that “AP” and “AC” perform better than “IP” and “IC”, respectively. In other words,

the schemes adhering to long-term DSA constrains always achieve a higher objective than their short-term
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counterparts. Intuitively, the long-term constraints allow SUs to interfere the PUs provided that the reward

for the secondary network is high enough. This is referred toas “cognitive diversity” in [30], [29]. The plots

also reveal that the performance gap between the short-termand long-term formulations is larger when the

scenario is more demanding.

Test Case 2: imperfect CSI. In this test case, we simulate incorporate imperfections tothe CSI. The objective

is threefold: O1) to numerically assess the performance (sum-capacity) loss due to the presence of CSI

imperfections, O2) to show that our schemes are robust to CSIimperfections and adhere to the DSA constraints

considered, and O3) to show that schemes that do not explicitly account for such imperfections either violate

the DSA constraints or incur a significant loss of performance. Three different experiments are run. Only

the APC and IPC schemes are simulated in this test case. The specific setup and the model for the CSI

imperfections in each of the setups are described next.

In the first experiment, we consider that the CSI of the secondary network is quantized. The regions are

designed using a scalar quantizer that splits the SNR domaininto equally-probable regions. The results in Table

I correspond to different quantization levels and demonstrate that for the average (APC) scheme, quantization

October 15, 2018 DRAFT



23

TABLE I: Variation of the number of quantization regions:ε̌k,1 = 5.0% and p̌k,1 = 0.20.

APC IPC

L c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1 c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1

1 7.97 4.8 0.14 7.25 2.2 0.06

2 12.41 5.0 0.15 8.76 2.1 0.06

4 13.82 5.0 0.16 10.40 2.7 0.07

8 14.66 5.0 0.15 10.48 2.5 0.07

∞ 15.16 5.0 0.16 14.45 4.0 0.12

of the CSI leads to small optimality loss w.r.t. the case of perfect CSI. Moreover, the resulting gap shrinks as

the number of regions increases, being negligible when the number of regions is more than four (two feedback

bits). The loss of optimality is more severe for the instantaneous (IPC) scheme. The reason is that none of

the modes is activated during most of instants the PU is active.

In the second experiment, we assume that the information about the activity of the PUs is noisy and outdated.

The time evolution of eachak[n] follows a Gilber-Elliot model with transition probabilities P11 = 0.975,

P10 = 0.025, P00 = 0.9, andP01 = 0.1. Two sensing configurations are simulated. In the fist one,PFA = 0.03,

PMD = 0.02, and the activity is measured everyNa = 5 slots. In the second one, we setPFA = 0.1,

PMD = 0.1 and Na = 10. We compare the performance of our schemes (3rd and 7th rows)with that of

schemes: i) knowing the actual CSI, ii) ignoring the CSI imperfections, and iii) relying only on statistical CSI

(labels “-i”, “-ii” and “-iii” are used in the table). Clearly, as the sensor accuracy gets worse, the sum-capacity

of the SUs gets smaller. The reason is simple, if the quality of the sensor is high, SUs can take advantage of

time instants when the PUs are not present (in those instantsthe transmit power of the SU can be as high as

they desire). Differently, when the quality of the sensors is poor, the SUs have to act as if the PUs were always

present. This in turn implies that the loss due to sensing imperfections will be higher in those scenarios where

the probability of the PUs being active is smaller (recall that we have set the probability of a PU being active

to 80%). Last but not least, we observe that our schemes always remain feasible even if the CSI contains

imperfections. That is not the case if the schemes are implemented as if the CSI were perfect (see APC-ii and

IPC-ii). Clearly, the sum-rate for APC-ii is higher than that of our scheme. The reason is that guaranteing the

interference constraints with higher level of CSI requiresmore conservative transmission strategies.

Finally, the CSI of the SU-to-PU links is assumed to be noisy so that the ratio between the power of the true

channel and the measurement noise is 4dB. As in the previous experiment, we simulate APC and IPC schemes
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TABLE II: Imperfections in the detection schemes:ε̌k,1 = 5.0% and p̌k,1 = 0.20. Rows 3-6 correspond to

[PFA, PMD, Na] = [0.02, 0.03, 5]. Rows 7-10 correspond to[PFA, PMD, Na] = [0.1, 0.1, 10].

APC IPC

VERSION c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1 c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1

Optimal 14.82 5.0 0.15 14.24 3.9 0.12

-i 15.18 5.0 0.15 14.46 4.3 0.13

-ii 15.22 5.5 0.17 14.51 8.7 0.17

-iii 14.39 4.3 0.15 13.57 3.1 0.09

Optimal 14.54 5.0 0.15 13.80 3.3 0.10

-i 15.17 5.0 0.15 14.46 4.3 0.13

-ii 15.30 5.6 0.17 14.68 12.7 0.21

-iii 14.39 5.0 0.15 13.57 3.1 0.09

TABLE III: Imperfections in the CSI of the SU-to-PU links:ε̌k,1 = 5.0% and p̌1 = 0.15.

APC IPC

VERSION c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1 c̄2 ε̄1 p̄1

Optimal 14.45 5.0 0.15 8.68 3.0 0.08

-i 15.17 5.0 0.15 14.46 4.2 0.12

-ii 14.50 5.8 0.19 7.5 3.0 0.08

-iii 12.50 4.3 0.15 7.89 2.9 0.08

and compare them with -i, -ii and -iii. Our schemes are feasible, and the achieved sum-rate is between the

one obtained by the scheme that knows the actual CSI (-i) and the one that relies only on statistical CSI (-iii).

Regarding the schemes ignoring the CSI imperfections, APC-ii achieves a slightly higher sum-rate that the

scheme accounting for imperfections, but violates the interference constraints. We also observe that APC-ii

achieves smaller sum-rate than APC-i, the reason being thatthe variance of the noisy channel is larger. The

advantages are clearer in the instantaneous case: IPC-ii not only violates the constraints (this is not apparent

in the table, which only lists average values), but also yields the worst performance [cf. the formulation in

(19)].

VII. C ONCLUSIONS

This paper investigated the design of stochastic algorithms for CR scenarios with multiple primary and

secondary users operating over time-varying (fading) channels. One of the most critical issues in CRs is how
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SUs coexist with (limit the interference to) PUs. Among the different metrics considered in the paper, the most

important is the guarantee on the long-term (ergodic) capacity loss experienced by the PUs. Guaranteeing a

certain rate for PUs is typically challenging because the presence of interference powers render the optimization

non-convex. For the operating conditions considered in thepaper we showed that two important facts hold.

The first one is that the optimization problem which gives rise to the resource allocation schemes has zero

duality gap, so that Lagrangian relaxation can be used without losing optimality. The second one is that

in the dual domain the non-convex problem can be decoupled (separated) across channels and users. The

latter implies that the optimization needs to be carried outonly over a scalar variable, and thus enables

implementation of efficient line-search algorithms. It wasshown that the optimal resource allocation amounts

to the maximization of a quality link functional which weights: the quality of the secondary links and the

damage to the primary users. The terms in the quality link functional depend on the instantaneous CSI (which

contains imperfections), and on several Lagrange multipliers (whose value depended on the long-term behavior

of the system and the requirements of the primary and secondary networks). Simple stochastic algorithms that

account for the imperfections in the sensing process are used to estimate and predict the actual value of

the channel. Similarly, stochastic algorithms to estimatethe optimum value of the multipliers online were

also developed. Future work includes consideration of multiple antenna, development of distributed (including

multi-hop) implementations, and joint design of the sensing and resource allocation schemes.

APPENDIX A: ON THE OPTIMALITY OF THE RA

As pointed out in Sec. III, there are three sources of nonconvexity in (9): i) scheduling coefficientswm
k,2

are constrained to belong to the non-convex set{0, 1}; ii) monomialswm
k,2p

m
k,2, w

m
k,2r

m
k,2, andwm

k,2rk,1 are

not jointly convex; andiii) constraints (4) are not convex w.r.t.pmk,2. In this appendix, we first discuss how

the two first sources of non-convexity can be bypassed. Then,we analyze why the reformulated problem has

zero-duality gap. Finally, we show that the RA in (10)-(12) is optimum.

The way do deal withi) is to relaxwm
k,2 ∈ {0, 1} and considerwm

k,2 ∈ [0, 1]. In general, such a relaxation

will give rise to solutionswm∗
k,2 that do not satisfy the original constraintwm

k,2 ∈ {0, 1}. However, it can be

shown that ifwm
k,2 ∈ {0, 1} is replaced withwm

k,2 ∈ [0, 1], the solution of (9) satisfieswm∗
k,2 ∈ {0, 1} with

probability one. This easily follows from the expression for wm∗
k,2 in (12), which was derived considering

wm
k,2 ∈ [0, 1]. Clearly, (12) dictates thatwm∗

k,2 is either zero or one. The only problem arises if there are two

SUsm1 andm2 with positive transmit power satisfyingϕm1

k (pm1∗
k [n]) = ϕm2

k (pm2∗
k [n]) = maxl ϕ

l
k(p

l∗
k [n]).

Sinceϕl
k and pl∗k are continuous functions of several (continuous) random variables, the probability of that

event is zero. For further details on this specific issue, we refer the reader to the end of this appendix, where the
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optimal scheduling is found [cf. (26)]. Nonetheless, it is worth clarifying that from a practical perspective, the

problems associated with the event of two users achieving the same indicator (which happens if, for example,

the channel is a discrete random process) can be easily bypassed. For example, by using smooth scheduling

approximations, which are asymptotically optimal; see [16] for details.

To deal with ii) we follow the same approach used in other RA problems; see, e.g., [16]. The idea is to

define auxiliary (dummy) variables̃pmk,2 := wm
k,2p

m
k,2. The problem in (9) is then reformulated replacingpmk,2

with p̃mk,2/w
m
k,2. After straightforward mathematical manipulations, it can be shown that: a) the non-convexity

caused by the monomials is indeed solved and b) the reformulated problem yields the same (Karush-Kuhn-

Tucker) KKT conditions than those of the original (9). More specifically, the only difference between the

solution of (9) considering the original variables and the one considering the dummy variables are the values

of pm∗
k,2 for usersm such thatwm∗

k,2 = 0. Clearly, such a difference is irrelevant from a performance perspective

and hence, the optimization can be carried out using any of them.

Regarding the zero duality gap iniii), the basic idea is that the source of non-convexity comes from a

constraint of the formEx[g(y,x)], whereg(y,x) is a non-convex function w.r.t.y, andx is a continuous

random process with infinite support. Herey is the power;x is the CSI; andg(y,x) is the expression for the

instantaneous capacity, i.e.log2(1 + γk,1/(1 + hmk,1[n]p
m
k,2[n]). The proof is omitted due to space limitations,

but we refer the reader to either [24], or [22, App. A] for further details.

To derive the optimum RA in (10)-(12) we start by writing the Lagrangian of (9). To do so, letz be a vector

containing all primal variables:wm
k,2(h), p

m
k,2(h) ∀(k,m,h). Note thatz has infinite length becauseh takes

infinite values. Moreover, letλ be a vector containing all dual variables (multipliers):πm, θk, ρk ∀(k,m).

The Lagrangian is then

L(z,λ) = Eh

[

(

∑

m,k

βmwm
k,2(h)r

m
k,2(h

m
k,2p

m
k,2(h))

)

−
∑

m

πm

(

∑

k

wm
k,2(h)p

m
k,2(h)− p̌m,2

)

−
∑

k

θkak,1

(

∑

m

wm
k,2(h)h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h)− p̌k,1

)

+
∑

k

ρkak,1

(

∑

m

wm
k,2(h)rk,1(h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h)) − řk,1

)

]

. (23)

For a givenλ, we need to maximizeL(z,λ) w.r.t. z and guarantee that the solution satisfies the short-term

constraints in (9b). The structure ofL(z,λ) and the constraints allows for a separate optimization w.r.t. wm
k,2(h)

andpmk,2(h). First we will find an expression forpm∗
k,2(h,λ) which holds for any value ofwm

k,2(h). Then, we
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will use pm∗
k,2(h,λ) to find wm∗

k,2 (h,λ).

To handle perfect and imperfect CSI jointly, the expectation in (23) is written asEh[·] = E
h̃
[E

b(x|h̃)[·]], so

that

L(z,λ) =
∑

m

πmp̌m,2 +
∑

k

E
h̃
[E

b(x|h̃)[ak,1(θkp̌k,1 − ρk řk,1)]]

+ E
h̃

[

∑

m,k

wm
k,2(h̃)Eb(x|h̃)

[

βmrmk,2(h
m
k,2p

m
k,2(h̃))− πmpmk,2(h̃)

− θkak,1h
m
k,1p

m
k,2(h̃) + ρkak,1rk,1(h

m
k,1p

m
k,2(h̃))

]

]

. (24)

Clearly, when the CSI is perfect, the inner expectation is not needed and can be dropped. Taking into account

that the two first terms in (24) do not depend onz, and using the definition of the link quality indicator̃ϕm
k

in (20), maximizingL(z,λ) w.r.t. z amounts to maximize

L′(z,λ) := E
h̃





∑

m,k

wm
k,2(h̃)ϕ̃

m
k (h̃,λ, pmk,2(h̃))



 . (25)

w.r.t. z. Clearly, theunconstrainedmaximization ofL′(z,λ) can be performed separately for each of the

(m,k, h̃) terms. However, the optimal solution also needs to satisfy the instantaneous constraints in (9b),

namely:
∑

m wm
k,2(h̃) = 1; 0 ≤ wm

k,2(h̃) ≤ 1; and 0 ≤ pmk,2(h̃) ≤ p̌mk,2(h̃). Indeed, since the instantaneous

constraints onpmk,2(h̃) are decoupled acrossm, k and h̃, the optimizationover the powercan be performed

separately for each of the(m,k, h̃) terms. To findpm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) we consider two different cases: i) ifwm

k,2(h̃) > 0,

then the optimumpm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) is found by maximizingϕ̃m

k (h̃,λ, pmk,2(h̃)) and projecting the solution onto

the feasible interval[0, p̌mk,2(h̃)]; and ii) if wm
k,2(h̃) = 0, then any value ofpmk,2(h̃) is equally optimum,

including the one which is optimum for i). As a result, we can conclude that findingpm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) by maximizing

ϕ̃m
k (h̃, pmk,2(h̃,λ)) and projecting onto[0, p̌mk,2(h̃)] is optimum for any value ofwm

k,2(h̃). This is indeed the

result in (11) and (21) for the cases of perfect and imperfectCSI, respectively.

Oncepm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) are known∀(k,m), we are ready to findwm∗

k,2 (h̃,λ). To carry out this task, we substitute

pm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) into (24) and rely on the fact that the short-term schedulingconstraints are decoupled across

channels. As a result, for each̃h, it suffices to solveK instances (one perk) of

max
{wm

k,2(h̃)}
M
m=0

M
∑

m=0

wm
k,2(h̃)ϕ̃

m
k (h̃,λ, pm∗

k,2(h̃))) (26a)

s. to :

M
∑

m=0

wm
k,2(h̃) = 1 (26b)

0 ≤ wk
m(h̃) ≤ 1 ∀m (26c)
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whose solution yields{wm∗
k,2(h̃,λ)}

M
m=0. Since (26) is linear inwm

k,2(h̃), the solution is straightforward and

consists of settingwm∗
k,2 (h̃,λ) = 1 for the userm which maximizesϕ̃m

k (h̃,λ, pm∗
k,2(h̃,λ)), while setting

wm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) = 0 for all other users. If the winner user is unique, this policycan be written in closed form using

the indicator function aswm∗
k,2 (h̃,λ) = 1{(m=argmaxl ϕ̃l

k(p
l∗
k (h̃,λ)))}. If more than one user attains the maximum

(this event will be referred to as a tie), choosing any of themis optimum from the point of view of (26).

However, sincẽϕm
k (h̃,λ, pm∗

k,2(h̃,λ)) is a continuous non-negative random variable, ties in practice only occur

if pm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) = 0 for all m. In such a case, the LQI is the same for allM+1 users and any of them could be se-

lected. In this situation, we assign the access to the virtual userm = 0, i.e. we setwm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) = 0 for all m > 0.

Combining these two conditions we can writewm∗
k,2(h̃,λ) = 1{(m=argmaxl ϕ̃l

k(p
l∗
k (h̃,λ)))}1{(pm∗

k,2(h̃,λ)>0 ∨ m=0)}

for all m > 0. This is precisely the solution in (12) and (22), for the cases of perfect and imperfect CSI,

respectively
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