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Abstract—The problem of sequentially finding an independent takes observations that are linear combinations of samples
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) sequence that is drawr from a  from a pair of different sequences. In certain applicatisash
probability distribution Fi by searching over multiple sequences, 5q cognitive radios, it is easy to obtain an observation ithat

some of which are drawn from F; and the others of which are l binati f si Is f diff t g T
drawn from a different distribution Fp, is considered. The sensor & 'lN€ar comoination or signals from difrerent sequenc

is allowed to take one observation at a time. It has been showin ~ purpose of this stage is to scan through sequences generated
a recent work that if each observation comes from one sequeac by Fy and quickly identify a pair of sequences among which
Cumulative Sum (CUSUM) test is optimal. In this paper, we at |east one of them is generated By. In particular, if the
propose a new approach in which each observation can be agangor pelieves that both of the sequences that generate the
linear combination of samples from multiple sequences. Theest b ti fronf. then it di ds th t

has two stages. In the first stage, namely scanning stage, ondPbsServation are fronko, then It discards these two sequences
takes a linear combination of a pair of sequences with the hap and switches to obserye two new sequences. O_therW|se, the
of scanning through sequences that are unlikely to be geneted ~ sensor stops the scanning stage and enters the refinengmt sta
from Fy and quickly identifying a pair of sequences such that |n the refinement stage, the sensor examines one of the two
at least one of them is highly likely to be generated byi. I cangidate sequences identified in the scanning stage brefu

the second stage, namely refinement stage, one examines tlaérp nd mak final decision on which one of the tw o
identified from the first stage more closely and picks one se@nce 2 axes a linal gecision o Cch one ot the two sequences

to be the final sequence. The problem under this setup belongs iS generated by . Hence, in the refinement stage, no mixing
to a class of multiple stopping time problems. In particula; it is used anymore.
is an ordered two concatenated Markov stopping time problem  With this mixed observation strategy, our goal is to mini-
We obtain the optimal solution using the tools from the multple ;6 3 |inear combination of the searching delay and the erro
stopping time theory. Numerical simulation results show tlat . - .
this search strategy can significantly reduce the searchingme, pro*??b'“ty- Toward this gogl, we need to Opt'm'z_e over four
especially whenF; is rare. decision rules: 1) the stopping time for the scanning stage
which determines when one should stop the scanning stage
. INTRODUCTION and enter the refinement stage; 2) the sequence switchiag rul
The quickest search over multiple sequences problemjnathe scanning stage, which determines when one should
generalization of the classical sequential hypothesigntes switch to new sequences for scanning; 3) the stopping time fo
problem [1], was originally proposed in a recent paper [8]. Irefinement stage,, which determines when one should stop
particular, the author considered a case that multipleesezps the whole search process; and 4) the final decision rule in
are available. For each individual sequence, it may eithgre refinement stagg which determines which sequence will
be generated by distributiofi; or Fi, and its distribution be claimed to be generated frofy. This two stage search
is independent of all other sequences. A sensor can takeblem can be converted to an optimal multiple stopping
observations from these sequences, and the goal is to filmde problem [[6]. In particular, we show that this problem
a sequence which is generated By as quickly as possible can be converted into an ordered two concatenated Markov
under an error probability constraint. Assuming that thesee stopping time problems. Using the optimal multiple stopin
can take one observation fronsiagle sequence at a time,|[2] time theory [6], we derive the optimal strategy for this star
showed that the cumulative sum (CUSUM) test is optimgbroblem. We show that the optimal solutionsmefand¢ turn
This quickest search problem has applications in variols fiout to be region rules. The optimal solution foris the time
such as cognitive radio and database search. The sanwten the error probability cost less than the future coad, an
complexity of a such search problem is analyzed[in [3]. [4he optimal decision rulé is to pick the sequence with a larger
studies the search problem over continuous time Brownigosterior probability of being generated By.
channels. The problem of recovering more than one sequenc&he motivation to propose this mixed observation searching
generated fron¥} is considered in[[5]. strategy is to improve the search efficiency when the presenc
In this paper, we propose a new search approach: seapflF; is rare. If most of the sequences are generating-hy
with mixed observations. This search strategy consistsvof tthen the sensor can scan through and discard the sequences
stages. In the first stage, namely the scanning stage, teersemore quickly by this mix strategy. Our numerical resultsvgho
The work of J. Geng and L. Lai was supported by the Nationatrge tha.t our strategy can S|gn|f|cantly reduce the Se.ar.Ch dehé’nw .
Foundation CAREER award under grant CCF-13-18980 and by#im®nal Fy israre. In some sense, our strategy has a similar flavor with
Science Foundation under grant DMS-12-65663. that of the group testind [7] and compressive sensing [8] in
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which linear combinations of signals are observed. stage and to take one more observation from these two
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Tharrently observing sequences; or 2) to continue the sognni
mathematical model is given in Sectioh Il. Section Il prgse stage but to take observation from two other sequences, that
the optimal solution to this quickest search problem. Numeis, the sensor discards the currently observing sequemcks a
cal examples are given in Section] IV. Finally, Secfidn V offe switches to observe two new sequences; or 3) to stop the
concluding remarks. Due to space limitations, we omit ttecanning stage and to enter the refinement stage to further
details of the proofs. examine these two candidate sequences. Hence, there are two
decisions in the scanning stage: the stopping timet which

Il. MODEL - :
] ; _ the sensor stops the scanning stage and enters the refinement
We consider N sequer']ces{lYk;k = 1,2,---},i = stage, and the sequences switching rile= (¢1, ¢, - -),
L,---,N, where for eachi, {Y;;k = 1,2,---} are ii.d. pased on which the sensor abandons the currently observing
observations taking values in a getendowed with a-field gequences and switches to observe new sequences. Here, the
F of events, that obey one of the two hypotheses: elementg,, € {0,1} denotes the sequence switching status at
Hy: Yi~Fy, k=12 time slotk. Spec_:ific_ally, if¢r, = 1, the sensor switches to new
sequences, while i®;, = 0, the sensor keeps observing the
versus AN
; current two sequences. Here, the stopping timés adapted
Hy: Yi~F, k=12, to the filtration 7, = o(Zy, - - - , Zx), and the switching rule
whereF, and F; are two distinct, but equivalent, distributions?x 1S @ meagurable function of;. _ _
on (€2, F). We usef, and f, to denote densities of, and In the refinement stage, we examine the two candidate

Iy, respectively, with respect to some common dominatirgfgquences more closely. Each observation taken during the
measure. The sequences for different values are indepen- refinement stage will come from one sequence. Hence, at this
dent. Moreover, whether thé" sequenceY;;k =1,2,---} Stage, no mixing is used anymore. The observation sequence i
is generated by, or F; is independent of all other sequenceghe refinement stage is denoted{@s;, j = 1,2,...}. Clearly,
Here, we assume that for eachhypothesisH; occurs with at the beginning of the refinement stage, j.e= 1, there is
prior probability and H, with prior probabilityl — 7. The no difference between these two candidatgsands?,, and
goal of the quickest search is to locate a sequence thath@ce the sensor simply picks osfg to observe:
generated fronF} quickly and accurately.

The search strategy has two stages, namely the scanning X; = v )
stage and the refinement stage. In the scanning stage, the T

sensor observes a I_inear combination of samples from ty@a, taking an observatiorX;, the sensor needs to decide
sequences, and decides whether at least one of the obsefyggiher or not to stop the refinement stage, and if so, the
sequences is generated Wy. If the sensor has enoughgensor should pick one sequence frai) and * and

717

confidence on that one of the observed sequences is genergigd, that it is generated fronf,. Again, there are two

by F1, it enters the refinement stage, in which the sensgg isions in this stage: the stopping time at which the
examines these two sequences identified in scanning stagRsor decides to stop the refinement stage, and the terminal
carefully, and decides which sequence is generatéiby  gecision rule that determines which sequence to be claimed

Specifically, in the scanning stagbe, at each time kldhe 55 peing generated by,. 7 is adapted to the filtration
sensor picks two sequence$ and s}, and observes a Imeargj =o(Zy, Ze X1, X;)
) ) T19 ) )

combination of samples from these two sequences: Two performance metrics are of interest: the total time spen

7 = alyksi + GQY;Z_ (1) on the search process + m» and the error probability such
that the picked sequence is generated friymClearly, if we
In this paper, we set; = az = 1, which might not the spend more time on the search, the error probability will be
optimal choice. We will study the optimal choice of these tweeduced. We aim to minimize a cost function which is a linear
parameters in our future work. Since each sequence has ¥#bination of these two quantities. Hence, our goal is to
possible pdfsZ, has three possible pdfs: designri, ¢, 7 andé to solve the following optimization
1) foo = fo * fo, which happens when both sequencgsroblem:
s¢ and s are generated fronmy,. Here x denotes
convolution. The prior probability of this occurring is inf  {cE[r + 7]+ Pr(H‘5 =Hy)}. (3)
0,0 _ — 2. T T2,0
" = (1—m)?% R
2) fm £ fo * f1, which happens when one of these ) ) i )
two sequences is generated frofyand the other one We note that there are two inter-related stopping times in-
is generated fromf;. The prior probability of this Volved in the problem.
occurring ispg’®® = 2n(1 — m);

3) fi1 £ fi * fi, which happens when both sequences 1. SOLUTION
are generateld1 fromf;. The prior probability of this
occurring isp,” = 7. In this section, we discuss the optimal solution for the

After taking observatior?;, the sensor needs to make on@roposed sequential search problem. We first introduce some
of the following three decisions: 1) to continue the scagnirimportant statistics used in the optimal solution.



For the scanning stage, after takirgobservations, we
define the following posterior probabilities:

a b
Lo Pr{Y?k ~ L YR~ fl‘]-"k},
_Pr{ awfo, Nflor

a 6b
=Pr{v ~ fo. % ~ fo|Fi}

P’

As discussed in SectldE I, at the beginning of the scanm g

mix

1p0

stage we haveyO
(1—m)2.

It is easy to check that these posterior probabilities can
updated as follows:

oy Ai(Zeg)

= 27(1 — «) and py°

Py, 1(Zrk+1) 4

Pt 1 +

- = =1}
. FowZie) T T 0(Zig) How=n)
miT Z”Ifm(zk-l‘l) pz)nlzfm(zk—t—l)

=D JmAThi)y g R0 ImikR) g

Pt fzk(Zkt1) {es=0} J20(Z41) fen=1}
0,0 _ 1,1 mixz
Piyr = 1= Py — P

where1l is the indicator functionfz (zx+1) and fz o(zx+1)
are defined as
fzu(zp41) 2
Py fo.0(2kg1) + ppie
fz0(zk41) £
20 fo.0(2h41) + P fn(2ki1) + 007 fr1 (2.
For the refinement stage, after takingobservations, we

Fn(zrt1) + 03 fra(zrg)s

define
1 :PI’{ ~ f1,Y n+y ~ fi gj},
b
{ 7-1+] fla 7-1+j NfO gj}a
Pr{ i~ Jo Y, n+g ~ fi gj},
st
Pr{ T1+J fO’YT1+j NfO’gj}

At the beginning of the refinement stage, we have

1,1
TO _p'}'117
ré'o = 7’8 - p?}ix/Q.
It is easy to verify that these statistics can be updatedyusi
1 1 fl( J+1)
1= . . ;
it AKX ) 4170 + fo(Xp) () +100)
1,0
1 ,0 fl( J+1)
1= . . ’
Tt AKX 4170 + fo(Xp) () +100)
0 1
TO 1 fO( ]+1)
+1 = 1,1 ) 0,1 0,0’
! fi (Xj+1)( +730) + fo(Xjp) () + 1)
-1— 1 ,0 0 1
J+1 J+1 Tir1 T Tk

For the brevity of notation, we further define the follow-
= et e s
gj}. By definition, it is easy to verify that

ing two statistics w;
b
Pr{ysk ~

S
1
Tr .

j

J + TJ ? ;Tl + F

In the following, we solve the multiple stopping time
optimization problem[{3). We solve this problem by decom-
posing it into two single stopping time problems, which are
corresponding to the refinement stage and scanning stage
respectlvely First, we have following lemma.
Lemma 1: For any7;, ¢ and,, the optimal decision rule
is given as

be

b

a
S S

H T T

a if b > et

S

6* = 1 5@ Sb ) (4)
sﬁl if mt < mpt
and the corresponding cost is given as
s s?
itgf Pr (H5 = Ho) =K [1 — max {7'(7—;1 S Tyt }] . (5)

This lemma converts the cost of the error probability to a

, which is a function of the refine-

1,1 0,1 10

ment stage statistics; = |r;",r;"", 7,7 |. In the following,

we first consider the refinement stagé optimization problem
for any givenr; and ¢:

glf(;E [CTQ + Pr (H‘S

a b
. ST ST
function of ; t and ; B

= Hy) | Fr] - (6)

The optimal stopping time for; is given as:
Lemma 2: For any givenr; and ¢, the optimal stopping
inf {j >0:1 —max{w;”

time 7, is given as
c+E {Vr(errl)‘rj} } ;

in which V,.(r;) is a function that satisfies the following
;@ b

operator:
Vi(rj) = min {1 — max {ﬂ;” , 7T;-Tl } ,
c+E |:‘/T(I‘j+1)’rj:| } .

We note that the form df,.(r;) can be obtained via an iterative
procedure offline[[9]. This lemma indicates that the optimal

.a Sb
* T1
T2 Ly <

rFtrategles in the refinement stage are relatedta@ only

thr oughpT ,p;””” Hence, the minimal cost of the refinement
stage is a function of onlyl*, p7ie:
) A

g (put,pme inf E [ery + Pr(H® = Ho) | F-] .
T2,
Vo(pry o 2,070 /2).

It is defined over the domain

P={(p"",p™"):0<p <1,0<pm* <1,
ngLl +pmzz S 1}



Proposition 3: g (p*!, p™) is a concave function oveP R, = {(p"!,p™) : A.(p"',p™") < A,}. Hence, the sen-

Wit: gtgql,o) :I(t) ar?dg(Q_O) I: Lbl (3 b 4inSor switches to new sequences at time &lat (pk ,pZ””“)
s the result, the original probleril(3) can be converte m}g in R4. Hence, we have the following lemma.

an equivalent problem with respect to only and ¢. Since Lemma 6: There exist two regionsiz, c P and R, C P
. T (;5 ’

glf E [C(’T’l + 1)+ Pr(H5 = HO)} such that
71,P,72,0 . mix
— inf E[CT1+E[CT2+P|'(H6:H0) |]:‘r1” T :mln{kz>0 (ﬂ'k s Tk ) 6R7}7 (10)
T1,¢,T2,5
> inf E [CT +g(p pm”)] and
= 1 1 T1 ' M7y )
,Q .1 i (n) ,ﬂ',:””) € Ry
%=1 0 otherwise ' (11)
the equality holds if usings and §* specified in Lemma]2
and[1, respectively. Therefore[] (3) is equivalent to V. SIMULATION
inf E [er + g (p51 pm)] . 7 In this section, we give some numerical examples to il-
T1,¢ . lustrate the analytical results of the previous sectioms. |

. . . these numerlcal examples, we assuffge~ N(0,02) and
Lemma 4: The optimal stopping rule for the scanning stag? N(0,P + o2). Thpe signal-to- nm@e ratio (IS de)flned as

IS given as SNR = 1010gP/02.
x _ f{k >0 ( 7 mzm) — V. ( 7 mzx)} 8 In the first scenario, we illustrate the_cos_t funcnon of the
7 =in >0:9(py Py PP ®) refinement procedurg (p'*,p™*). In this simulation, we
and the optimal switching rule is given as chooser = 0.05, ¢ = 001, 0* = 1 and SNR = 3dB.

The simulation result is shown in Figuré 1. This simulation
o = 0 if A ( ,pm”«) <A : confirms our analysis that(p'!, p™**) is a concave function
71 1 otherwise ’ ) within [0,1] over P. We also notice thay(1,0) = 0 and
¢(0,0) = 1, this is reasonable since if the sensor knows
in which, V,() is a function that satisfies the followingboth s and s’ are generated by, which corresponding

operator to pL:! =1 andp™ = 0, the sensor can make a decision on
either of sequences without taking any observation and mgaki
Vs (Pk 7me) = min {9 (Pk 7me) any error, hence the cost on refinement stage iSimilarly,
) i if the sensor knows neithes? nor st is generated byf,
C+mm{’4 (pk Pk ) ’AS}} that ispl! = 0 andp"™* = 0, no matter what decision is

made, the cost of error would He We also notice that in the
area close t(piv =0 pm”“ = 1, which indicates the sensor is
A, (pk ,pgm) =FE [V <pk+1,p2nﬁ) pk ,p;mz,qjk = 0} , quite sure tnat_ one of sequences is genera_teg!_l.byhe cost

is small. This is because the sensor can significantly reduce
A;=E [V (pkH,p;”ﬁ) pk ,p;”””, oK = 1} . the cost of decision error by taking a few observations.

with

Remark 1: Same as above, all the functions involved in this
lemma can be computed offline.

Remark 2: One can show that; = A, po ,pom”” hence
it is a constant between 0 and 1. For this reason, we denote it
as A, rather thanA, p,C ,pZ”I in the above lemma.

The optimal solutions of{* and¢; can be further simplified
using the following proposition.

Proposition 5: 1) V; (p!!,p™) is a concave function over
domainP, and0 < V; (p™!,p™) < 1.
2) A (p",p™) is a concave function oveP, and 0 <

1 1 ] . ) ) .
Ac (ptp™) < 1. _ _ Fig. 1: An illustration ofg(p"t, p™®)
Since bothV/, (p* m”) and g (p',p™) are concave
functions overp, V;( Lpmi@) < g (pht,p™®) over P, In the second scenario, we illustrate the overall cost fanct

and Vi(1,0) = g(1,0) = 0, there must exist some region,V, (p"!,p™*) using the same simulation parameters. The
denoted ag?,, on which these two concave surfaces are equgimulation result is shown in Figutd 2. This simulation con-
to each other. Hence, the optimal stopping timjecan be firms thatV; (p'!,p™) is also a concave function ovér.
described as the first hitting time of the proce{ﬁ L pmiz Moveover, this function is flat on top since it is upper bouhde
to region R,. Similarly, A, is a concave surface and; is by constant + A;. This flat area corresponds 1@, hence

a constant plane withl, = A, (Po ,pi*). Hence,P can if (p,c ,pimm) enters this region, the sensor would switch to
be divided into two connected regioig, and P\ R4, where scan new sequences at time stoSimilarly, the cost function



is also upper bounded by (p'!,p™*), which is shown in
Figure[1. On the regionk,, that these two surfaces overlap
each other, the sensor would stop the scanning stage and ente
the refinement stage. The location 8§ and R is illustrated

in Figure[3. In this figure, the left-lower half below the blue
line is the domairP. The region circled by the red line is the
sequence switching regidiy, and the region circled by green

is the scanning stop regiaR;. In this simulation,R, are two
separate regions located aroufid1) and (1, 0) respectively,
which means the sensor will enter the refinement stage as long Yo s
as it has enough confidence on that at least one of the observed

sequences is generated by. . and R, can be calculated Fig. 4: The total cost vs. SNR under= 0.01 and 7 = 0.05
off line.
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together is more efficient than discarding sequences one by
one.
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In this paper, we have proposed a new search strategy for
the quickest search over multiple sequences problem. We hav
formulated this problem as an optimal multiple stoppingetim
problem. We have solved this problem by decomposing the
problem into an ordered two concatenated Markov stopping
time problem. Our simulation result shows that whéh

rarely occurs, the proposed strategy can significantly cedu
the search delay. In terms of the future work, it is interesti

and important to analytically quantify the performancengai
In the next scenario, we illustrate the relationship betwee P y v bt P o
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Fig. 3: The optimal stopping and switching regions
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