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Abstract—Cognitive relaying has been introduced for oppor- as the tradeoff between spectrum sensing and the achievable
tunistic spectrum access systems by which a secondary nodethroughput per frame as studied inl [6], while in| [7], the join
forwards primary packets whenever the primary link faces design of the PHY and MAC layers based on the spectrum

an outage condition. For spectrum sharing systems, cogni f . . .
relaying is parametrized by an interference power constrait sensing results has been proposed. Finally, in [8], stbili

level imposed on the transmit power of the secondary user. Fo iSsues of queues at the MAC layer have been investigated in
sensing-based spectrum sharing, the probability of detein is OSA systems in which the relaying of primary packets can be
also involved in packet relaying control. This paper consiérs the  supported by the secondary system.

choice of these two parameters so as to maximize the secongar | this paper, we examine packet relaying in SS systems

nodes’ throughput under certain constraints. The analysisleads . . - .
to a Markov decision process using dynamic programming that (unlike the OSA system consider in_| [8]) provide re-

approach. The problem is solved using value iteration. Findly, laying capability of primary packets by the secondary sys-
the structural properties of the resulting optimal control are tem. This setting is motivated by the fact that the primary

highlighted. network can be served from the secondary network, albeit
Index Terms—packet relaying, spectrum sensing, spectrum with Competitive behavior due to the Sharing nature of the
sharing, dynamic programming, value iteration. SS system. Specifically, the system is a sensing-based SS;
that is, an interference power constraint is imposed for the
|. INTRODUCTION protection of PU in conjunction with spectrum sensing (§pSe

Coaniti dio (CR) i hnol hereby th SpSe introduces more opportunities for simultaneous packe
ognitive radio (CR) is a technology whereby the Coexr'elaying and secondary transmission as pointed outlih [5]

LJster(;ce_d?rf] I|cens§d uscﬁ_rs acr;d Cl:mhcgrt\sed users gn the S [9]. Motivated by this factor, we model and analyze
anawl can be achieved. L-oexistence can be provi ket relaying in sensing-based SS systems, deriving the

by imple_me_nting two different types of schemes known hievable primary and secondary throughputs, and showing
opportunistic spectrum access (OSA) and spectrum sharm ir interdependencies on SpSe, power control (PoC), the

(SS). In OSA CRIlL], a secondary user (SU) i.e., an unIicens% erference power constraint and the utilization factofs

uﬁer, tlsdatllomed t9 access th;uspectlrum,hwhmh orlngaqu gueues. Considering a time slotted system, the sensing
allocated to the primary user (PU), only when the spectru sults at time — 1 will influence the achievable throughput

Is not usgd by the PU. In an SS CR [2_]' the SU is allowe timet¢ for both PU and SU assuming a specific interference
to transmit simultaneously with the PU in the same spectr wer constraint level and primary utilization factor. Tast

band, as long as the interference from the SU does not degr 8 we specify a Markov decision process (MDP) in order
the performance of the PU to an unaccepta_ble Ieyel. C!ear ’f(')rmulate the system’s behavior and we proceed with the
both types of CR systems guarantee the main design PriNCipiE o1 of this behavior using a dynamic programming (DP)

of CR Wh'Cf‘ can be exE)ressed as followssecondary system . qo sojution. Henceforth, we define an immediate reward
should be "transparent” to the primary system, so as not t

flinction that represents the secondary throughput andein th
interfere with the licensed use of the spectrum. P y gnp

sequel we use value iteration in order to find a solution

. . .. recursively. For relaxing the complexity of the problem, we
Research on CR technology includes several investigatiq §estigate several scenarios individually

of OSA and SS systems at both the physical (PHY) an The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section I

medium access _con_trol (MAC)_Iayers. Focus@ng on the PH(Yescribes the system model. Section Ill provides the system
layer, an investigation of achievable capacity and optimg alysis, deriving the secondary and primary throughputs.
power allocation over fading channels in SS systems is fou Section IV, we present the MDP model and Section V

in [3] while in [4] an analysis of capacity in OSA systemyaqerines the value iteration process and the propertidgeof

is l:argvided_. Mgrem&egsinh [53 a n;zw_ty%e OL CR lsysgegPesulting control. Section VI provides a summary this work
called sensing-based 5> has been devised and analyzed Qﬁa%ome problems of interest for future work on this topic.
on a capacity formulation. On the other hand, investigation

dedicated to the MAC layer have focused on issues such Il. SYSTEM MODEL

This research was supported by the Qatar National Reseancth &hder We assume a SenSing'based SS SySte.m with one pfair of
Grant NPRP 08-522-2-211. SU-Tx and SU-Rx forming the secondary link and one pair of
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PU-Tx and PU-Rx forming the primary link with instantaneou
- - - v &

channel power gaings and g, respectively. These two links Y

share the same frequency band and thus interference is 0

sumed between them. The instantaneous channel power g 2

from the SU-Tx to the PU-Rx and from the PU-Tx to the SU

S g0 PU-Rx

Rx are denoted by, and g, respectively. The considered FPUT_X _______ Yoo o

system is depicted in Fig.1. Both links are assumed to be fl. | Y /’/ " B

fading channels with additive white Gaussian noises (AWGN T Y g \\A

denoted byng andn; at the PU-Rx and SU-Rx respectively, 0 PoC

whereny and n; are assumed to be independent and wit & » Y

the distribution CA/(0, No) (circularly symmetric complex 0, @E & SU-Rx
Gaussian). PoC is employed at the SU-Tx in conjunction wi

spectrum sensing. PoC is deployed according to the ru SU-Tx

of sensing-based SS systems whereby the transmit powe — Direct Signal
allocated with the water-filling algorithm when the channe
is idle, denoted byPS(O) and with an additional interference
power constraint protecting the PU[][5] when the channel
is busy denoted b)PS(l). The SpSe results in four different
results known as false alarm and no false alarm under thig 1. System model of a sensing-based SS system with mglagipability.
hypothesisH, when the channel state is idle with probability
mp; and detection and missed detection under the hypothesis
H, when the channel state is busy with probability,. The A. Secondary throughput
corresponding conditional probabilities of the sensinguts The secondary throughput according to the spectrum sens-
are denoted aBy, (1—Py), andPy, (1—P;) respectively. SpSe ing results and the transmit power is analysed as follows:
can be accomplished by an energy detector similar to the one No false alarm and unconstrained transmissidhthe
presented in [[6] with a sensing timewithin a frame period SpSe function results in no false alarms when the PU is
T and a sensing thresholg compared to an instantaneousdle, then the transmission is accomplished unconstrairitd
sensed signal-to-noise-ratio (SNRJ.. transmit powerP ") and cut-off levels, with the following

We also assume that the SU-Tx and the PU-Tx retain theifobability:
own queues, denoted b, and @, respectively, used for
forwarding their own packets. In addition, the SU-Tx resaén (—Es)
qgueue for forwarding packets of the primary network, dedote f1s,00 = (1= Py)et™ 5 mo )

by @y This is known as packet relaying capability by which, . False alarm and constrained transmissioli:the SpSe
if the primary link is in outage condition, then the packeds ¢ fynction results in false alarms when the PU is not activenth
be forwarded by the secondary node @3, thereby helping the transmission is accomplished constrained with transmi

emptying the queue of the primary user| [8]. Instead of thgswer p{") and cut-off levels,, with the following proba-
behavior of packet relaying in OSA systems as proposed Bﬂity:

[8], in our case i.e. sensing-based SS, the primary packets
in @, can be forwarded to PU-Rx simultaneously with the Bop
secondary packets iy, due to the properties of SS systems. Hs,01 = Pf€<_ 7 ) (2)
Notably, we assume that when the primary packei@,in are
forwarded, the secondary packets@n are not transmitted.
Thereafter, the behavior of our system is summarized
follows:
- the PU-Tx forwards its own packets 6f,, through the
primary link with gaing, as long as the link is not in outage.
- the SU-Tx shares the primary channel used by PU-Tx and 5
forwards its own packets af),, through the secondary link ps10 = (1 — Pd)e(*m)m ?3)
with gain g, as long as the link is not in outage.

__ Interference Signal

- Missed detection and unconstrained transmissifrthe
SpSe function results in missed detection when the PU is ac-

e, then the transmission is accomplished unconstraiigd
transmit powerPS(O) and cut-off level3, with the following
probability:

- the SU-Tx forwards primary packets 6f,,, through the - I?etect|on a_nd cons_t rained transm|SS|_oh‘: the SpSe
link with gain g5, as long as the primary link is in outage f“”C“O'f‘ “?S“'.ts n detec_tlon when th(_a PU IS active, then the
P " transmission is accomplished constrained with transmitguo

We analyze below the system’s behavior providing thg(i) ) )
corresponding formulation. ﬁs and cut-off levels,, defined as follows:

(~ =)
I1l. SYSTEM ANALYSIS fe11 = Pge’ 7e/GFwwe) Iy (4)

In this section, we provide the analysis of secondary andFinally, since the packet transmission will be done only in
primary throughputs for the system model described abovesituations where there are available packets in the secpnda



queue, the frame utilization factor becom&— 7)/T due to the system as a Markov decision process that will include
sending time, and the primary link is not in outage conditiothese three parameters (i@,, ps and P;) as states and the
with probability e=%»/7», then the secondary throughput foprobability of detectionP; and interference power constraint
each of the above cases is obtained as follows: 1. as actions since they can be adapted by the SU-Tx. Details
are given in the next section.
T—T1 As _Pp
Ps = = Hsae e ®) IV. M ARKOV DECISION PROCESSDEFINITION

Hsmaz

where therz index refers to the aforementioned scenarios, N this section, we model the system dynamics as a Markov
Decision Process giving first the state and action spaces and

finally the dynamic programming problem formulation.

B. Primary throughput

The primary throughput consists of two different parts, ]
fixed one related to the conditions of the primary link and its ) o
own gueue and the other one is the relaying through secondary "€ System consists of a finite set of states (pp, ps, Ps)
link which varies according to the sensing results. Thus, tihat express the utilization factpy, in the primary queué),,

overall primary throughput is defined as follows: the utilization factorp, in the secondary queu@, and the
transmit powerP, at the SU-Tx. Moreover, the system is

controlled through a finite set of action$ € (P, I.) that

State and action spaces

_ Bp
pp = e Op/0Frsp)gy includes the probability of detectioR; and the interference
Aps — 5 power constraini.. We are interested in the following condi-
T Fosaw \ 0 e (I—e ) (®) tions in each time slot for the system control:

where the first term represents the throughput of the PU o
achieved over its own link and thus encompasses the cases (pp, ps, Ps; Py, 1) (11)

in which no outage is experienced on the primary link an%

the primary queue contains packets, and the second terrﬁ %t s, the C“”eF‘F ut|_I|zat|on fac_tqrp in the primary queue
related to the current sensing result as long asihequeue Qp, the current utilization factas, in the secondary queug,

contains packets and the primary link experiences outage.t e current transmit powef, at the SU-Tx and the probability

previously for the secondary throughput, the four possib? detec'.uonPd. and interference power C‘?”S”?m ”S?d n
primary relaying throughputs due to the different sensint € previous t|me_slot. Thg controls applied (|-.e. actidrat t
results are defined below for each case: ould be taken) in each t|m¢ slot are the pair of pa_lrameters
- No false alarm and unconstrained transmission: (P4, 1.) based on the calculation of the reward function. The
reward function in our system is the secondary throughgut
fips.00 = (1 — pf)e(—%)ﬁo (7) Therefore, the decisions made per slot avkat should be the
probability of detectionP; and the interference power con-
straint I level of the SpSe and PoC mechanisms respectively
in order to maximize the,.
Based on this functionality, the considered system becomes
- Missed detection and unconstrained transmission: a controlled Markov Decision Proces$ [11] and in this case
) we can employ a dynamic programming recursion to derive
and calculate the optimal control _[12] of packet relaying in

- False alarm and constrained transmission:

Bap
fips,01 = Pre™ 70 )1 (8)

_ Bs
tps,10 = (1 — Py)e T )y

- Detection and constrained transmission: sensing-based SS systems.
Bs
Hps,11 = Pde(_”sp/“i”ps))m (10)

B. Reward function and transition probability

C. Notes First, we define an immediate reward function
9(pp, ps; Ps; P;,1,) which provides a measure of the
maximum secondary throughput, that can be achieved

ing that the ch I dered acti | the o at the current time slot without consideration of the future
Ing that the channet1s considered active as long as the prim roughput given the current utilization factor of the sedary

queueq, contains packets. Therefore, the primary user's id euep,, the current utilization factor of the primary queue

pr_obabﬂﬂy 'S ob_talned asy =1-m =1-X/lipmas- IN the current current transmit powé?, and the previous
this way, the primary and secondary throughputs are relat;p?ul%bability of detectionPl; of SpSe and interference power

trl.rl(.)u&?t.r:) ntr;gctlétr'hzagogsg?ﬁ;?é dongthiengt-e'IEj ESpgbsz?gn constraint I, of PoC. Afterwards, we define the reward
utilizat Pp | : y X Dy Vi aunction J(pp, ps, Ps; P;, 1), which provides a measure of

the fraction of idle slots, and measuring the ACK/NAC .
messages sent by the SU-RX [8]. Moreover, it is clear from thrgee expected secondary throughputgoing from one state

AR to another state’ with transition probabilit
above that the utilization factor of th@, denoted ag, and ® P y
the transmit power at secondary li will change the values ) )
of the achievable secondary throughput. Thus, we can model  P,(s,s ) = Pr(s't' = s | s; = 5,a; = a) (12)

Notably, we assume in the analysis that the PU’s actiwity
is equal to the utilization factoX, /iy, mae Of the @,, indicat-



wherea € A is the action and € S. This is the probability ~ 3) the probability of detection is optimized over a continu-
that actioru in states at time¢ will lead to states’ attimet+1. ous rangeP; € [0, 1]; and

In the defined MDP, assuming the action of SpSe function and4) the interference power is optimized over a discrete and
the activity of the PU (i.e. the utilization factor) and tagi bounded power rang€. min, lc,maz)-

into account the sensing results! [5], the transition prdiab

P, (s, s') is obtained as follows: V. VALUE ITERATION AND PROPERTIES OFCONTROL
Solving the DP recursion in (14) results in the optimal con-
moPy ,if Ho and SpSe gives H, trol of the probability of detection and the interferenceveo

constraint when the system state (is,, Ps, ps; Py, I,.). The
solution can be obtained using the value iteration methdyj. [1
71 (1 — Py) ,if Hy and SpSe gives Hy We confirm the usage of value iteration with the following

. , proposition.
m1 Py, if Hy and SpSe gives H Proposition 1: There exists a stationary optimal control

Notably, the probability?, (s, s') depends on the PU’s activ-Solution of (14) obtainable by value iteration.
ity (i.e. the primary utilization factop,) and thus implicitly on ~_ Sketch of ProofThe DP terminates when the primary queue

the state of the considered MDP and thus the decision makfdg €mPpties, i.e.,p, = 0. The proposed policy is based
is accomplished recursively. on the fact that the primary queue is emptied by the factor

pp introduced in secondary throughput via and thereby
the primary queue), will be emptied in finite time. This

C. Packet relaying control and costs " . . .
. . condition guarantees the existence of a stationary optimal
The SU-Tx decides whether to forward the primary packetgntrol [12]. The full proof is omitted here for lack of space

based on the control of the SpSe and PoC mechanismgjsing standard value iteration, we start with an initial gaie
changing the probability of detection and the interferengg, the maximum reward function and plug it into the DP

power constraint respectively. However, this control cemeoplem defined in (14). If we considériterations, the value
with overhead costs. We assume the following interpretatigeration problem becomes as follows:

as costs for our control approach:
- Detection control cost:Increasing the detection probabil- _ ., .,
ity results in a more costly detection due to the larger numbe " (Pp: ps, Psi Py, 1) = g;?}j{g(Pmpa Py Py, 1)
of required samples among other factors. Accordingly a cost ;o
facto(rq which is dpirectly progortional td,; is introduce%.)lWe —V(Fa) = (L) + ZﬁPa(s, §')J* (pps ps: Pei Py, 1)} (15)
define this cost as followd (P,;) = sP; wheres is a constant. s’
- Interference control costReducing the interference powewhere based on this formula the following value iteration
constraint of the PoC stresses the SU-Tx’s transmissiamgehe algorithm is used:
a discount factor is introduced that is increased Iasis
decreased. The concept can be explained as follows: for mé#gorithm 1 Value Iteration Algorithm
protection, lesd, is demanded, and the more the cost for SUJata:
Tx transmission is due to a low power level [14]. We define Set P, (s) equal to the transition probability matrixs € S.
this cost ash(I.) = cP!") wherec is a constant. o Fork =0, setJ"(s;a) and J**'(s; a) equal to the reward
Below, we define the dynamic programming problem baségiatrix Vs € S andva € A.

on the aforementioned characteristics of the defined MDP. While max; | J**! — J* |< € do
for each states and Vo do

K
D. Dynamic programming problem formulation | calculates**! based on[(T5)

Having defined the MDP, the system becomes a controlleld end

. . Set.Jk = jk+1,
Markov chain and hence, we can develop a dynamic program- Seth =k 4 1:
ming recursion to compute the optimal control as follows: gnq ’

, mo(1 — Py) ,ifHy and SpSe gives H,
Pa(S,S ) =

T (P pss Ps; Py, 1) = max{g(py, ps, Ps; Py, L) The iteration continues until convergence based on the

d’,c ;o adopted policy. Once we work out the solution, we store the

—W(Pa) — ®(L) + Z BFa(s,8") (pp, ps, Psi By, L)} (14) secondary throughput as a lookup table. The size of the jpoku
s’ table for each iteratiot is O(pk, pk, PF, Py, IF) where the

where the joint optimizatio{ Py, I,,) is performed over the size depends on the quantized levels of primary and secpndar
following conditions and selection sets, when the systein is utilization factors, the quantized levels for the chanreehgof

state(pp,ps,Ps;PU’l,I;): the secondary link and thus the transmit power, the selected
1) the stabilities of all queues are retained Ag.< 11y maz, Probability of detection and interference power constrain
Aps < hps,maz @NdAs < s maz; each iteration. During the system operation, the SU-Tx can

2) the transmit power is constrained over the rajigé,,] determine the optimal secondary throughput from the table
through the PoC; according to real-time system parameters.



To evaluate the performance of the proposed DP control ¢ 05
A | |

proach, we provide three suboptimal heuristic policiesndefi Ty
o1 = ,pp-O‘l
as follows [14]. o |58 09
085H ¢ 1
—|=5Bp 01 1
A. Variable probability of detection and fixed interferenc 17508209 Qm\m
power constraint 031 61 58p01 b
. . . . . | =508 =09 |
Let us consider the simple case in which the interferen e

n
power constraint level is fixed and we need to optimize ov. = * 0

the probability of detection. In this scenario, the proligbof
detectionP; is the only control parameter that can be varie 04

to control the packet relaying process; then, we get theeval )
iteration as follows: 0t , ‘ , : , 4

k 1 ! !’
J+(/)paﬂsaps;Pd)ZH}%X{Q(Ppaps,Ps;Pd) 0 0l 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

—U(Pa) + Y BPuls,5) T (pp, ps, P P)}  (16)

S

Fig. 2. Secondary throughpyts vs. probability of detectiorP;, for average

B. Variable interference power constraint and fixed probabitransmit power at the SU-T®., = 5dB, for different levels of interference
. . ower constraintd. = —15dB, —5dB, 5dB and utilization factorsp, =
ity of detection p c ; ; P

0,1.0.9.
We now consider the case in which the probability of
detection is fixedP; = 6 and thus the problem is defined
as follows: Fig. 3 depicts the results of optimization over the interfer
ence power constraint for a fixed probability of detectiore W
k1 o L plot again the secondary throughputbut vs. the interference
I ppy pss Py L) = H}ix{g(pp’pS’PS’Ic) power values for different probabilities of detection elqtma
N Tk o P; = 0.1 and P; = 0.9 and different utilization factors with
—O(L) + ZBP“(S’S )" Py pos P L)} (47 equal values as previously. Here, we can see that the control
# of the interference power constraint does not have anyipesit
where the decision is made only upon the interference powggyit for low probability of detection values, e, = 0.1,
constraint/, state space. and a positive one appears when high probabilities of detect
It is interesting to explore the properties of the proposege considered. This is explained from the fact that the fitene
control. In Fig.2, we plot the secondary throughputthat of interference power constraint is introduced in a spestru
represents the derived reward functioh from the value sharing system when the detection probability is high. Nigta
iteration method versus the probability of detectiBp for a  the interference control constantds= 2 and the number of

fixed average power at the secondary link equatip = 5dB, iterations required were close & for both p, values.
different levels of interference power constraints equal t

1. = —15dB, I. = —5dB andi. = 5dB, and utilization factor ) ) - ) )

at the primary queue to he, = 0.1 andp, = 0.9. The sensing C Joint control: variable prgbab|llty of detection and vable
time is assumed equal to= 0.3ms within a frame period of Interference power constraint

T = 1ms and the sensing threshajds implicitly obtained for In the case of joint control of the probability of detectiarda
eachP; assuming a sensed SNR. = —15dB. Notably, we interference power constraint, the value iteration DP &b
do not follow any optimization over sensing time or thresholis formulated now as follows:

as has been done inl[6] ard [9], and thus we choose arbitrary

value for the sensing time since our optimization is o¥gr J1 . ,

and it is not related to the types of optimization presented i J¥ (pp, ps, Ps; Py, 1) = g(li?b;:{g(pp,ps, P, P)

these two works. Moreover, the secondary utilization faigo , /

obtained using\; = 0.5 and i5 ;ma. = 0.8. Upon examining —U(P) — ®(L) + ZﬁPa(&s ) (op: ps, Ps; Py)} - (18)
the Fig.2, it is clear that the reward function is maximized f s
all cases in values af,; close t00.7 and0.8. It is also evident ~ This implementation differs from the previous one since
that as long as the interference power constraint is relaged now the cost-to-go function, i.e. the reward minus the ¢asts
increased then the value iteration increases as well. Mereo controlled by the joint leverage of the probability of deten

a high utilization factop, limits the reward function; however, and interference constraint.

this effect is negligible in high values of interference mow Fig. 4 shows the values of control parameters, i.eand
constraints. Notably, the sensing constantis= 2 and the P;, which maximize the secondary throughput for a specific
number of iterations requires were close & for both p, average transmit powef,, at the secondary link when the
values. joint control is accomplished. We see that for high power



We have analyzed the system highlighting the interdependen
cies between the system components, and we have defined a
‘ ; : ; ) 45 ----s----4 Markov decision process for modelling the system behavior,
057 : : : 1 which was divided into a finite state space and a finite action
space. The model resulted in a dynamic programming problem
04 | o-PA01p=01 . that was solved using the value iteration. The objective was
o PE1AA09 the maximization of the secondary throughput by managing
L03 |, p0gp0t the spectrum sensing and the interference power constraint
7de=0.9pp=0.9 o Hence, we have designed and evaluated practical heuristics
0 ¢ - | achieving optimal performance by first separating these two
' ¢ control parameters and then combining them.
t An interesting issue for further study based on the above
01 4 i analysis and results is policy improvement using policy it-
””” B eration finding exact policies under certain conditions and
0 ‘ ‘ g : : ‘ reinforcement learning for estimating the optimal actsate
| (@B function without requiring a model of the environment. This
approach should allow manipulation of the policies dingctl
rather than finding them indirectly via the optimal value
Fig. 3. Secondary throughputs vs. interference power constraif, for function. Moreover, the cost for particular pOIiCieS Wllhp an
average transmit power at the SU-Fx, = 5dB, for different probabilites gdditional role towards the depiction of optimal policie&hw
of detectiony = 0.1,0.9 and utilization factorsp,, = 0.1,0.9. the lowest costs. Finally, we will be able to use simulation t
compare several optimal policies highlighting the perfante
capabilities of the proposed control in packet relaying.
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In this paper, we have investigated the problem of packet
relaying control in sensing-based spectrum sharing system



