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Abstract

We consider the channel sensing problem arising in oppisttarscheduling over fading channels, cognitive radioveeks,
and resource constrained jamming. The communication reystmsists ofN channels. Each channel is modeled as a multi-state
Markov chain (M.C.). At each time instant a user selects dmenoel to sense and uses it to transmit information. A reward
depending on the state of the selected channel is obtaineeafth transmission. The objective is to design a channelirsgn
policy that maximizes the expected total reward collecteer @ finite or infinite horizon. This problem can be viewed as a
instance of a restless bandit problem, for which the formpaineal policies is unknown in general. We discover sets afditions
sufficient to guarantee the optimality of a myopic sensinficppwe show that under one particular set of conditions rthpic
policy coincides with the Gittins index rule.

Index Terms
Myopic Sensing, Markov Chain, POMDP, Restless Bandits¢t&tstic Order.

|. INTRODUCTION AND LITERATURE SURVEY
A. Motivation

Consider a communication system consisting\ofindependent channels. Each channel is modeled Asstate Markov
chain (M.C.) with known matrix of transition probabilitie&t each time period a user selects one channel to sense asidt ts
transmit information. A reward depending on the state ofslected channel is obtained for each transmission. Thectlg
is to design a channel sensing policy that maximizes the ct&getotal reward (respectively, the expected total dinted
reward) collected over a finite (respectively, infinite) émorizon.

The above channel sensing problem arises in cognitive naglfiworks, opportunistic scheduling over fading channass,
well as on resource-constrained jammirﬁ ([1]). In cogaitimdio networks a secondary user may transmit over a chanhgel
when the channel is not occupied by the primary user. Thuanpgttime instant, staté of the M.C. describing the channel
can indicate that the channel is occupied &ty the primary user, and stateghrough K indicate the quality of the channel
that is available to the secondary usertatn opportunistic transmission over fading channels,estatthrough K of the
M.C. describe, at any time instant, the quality of the fadihgnnel. In resource-constrained jamming a jammer canjanmy
one channel at a time, and any given jamming/channel semgficy results in an expected reward for the jammer due to
successful jamming.

The above channel problem is also an instance of a restlesht [problem d[__iZ]:b]). Restless bandit problems arise in ynan
areas, including wired and wireless communication systemenufacturing systems, economic systems, statistics(see

2, 3.

B. Related Work

The channel sensing problem has been studiedin [4] usingrtéalaobservable Markov decision process (POMDP)
framework. For the case of two-state channels, the myoplicypwas studied in |__[15], where its optimality was establidhe
when the number of channels is two. For more than two chantmeloptimality of the myopic policy was proved in [6] under
certain conditions on channel parameters. This resulti®two-state channel was extended in [7] using a couplingraegt to
establish the optimality under a relaxed “positively ctated” condition. In|ﬂ3], under the same “positively coatd” channel
condition, the myopic policy was proved to be optimal for tstate channels when the user can select multiple channels a
each time instance.

For general restless bandit problems, there is a rich titezahowever, very little is known about the structure ofimal
policies for this class of problems in general. [Ih [2] it haeb shown that the Gittins index rule (see [3],[9] for the migéin
of the Gittins index rule) is not optimal for a general ressi®andit problems. Moreover, this class of problem is P&ERAard
in general ]. In |I|2] Whittle introduced an index policyeferred to as Whittle’s index) and an “indexability conalitf;
the asymptotic optimality of the Whittle index was addresse ]. Issues related to Whittle’s indexability conditi were
discussed inl[ 2,3, 11-13]. For the two-state channel sgnmioblem, Whittle’s index was computed in closed-formlig][1
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where performance simulation of that index was provided séme special classes of restless bandit problems, thmalfiti of
some index-type policies was established under certaidittons (see@ﬂS]). Approximation algorithms for thergqoutation
of optimal policies for a class of restless bandit probleimslar to the one studied in this paper were investigate@ﬂ.[

A preliminary version of this paper appeared in the proaagsiof the 50th Allerton conference on Control, Commun@ati
and Computing (seé [17]).

C. Contribution of the Paper

In this paper we identify sets of conditions under which tlesing policy that chooses at every time instant the beshén
sense of stochastic dominantel [18]) channel maximizesotia¢ éxpected reward (respectively, the expected totabdisted
reward) collected over a finite (respectively, infinite) éiforizon. We also show that under one particular set of tiomdithe
above-described policy coincides with the Gittins indeberthat is, the rule according to which the user selects e &ane
instant the channel with the highest Gittins index. Sinceraodel is more general than previously studied modéls ,(PUy
results are a contribution to the state of the art in cogmitadio networks, opportunistic scheduling and resouasesttained
jamming. Furthermore, the results of this paper are a dmuttan to the state of the art of the theory of restless bardite
for example |I|2l:|3]). The optimization problem formulatedtimis paper is a restless bandit problem. Restless banditems
are difficult to solve; very little is known about the naturetibe optimal solution of these problemE|([3]). Our resuttsaal
instances of restless bandit problems where: (i) the optithacation rule is the myopic policy; and (ii) the myopiclpy is
optimal and coincides with the Gittins index rule.

D. Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In SediibnH, present the model and the formulation of the optimization
problem associated with the channel sensing problem. Itiddéléllwe discuss the salient features of the optimizagooblem
formulated in Sectiofdl and show that it is an instance of stless bandit problem. In Sectién]IV, we consider the finite
horizon problem and identify sets of conditions sufficiemtguarantee the optimality of the myopic policy. In Sec{ighweé
extend the results of SectignllV to the infinite horizon pesbl In Sectio MI, we show that the result for two-state cledsn
in [Iﬂ] is a special case of the more general results preséntéds paper. In Sectioh VIl we show that under one particula
set of conditions the myopic policy coincides with the @igtindex rule. We conclude in Sectibn VIIl. The proofs of gsale
intermediate results needed to establish the optimalithhefmyopic policy appear in the Appendices A-D.

Il. MODEL AND OPRIMIZATION PROBLEMS
A. The Model

Consider a communication system consisting\ofdentical channels. Each channel is modeled ds-state Markov chain
(M.C.) with (the same) matrix of transition probabilitiéy

P11 P12 - DIK Py
P21 D22 - D2K Py

P= , o L= e (1)
DPK1 DPK2 -+ PKK P

where Py, P, ..., P are row vectors. Thé( channel states model the channel’'s quality. For exampd¢e 8f may denote
the highest quality state, statethe lowest quality state, and stat2s3, ..., K — 1 are medium quality states. We assume that
the channel’'s quality increases as the number of its stateases. We want to use this communication system to transmi
information. For that matter, at each time= 0,1, ...,7, we can select one channel, observe its state, and use d#rtsntit
information.

Let X7* denote the state of channelat time¢, and letU; denote the decision made at timeU; € {1,2,..., N}, where
U, = n means that channel is chosen for data transmission at time

Initially, before any channel selection is made, we assumaé we have probabilistic information about the state ofheac
of the N channels. Specifically, we assume that at 0 the decision-maker (the entity that decides which charmeknse
at each time instant) knows the probability mass functioMKP on the state space of each of thechannels; that is, the
decision-maker knows

Ty 1= (773,77(2),...,,77(])\7), (2)
where

o = (g (1), 7§ (2), ...,y (K)),n=1,2,..., N, 3)
andny (i) :== P(Xy =1),i=1,2,..., K. 4)



Then, in general,

Uo = go(mo) (5)
Uy =g(YTHLU™ Y, t=1,2,.. (6)

where
Y =(Yo, Y1, .., Y1), U = (U, Uy, ..., Uy 1), @)

andY; = Xth denotes the observation at timeY; gives the state of the channel that is chosen at firttat is, if U; = 2,
Y; gives the state of channglat timet).
Let R(t) denote the reward obtained by the transmission at tinW#e assume thaR(¢) depends on the state of the channel
chosen at time. That is
R(t) = Ri,i=1,2,.., K, (8)

if the state of the channel chosentas i.

B. The Optimization Problems

Under the above assumptions, the objective is to solve:
(i) the finite horizon(T") optimization problem (P1)
Problem (P1)

T
max E9{) B'R(t)}; )
: t=0

and (ii) its infinite horizon counterpart, problem (P2)
Problem (P2)

prics Eg{; B'R(t)}, (10)

where 3 is the discount factor)(< 8 < 1) andg is the set of all channel sensing strategjedefined by [(5){(5).
Problems (P1) and (P2) are centralized stochastic optiioiz@roblems with imperfect information. Therefore, afoimation
state for the decision-maker at timgt = 1,2, ... is the conditional PMF (seﬂllQ], Chapter 6)

my = (mp, w2, .,y ), (11)
= (mp (1), 7 (2), ., 7 (K)),n=1,2,..., N, (12)
(i) = P(X] =YL Ut i=1,2, .., K. (13)
The information stater, evolves as follows. IU; = n, Y™ = i, then
., =P (14)
. =7 P, (15)

for all j # n. From stochastic control theorﬂ19] we know that for probse(P1) and (P2) we can restrict attention (without
any loss of optimality) to separated policies, that is, ge# of the form

g:= (90,91, ) (16)

whereU; = g(m;) for all ¢.
Consequently, problems (P1) and (P2) are equivalent todit@nafing problems (P1’) and (P2’), respectively:
Problem (P1’)

T
Igréag): Eg{; B'R(t)}, (17)
Problem (P2’)
max 1D BRO}, (18)

whereg, is the set of separated policies.



Remark:

One separated policy the performance of which we will areliysthis paper is the “myopic policy” that we define as
follows.
Let IT denote the set of PMFs on the state spéce- {1,2,..., K}. We define the concept of stochastic dominance/order.
Stochastic dominance; between two row vectors, y € II is defined as follows:
x >g y if
K K
doa(G) =D y() . fori=2,3,. K (19)
Jj=t Jj=i
Note that stochastic order is a partial order, thus, thefohg facts true (seéIhS]):
Fact 1If 2 >, y andy >4 2z thenz > 2.
Fact 2If x >4 y, z € Il anda € R,a > 0, thenax + 2 >4 ay + z.

Definition 1. The myopic policy™ = (g3", 97", .., g5 is the policy that selects at each time instant the best@nsémse of
stochastic order) channel; that is,

gi'(m) =i ifm >aw Vi#i (20)

IIl. CHARACTERISTICS OF THEOPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS

The optimization problems (P1’) and (P2’) formulated in S&dlllcan be viewed as an instance of a restless bandit @nobl
as follows:

We can view theN channels asV arms with their PMFs as the states of the arms. The decisikemnkmows perfectly the
states of theV arms at every time instant. One arm is operated (selecteefclt timet, and an expected reward depending
on the state (PMF of the channel) of the selected arm is redel armn (channelr) is not selected at, its PMF#}* evolves
according to

Ty = 7 P; (22)
if arm n (channeln) is selected at, its PMF evolves according to
T = Pr, P(Yi = x) = 7} (x). (22)
The total expected reward for problem (P1’) for any sensialicp g € G can be written as
T T
T4 =E°Y_ B'R(t)] = E°[Y_ B'n/"R]. (23)
t=0 t=0
The total expected reward for problem (P2’) for any sensialicp g € G can be written as
J§ =By B'R(t)] = E[>_ B'n{*R], (24)
t=0 t=0

whereR := [Ry, Ra, ..., Ri]T is the vector of instantaneous rewards.
Since the selected bandit process evolves in a way thatgliffem the evolution of the non-selected bandit procesbés
problem is not a classical multi-armed bandit problem, buestless bandit problem.

In general, restless bandit problems are difficult to sokedise forward induction (the solution methodology foralassical
multi-armed bandit problem) does not result in an optimdiqu@]. Consequently, optimal policies may not be of theléx
type, and the form of optimal policies for general restleandit problems is still unknown.

IV. ANALYSIS OF THE FINITE HORIZON PROBLEM

We will prove the optimality of the myopic policy™ for Problem (P1) under certain specific assumptions on thetsire
of the Markov chains describing the channels, on the inatetdus reward® = [R1, R, R, ..., Rx]? and on the initial
PMFsn}, w3, ..., Y

A. Key Assumptions/Conditions

We make the following assumptions/conditions
(A1)

Py >4 P12ty 25t P (25)



Note that the quality of a channel state increases as its aumbreases. Assumption[(A1) ensures that the higher the
quality of the channel’s current state the higher is thelilic®d that the next channel state will be of high quality.

(A2) Let IIP be the set of PMFs on the channel states that can be reacledthtransitions according tB, i.e.

P :={7P:7ell};

note thatIIP is the convex hull ofP;, P, ..., Pk .
At time 0,

1

2
Ty TGy ooy

my € IIP
andw(l) <ot 7T(2J <st ...

N
Sst o -

(26)

(27)
(28)

Assumption (A2) states that initially the channels can kaecgd in terms of their quality, expressed by the PMESon
Moreover, the initial PMFs of the channels areli®. Such a requirement ensures that the initial PMFs on thengtan
states are in the same space as all subsequent PMFs.

(A3)

PP > Pr_
PP <y Py,

(29)
(30)

Assumption (AB) along with (A2) ensure that, any PMFreachable from a non-selected channel has quality between
P;_1 and Py, that isPr, >4 m >4 Pr_1 (see also Properfyl 2, Sectibn 1V-B). Hefeis fixed; L can be any number

from 2 to K.
(A4)

Ri—R,_1 > B(P,—P,_1)M > (P, — P,_1)U >0fori# L

Ry —Rp—1 > B(h—Pr_1R) >0,

where M is the vector given by

M:=U+8Y"

i>L

priPU,

U; .= R; fori = 1,2,...,.L—1
U, =R, —l—ﬁ(Pz — P )WUfori=L,L+1,.., K,

andh is given by

h =

 PxkR-B%, ;priPiR

1 _Bzi<LpKi

(31)
(32)

(33)

(34)
(35)

(36)

Assumption (A#) states that the instantaneous rewardsnelotat different states of the channel are sufficiently sepd
(see[[B1LJ(3R)). Such an assumption is essential in edtaidithe optimality of a myopic policy. For the myopic policy
to be optimal, the expected gain incurred by choosing theeatibest channel (say chanmglversus any other channel
(say channein) must overcompensate future losses in performance neguti when channeln is chosen instead of
channeln. For this to happen, the rewards obtained at different stat¢he channel must be sufficiently separated.

We note that (Al)-(A4) describe sets of sets of assumptonsiitions; for every value of, L = 2,3, ..., K, we have a distinct

set of conditions.

We now compare the above conditions with those made in [1HeM. = K, the above conditions are exactly the same as
those in EV]. In |E|7] we did not address situations whérgt K that is, situation where the quality of the information stat
resulting form a non-selected channel is betwégnand P, for L # K. Consequently, the result of this paper subsume

the results obtained irELll?].

Before we proceed with the analysis of Problem (P1) basedamditons (41)-(A4), we show that (A1)-(A4) can be
simultaneously satisfied. Consider the following situatio

K=5L=5N=63=
3 0.0656

P, 0.0655

P= | =1 0.0652
: 0.0434

Ps 0.0206

1

0.0458
0.0458
0.0457
0.0336
0.0205

0.1044
0.1030
0.0966
0.1126
0.0142

0.4745
0.4454
0.4019
0.4102
0.4475

0.3096
0.3403
0.3907
0.4001
0.4972

(37)

(38)

(39)



with
R=[0 1 2 3 4] (40)
my = my = Pi,m5 = Py, my = Py, mg = Py, mg = Ps (41)

By their definition,P;, P, ..., P5 satisfy (A1). By the definition ofr}, n2, ..., 7§ and the definition of 1P, (A2) is satisfied.
By direct computation we can show that

PP =[0.0411 0.0322 0.0795 0.4267 0.4205 | (42)
>4 [ 0.0434 0.0336 0.1126 0.4102 0.4001 | = P, (43)

Moreover,Ps P = ps1 Py + psa Py + +... + pss Ps <4 Ps. Therefore, (AB) is satisfied.
By direct computation, we get

U=[0 1 2 3 43214 ]" (44)

M = 14997 2.5206 3.5577 4.6003 6.0815 | (45)

h =3.7776, (46)

So we can compute

B(Py — P\)M = 0.0470 < Ry — Ry (47)

B(P3 P2) =0.0829 < R3 — Ro (48)

B(Py — P3)M = 0.0897 < Ry — R (49)

B(h — PyR) = 0.7766 < Rs — Ry (50)

Therefore, (A%) is satisfied.

Assumptions (BIL)-(BK) are also satisfied whnP, 7}, 72, ..., 7§, chosen as above, are slightly perturbed. It is also passibl
to find other ranges of values @, P, 7}, 72, ..., 75 which satisfy (Al)-(A%).

Based on the above assumptions, we proceed to establisiptingatity of the myopic policyg™ as follows. In sections TV-B-
[V-Dlwe develop some preliminary results needed for our paes. Specifically: In sectidn TV}B we present three propgif
the evolution of the PMFs on the channel states. In seEfie@ e present a property of the instantaneous expected dewar
In sectio IV-D we define a class of ordering-based chanmaisg policiesG® which includes the myopic policy™; using
the results of sectioris IViB add IVIC we discover four prdiesrof the expected reward resulting from any policygi. In
sectio V=B we use the results of sectlon 1V-D to establisi dptimality of a myopic policy for Problem (P1’). We noteth
all the properties developed in sectidns IV-B throligh IV-f2 meeded to establish the optimality of the myopic policg W
discuss how these properties are used to prove the optnudlthe myopic policy in Sectioh TVAF, after we prove the main
result of this paper. The proofs of properties 1-9 appearppekdices A-D.

B. Properties of the Channels’ Evolution
Under assumptions/conditions (A1)-(A4) stated in sedild&] the following properties hold.

Property 1. Letz,y € II. Under Assumption [A1),
x>y =— P >4 yP (51)

An implication of Property 1l is the following. If at any timethe information states of two channels (expressed by the
PMFs on their state space) are stochastically ordered amel ofothese channels is sensed,ahen the same stochastic order
between the information states at tirhe- 1 is maintained.

Property 2. Letn = xP? € IIP?, IP? := {r = 2 P?,z € 1I}. Under (A1)-(A3),
P >g aP? >y Ppy (52)

Property[ 2 says the following. By condition (A2) a channdfiformation state (the PMF on its state space) is always in
IIP. If the channel is not sensed at timethen at timet + 1 its information state is irfIP2, moreover it is stochastically
always betweer’, _; and P;. If the channel is sensed at tima&nd its observed state is larger than or equdl {oespectively
smaller thanl), then at timef + 1 this channel is in the stochastically largest (respegtig&dchastically smallest) information
state among all channels.

Property 3. Under (A1)-(A3), we have either} <, 7" or 7" <4 =} for all n,m € {1,2,..., N} for all ¢.

Property[B states that under (A1)-(A3) the informationestaaf all channels can be ordered stochastically at all times
The proofs of Properties 1-3 appear in Apperidix A.



C. A Property of the Instantaneous Expected Reward
A direct consequence of Assumption[{A4) is the following ffadies of the instantaneous expected reward:

Property 4. Letz,y € II. Letv be a column vector in increasing order, i®.> v;_1 fori =23, ..., K. If x >4 y, we have
(i) (z—y)v>0.

(i) (x—y)M > (z —y)U > (x —y)R > 0, where M, U, R are defined by eqé (B1)-(B5).

(i) (x—y)M > B(x —y)PM.

(iv) If (i) =y(i) forall i > L or z(i) = y(¢) for all i < L, we have

(x—y)R > p(x —y)PM > B(x — y)PU. (53)

Part (i) of Property ¥ says the following. Consider a rewaedtor such that the reward increases as the quality of the
channel state increases. Then the expected reward insraagbe information state of the channel increases stochifst

Part (ii) is a restatement of part (i) when the reward vectéakes the valued/ — U, U — R, R.

Part (iii) can be interpreted as follows. Consider the relwactor M defined by[(3B). Consider two channels, channahd
channely, that have information statesandy respectively, such that >, y. Consider the following scenarios: (S1) Sense
channel; first, then sense channgl (S2) Sense channglfirst, then sense channelThen part (iii) of Propert{/]4 asserts that
scenario (S1) is better than scenario (S2), that is, it ilebé&d sense the best (in the sense of stochastic order) ehfarst.

Part (iv) has an interpretation similar to that of part (ionsider any time and two channelsandj whcih have information
statesr andy, respectively, such that >, y andx, y satisfy the condition of part (iv). Assume that the rewardtoeatt is
R and the reward vector at- 1 is M such thatV/; — R; is increasing in. Consider scenarios (S1) and (S2) described above.
Then part (iv) asserts that the expected reward obtainedrwsoeénario (S1) is higher than the expected reward obtainddr
scenario (S2); that is, it is better to sense the best (in ¢hsesof stochastic order) channel first. Note that Projérsfets
to the situation where we have only two options, describeddgnarios (S1) and (S2). Thus, the results of Projérty 4 to no
imply the optimality of the myopic policy, as in Problems jRte have more that two options at each time instant.

The proof of Propertj/l4 appears in Appenfiix B.

D. Properties of the Reward Associated with Ordering-baSadnnel Sensing Polices

In this section we introduce ordering-based policies andlystheir Properties. The reason for considering this ct#ss
policies is because under conditions (Al)-(A4) we obtaia fbllowing: (i) The performance of any sensing policy can be
upper-bounded by an appropriately chosen ordering-baskcypsee Sectiom IV-E); thus, for the solution of the onigi
optimization problem (Problem (P1)) we can restrict aitento ordering-based policies. (i) The myopic policy is @ptimal
ordering-based policy. Combining (i) and (ii) we establiske optimality of the myopic policy for Problem (P1).

We note that Properties 1-4, developed so far, are essdoti#the discovery of the properties of ordering-based [pedic
that lead eventually to the solution of Problem (P1) (seeudision in Sectiof TVAF).

Let O be the set of all orderings/permutations of ftiechannel1, 2, ..., N'}. Consider the ordering-based selection function
§: 0~ {1,2,..., N} and the ordering update mapping: O x {1,2,..., K} — O defined as follows.

For everyO := (0O(1),0(2),...,O(N)) € O,

9(0) = O(N), (54)
. | O if y>1L
wom={ 9 121 (55)
where S is the cyclic shift operator o® such that
SO =: (O(N),0(1),0(2),...,O(N — 1)) (56)

Given a channel ordering; € O at timet, we define an ordering-based channel sensing pafity:= (g, g1, ... g=")
as follows.

Ur =g¢* (Or) = §(O) = O(N) (57)
O, :T?L(Osfl,}/sfl), forS:t+1,t+2,...,T (58)
Us :ggf (Y;E:s—la Ut:s—l) = 9?' (OS) = f](Os)a for s = t+ 1at+ 21 aT (59)

At time s,t < s < T, ¢g9¢ chooses the last channel @; the orderingO, is shifted to the right by the update mappirig
whenever the observed state is less tiiarand remains the same otherwise. As a result of the abovéfisption of gr., if
at timet channeln is on the right of channel in the orderingO;, channeln will be sensed by polic;gf; before channel
m.

Note that, the policys: is not a separated policy in general. However, if the ordgéiy = (Oy(1), Op(2), ..., Oo(N)) at



time 0 is such tha'm'o o(®) <ot T, Oo(2) <st - <gt 71'0 o) theng is the myopic policyg™, therefore,goo% =g™ € g, as
the following Property shows

Property 5. Attimet = 0 consider the ordering), such thatr, Oo(1) <st T 0o(2) <gt o gt (?O(N). Then, the ordering based
policy gO - is just the myopic policy™.

The validity of Propertyb crucially depends on Propeifileenti[2, which say that stochastic order is maintained under th
evolution of unobserved channels (Propétty 1), and thersbdechannel is either the stochastically best or the skiiczdly
worst among all channels (Propeftly 2). Without Propefflesd[2 the myopic policy is not an ordering-based policy.

The proof of Propert/]5 appears in Appenfik C.

Define byV; (Oy, 7}, 72, ..., V) to be the expected reward collected from timep to and includingl’ due to the ordering-

based policyg":.. That is,

T
Oy _
VOt s my) o= BB RO wf Y] (60)

1=t

Then,V;(Oy, n}, 72, ..., m) can be written recursively as follows.

Ve (Or, w72, oy nd) =n 0 VR, (61)
‘/t(otaﬂ-i}vﬂ'?v" ) Ot(NR_"BZ O (N ‘/tJrl(SOtaﬂ-tJrla" aﬂ-i{\fkl)
i<L
+ﬂZ7TOt (1)W1 (O, Ty, ooy Ty ), (62)
i>L
n | B for n = Oy(N)
wheremy, , _{ m' P otherwise ' 63)

The functionV;(Oy, w}, 72, ..., m¥) defined above possesses propeiffis 6-9 below. The proofesé tRroperties appear in
Appendix[T. We will explain the role of these Properties irct®m[IV-H after we prove the main result on the optimality of
the myopic policy in Section TVAE.

Property 6. Let 7}, n}, 72, ....,7} € IIP and O; € O.
Define

Li(Oy, 7t wk, 72, alN) = Vi (O, 7t 72, oy mN) = Vi(Oy, ity 72, ) (64)
If 7} >4 7}, andOy(n) = 1, then for allm < n
0 < Li(Ot, ipy Tty gy oy T ) — Ly(S™M Oy, 7y mp s ey ) < (7} — 7))U, (65)
where S—™Q, is the counter-clockwise cyclic shift 6f, by m positions, that is,
S0 = (Oe(m+1),0:(m +2), ..., 0:(N), O4(1), ..., Ot(m)) (66)
Property 7. For O; € O, define the operatolV,,,,, as follows.

Oi(n) fori=m
WiumO¢(3) := Ot(m) fori=n . (67)
O (i otherwise

If 71 >4 71, and O;(n) = 1, then form < n
OSLt(Otvﬁ'tIaﬂ-i}aﬂ-gv" ) Lt(anOtaﬂ-taﬂ-tvﬂ'?v" 771.2{\/') < (frtl _Trtl)M (68)

The meaning of Propertiédd 6 ahtl 7 is the following. Restritgrdion to ordering-based policies. Take any channel, say
channell. Replace it with a better quality (in the sense of stochastiter) channel. Such a replacement will result in an
improvement in performance. This improvement is differft different channel orderings. The earlier chanhek used
(that is, the closer to the right-most position in the ondgrchannell is) the higher is the improvement. Properiiés 6 and
[7 also provide bounds on the difference between maximum angmmm improvement. These bounds are useful in proving
Properties b and] 7 by induction.

Property 8. If 77t >, 79™ then form < n then
‘/t(otaﬂ-i}aﬂ-i%v ”'771_1{\/') > %(anotvﬂ'tlaﬂ-?a -"aﬂ-iv) (69)

Property[8 states that if the position of two channels in amytrary but fixed channel ordering are interchanged so that



the better (in the stochastic order sense) channel comssrdlo the right-most position (i.e. it is used earlier) i thew
ordering, the performance due to the ordering-based potipyoves.

Property 9. For O; € O, define the operatod,,,,, as follows.

O¢(n) fori=m
ApmOs(i) == Oii—1) fori=m+1,m+2,..,n . (70)
Oy (1) otherwise
If 7} <q 7 P, andO;(n) = 1, then
Vi(Apm Oy, b w2, wlN) = Vi(Og, e} w2, ywlN) < h — 7 PY™"R (71)

Property[® states the following. Suppose that a channelcbagnell, is such that as long as it is not sensed its quality
is continuously improving (i.e. its PMF is continuously irasing stochastically). Then, no matter how late this obhis
sensed (that is, no matter how much we move the channel tethfdm its initial position in the original channel ordeg)
the change in performance due to an ordering-based politynoaexceed a certain bound.

E. Optimality of a Myopic Policy
The main result of this paper is summarized by the followingorem

Theorem 1. Under assumptions [A1){(A4), the myopic poli¢y, that is, the policy that picks at every time instant the best
(in the sense of stochastic order) channel is optimal forbRrm (P1).

Proof: We proceed by induction.

At T, the expected reward is the instantaneous expected re@iack by part (i) of Propertyl4 a better channel (in the sense
of stochastic order) gives larger instantaneous expe@&edrd, the myopic policy™ is optimal at7. This establishes the
basis of induction.

The induction hypothesis is that the myopic polig} is optimal att + 1,¢+ 1, ...,7. To complete the induction we need to
prove thatg™ is optimal att (induction step).

Without loss of generality, we assumg < 72 <g ... <g 7.
Consider any policy. If g picks channeh at timet, then the expected reward collected franon due to the policy is
given by

T K T
B BRIt = 7" RA DY mp()E Y BRI, = Py = AP form # ). (72)
3 I=t+1

By the induction hypothesis we have

T
E9 Y R}y, = Pty =" P for m #
I=t+1
T
<EY"[ > R()|nfy, = Py wj}, =P for m # nl. (73)
I=t+1

Using [73) in [72) we get

T
B BRIt 7]

<7rfR+i7Tf HEI" i BTIR®)| 7y, = Py = m" P for m # n]
I=t+1
—ﬂ'tR—l-ﬂZﬂ't )Vig1 (SO, gy ooy ey +[32ﬂ't (1)Vis1 (O, Ty g oo T )
i<L i>L
=Vi(Op, 7ty ey i), (74)
where
O=(1,2,...,n=1,n+1,..,N,n), (75)

SO; = (n,1,2,...,n—1,n+1,...N). (76)
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The inequality in [[7W) follows by[{43); the first equality ii74) is true because of Propeity 5, for= ¢t + 1,¢t + 2,..., T,
g = g7 whennl', = P,i < L andg™ = ¢t whenr}' , = P;,i > L; the last equality follows from equatioh{62) for
Vi.

Sincerny <g 7w forallm=n+1,n+2,. N, repeatedly applying Properfty 8 we get

Vi(Og, 7}y .y mily )th((l,2,...,n—1,n+1,...,N Ln,N),x},.,ml)

<Vi((1,2,..,n—1,n+1,n,n+2,..,N),7xt,...,7)
<Vi((1,2,...n—1,n,n+1,..,N), 7w}, ..., 7N)
T

=E" Y ROt wf, ] (77)

Combing [74) [Z7) we obtain

T T
B> BT'RW)|nt 77, | < B BRI A ], (78)
1=t =t
which completes the proof.

F. Discussion

The key steps in establishing the optimality of the myopitigypunder the assumptions made in the problem formulation
are the following:

(K1) The assertion that the performance of any separatecypmn be upper-bounded by the performance of an orderasgd
policy. Consequently, for the solution of the original epization problem, one can restrict attention to orderiagdal
policies.

(K2) The assertion that the performance of an orderingdbpséicy improves when a better (in the sense of stochastierpr
channel is used earlier. This assertion implies the opiiynaf the myopic policy.

The assertion of (K1) is established in Theorgim 1 (its iniducstep). The assertion of (K2) is established by Prodérty 8

provided that the myopic policy is an ordering-based polayd that stochastic order is maintained among all charatels

every time. The fact that the myopic policy is an orderingdzhpolicy is ensured by Propelfy 5. The existence of a séticha

ordering among all channels at any timé ensured by Properfy 3. To establish these properties weé Reoperties 1-9.

We now elaborate on the interdependence of Properties kepeRy[3, which asserts that channels can be ordered
stochastically, is a consequence of Propelties 1[and 2 fowutiobserved channels and the observed channel, respective
Proper‘ueﬂl and 2 also ensure that the myoplc Fqﬂwjelongs to the class of ordering-based policies (Propértifoperty
J is a special case of Propeffy 7 whé,h— T ;= wot(” Property¥ is coupled with Propertigs 6 ddd 9, that is,
PropertiesEEEIY and 9 need to be proven S|multaneously Tdma‘ pf Propertie§16.17 arld 9 requires Propéity 4.

The upper bounds that appear in PropeffieEl6, 7[and 9 aretiabserestablishing the optimality of the myopic policy.
These bounds along with condition[{]A4) ensure that the imateeous advantage in expected reward obtained by the tise of
myopic policy g over any other policy;, overcompensates any future possible expected rewareslagg”™ as compared to

g.
V. THE INFINITE HORIZON PROBLEM
For the infinite horizon Problem (P2) we have the followingdhem.
Theorem 2. Under assumptions [A1){(A4), the myopic poli¢y is optimal for Problem (P2).

Proof: From the theory of stochastic contrm19] we know that foolllem (P2) there exists a separated stationary paffcy
that maximizes the total expected discounted reward.
Let 7 := (n!, 72, ...,«); for any stationary separated poligylet

T4 (m E"{Z BR(t)|mo = 7. (79)
Then the dynamic program for Problem (P2) is

Jlg* (m) = max {W"R + ﬁE{Jg* (m1)|mo = m, Uy = n}} , (80)

n=1,2,...,



11

wherem, 7, are defined by[(11)-(13). The myopic polig{* that is optimal for the finite horizof™ problem (by Theorerhl1)
satisfies the dynamic program

JZ,T(W) =
n gm _ _
e AT R+ BE(T s (m)lmo = 7, U = n} } (81)
where
T
TG () =B B'R(t)|mo = 7} (82)

t=0
Since the reward?(t) < Ry is bounded, by the bounded convergence theorem we get

T4 (w) =E9{>_ B'R(t)|mo = 7}
t=0

T
= Jim By B R(@)lmo = )

t=0
_ 7 q"
= Jgp(m), (83)
Letting " — oo in (1) and using the bounded convergence theorem we obtain
gW‘L o n g”l .
J§'m = _max AR gBY Glm )} (84)

Notice that [[84) is exactly the dynamic programming equma(g0); therefore,
J§" (x) = I (); (85)

consequently, the myopic poligy™ is optimal for the infinite horizon problem (P2).

VI. COMPARISON WITH THERESULT OF THETWO-STATE CHANNEL MODEL

The situation where each channel has two stateskKi.e: 2, has been previously investigated in the literature (&D. In
this section we show that whelid = 2 our conditions (Al)-(A4) reduce to the assumptions mad@]n [

When K = 2, then L has to be two, and the matrix of transition probabilitiesiieeg by

P = (p1,1,p1,2) = (1 = p1,2,p1,2)s (86)
Py = (p2,1,p2,2) = (1 — p2,2,p2,2). (87)

In this case, for any two PME,y € I1, letz = (1 — a,a),y = (1 — b,b); then we have
T >y <= a>b. (88)

Without loss of generality, leR; = 0, R, = 1, then our conditions reduce to the following conditions.

For (A)), we get

Py >5t Py < pa2 > p12 (89)

For (AZ) note that
I={1-pp):0<p=<1} (90)
P ={(1-p,p):p12<p<p2a}. (91)

Consequently, (A2) reduces to

g =(1—=p",p"),p12 <p" <paoforn=12.. N(cf.20) (92)
andp' < p* < ... < pM(cf.@9)). (93)

Using [89) we get
PP =p11P + p12P> >4 P, (94)

PyP =py 1Py + paoPy <4 P, (95)
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thus (A3) is automatically satisfied.
For (A4), we have

P22 — BP2,1P1,2
h=—"——"—=="= 96
1—Bp21 (%)
Therefore,
ﬁ(h _ PlR) :ﬂp2,2 —P1,2 < P22 —P1,2 <1=Ry—Ry. (97)
1 — Bp21 D22

Consequently, (A4) is automatically satisfied.

As a result of the above analysis, our conditions (Al)-(Agk) the special cas& = 2 reduce to

D22 = P12 (98)
7T-(1)l = (1 _pn7pn)apl,2 S pn S p2,2 for n = 1721 aN (99)
pr<p’ <. <ph. (100)

Condition [8) is precisely the “positively correlated’ratition in [7]. Condition [39) is satisfied, if the channeimke before
we begin sensing them (before time= 0). Condition [Z0D) is always satisfied by renumbering of tharmels.

VII. M YOPIC POLICY VS. GITTINS INDEX RULE

In this section we investigate conditions under which theopig policy coincides with the Gittins index rule.
Select a channel, say chanmelh, = 1,2, ..., N. For PMF7 € II, the Gittins index m3|:|9]) of channel is defined is defined

by

() i mae 2 10 B2 Rl = ]
T BET[Y g B =]
wherer is any stopping time with respect for*, ¢t = 0,1, ...} and g™ chooses channel from¢ =0 up tot =7 — 1. The
Gittins index rule D9]) chooses the channel with the lgthGittins index at every time instant

In condition (A3) (Sectiom IV-A)L is fixed; it can be any number forthto K. In this section we show that whdh= K,
under conditions (Al1)-(A4), after time the myopic policy coincides with the Gittins index rule. Watablish this result via
Theoren{B anl4.

Theorem 3. (i) For 7 € IIP, Px_1 <4 7 <& Pk, the Gittins index/(r) is given by
TR+ fr(K)Lxlk
) = ok Pricic (102)
L+ B7(K) 7=ppe

(i) If mp,my € IIP, Px—1 <g Ty <o T» <& Pk, thenv(m,) > v(m,)
(i) If m# € IP, Px_1 <& 7 <4 Pk, thenv(m) > v(P;) fori < K.

: (101)

Proof: (i). From PropertieE]2 and part (ii) &f 4 we know that

TR < Pk R for all = € TIP. (103)
Using [103) in the definition of Gittins indek (101) we get
v(m) < Pk R for all = € TIP. (104)

Letting 7 = 1 in (I0O1), we get an lower bound on the Gittins index/f

v(Pk) > E[R(m)|mo = Px] = Pk R. (105)
Combing [I04) and (105) we obtain

v(Pg) > PxR > v(m) for all 7 € IIP. (106)

Consequently, the PMP, has the largest Gittins index among all PMFs.
From Theorem 4.1 iHIiO] we know that the second largest @tiadex among PMFs
{7T, P, Ps, .., Pg_ 1, PK} is given by

max vi(x), 107
I:{TI',Pl,Pg,..,PKfl} K( ) ( )
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where

vi(x) —gigg ,

AK(I) =zR + ﬂI(K)AK(PK), AK(PK) =

(108)

PR

1 - BPgr’
Bi (z) =1+ Bx(K)Bk (Pk), Bk (Pg) = 1—5%1(1( (110)

(109)

We now show that folPx 1 < 7 <o Px

vic(m) = vic (). (111)

max
:E:{?T,Pl,PQ,..,PKfl}
For that matter we need to show thétr,) > v(r,) wheneverr, >, m,, 7, T, € IIP. From [108),

| mR+ Bra(K) A (Px)
VK (Te) = G (K) B (Pr)
_ Ak (Prk) n Tl — gigﬁi%
Bk (Pg) 1+ By (K)Brk(Prk)
. R — PR
=FrR+ 1+ Bm,(K)Bk (Pk)
7 R — PxR
1+ 7, (K) Bk (Pk)
7 R — PxR
1+ Bmy(K)Bk (Pk)
=vg (my). (112)

>Pg R+

>Pg R+

The first inequality in[(112) follows from part (ii) of Propgid andr, >, m,. The last inequality in[(112) holds because
7TyR— PR <0 asmy, <s Pgk.

Sincer >4 P; fori=1,2,..., K — 1, (I12) ensures thatx (7) > vk (P;) fori =1,2,..., K — 1. Thus,r is the PMF with
the second largest Gittins index amofwg, P1, Ps, .., Px -1, P }.

The Gittins index forr € TIP, Px 1 <4 7 <& Pk IS given by

TR + B (K) 7 | (113)
1+ Br(K)

1
1-Bpr Kk

v(r) =vi(r) =

This completes the proof of (i).
(ii). If 7y, my € IIP, Pr_1 <g 7y <st T <st P, by (112) and[(1T3), we get

v(my) = vi(my) < vk (mg) = v(mg). (114)

(iiif). From part (i) we know that forr € 1IP,Px_;1 <4 m <4 Pg, m gives the second largest Gittins index among
{m,P1, Py, .., Pk_1, Pk }. Consequentlyy(r) > v(P;) fori < K.

Theorem 4. Under conditions (Al1)-(A4) and = K, after timet = 0 the Gittins index rule is an optimal channel sensing
policy for Problems (P1) and (P2).

Proof: Consider any time > 0. If the channel observed at tinte- 1 is in state K then the PMF of that channel ats Py.

The myopic policy senses this channeltaiThe Gittins index rule senses the same channéles Pk is the PMF with the
largest Gittins index by Theorel 3, part (ii).

If the channel observed at tinte— 1 is in statei,i < K, then the PMF of that channel atis P, and the PMFs of all other
channels are stochastically ordered and are stochagtiaadler thanPy_; and stochastically smaller thapy, by Property 2.
The myopic policy will choose the channel with the stoclwdly largest PMF (among all channels that are not obsertved a
t — 1). By TheoreniB (ii), the Gittins index of the same channehis largest among the Gittins indices of all channels that
are not observed dt— 1. By TheoreniB (iii), the Gittins index of the channel obseres timet — 1 is v(P;) < v() for all
Pk 1 <4 7 <4 Pk. Therefore, the Gittins index chooses the same channekasyopic policy. From the optimality of the
myopic policy, under conditions (A1)-(A4) (Theordm 1 ddd&?)d the condition. = K, after timet = 0 the Gittins index
rule is an optimal channel sensing strategy for problem @) (P2). Note that, if two channels, say chanheind 2 are
such thatr}, 73 € {P1, P2, ..., Px_1} thenn,n3 € ILP and thus, (BR) is satisfied. Nevertheless 72 do not necessarily
satisfy the conditionP,_; <y 7§ < Px of TheoreniB. Thus, at = 0, the assertion of Theorel 3 may not be true for
channelsl and2, thus the Gittins index rule may not be optimal at tithe
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VIII. CONCLUSION

We investigated a channel sensing problem where each dhlasienore than two states. We formulated an optimization
problem which is an instance of the restless bandit probkanthis problem, we identified conditions sufficient to cargee
the optimality of the myopic policy, the policy that sele@s each time instant the channel with the stochasticallgelstr
PMF on its states. We also identified conditions under whigh Gittins index rule coincides with the myopic policy (arsd i
optimal).

Our results on the optimality of the myopic policy extendvpoesly existing results on the same problem when each @lann
has two states. In our opinion such an extension is noratrigr the following reason. When each channel has two st#ties
information states of the channels can always be totallpmedl (as each information state is described by a single amb
on the other hand, when each channel has more than two dta¢emformation states of the channels (expressed by their
PMF on the states) are not even guaranteed to be partialgrexntd Such a lack of order creates serious technical prahlem
and requires significant insight into the nature of the peob(so as to identify the appropriate assumptions), and marie
careful and complicated analysis (so as to establish thenality of the myopic policy).

Our results on the optimality of the Gittins index rule rely o(i) the fact that the information state of any channelrafte
t > 0 lies stochastically betweeRy_; and Px, i.e. Px_1 <. 7™ < Px; and (ii) the fact that/(7) > v(7) whenever
T >4 7 and both7 and = are stochastically ordered betwefr_; and Px. We have not been able to prove whether or not
the Gittins index rule coincides with the myopic policy whesnditions (A1)-(A4) are valid and. # K in (AB).

APPENDIXA
Proof of Property [ :

xP —yP =

-

N
Il
-

(x(i) — y (i) P

K

> (@) =) | (2= Pioy) | - (115)

i=i

-

I|
S

3

The last equality follows from a standard identity on the suation by parts of two sequendéx(i) — y(i)),i = 1,2,..., K}
and}P;,i=1,2,..., K}. Note thath:i(a:(j) —1y(j)) > 0 sincex > y, and by assumption (A1P; > P;_1.

Consequently(Zf:i(:c(j) — y(j))) (P, — Pi—1) >4 0, where0 := (0,0, ...,0) is the zero vector. Thus b{f (I115)

K
aP—yP >4 0=0, (116)
=1
Hence,xP >4 yP.
Proof of Property 2 :
K
xP? =" 2(i)P,P (117)
i=1
Then, from Propert{]l , (A1) and [A3) we obtain
PzP Sst PKP Sst PL (118)
PP >y PP >4 P (119)

The first inequality in[(T18) and the first inequality [0 (118% true because of Propeldy 1 and the fact faty; P; <, Pk
(condition (A1)). The second inequality ih (118) and thessetinequality in [[IIB) are true because of conditiof] (A3).

Therefore, [(11I7) along with (T18) and (119) give
Py <gq2P? <y Py (120)

Proof of Property B : We prove this Property by induction. The Property is true at0 by (AZ).

Now assume the Property is truetat

If n,m are not selected at n',, = 7' P, 7}, = m;" P.

By the induction hypothesis we haw¢® <, 7" or ni"* <, 7. Then by Propert{/]1, we obtaif'! P <, 7*P or 7" P <
my P, consequentlyr;’ ; <g 'ty OF mhy <o g

Suppose, without loss of generality, that chanmé$ selected at.
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Since channeln is not selected at, 7}, = 7}" P € I1P2.

If the observed state is> L, then by PropertiZIZ:;r{;rl =P, >4 Pp >4 7/},

If the observed state is < L, then, again by Properfy Xy, = P <4 Pr_1 <g 7i},. Consequentlyry, | <, mi’}, or
Wﬂl <st W?er

APPENDIX B
Proof of Property &t
(i) By summation by parts we have

(z -y = Z(:v(i) — y(i))v;

K K
:_Z [(Z(z(j) - y(j))) (v; — >} : (121)

Sincex >4 v,

Z(:c(j) -y()) >0. (122)

The conditionv; > v;_1, i = 2,3, ..., K — 1 in the statement of Properfy 4, arid (122) give

(i(x(]) - y(j))) (v —vi—1) >0foralli=23,.., K. (123)
j=i
Then [I28) and{121) result in
(x —y)v>0. (124)
(ii) From the definition ofU we have:
Fori < L,U; —Ui_1 = R; — Ri_1. (125)
Fori>L,U; —Ui_1 = R; — Ri_y + B(P; — P,_1)U > R; — Ri_1. (126)

Then, for alli, by the definition ofM we obtain
M;—M;_y =U; = U1+ Y _pxi(Pi — Piy)U
i>L
>U; —U;—q
>R; — R;_1 > 0. (127)
The first inequality in[(Z27) holds because of condition (Ady. [31)). The second inequality ih_(127) follows from
(IZ8) and[(126). Froni{(127), it follows that — U andU — R are in increasing order (i.84; — U; andU; — R; increase

asi increases).
Sincex >,; y, from (I27) and the result of part (i) we have

(@ —y)M = (z—y)U = (xz—y)R >0. (128)

(iii) Because of Assumption (A4) and the result of part (ii¢ Wwave:
Fori<L,Uj—U;_1=R; —Ri_y > f(P; — Pi_1)M > B(P; — P_1)U. (129)
Fori> L U, —-U; 1=R;,— R; 1+ B(Pl — H—l)U > ﬁ(H — Pi_l)U. (130)

Then, [129) and(130) imply thdf — 3PU is in increasing order, consequently by the result of parvé obtain
(z —y)U > Bz — y)PU. (131)
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(¢ —y)M =(z —y)(U + B pxiPU)
i>L

=(z—y)U+p ZpKi(:cP —yP)U
i>L
>B(z —y)PU + B> prif(xP — yP)PU
i>L
=B(x — y)PM, (132)
where the inequality in(132) is a consequence of (131).
(iv) If (i) =y(i) for all ¢ > L, thenxz(i) —y(i) =0 for i > L.
Definev := (v1,va,...,vx) such that
v; =R; — BP,M fori=1,2,...L — 1, (133)
Vi = VL-1 for:> L. (134)
From assumptior (31) in (A4) we know that—v; 1 = R;— R;_1—B(P,—P;,_1)M > 0fori < L—1andv;—v;_; =0
for ¢ > L. Then by the result of part (i) we obtain

L—-1

(z —y)(R— GPM) = Z(x(i) —y(i))(R: — BPM)

= i(w(i) —y()vi + (i) -

i>L
=(z —y)v > 0. (135)
The second equality i (IB5) follows from the definition«gf(eq. [I3B)) and the fact that(i) — y(:) = 0 for i > L.

The inequality in[(I3b) is true by the result of part (i).
SinceM =U + 33,5, pxiPU andx >, y, it follows that

Bz —y)PU < Bz —y)P(U + B pxiPU) = Bz — y)PM < (z — y)R, (136)
i>L

where the first inequality i (136) follows from the fact thaP? >, yP?2, the fact thatl; is increasing withi, and the
result of part (i); and the last inequality ih (136) followsi (135).
The case where(i) = y(i) for all i < L can be proved in the same way.

APPENDIXC

Proof of Property Bl We want to show that undeyOT, at any timet the orderingO, has the property that
Ot(l) < (2) < St - < ﬂ,ot(N)

At t=0, by the statement of Propeify 5, the initial order@g is such thatr*") <, 0@ <, . <, x$°N),
Suppose at time, the orderingO; is such thatzrot(l) <g 0:(2) <gt .. <gt Wo ¢(N)
If the observation is; > L, the new ordering |$9t+1 (Ot, Y;) = O; and the PMFs of the channels evolves to
i = mp P for n # Oy(N), (137)
7Tto+t£N) =Py, >4 Pr. (138)
From PropertieEl1 arld 2 we know that
1 WP <y md PP <y < m* VTP < PL < Py, (139)
therefore,
w0t W < 7O ® < <y 7O ), (140)

On the other hand, if the observationYs < L, the new ordering i$);1 = m(0;,Y;) = SO, and the PMFs of the channels
become

i = mp P for n # Oy(N), (141)
toﬁ ) = =Py, < Pr_1. (142)
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Again, from Propertieg]1 arld 2 we get

Py, <u Pp1 <72 WP <, 7%Pp <, <, x2WVp (143)
hence,
a0t < w0 << mor (Y, (144)

Thus, the ordermg -based pohgﬁ’T selects at any timethe channeO;(N) from the ordering); with wtof(l) <t wtof(z) <t

C<st 7rt ‘™) This ordering-based policy is exactly the same as the neypgiicy ¢™.

APPENDIXD
We first establish a lemma that is needed for the proof of Rtigs€sE9.
Lemma 1. The functionsV; (Oy, 7}, 72, ...,mN), t = 1,2, ..., T (defined by eq[{80)), are linear in every compongin =
1,2,...,N.
Thatis, foralln =1,2,...,.N

K
Vi(Og, it w2, . ml) = ZW"(@')V}(Ot, mry e e, it Ll (145)
i=1
wheree; is the vector withl in the ith position and0 otherwise, i.e. e =[0,...0, 1’.0’ ""O]. ..
1 ith position

Furthermore,L;(Oy, 7}, 7}, w2, ..., 7V) satisfies forn = 2,3, ..., N

K

Li(Oy, 7}ty w2, wN) = ZW"(i)Lt(Ot, ar ol e, it L), (146)
i=1
K

Li(On, #t i 77wl ) = 3 (71 (i) = 7t (0))Ve(Oy, 3,77 oy )Y ). (147)

=1

Proof: By definition of V; (eq [60)) we have
T

0, _
Vi(Og, it w2, . ) ::EgtrT[Z BTIR(s) |}, w2, ., ]
s=t
K T
SO ILACIAEI D (OILAE ANEAR Gk (148)
1=1 s=t

Because of the specification of the ordering-based pglfty and the fact that conditional opX;* = 4,7} the evolution of
channeln is the same as that conditional §n}* = ¢,}, we have

T
B9 (3" B R(s) |, 72, ey X = )
s=t
(@] T
=E-‘]t=%[z BTIR(s) |t o, LN = ey (149)
s=t

Then from [148) and (149) we obtain
r)

12
Vi(Op,mpy 5y ey Ty

K T
Oy
=Y mp(i) B> BT R(s) |, mp L w = el
1=1 s=t
K
=3 mp(OVi(Or,mt, ooy e mp ). (150)

i=1

Furthermore L, is the difference of twd/;’s, so the linearity ofV; leads directly to equationE (146) arid (147). We Proceed
now with the proof of Propertids[@-9. In the following proofge use the notation

R o () (151)

ﬂ_fl:bp — (Wiﬂ P, 7.‘_51+1P, ey 71'52 P) (152)
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Proof of Properties[8E9: First note that Properfyl 8 is a special case of Profdérty 7 Tan be seen as follows.
Without loss of generality, 1e©,(n) = 1,0,(m) = 2, andn} >, w7. Note that

Vi(O, 72,72, . = ViWym Oy, w2, 72, .o, (153)
Applying Property[ ¥ at time, we have
V(O 1t 1ty oo 1) = Vi(Wom O, 7} 77 oy 1)
=Vi(Op,m}, w2, oy = Vi(Opy w2, w2, oy @) + Vi(Wom O, 12 w2 oo 1Y) = Vi(Wom Og, 1p, w2, oy Y )

:Lt(otaﬂ—tlvﬂngga "'aﬂ—iv) - Lt(anOtaﬂtlathaﬂ—tza '-'57‘—1{\]) = 0. (154)

The first equality in[(I54) holds because Bf (1L53). The se@ndlity is a consequence of the definitionlof(eq [64)). The
inequality follows from Properti{/]7 at
Therefore, Propertly]8 is true at tinteonce Propertj]7 is true at time

We will prove all three Propertidd B] 7 ahH 9 simultaneoustyrialuction.
We remind the reader that for Propertie§ 6, 7 Bh@;% O with O;(n) =1,1<m <n < N and

SO0 = (O¢(m +1),0:(m + 2), ..., O¢(N), O(1), ..., Ot (m)), (155)
Oi(n) fori=m
WomOs (Z) = t(m) fori=n s (156)
O;(i)  otherwise
(n) fori =
Ot( ) otherwise

For both the basis of induction and the induction we considercases.

(i) When channel is not the right-most channel i@; (i.e.n # N and O.(N) # 1).
(i) When channel is the right-most channel i), (i.e.n = N andO.(N) = 1).

Basis of induction
For Property b:

(i) If Or(N)#1 (i.e.n # N),
Ly(Or, b, 7YY = Lp(S™ O, 7k, 7kN) = (2" ™R — 227N R) — (227 ™R — a7 ™R) = 0.  (158)
(i) If Or(N) =1 (i.e.n = N), then

Ly (Or, i, 7fN) = Lr(S™"Or, #, 7)) = (73R — 7}.R) — (r2" "™ R — 707" R) = (7} — x})R. (159)
By part (ii) of Propertyi# andi} >, m; we get
(p = mp)U > (ftp — 7p)R > 0. (160)
Combing [I59) with [[1600) we obtain
(7p — 7p)U > (7p — 7p)R = L (Op, o, 73" ) = Le(S™"Or, g, w™) > 0. (161)

For Property 17:
(i) If Or(N) #1 (i.e.n # N),

Li(Or, #h, mkN) = Lp(WymOr, b, 7kiN) = (a7 R — 297N Ry - (z97(M R — 207M Ry —0.  (162)
(i) If Op(N) =1 (i.e.n = N), then

Lr(Or, 75, 7§N) = Le(Wam O, i}, 73Y) = (7pR — w4 R) — (n" "R — x)" "™ R) = (&} — 7})R. (163)
By part (ii) of Property# andi} >, 7} we get
(7 = 7p)M > (7 — 7p) R > 0. (164)
Combing [168) with[{164) we obtain
(fp — 7p)M > (77 — mp)R = Lo(Op, #p, i) — Lp(S™™ 0y, &, 7p™) > 0. (165)

For Property P:
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Since P > P;, by part (i) of Property ¥, we get
_ PrR-BY, ppxiPiR o PrB - B> icrpriPr R

h: = PkR 166
1 =83 1 PKi - 1 =B, 1 PKi K (166)
Consequently, part (ii) of Properfy 4 ensures that
TR < PxR < h for all # € TIP. (167)
Then:
() If Or(N) #1 (i.e.n # N), we have
Ve (ApmOr, 75Y) = Vy(Op, mkN) = 2" ™R - 20" ™R = 0 < h — 7} PN "R, (168)
The inequality in [168) follows from[{167) and the fact thdtPV " € = P.
(i) If Or(N)=1(i.e.n = N), we have
Vi (ApmOr, 7iN) = Vi (Op, wkiN) =aQ7 ™ "VR _ 7L R < h — nbR. (169)

The inequality in[(160) follows fron[(167).
This completes the basis of induction.

Induction hypothesis

Assume that the assertions of Propeifies]6, 7[and 9 are truerfet +1,t+2,...,7T.

Induction step

We prove here Properti€$[@, 7 and 9 for

We first develop five expressiorfs (17B).(1178).(179). (18®) &84) forL, and L, defined by eq.[{§4), that will be useful
in the sequel.

For any PMFr € IT we define

K
mo=(n(1),7(2),..7(L - 2), Y =(i),0,...,0), (170)
i=L—1
L
7= (0,..,0,»_w(i), (L +1),...m(K)) (171)
=1
Then,n, 7 € II, and
K
7T=£+77’—€L+Z7T(7;)(€L—€L_1) (172)
i=L
Furthermore, ifr >, =, it follows that
&>, (173)
T >g T (174)
Consider any arbitrary orderinG € O. WhenO(N) # 1, assumeD(N) = 2 without any loss of generality. Then,
Lt(Ov frtlv 7Ttlv TrtzN)
::‘/;5(07 7%1}7 7T152:N) - ‘/;5(07 ng 7T152:N)
=(mR—m}R)+ B Y _mt(i)(Vir1(SO, #} P, P, wfN P) = Viya (SO, ) P, Py, N P))
i<L
+ ﬁzﬂf(i)(w-‘rl(Ovﬁthv Piv 7-‘—153:NP) - V;H-l(ov 7Tth7 Piv W?:NP))
i>L
=B 77 ())Li41 (SO, # P,wt P, Py wf N P) + 8 77 (i) Leya (O, 7} Pt P, Py, N P). (175)
i<L i>L

The second equality in (I¥5) follows from the recursive aqumafor V; (eq. [62)). The last equality i (I75) follows from the
definition of L; (eq.[G4).
Furthermore, by the induction hypothesis for Propgity 6,g9e€ for alli = 1,2, ..., K,

Li1(SO, 7l P,m}t P, Py, wd N P) > Ly 1 (O, 7} P} P, Py, wiN P). (176)



20

Therefore,

BLi1(SO, 7 P,w} N P)

=p Z 72(i) Ly 11 (SO, 7} P,m} P, Py, w3 P)

i=1
>3 72() Le1 (SO, 7} P,wl PP wf N P) + B3 w2 (i) Lysa (0,7} P, P, Pr, N P)
<L =
L
ZBZTFE(Z')LtJrﬂO,frth, 7'rth7 Pi77TtB:NP)
=1

:ﬁLH—l (Ouﬁ—t}Pv 7TthP) (177)

The equalities in[(147) are true because of the linearitfofLemmall). The inequalities i (177) are true becausé of}(176
Combing [I7b) and (177) we get

ﬂLtH(SO ﬁ'th 7t NP) > L0, 7}, mt ).

(178)
Li(O, 7}, 7 N) > BLi11 (O, 7t Py N P). (179)
WhenO(N) =1
Lt(Otvﬁtlvﬂ-tl:N)
_‘/t(otuﬂ—tuﬂ—t ) ‘/t(otuﬂ—th 2N)
=(#{R—m{R)+ B (7] (i) — m} (1)) Vi1 (SO, P, mi N P) + B> (] (i) — 7} (1)) Va1 (O, Py, wN P)
i<L i>L
=(#} — =} R+ﬂz ) — @} (i) Vg1 (SO, Py, i +ﬂz ) — 7} () Vis1 (O, Py, N P)
K
+ B(Ves1(Or, P, miNP) = Vi1 (SOy, Proy, w N P)) Y (7 (i) —
i=L
=(7} = 7} )R+ BLiy1(SOy, 7ty Pyt PN P) + BLy 41 (O, 7f Py 7if PN P)
K
+ B(Vis1(Oy, P, 77N P) = Vig1 (SOy, Pr1, wi N P)) Y (3 (i) — 7} (1)) (180)

i=L
The second equality in (I80) follows from the recursive aquafor V; (eq. [62)). The third equality if_(I80) is true because

of the definition ofzx, 7 given by [I70) and[(171). The last equality in (180) followsrh the linearity ofL; (Lemmal1l).
Furthermore, usind (180) we get

Li(O, 7}, 7N — BLi 11 (SO, 7} PN P)
=(7} —a)R+ BL111(SO, 7; P,wl P,w2N P) 4+ BLy 41 (O, 7} P, 7t P, N P)

K
+ B(Vit1(0, P, wiN P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, wi N P) > (7 (i) — 7 (i)
i=L

- ﬂLtJrl(SOaﬁ-tha ﬂ-tha ﬂ-tz:NP)
=(#} =7} )R+ BLi11(0, 7} Pyt P a2 P) — BLiy 1 (SO, 7} P&t} P, w2 N P)

K
+ B(Vis1 (0, P, wiN P) = Viga (SO, P, N P) Y (7} (i) —

=L
<(# — =} )R+ B(F; —7})PU
K
+ B(Vir1 (0, Pr,wi N P) = Vi1 (SO, Po,m N P) Y (7 (i) — w0 (i) (181)
1=L

The first equality in[(Z8]1) follows fron (180). The second alify in (I81) follows from [17R2) and the linearity df; (Lemma

[@). The inequality in[(181) follows from the induction hypesis for the upper bound of Propeldy 6tat 1 and the fact that
~1 —1
P > 7 P.
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For the last term in[(181), becausg >, 7}, we have

> (7 (i) — 7} (i) > 0. (182)

Moreover,

Vii1(0, Py, 2N P) — V11 (SO, Pp, w2V P)
=L;11(0, Py, Pr_1, 72N P) — Ly41(SO, Pr, Pp_y, 72N P)
+ Viy1(O, Pr,— 1,7r§=NP) Vii1(SO, Pr_q, 2N P)
=L141(0, Pp, Py, 7N P) — L1 (SO, P, Py, 7N P)
+ Viy1(O, Pr— 177Tt P) Vg1 Wiz Win—1yv—2Wn(n-1)0, PL—1, 7 P)
<Li+1(0, P, Pp_1, 77N P) — Li41(SO, Pr, Pr—1, 7N P)
<(Pp — Pr_1)U. (183)
The first equality in[(I83) follows from the definition df; ;. The second equality il (IB3) is true because
SO = Wia.. W(n_1)(N-2)Wn(n-1)O. The first inequality in[(I83) follows by repeatedly usingoperty[8 att 4 1 and the

fact thatn!" P >, P_; for all m = 2,3, ..., N. The second inequality i (IB3) follows from the inductioypbthesis for the
upper bound of Properfyl 6 at+ 1 and the fact thaf’, >, Pr_;.

Therefore, using(182) an@ (1183) in_(181) give
L0, 7}, w72 N) — BL,, 1 (SO, 7} P, w} P, w2 N P)

K
<(#} =R+ B(7} — 7H)PU + B(PL — Py UZ ) —mi(i
=(7} —m)R+B D (7 (i) — 7 (i) PiU + B> (7} (i) — 7 (i) PL_aU
1>L <L
=(#} —w})U. (184)

The inequality in[(I84) follows fromi (181)[(1B2) arld (183e first equality in[(184) follows from the definition af and
77 given by [I71). The last equality ih_(1I84) follows from thefidéion of U.

Induction step for Property
We first consider the lower bound of Propdry 6. We want to shuat
Lt(OtaﬁtI77Ttl:N) > Lt(S_mOtuﬁ—tlﬂﬂ—tl:N)' (185)
(i) When O;(N) # 1 (i.e.n # N), we also haves~""O;(N) = O;(m) # 1. Then,
Lt(Otv ﬁ'tlv Trtl:N) zﬂLtJrl(Otv frtlpv Trtl:NP)

=BL1(S™S™ Oy, 7t} PN P)

>BLi1 (SO, 7 PN P)

>Li(S™" O, 7w ). (186)

The first inequality in[(186) follows fron{{178) and the fabatO,(N) # 1. The second inequality i (IB6) follows from the
induction hypothesis for Property 6 &t 1. The last inequality in[(186) follows froni (179) and the fdtat S—™O,(N) # 1.
This completes the proof of the lower bound of Propé&ity 6 fasec(i).

(i) When O;(N) =1 (i.e.n = N).
Since SO (N) = Oy(m) # 1, we get
(S motv 7Tt ) 7Ttl N)
<BL41(S* O, 7 Py N P)
:ﬂLtH(Sl*mOt, 7t P, at P a2 N P) 4 BLyy 1 (ST ™0y, 7t P, 7t P, w2 P)

+5Z ) =7} (i) Ly (SO, Pr, Py, 7N P) (187)

The inequality in [(18I7) follows from{179) and the fact th&t™O,(N) # 1. The equality in[(18]7) follows fromi (1T2) and
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the linearity of L; (Lemmall).
Since O, (N) = 1, applying [Z80) we obtain
Li(Og, it my™N) = Ly(S™™ Oy, ) )

=(7l = 7R+ BLi11(SO;s, 7y P, wl P3N P) 4 BLy 41 (Oy, 7l P, 7t P, w2 N P)
K
+B(‘/t+1(0taPLa7Tf:NP)_‘/tJrl(SOtvPL*laﬂ-?:NP))Z(ﬁ-i}(i)_Trtl( )) Lt(S Otaﬂ-taﬂ-t}vﬂ'tzN)
=L
>(7t =7 )R+ BL11 (SO, 7t Pyt PN P) — BLy 1 (S ™0y, 7} Py} P, w2 P)
+ BLi 1 (O, 7 Py} Py N P) — BLy 1 (S ™0y, 7 P, 7l PN P)

K
+ B(Viy1 (O, Pr,wi N P) = Vg1 (SOy, Py, wp N P) = Lyyy (S' ™0, P, Py, mp Y Z —mp (i
> (7} — 7} )R+ BLi41(SOy, 70, P} PN P) — BLy1 (ST~ ™Oy, 7, P} PN P)

+ B(Ves1 (O, Pr, w7 N P) = Vig 1 (SO, Py, w N P) = Liga (S' O, Pr, Py, mp N P)) Y () (i) — mi (i) (188)
i=L

The equality in [I88) follows from{{I80) and the fact that(/N) = 1. The first inequality in[(188) follows fron{({187). The
second inequality in((188) follows from the induction hypesis for the lower bound of Propefty 6t 1 and the fact that
TP > TP
Letting O, , := S ™0, andn := N +1 —m,m := N —m, we havem < n and
Qt+1(ﬂ) = Slimot(ﬂ) =1, (189)
SO, =S~ ™o, . (190)
Consequently, the induction hypothesis for the upper bafrféroperty(6 at + 1 gives
Li1 (810, 7t} Pyt PN P) — Lyy 1 (SO, 7ty Py PN P)
=Li41(04 41, & P my PN P) — Ly (S™™0, & Pny PrN P) < (&1 P — 2 P)U. (191)
Letting m’ := 1, we havem’ <n = N and
ApnOy = SOs. (192)
Therefore,
Vis1(SOy, Pp_1, 77N P) — Vi1 (O, Pr, i N P) + Lig (S'"" Oy, P, PL_1, 7}V P)
<Vi41(SOy, PL,l,wt P) = Vi41(Or, P, w¥N P) + Li1(Oy, Pp, Pr_1, 7} NP)
=Vit1(Amn Oy, Pr—1, 73N P) — Vi1 (Oy, Pr—1, 73N P)
<h—P,_iR. (193)
The first inequality in[(Z93) follows from the induction hythesis for the lower bound of Propeffly 6tat 1 and the fact that

Pr, >4 Pr,_1. The equality in[(Z983) follows from the definition df,,; and [192). The last inequality il (1193) follows from
the induction hypothesis for Propefty 9tat 1 and the fact thaf’,_; € 7P, thereforeP,_; <. Pr_1P by Property 2.
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Using [191) and[{193) if_(188) we obtain
Lt(ot,ﬂ't,ﬂ't ) Lt(S Ot,Trt,ﬂ'tl N)

>(#} —m})R— B(&; P — m; P)U — 627@ — 7 (i))(h — PL_1R)

K
=&} — )R+ (7} — 7 )R+> (7} (i) — 7} (i))(Rr — Rp1)
1=L
K
— B(&{ P — i P)U - B (7} (i) — 7} (i))(h — PL_1R)
i=L
K
=(&; —x})(R— BU) + (7} _ﬁtI)R‘f‘Z(ﬁtl(i)_Wt())(RL—RL 1= B(h—PrL-1R))
=L
>0. (194)

The first inequality in[(194) follows from egs (191) and (188)d the fact thaEZ ;L (FH@) =7t (i) >0 (smce 1(i) >gt ).

The first equality in[[294) follows from(172). The last inedjty in (194) is true because the terr(t%t - wt)(R BU)
and (7} — 7})R are positive by parts (iv) and (i) of Properfy 4 and the fdmttzt >q mr and 7} >4 7 the term
(R, — Rp_1 — B(h— P,_1R)) is positive by condition (B4).

The proof of the lower bound of Propeffy 6 is now complete.

Now consider the upper bound of Propdrty 6. We want to show tha
Li(O, 7y, V) = Ly(S™ "0y, Ty T M) < (77 —m)U. (195)
Let O, := SN="0,;, thenO,(N) = 1 and SO, (1) = 1. Consequently,
L(Oy, 7}, mfNY — Ly(S™™O0, 7, wi ) <Lt(O£,ﬁ'tl,ﬂ'tl Ny =~ L,(SO,, 7}, mi )
<Ly(O4, 7t w ™) = BLyya (SO, 7 Pyt NV P)
<(#} —m)U. (196)
The first inequality in[(196) is true because of the lower lwbafProperty & at. The second inequality i (IP6) follows from

(I79) and the fact thafO,(N) # 1. The third inequality in[{I96) follows fron{_(184) and the fabat O;(N) = 1.
This completes the proof of Propeffy 6 at tirhe

Induction step for Property [7}
(i) When O;(N) #£ 1 (i.e. n # N), assumeD;(N) = 2 without loss of generality. Then because [0f (175),
Lt(0t77%tl7 ) Lt(anOtuﬂ—tuﬂ—t N)
=8> (i) (Li11(SOy, 7} Pt P, Py w¥ N P) — Liga (S(WomOy), 7 Pyt P, Py N P))
<L
+ 8 7 ()(Liy1(Or, 7 Py} P, Py N P) = Ly (Wi Oy, 7} Py} P, P, wf N P))
i>L
=B w(i)(Lt11(SO¢, 7} P} P, Py w¥ N P) — Lijys(Wns 1)(ma1) (SO1), 7} P} P, P, w¥ N P))
<L
+ 8 7 (i) (L1 (Or, 7 Py} P, Py N P) = Ly (W O, 7 P, i} P, P, w¥ N P)). (197)
i>L

The first equality in[(T97) follows fron{(1T5). The second alify is true becaus® (W, O;) = Wi, 1)(m+1)(SOy).
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By the induction hypothesis for Propeffy 7, each tern{in J1i97positive and smaller thaff} P — =} P)M. Thus,
0 <Li(Oy, 7}, 7 Ny — Liy(Wyn Oy, iy, Ny
_ﬁZﬂ' )(Li41(SO, 7} Py} P, Py, wp N P) — Lyt (Wing1)(ms1) (SO, 7t Py P, Py, i N P))

<L
+ 8> 7 (i)(Lesa (O, 7} P} P, Py wi N P) — Ly (Wam Oy, 7} Py P, PN P))
i>L
<B(#; P —mf P)M
<(7{ —m)M. (198)

The first and second inequalities [n_{198) follow from theuntion hypothesis for Properfy 7. The equality [n_(1198) dul
from (I97). The last inequality i (I188) holds by part (iii) Broperty[4 and the fact that! > /.
The proof of Propert{f17 is now complete whéR(N) # 1.

(i) Oy(N) =1 (i.e.n = N).
We first consider the lower-bound. We want to show that

Lt(Ot,ﬂ't,ﬂ't ) Lt(WNmOtaﬂ—ta 1N) ZO (199)
Using [172) and the linearity of; (Lemmall) we get

Li(Og, 7}, miN) = Li(Wm Oy, 7, i)
:Lt(Otvﬁ'%aﬂ-%aﬂ-t ) Lt(WNmOthrtvﬂ'%a 2N)

1 1 A1 _2:N
+Lt(0t,7rt,7rt,7rt ) Li(WxmOy, 7y, 7, mi ™)
K

D (D) = (@)

i—L
We consider each of the terms
(a) Lt(Ot,wt,wt,ﬂ't ) Lt(WNmOt,ﬂ't,wt,w? N).
(b) Li(Oy, af, it w2 N) — Li(Wnm Oy, 7}, 7t ), w2V,
(c) [Zi:L(ﬂ—t( ) —mi (i ))} [Lt(Op e, en—1, 78 N) — Li(Wnm Oy, e, ep—1, m# V).

that appear in the right hand side b6f (200) separately. Wehidoltecause the channel orderings are different in eacheof th
tree terms, different methods are needed to establish thedso

[Li(Oger,er—1, ) — Li(WNmOy, er,er—1, )] (200)

(a) Consider the first term.
Let O; = SWymOy) = Wip+1(SOy), thenOj(m + 1) = 1 and Wy, 4110, = SO,. Therefore,

Li(Ow, 24,77, 77 ™) = Li(Wim O, 2y, mf, m )
=(&; — )R+ BLi1 (SO, &) P,xt PN P) = Li(Wm O, 1, f, )
>(&ty — )R+ BLi11 (SO, & Pt Py N P) — Ly (S(WmOy), &y Py PN P)
=(&; —1})R — B(Li41(0}, &, P,w} P,w}N P) = Ly 11 (Win 4110}, &, P P77 N P))
>(#;{ —xi)R— B(&; P — m; P)M
>0, (201)

The first equality in[(201) follows fronf{I80), the fact that(N') = 1 and that fact that; (i) = =} (i) = 0 for i > L. The first
inequality in [201) follows from[(178) and that fact thdfy.,,O:(N) # 1. The second inequality nE(ZDl) foIIows from the
induction hypothesis for the upper bound of Propgity 7-atl and the fact thafrtP >st P (sincewt > wt and Property
). The last inequality in[{201) holds by part (iv) of Proged the fact thatt; >, z; and that fact that; (i) = z} (i) = 0
fori> L.

(b) Consider the second term.
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Similar to case (a), we have

Lt(ot;;‘-tlaﬁ-tlaﬂ-t ) Lt(WNmOthrtaﬂ-tla 152N)

=(7} = 7})R+ BLiy1(Oy, 7t Pyt PN P) — Li(Wnm Oy, 7ty wf, w2 )

>(7} =7 )R+ BL141(SOy, 7} Py} PN P) — Li(Wm Oy, 7ty &), w2 )

>(7t = AR+ BLi1 (SO, 7t P, 7t PN P) — Ly 1 (S(WmOy), 7t P, 7t P, 2N P)

=(&; — )R — B(Li41(0}, 7t P, 7y PN P) — Liyt (Wing1,1 05, 7 P, PN P))
(7 — 7 )R — B(7} P — 7} P)M

>
>0. (202)

The first equality in[(202) follows froni(I80), the fact th@f(N) = 1 and that fact that} (i) = 7} (i) = 0 for i < L. The first
inequality in [ZCHZ) follows from the induction hypothesis the lower bound of Properfy 6 at- 1, the fact thatt} P >, 7} P
(sincer; >, @} and Propert{11) and the fact the, = S~ N-D0, andO,(N) = 1. The second inequality ifi (2D2) follows
from (I78) and that fact thaltVy,,,O:(IN) # 1. The third inequality in[{202) follows from the induction pgthesis for the
upper bound of Properfyl 7 at+ 1 and the fact that} P >, 7} P. The last inequality in[(202) holds by part (iv) of Property
[, the fact thatt} P >, 7 P and that fact that} (i) = 7} (i) = 0 for i < L.

(c) Consider the third part.
AssumeO,(m) = 2 without any loss of generality. TheiWy,,,O;(IN) = 2. Therefore,

Li(Os,ep,er 1,5 N) — Li(Wnm Oy, e, er 1, m2)
=Rp — Rp—1 + B[Vit1(0¢, P, 7w N P) = Vi1 (SO, Pr_y, 7N P)]
— B> (i) Les1(SWnmOy, P, Ppoy, Py NP) = B w7 (i) Loyt (WymOr, Pp, Py, P,V P)

i< i>L
=R; — Rp 1
+8Y 7 () [Viga(Or, Pp, Py 7N P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, Py mi N P)
i<L

— Lis1(SWxmOy, Pr, Pr_1, P, 75N P)]

+ﬂzﬁ i)[Ver1(Or, Pr, Py m}*™ P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, P, )N P)
i>L

— Liy1(WnmOr, Pr, Pr—1, P, w3 P)]. (203)

The first equality in[(203) follows fronf_ (175) and_(180). Thest equality in[(208) holds because of Lemha 1.
Let O; := S(WnmOt) = Win11(SOy); thenO;(m + 1) =1 and W, 1110, = SO;.
For each term in the first sum ih(203), we haVe_; >,; P; (i < L in the first sum in[(203)). Therefore,
Vi1 (Or, P, Py N P) = Viga (SO, Py, Py N P) = Lyt (SWm Oy, Pr, Pr_y, P} P)
=Vi41(Or, Pp, Py, N P) = Vgt (Wing1 10y, Py, Py, wf N P)
— Viy1(Oy, P, Py 7N P) + Vi (O}, Pr_y, Py, N P)
>Vi1(Oy, Pr, Py, 7N P) = Viga (0}, P, Py N P). (204)
The equality in[[204) follows from the definition df;, ;. The inequality in[[20K) follows from the induction hypothe for
the lower bound of Properfyl 8 at+ 1 and the fact thaP,_; >, P;.
Furthermore, sincé’;, > w?*(l)P forall I =1,2,...,N by Property 2, repeatedly applying Propdrty & at1 we obtain
‘/t"'l(otu PL7 131'7 W?:NP)
Vi1 (Wins2)(mat) - Wi (n—1)Ox, P, Py, wj™N P)
:‘/t-i—l(AN(n*H—l OtupLu‘IDiuﬂ—tg:NP% (205)

whereAn ., 11 is the operator defined bl ([70). The equalityin (R05) is tre€auséV,, 2)(m+1)---Wn(n-1)0t = AN (m+1)Os-
Note that

A1 (AN(m+1)0t) = S(WnmOr) = Op, AN(my1)O0e(m) = Oy(m) = 2. (206)
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Consequently,

Vis1(Op, Pry Py N P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, Piy 1™ P) = Lyt (SWnmOy, Pr, Pr—1, Piy ™ P)
>Vii1 (AN(m+1) O, P, P, mN P) — Vi1 (0}, Pr, P, miN P)
:‘/:f+1(AN(m+)10t7 PL7 Pi7 W?NP) - ‘/t+1(Am1(AN(m+l)Ot)7 PL7 Pi7 W?NP)
>— (h— P,PN"™R). (207)
The first inequality in[(207) follows fron (204) and (205). & kquality in [[20]) follows from(206). The second inequailit
(207) follows from the induction hypothesis for Propdrtyt® a 1 and the fact thaP; € =P, thereforeP; <,; Pr_1 <. PP
for i < L by Property P.
For each term in the second sum in_(R03), we have
Vis1(Os, Pr, Py N P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, Piy 1™ P) = Lyt (Wym Oy, Pr, Pr1, Piy iV P)
>Vi1(O4, Pr, Py, 1N P) = Vi1 (SO, Py, Py P) = Li11 (Oy, Pr, Pr—1, Py, )™ P)
=Vis1(Or, Ppoy, Py 7N P) = Vi1 (SO, Proy, Py w N P)
=Vi41(O4, Pp—1, Py, N P) = Vi1 (AN1Oy, Py, Py, N P)
>—(h—Pr1R). (208)
The first inequality in[(208) follows from the induction hythesis for the lower bound of Propeffly 7tat 1 and the fact that
Pr, >4 Pr_1. The fist equality in[(208) follows from the definition df, 1 (eq. [64)). The second equality in (208) follows
from the fact thatSO, = An10;. The last inequality in[(208) follows from the induction lothesis for Property]9 at+ 1

and the fact that’;,_; <. Pr_1P.
Using the lower bounds provided by (207) afd (208) for term§203), we obtain

Li(O,ern,en—1,mN) — Li(WnNmOr, e, er—1, 1Y)

>Ry —Rp1—B8Y 7 (i)(h—PPN""R) = B> wi(i)(h— PL1R)
i<L i>L
>Ry — Ry 1 — f(h—Pr_1R) > 0. (209)

The first inequality in[(209) follows fron{(207) anB_(208). dkecond inequality if (209) follows from part (ii) of Proper
[ and the fact thaP; ¢ 7P, thereforeP,PN—™ ¢ P2, thus P,PN~—™ >, P;_; by Property2. The last inequality ii (209)
holds by condition (BH).

Using the lower bounds given bl (201]), (202) ahd (209) forttivee terms (a), (b) and (c), respectively[in 200, we obtain
Li(Op, 7l mh, w2 N) — LW Oy, 7t b, m3N) > 0. (210)
This completes the proof for the lower bound of Propéity 7 mvbe(N) = 1 (case (ii)).

We now proceed to establish the upper bound of Propérty 7 wheéN) = 1 (case (ii)). We want to show that
Li(Op, 7}, i) — Li(Wam O, 7, 7t N) < (7} — ) M. (211)
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AssumeO,(m) = 2 without any loss of generality; theWy,,,O,(N) = 2. Therefore,
Lt(Ot,wt , 7Tt ) Li(WnmOy, 7 7Tt,7Tt N)
=Li(Oy, 7}, m}N) = BLi4 1 (SO, 7} PN P)
+ BLi 1 (SO, 7t P, w} N P) — Li(Wim Oy, 7t i)
(7} =7 U 4 BLyy1 (SO, 7 Py N P) — Ly(Wny Oy, 7, N
(7} — 7U 4 BLi1 (S(WmOy), 7 Pyt N P) — Li(Wnm Oy, 7t i)
(7} = 7U 4 BLi 1 (S(WnmOy), 7t Pyt N P) — 3 Z 72(i)Le(S(WnmOy), 7t Py} P, Py, 3N P)

IA A

i<L
— B3 7)) Lost (W Oy, 7 P} P, Py, N P)
i>L
= = m)U + 8 w20 (Lea (SWrmO0), & P,y P, Py P) = Lua (W Os, 7 Py P, Pry ™ P))
i>L
<(f} = m)U + B 7 (0) (7 P~ P)U
i>L
<(i} =m)U + By pri(®, P = P)U
i>L
=(7} — 1) M. (212)

The first inequality in[(2112) follows fron{{184). The secoméquality in [ZI2) follows from the induction hypothesis the
lower bound of Propertif]7 at+ 1, the fact thatSO; = W,,,11),1(S(WnimO;)) and the fact that} >,; =;. The second
equality in [212) follows from[{(175). The third equality iBT12) follows from the linearity of the functloﬁt (Lemmél). The
third inequality in [2IP) follows from the induction hypatsis for the upper bound of Propeldy 6 and the fact ttjdt >, =} P
(sincer} >4 w} and Propert{]l). The last inequality in (212) is true becatfsel,; Px. The last equality in[(212) follows
from the definition of .

The proof of the upper bound of Propelfly 7tas now complete. The proof of the induction step for PropBtgt ¢ is also
complete.

Induction step for Property Bl
(i) When O,(N) # 1 (i.e.n # N), assumeD,(N) = N without loss of generality. Then,

V;E(Anmota I:N) - V;E(Ot’ﬂ—i}:N)
=> 7N (D) Vg1 (S(AnmO1), 7N T P, P) = Vi1 (SO, 7N 1P, )]
<L
+ ) 7 OV (Apm Oy, 7 NP, P) = Vi1 (O, 7N P, Py)]
1>L
= 7 @OVer1 (A, (me1) (SO, 7 NP, P) = Via (SO, 1y N TP, Py
<L
+ D7 (O)Vert (Aum O, w1 N P Py) = Viaa (04, m V1P, P)]
1>L
<> o al (i) (h—m P(PYTIR) + 3wl (i) (h — i P(PN T R))
i<L i>L
<h — 7 PN""R. (213)
The first equality in[(2113) follows from the recursive eqoatifor V; (eq. [62)). The second equality in {213) is true because
S(AnmOy) = Ay, (m+1) y(80;). The first inequality in[(2113) follows from the induction hythesis for Propert{]9 and

the fact thatr; P <,; = P* (Property[1). The last inequality il (2113) follows from p4&ii) of Property[4 and the fact that
atPN—n < mtPN="+1 (Property1).

(i) WhenO;(N) =1 (i.e.n = N), assum&);(N — 1) = N without loss of generality. TheA y,,O:(N) = O;(N —1) = N.
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Therefore,
Vi(ANmOp, mfN) = V(O wiN)
=(rl =R+ 8> wN ()Verr (S(AnmO0), 7N T P P) + 83wl (i)Vig1 (AnmOp, i N 1P, P)

i<L ST
=827 ()Vers (SO, P P) = B3 i (i)Vers (Os, Prymf N P)
i<L i>L
=(n = m)R+ B ()[Vier (S(ANmO0), 1N 1P, P) = Vet (ANmOrp, 1 N LP, P)] + BVi1 (Anm O, Y P)
i<L
=B m (i)Veur (SOs, Py N P) = B w0 (i)Visa (O, Py i NV P)
i<L i>L
=’ —mOR+ ﬁZm )Ver1 (S(ANmOr), 1"V 7 P, Pi) = Vit (Anm O,y 7P, Py))
i<L
+Bz7rt( )[Vt+1(ANmOt,R, )_‘/tJrl(SOt,Pi,Tr?:NP)]
i<L
+BZ7Tt( )WVis1(ANmOr, Py 7N P) = Vi1 (Oy, Pi,w N P)]
i>L
<(m = m)R Bzﬂt WVer 1 (S(ANmOy), 1 N P, Py) = Vit (Anm O, 1y ™ 71 P, P)]
i<L
<(m) -7 )R+ B> wl(i)(h - PiR). (214)
i<L

The three equalities if(21L4) follow from the recursive epraand the linearity of the functio®;,; ( (62) and Lemm&ll).
The last inequality in[(214) follows from the induction hythesis for Propert/]9, the fact th&( Ay, O;) = An1(ANmO:),
and Ay, O;(N) = Oy(N — 1) = N and the fact tha?’; <., P, P for i < L by PropertyP.
The first inequality in[(214) is true because of the following
Fori < L, P, <4 Pr_1 <« 7P for all [ by Property2. Then,
‘/;f-i-l(ANmOh P7,77T1§2NP) - ‘/t-‘rl (SOtu ‘Piu 7Tt2NP)
=Vt Win(m—1--.-Wa2Wa1 SOy, Py, N P) — Vi1 (SO, Py mp NV P) < 0. (215)
The equality in[(Zb) is true becausy,,,O; = W, b W32 W1 S0O;. The inequality in[(215) follows by repeatedly using
Property[8 att + 1 and the fact that foi < L, P; <, th for all [.
Fori > L, P, >, Py >4 wLP for all | by Property{®. Then,
Vi1t (ANmOr, Piy 7N P) = Vi1 (Oy, Py 7V P)
=Vt Won(mi 1) Win—ny(v—2y W (v -1)O¢, P, 75N P) = Vi1 (Oy, Py, 7N P) < 0. (216)

The equality in [(Z16) is true becausky,,Or = W (mi1)---Win—1)(v— Q)WN 1)0;. The inequality in[(216) follows by
repeatedly using Properfty 8 at- 1 and the fact that foi > L, P, >, «. P for aII l

Let v be the vector such that

e { Tor i< e
For: > L we have
Vig1 —v; = Ry — Ry > 0. (218)
Fori=L —1,
vp —vp-1=Rp —Rp 1 —B(h—Pr_1R) >0; (219)

the inequality if [2ID) holds because of conditiori {A4).
Fori < L — 1, we have
Vi1 — v =Rit1 — R — B(Piy1 — Py)R
>Riy1 — Ry — B(Piy1 — Pi)M
>0. (220)
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The first inequality in[(220) follows from part (ii) of Proggid]; the last inequality in[(220) follows from condition [[\4
Consequentlyy; increases with. Then, from part (i) of Propertyl4 and the fact thaf <., Px we obtain

‘/t(ANmOta ﬂ-t}:N) - ‘/t(Othrtl:N)

<(m =7} )R+ B> wl(i)(h — P;R)
<L
=rNv —nlR
<Pxv—mR
=h—7!R (221)

The first inequality in[(2211) follows fron{214). The secomsquality in [22]1) follows from part (i) of Properky 4, thecta
thatv; increases with, and the fact that¥ <., Px. The last equality in[{221) follows from the observationttha

Pxv=PgR+ B3y pri(h— PR) = h. (222)
<L
This completes the proof of the induction step for PropElgt 8 and the proof of the entire induction step.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
This work was supported in part by National Science FounddfNSF) Grant CCF-1111061 and NASA grant NNX12A0546.

REFERENCES

[1] Q. Zhao and B. Sadler, “A survey of dynamic spectrum asfdEEE Signal Processing Magazineol. 24, no. 3, pp.
79-89, 2007.

[2] P. Whittle, “Restless bandits: Activity allocation inchanging world,"Journal of Applied Probabilitypp. 287-298, 1988.

[3] J. Gittins, R. Weber, and K. GlazebrodWulti-Armed Bandit Allocation Indices WileyBlackwell, 2011.

[4] Q. Zhao, L. Tong, A. Swami, and Y. Chen, “Decentralizedjcitive MAC for opportunistic spectrum access in ad hoc
networks: A POMDP frameworkJEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communicatjora. 25, no. 3, pp. 589-600,
2007.

[5] Q. Zhao, B. Krishnamachari, and K. Liu, “On myopic semsfor multi-channel opportunistic access: Structure,roptity,
and performance EEE Transactions on Wireless Communicationd. 7, no. 12, pp. 5431-5440, 2008.

[6] T. Javidi, B. Krishnamachari, Q. Zhao, and M. Liu, “Optiity of myopic sensing in multi-channel opportunistic ess,”
in 2008. ICC’'08. IEEE International Conference on Communaa IEEE, 2008, pp. 2107-2112.

[7]1 S. Ahmad, M. Liu, T. Javidi, Q. Zhao, and B. Krishnamadhé@ptimality of myopic sensing in multichannel opportstic
access,1lEEE Transactions on Information Theogryol. 55, no. 9, pp. 4040-4050, 2009.

[8] S. Ahmad and M. Liu, “Multi-channel opportunistic aceesA case of restless bandits with multiple plays,”2009.
Allerton 2009. 47th Annual Allerton Conference on Commatiin, Control, and Computing IEEE, 2009, pp. 1361—
1368.

[9] J. Gittins, “Bandit processes and dynamic allocationlides,” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B
(Methodological) pp. 148-177, 1979.

[10] C. Papadimitriou and J. Tsitsiklis, “The complexity gptimal queueing network control,” iRroceedings of the Ninth
Annual Structure in Complexity Theory Conference, 199&EE, 1994, pp. 318-322.

[11] R. Weber and G. Weiss, “On an index policy for restlessdiis,” Journal of Applied Probabilitypp. 637-648, 1990.

[12] J. Niflo-Mora, “Dynamic priority allocation via resgs bandit marginal productivity indiceSJOP: An Official Journal
of the Spanish Society of Statistics and Operations Rdseant 15, no. 2, pp. 161-198, 2007.

[13] K. Liu and Q. Zhao, “Indexability of restless bandit ptems and optimality of whittle index for dynamic multichaei
access,1lEEE Transactions on Information Theoryol. 56, no. 11, pp. 5547-5567, 2010.

[14] C. Lott and D. Teneketzis, “On the optimality of an indeMe in multi-channel allocation for single-hop mobile wetks
with multiple service classesProbab. Eng. Inf. S¢ivol. 14, p. 259, 2000.

[15] N. Ehsan and M. Liu, “Server allocation with delayedtstabservation: Sufficient conditions for the optimality auf
index policy,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communicationd. 8, no. 4, pp. 1693-1705, 2009.

[16] S. Guha, K. Munagala, and P. Shi, “Approximation alganis for restless bandit problemdgurnal of the ACM (JACM)
vol. 58, no. 1, p. 3, 2010.

[17] Y. Ouyang and D. Teneketzis, “On the optimality of a migpolicy in multi-state channel probing2012 50th Annual
Allerton Conference on Communication, Control, and Conmgu(Allerton), 2012.

[18] A. Marshall, I. Olkin, and B. ArnoldJnequalities: theory of majorization and its applicationsSpringer Verlag, 2010.

[19] P. Kumar and P. Varaiy&tochastic Systems :Estimation Identification and Adepfiontrol Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1986.

[20] P. Varaiya, J. Walrand, and C. Buyukkoc, “Extensionstied multiarmed bandit problem: the discounted ca#eEE
Transactions on Automatic Controlol. 30, no. 5, pp. 426—439, 1985.



	I Introduction and Literature Survey
	I-A Motivation
	I-B Related Work
	I-C Contribution of the Paper
	I-D Organization

	II Model and Oprimization Problems
	II-A The Model
	II-B The Optimization Problems

	III Characteristics of the Optimization Problems
	IV Analysis of the Finite Horizon Problem
	IV-A Key Assumptions/Conditions
	IV-B Properties of the Channels' Evolution
	IV-C A Property of the Instantaneous Expected Reward
	IV-D Properties of the Reward Associated with Ordering-based Channel Sensing Polices
	IV-E Optimality of a Myopic Policy
	IV-F Discussion

	V The Infinite Horizon Problem
	VI Comparison with the Result of the Two-State Channel Model
	VII Myopic policy vs. Gittins index rule
	VIII Conclusion
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C
	Appendix D

