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Abstract—We investigate the problem of spectrum sensing in
cognitive radios (CRs) when the receivers are equipped with a
large array of antennas. We propose and derive three detectors
based on the concept of linear spectral statistics (LSS) in the field
of random matrix theory (RMT). These detectors correspond
to the generalized likelihood ratio (GLR), Frobenius norm, and
Rao tests employed in conventional multiple antenna spectrum
sensing (MASS). Subsequently, we compute the Gaussian distri-
bution of the proposed detectors under the noise-only hypothesis,
leveraging the central limit theorem (CLT) applied to high-
dimensional random matrices. We evaluate the performance of
the proposed detectors and analyze the impact of the number
of antennas and samples on their efficacy. Furthermore, we
assess the accuracy of the theoretical results by comparing
them with simulation outcomes. The simulation results provide
evidence that the proposed detectors exhibit efficient performance
in wireless networks featuring large array antennas. These
detectors find practical applications in diverse domains, including
massive MIMO wireless communications, radar systems, and
astronomical applications.

Index Terms—Cognitive Radio, Spectrum Sensing, Large Ar-
ray Antenna, Massive MIMO, Random Matrix Theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

ACcurate and prompt spectrum sensing plays a crucial
role in the functionality of cognitive radio networks

(CRNs) [1]–[6]. During spectrum sensing, secondary users
(SUs) must efficiently and quickly determine the presence or
absence of primary users (PUs) despite wireless channel im-
pairments such as noise and fading. Multiple antenna spectrum
sensing (MASS) is an effective technique that leverages the
inherent spatial diversity of wireless channels through the use
of antenna arrays to combat fading and other impairments.
Consequently, numerous MASS techniques have been pro-
posed in the literature to capitalize on its potential benefits
[7]–[14]. MASS detectors have been extensively studied for
various scenarios, including scenarios involving correlated and
independent antennas, the rank of the PU’s covariance matrix,
and the availability of prior information on system parameters
[7]–[13]. Most of these spectrum sensing techniques rely on
eigenvalue-based detectors, which are derived as solutions
to composite hypothesis testing problems using generalized
likelihood ratio (GLR), Wald, and Rao tests [15]. Further-
more, it has been demonstrated that higher-order moments of
eigenvalues of the sample covariance matrix (SCM) can be
employed for more accurate spectrum sensing under certain
conditions [16].

Until recently, studies and performance evaluations in the
field of MASS have primarily focused on systems with a
maximum of eight antennas, in line with the long-term evo-
lution (LTE) wireless network standards. Practical multiple-
input and multiple-output (MIMO) systems commonly employ
4 or 2 antennas [17], [18]. However, with the emergence
of fifth-generation (5G) wireless network systems, massive
MIMO systems utilizing large array antennas have gained
significant attention. This is because notable advancements
have been made in implementing large array antennas, even in
constrained environments [19]–[21]. These systems comprise
a substantial number of antennas, often reaching several hun-
dred, enabling the realization of fixed and mobile broadband
systems with improved energy and spectral efficiency [20],
[22].

In conventional MASS scenarios, where the number of
samples exceeds the number of antennas, the likelihood ratio
test (LRT) is commonly used as the test statistic. The LRT
and its variants, such as the generalized likelihood ratio test
(GLRT), rely on estimating covariance matrices from the SCM
and utilize the eigenvalues of the SCM. However, in the
context of large array antennas, where the number of antennas
can be significant and comparable to the number of samples,
the LRT is no longer applicable. This is due to the challenge of
accurately estimating the covariance matrix based on the SCM,
which becomes singular when the number of antennas exceeds
the number of samples. As a result, spectrum sensing detectors
based on eigenvalues become unreliable and ineffective in such
scenarios [23].

Another distinctive characteristic of MASS for large array
antennas pertains to the asymptotic distributions of statistical
tests. While conventional detection and estimation theory
establish that, for a given number of antennas, the distributions
of LRTs follow a chi-square distribution as the number of
samples tends to infinity [15], this is no longer valid for large
array antennas, where the number of antennas may surpass the
number of samples. As we delve into the realm of random ma-
trix theory (RMT) and explore the central limit theorem (CLT)
for random matrices, we uncover that the distributions of
derived detectors exhibit Gaussian characteristics with specific
means and variances. Nonetheless, computing these means and
variances necessitates complex and intricate integrations [24],
[25].

In light of the aforementioned limitations surrounding the
application of conventional LRTs in large array antenna
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spectrum sensing, alternative approaches must be explored
to devise effective tests in such scenarios. RMT emerges
as a powerful framework to tackle this issue and address
similar problems where the dimensions of the relevant matrices
are large [26]. When dealing with random matrices, if the
dimension of the matrix exceeds a certain threshold, one
can assume that the matrix dimensions are extremely large
and employ RMT to obtain insightful results. Remarkably,
the approximation methods employed in such cases exhibit
remarkable accuracy and can yield valuable outcomes even
for matrices as small as 8× 8 or, in some cases, 4× 4 [27].

This paper explores the problem of MASS using RMT in
scenarios where the SU is equipped with a large receiver
antenna array. Building upon existing RMT results and as-
suming a specific form of linear spectral statistics (LSS), we
derive three detectors. These detectors are extensions of con-
ventional MASS techniques, including the GLRT, Frobenius
norm, and Rao tests, specifically designed for large array
antennas. Moreover, we establish that the proposed MASS
detectors exhibit Gaussian distributions and determine their
means and variances using a specialized form of the Central
Limit Theorem (CLT) for random matrices.

The remaining sections of the paper are organized as
follows. Section II introduces the system model, basic as-
sumptions, and key results from RMT that will be utilized in
subsequent sections to derive the proposed detectors and assess
their performance. In Section III, we derive three detectors
specifically designed for large array antennas based on the LSS
function and relevant theorems. The distribution of the pro-
posed detectors under the noise-only hypothesis is calculated
using a specialized version of the CLT in RMT in Section IV.
Simulation results and performance evaluations are presented
in Section V. Finally, Section VI provides concluding remarks
to summarize the paper.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND RANDOM MATRIX
THEORY PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we provide the system model and assump-
tions, and then present an overview of the preliminary results
obtained from RMT. These results will serve as the basis for
deriving the tests specifically designed for large array antennas
and evaluating their performance in the upcoming sections.

A. System Model

Consider the scenario where the received radio frequency
(RF) signal is down-converted and sampled at the Nyquist
rate, resulting in L complex temporal samples acquired at each
of the M antennas. The received samples at the ℓ-th time
instant, under hypotheses H0 and H1 representing the absence
and presence of the primary user (PU), respectively, can be
expressed as:

yℓ =

{
nℓ, H0

hℓsℓ + nℓ, H1

; ℓ = 1, 2, . . . , L, (1)

where yℓ
.
= [y

(1)
ℓ , . . . ,y

(M)
ℓ ]t ∈ CM and nℓ

.
=

[n
(1)
ℓ , . . . ,n

(M)
ℓ ]t ∈ CM , for ℓ = 0, . . . , L, represent the

column vector of received complex baseband signals and the
zero-mean circular complex additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) with covariance matrix ΣN at the M antennas.
Furthermore,sℓ ∈ C denotes zero-mean independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples of the PU’s signal vector,
denoted as s, at the ℓ-th time instant with variance Es. We
assume that the samples of the PU’s signal follow a Gaussian
distribution, which holds true for constant envelope modu-
lated signals and orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) with a large number of carriers [10]. The channel
gain vector between the PU and the M antennas at the ℓ-
th time instant is modeled by the vector hℓ, assumed to
have a zero-mean circular complex Gaussian distribution with
a covariance matrix ΣH . We also assume that the sensing
bandwidth is comparable to the PU’s bandwidth, resulting
in i.i.d. channel gains over the sensing times, which remain
fixed during the sensing period as a realization of the random
variable.

Let Y
.
= [y1, . . . ,yL] ∈ CM×L represent the space-time

observation matrix, constructed by concatenating the vectors
yℓ as L columns of the matrix. Under the above assumptions,
the observation matrix Y consists of independent zero-mean
rows, resulting from the temporally uncorrelated samples at
each antenna. Now, for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ L, we can rewrite (1) as:{

H0 : colℓ[Y ] ∼ CN (0,Σ0) , PU is absent
H1 : colℓ[Y ] ∼ CN (0,Σ1) , PU is present

(2)

where Σν for ν = 0, 1 is the covariance matrix of ℓ-th column
of Y under hypothesis Hη and in general can be expressed as
follows

Σ0 = ΣN , Σ1 = EsΣH +ΣN . (3)

As we consider a complex additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) model, the covariance matrix ΣN is assumed to be
a diagonal matrix. In the calibrated case, all diagonal entries
are the same, while in the uncalibrated case, they may differ.

We define the SCM as R
.
= 1

LY Y ∗ based on the observa-
tion matrix Y. As mentioned earlier, while R is an unbiased
estimate of Σν under hypothesis Hν for ν = 0, 1 when
L > M , it becomes singular when L < M . Unbiasedness
implies that its expected value is equal to the true covariance
matrix, i.e., E(R|Hν) = Σν . However, when the number of
samples L is less than the number of antennas M , the rank
of R is at most L, making it non-invertible or singular. Even
when M is comparable to L, the sample covariance matrix
R is not a reliable estimator for Σν , and its inverse is a
poor estimator for Σ−1

ν . For instance, under the Gaussian
assumption, which holds in our system model, the expected
value of the inverse R is given by [23]:

E(R−1|Hν) =
L

L−M − 2
Σ−1

ν , (4)

Moreover, when M is close to or larger than L, the expected
value of the inverse R is highly biased. Specifically, for the
case when M = L

2 + 2, we have E(R−1|Hν) = 2Σν−1, and
this bias becomes more pronounced as M approaches L.

Additionally, many LRTs for MASS rely on the eigenvalues
of the SCM. However, when M > L, only the first L



3

eigenvalues of R will be non-zero, while the true covariance
matrix Σν typically has a rank of M and therefore possesses
M non-zero eigenvalues. Moreover, as the number of antennas
increases, the smallest eigenvalues of R tend to approach zero
rapidly.

B. Random Matrix Theory Preliminary

The key idea behind random matrix theory is to utilize
limiting theorems to analyze the behavior of high-dimensional
matrices. By applying these theorems, we can extend the
results obtained in the asymptotic regime to matrices of lower
dimensions. Remarkably, the results obtained in the high-
dimensional regime provide accurate approximations even for
matrices of lower dimensions.

Preliminary conditions: In the context of random matrix
theory, we make the following assumptions for the rest of the
paper. Consider a random matrix R of size p × n, where p
and n tend to infinity with the same rate. We denote the ratio
of the number of rows to the number of columns as c = p

n .
We assume that the eigenvalues of R are located in a compact
interval on the positive real axis, denoted by T . Additionally,
we assume that any complex function g(z) used in our analysis
is analytic on the positive real axis.

Definition 1. Empirical Spectral Distribution (ESD): For
a given p × p Hermitian matrix A, the empirical spectral
distribution (ESD) of A is defined as follows:

FA(x) =
1

p

p∑
i=1

δ(x− λi), (5)

where λ1, λ2, . . . , λp are the eigenvalues of A, and δ(x)
denotes the Dirac delta function.

Definition 2. Limiting Spectral Distribution (LSD): Let
{An}∞n=1 be a sequence of random matrices. The empirical
spectral distributions of the sequence, denoted by {FAn}∞n=1,
almost surely (a.s.) converge to a non-random distribution FA,
which is called the limiting spectral distribution (LSD).

In particular, if we consider the sequence of random ma-
trices as sample covariance matrices Rn = 1

nXX∗, where
X = [Xij ]p×n and Xij , for i = 1, . . . , p and j = 1, . . . , n,
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) zero-mean
complex Gaussian random variables with unit variance, under
certain assumptions, the LSD of the sequence weakly con-
verges to the Marcenko-Pastur distribution FMP(x) with the
following probability density function (PDF):

d

dx
FMP(x) = max(0, (1− 1

c
))δ(x)

+
1

2πcx

√
(x− a)+(b− x)+, (6)

where a = (1−
√
c)2, b = (1+

√
c)2, (x)+ = max(x, 0), and

δ(·) is the Dirac delta function.
Furthermore, for the maximum and minimum eigenvalues

of such SCM Rn, we have the following results [28]:

lim
n→∞

λmin(Rn) = (1−
√
c)2 (7)

lim
n→∞

λmax(Rn) = (1 +
√
c)2. (8)

Definition 3. Linear Spectral Statistic (LSS): Let us assume
a sequence of random matrices {An}∞n=1, where each An is
a p× p matrix coming from a parametric class F = {Pθ|θ ∈
Θ}. Inference about the parameter θ can be obtained from
the following sufficient statistic known as the linear spectral
statistic (LSS):

θ̂p =

∫
g(x)dFA(x) =

1

p

p∑
i=1

g(λi) (9)

where FA(x) is the limiting spectral distribution (LSD) of
the matrix A and λi, i = 1, . . . , p, are the eigenvalues of the
matrix A.

Definition 4. Stieltjes Transform: If F is a real, bounded,
and measurable function on the real number line R, then its
Stieltjes transform is defined as

mF (z)
.
=

∫ ∞

−∞

1

ξ − z
dF (ξ), z ∈ C+, (10)

where C+ = {z ∈ C : Im(z) > 0}.

Furthermore, the inverse Stieltjes transform, denoted as
zF (m) for m ∈ C+, is given by

zF (m) = − 1

m
+ c

∫
tdFT (t)

1 + tm
, m ∈ C+. (11)

The following theorem shows a mathematical approach to
calculate LSS for high-dimensional random matrices based on
RMT and, in the sequel, will be used to derive the proposed
detector.

Theorem 1. Let z 7→ ω = ωp(z) be a mapping and its inverse
ω 7→ z = zp(ω) defined by

zp(ω) = ω

(
1− 1

n

p∑
i=1

λi
λi − ω

)
, (12)

where λi are the eigenvalues of the matrix A and n is the
dimension of the matrix. Let ϕp(ω) = g(zp(ω)) and C+

ω =
ωp(C+), where C+ is the upper complex half-plane. Suppose
the preliminary conditions hold, and let n and p be sufficiently
large. Then, the LSS in (9) almost surely (a.s.) converges to
the following expression:

η̂ = (1− n

p
)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

g(z)

z
dz +

n

p
.
1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

ϕp(ω)

ω
ψp(ω)dω,

(13)

where

ψp(ω) =
dzp(ω)

dω
= 1− 1

n

p∑
i=1

λ2i
(λi − ω)2

, (14)

and C+
ω is a positive contour includes all eigenvalues.

Proof. see [29] ■

The following theorem, which is equivalent to the CLT for
random variables, is important and useful in RMT. Here, we
present one variation of the theorem for the LSS, which will
be used in Section IV to derive the distribution of the proposed
detector and evaluate its performance.



4

Suppose the matrix X is constructed as described in (6),
and let U be an open set in the complex plane that includes
the support of the Marcenko-Pastur distribution. Let A be the
collection of all analytic functions g : U → C. Then, we define
the empirical spectral process as follows:

Dn(g)
.
= p

∫ +∞

−∞
h(x)d[Fn(x)− FMP(x)], g ∈ A, (15)

where Fn is the ESD of the matrix Rn, we will have the
following result.

Theorem 2. Central Limit Theorem (CLT) for LSS: If
E(x11) = 0, E|x11|2 = 1, E|x11|4 < ∞, then for
g1, . . . , gk ∈ A random vector (Dn(g1), . . . , Dn(gk)), con-
verges to a Gaussian random vector indexed by gi with mean
and covariance

µ(gj) = (κ− 1)
(gj(a(c)) + gj(b(c))

4
(16)

− 1

2π

∫ b(c)

a(c)

gj(x)√
4y − (x− 1− c)2

dx
)
,

Cov(gj , gi) = − κ

4π2

∮ ∮
gj(z1)gi(z2)

(m(z1)−m(z2))
2 dm(z1)dm(z2),

(17)

for j, i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. For real case κ = 2 and complex case
κ = 1 and m(z) is the Stieltjes transform of F .

= (1 −
c)1[0,∞)+cFMP and contours in 17 are non-overlapping and
both contain the support of FMP . Moreover, if {xij}j=1,..,p

i=1,..,n

to be complex then the mean is the same of real case and the
variance is the half variance in (17).

Proof. See [23] ■

III. PROPOSED DETECTORS FOR LARGE ARRAY
ANTENNAS

In this section, we propose multiple antenna detectors for
large array antennas based on RMT. These detectors are
designed for the scenario where the noise covariance matrix
is white. Our analysis is based on the LSS introduced in the
previous section. The LSS represents a linear combination of
functions of the eigenvalues of a high-dimensional matrix.

For MASS problem, we need to decide between two hy-
potheses, H0 and H1, and the decision statistics based on LSS
have the general form given by equation (9), where θ̂M is the
LSS estimate and g(λi) represents the function evaluated at
the i-th eigenvalue of the SCM R.

It is important to highlight that many existing eigenvalue-
based detectors for MASS can be expressed using the LSS
function. In this section, we extend the analysis to incorporate
the large array antenna scenario by exploiting RMT and
Theorem 2. The key concept is to demonstrate that as the
number of antennas (M ) and samples (L) increase, with the
ratio M

L converging to a constant c ∈ (0,+∞), the sequence
of random LSS functions in (9) converges almost surely to
a limiting statistic η̂. This limiting statistic, η̂, can serve as
a reliable approximation for the decision statistics in large
array antenna spectrum sensing, particularly when the number
of antennas is comparable to or greater than the number of
samples.

A. Linear Function: High-Dimensional GLR Test

In this subsection, we focus on the linear function case,
where the function g(z) takes the form g(z) = z. We derive
a high-dimensional version of this detector using the LSS
framework. The LSS function in this case can be expressed
as:

θ̂M =
1

M

M∑
i=1

λi, (18)

where λi represents the i-th eigenvalue of the SCM R.
The above LSS function corresponds to the comparison of

the normalized summation of eigenvalues. Several existing
MASS techniques can be formulated in this framework. For
example, the GLRT proposed in [2], can be expressed as:

TGLR =
λmax∑M
i=1 λi

, (19)

where λmax is the maximum eigenvalue of the SCM. As the
number of antennas M becomes larger, according to Equation
(7), we observe that λmax approaches a constant value. Hence,
for large values of M , we can approximate λmax by (1 −√
c)2. By taking the inverse of the test statistic, we obtain

the summation of eigenvalues as the test statistic. It is worth
mentioning that several other detectors can also be formulated
in this framework [4], [8].

To obtain the large array antenna version of the linear
function detectors, we consider g(z) = z in (12) which by
substituting, we have:

ϕM (ω) = ω − ω

L

M∑
i=1

λi
λi − ωM (ω)

, (20)

where ωM (ω) is the inverse of the Stieltjes transform mR(ω).
Upon conducting mathematical computations, we can estab-

lish the following theorem:

Theorem 3. The high-dimensional decision statistic for a
linear function of LSS has the following form:

THDL =
1

M
tr(R) =

1

M

M∑
i=1

λi, (21)

where tr(R) represents the trace of the SCM R.

Proof. See Appendix A. ■

As we can observe, this detector exhibits a similar form
to the GLRT used in conventional MASS when L > M .
Therefore, we can conclude that the (normalized) summation
of the eigenvalues of the sample covariance matrix can serve
as the decision statistic for MASS, regardless of the number
of antennas and samples.

B. Square Function: High-Dimensional Frobenius Norm Test

For the square function g(z) = z2, the corresponding LSS
function takes the form:

θ̂M =
1

M

M∑
i=1

λ2i , (22)
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which represents the summation of the squared eigenvalues of
the SCM, normalized accordingly.

In the context of MASS, various detectors have been pro-
posed based on the higher-order moments of the eigenvalues
of the SCM. One popular choice is the Frobenius norm test,
which uses the squared Frobenius norm of the SCM as the test
statistic and rejects the null hypothesis for sufficiently large
values of:

TFN =
1

M
∥R∥2F =

1

M
tr(R2) =

1

M

M∑
i=1

λ2i , (23)

which has the same form as (22).
To obtain the high-dimensional version of detectors based

on the square function g(z) = z2, we substitute this function
into the expression in Equation (12). After some mathematical
calculations, we obtain the following result:

ϕM (z) = z2 =

(
ω − ω

L

M∑
i=1

λi
λi − ωM (z)

)2

. (24)

This expression represents the high-dimensional version of
the LSS function for the square function. By using this result,
we can derive the corresponding detectors for a large array
antenna scenario.

Theorem 4. The high-dimensional test for Frobenius norm
test has the following form in large array antenna

THDS =
1

M
tr(R2) +

1

LM
(tr(R))2

=
1

M

M∑
i=1

λ2i +
1

LM
(

M∑
i=1

λi)
2 (25)

=
1

M
(1 +

1

L
)

M∑
i=1

λ2i +
2

LM

M∑
k>i

λiλk,

Proof. See Appendix B ■

In the case of the square function g(z) = z2, the decision
statistic for a large array antenna scenario is different from
the conventional multiple antenna case. This decision statistic
captures the squared eigenvalues of the sample covariance
matrix. It is worth noting that the presence of cross-terms
in the decision statistic arises from the second term in the
expression, which involves the interaction between different
eigenvalues. As the number of samples L increases while
keeping the number of antennas M fixed, this term becomes
smaller and asymptotically tends to the same form as the
conventional Frobenius norm test.

C. Quadratic Function: High-Dimensional Complex Rao Test

In this section, we consider a quadratic function of the form
g(z) = (z−1)2, which combines the characteristics of the two
previous cases.

θ̂M =
1

M

M∑
i=1

(λi − 1)2. (26)

In fact, the proposed MASS based on Complex Rao test in
[32] has the following from:

TRao = tr
[
(R− I)2

]
(27)

From above, we can rewrite the detector TRao as

TRao = tr[(R− I)2] =M
1

M

M∑
i=1

(λi − 1)2 (28)

So for this detector, it can be seen that g(z) = (z−1)2. Thus,
from (12), we will have

ϕM (z) = (z − 1)2 =
(
ω − 1− ω

L

M∑
i=1

λi
λi − ωM (z)

)2
=ω2

(ω − 1

ω
− 1

L

M∑
i=1

λi
λi − ωM (z)

)2
,

(29)

which from (13), we finally have the following result.

Theorem 5. The high-dimensional complex Rao test has the
following form

THDQ =
1

M
tr(R2)− 2

M
tr(R) +

1

LM
(tr(R))2

=
1

M

M∑
i=1

λ2i −
2

M

M∑
i=1

λi +
1

LM
(

M∑
i=1

λi)
2 (30)

=
1

M

M∑
i=1

(λi − 1)2 +
2

M(L+ 1)

M∑
k>i

λiλk,

Proof. See Appendix C ■

The proposed detector for the large array antenna case
differs from conventional multiple antenna detectors in that it
incorporates both individual eigenvalues and cross-terms that
capture the interactions between different eigenvalues. This
quadratic function of the eigenvalues of the sample covariance
matrix distinguishes it from existing detectors in conventional
multiple antenna scenarios.

As the number of samples L increases while keeping the
number of antennas M fixed, the impact of cross-terms in
the decision statistic diminishes. This is due to the fact
that cross-terms are determined by the interaction between
different eigenvalues, and as the number of samples increases,
the contributions from individual eigenvalues become more
dominant. Consequently, in the limit of a large number of
samples, the decision statistic converges to the form observed
in conventional multiple antenna scenarios, where only indi-
vidual eigenvalues are significant.

This behavior highlights the influence of large array an-
tennas on the decision statistic. With an increased number of
antennas M , more eigenvalues are involved in the summation,
resulting in the presence of cross-terms. However, as the num-
ber of samples grows, the impact of cross-terms diminishes,
and the decision statistic approaches the conventional case.

Remark 1. The computational complexities of the derived
detectors for large array antennas are indeed in the same
order or lower than their low-dimensional counterparts. The
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complexity of computing the sample covariance matrix (SCM)
is O(M2L), where M is the number of antennas and L is
the number of samples. The complexity of computing the
squared SCM is O(M2.37). In comparison, some conventional
MASS detectors require obtaining the eigenvalues of the SCM
using methods such as singular value decomposition (SVD) or
similar techniques, which have a computational complexity of
O(M3) or lower. However, for the proposed detectors, there
is no need to explicitly compute the eigenvalues. Instead,
the decision statistics can be calculated directly using the
eigenvalues of the SCM and its square. This eliminates the
need for eigenvalue computation, resulting in lower computa-
tional complexity. Overall, the proposed detectors for large
array antennas offer computational advantages over certain
conventional detectors, as they can be computed using the
SCM and its square without requiring explicit eigenvalue
calculations.

IV. DISTRIBUTIONS UNDER NOISE HYPOTHESIS: FALSE
ALARM PROBABILITY

To obtain the decision threshold using the Neyman-Pierson
(NP) method, we need to compute the distribution of test statis-
tics under hypothesis H0. So, in this section, we investigate the
distribution of the proposed high-dimensional detectors under
hypothesis H0.

One of the major differences of the results for the analysis
of large array antenna detectors by using RMT from the
conventional ones based on LRT is their distribution. In LRT
obtained detectors, when the decision statistics are derived
from methods such as GLR, Wald test, and the Rao tests,
asymptotically, the decision statistics will be distributed as
a central chi-square distribution. In fact, if we assume LL

shows the likelihood ratio function, and under hypothesis
H0, for fixed number of antennas M , when L → ∞ then
−2 ln(LL) → χ2

f to chi-square distribution with degrees of
freedom of f = 1

2M(M + 1).
However, in the high-dimensional case when M is large,

the distribution of the decision statistics is Gaussian, and it
is described by its mean and variance, and these statistical
parameters should be computed by using the complex integrals
and complicated expressions which just recently been studied
and matured in the area of the RMT. So in this section, using
the theorem 2 and (16) and (17), we obtain the corresponding
mean and variance of three proposed detectors. It is notable
that, for the results of this section, we assume that noise
variance is one.

Theorem 6. Asymptotic distribution of decision statistic of
THDL under hypothesis H0 is Gaussian with the following
mean and variance

THDL|H0
ap.∼ N

(
M , c

)
, (31)

where c = M
L is the ratio of number of antennas to samples.

Proof. See Appendix D. ■

Theorem 7. Asymptotic distribution of statistic THDS is
obtained as follows

THDS |H0
ap.∼ N

(
M(1 + c) , 4c3 + 10c2 + 4c

)
(32)

TABLE I
DETECTORS PARAMETERS PARTIAL DERIVATIVES

Detector ∂σ
∂c

∂µ
∂L

∂µ
∂M

THDL
1

2
√
c

0 1

THDS
6c2+10c+2√
4c3+10c2+4c

−c2 1 + 2c

THDQ
3c+2√
2(1+c)

−c2 2c

Proof. See Appendix D. ■

Theorem 8. The decision statistic of THDQ under hypothesis
H0, asymptotically has Gaussian distribution as

THDQ|H0
ap.∼ N

(
Mc , 2c2(1 + 2c)

)
, (33)

Proof. See Appendix D. ■

From the above expressions, we can see that while the
number of samples L impacts the performance only via c,
the number of antenna M has a dual effect by changing c and
the mean of the distributions. Hence intuitively, we can infer
that changing M impacts detectors’ performance more than
L, and below, we discuss this intuition in more detail.

As a reminder, the receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
curve which illustrates the relation between detection probabil-
ity Pd and false alarm probability Pfa, is a continuous concave
function. Furthermore, if τ be the decision threshold, then
∂Pd(τ)
∂Pfa(τ)

= τ or the slope of tangent to ROC curve at specific
false alarm probability [15]. For the decision threshold in NP
criterion and for specific Pfa = p for Gaussian distributions,
we have τ = σQ−1(p) + µ, where µ and σ denote the mean
and standard deviation of Gaussian distributions and Q(.) is Q-
function for normal distribution. Now for detection probability
variation at the given point over the ROC curve by changing
parameters L and M , we have

∂( ∂Pd

∂Pfa
)

∂L
=
∂τ

∂L
=
∂σ

∂L
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂L

=
∂σ

∂c
.
∂c

∂L
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂L
= − 1

L
c
∂σ

∂c
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂L
(34)

and

∂( ∂Pd

∂Pfa
)

∂M
=

∂τ

∂M
=

∂σ

∂M
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂M

=
∂σ

∂c
.
∂c

∂M
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂M
=

1

L

∂σ

∂c
Q−1(p) +

∂µ

∂M
(35)

Note that from Table I, we can witness that for all of the

detectors,
∂(

∂Pd
∂Pfa

)

∂L < 0 and
∂(

∂Pd
∂Pfa

)

∂M > 0. This implies that
for fixed M , by increasing L the change rate in the slop of
tangent line to ROC curve (threshold) decreases and the curves
converge together and hence the performance improvement
becomes smaller for higher number of samples, L. In contrary
for fixed L, in the region of very low false alarm probability
p ≪ 1, by increasing M , the slope change rate is increasing
and hence the performance improves. However as p → 1 the
slope change rate is getting smaller and negligible and since
the ROC curve is continuous and concave, they converge to
the point (Pfa = 1, Pd = 1).
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Fig. 1. The detection probability versus SNR for Pfa = 0.01, L = 30 and
for two case of M = 15 and M = 70. Solid line (THDL), dashed line
(THDQ) and dotted line (THDS ).

Remark 2. Based on the analysis, the number of antennas
M has a more significant impact on the performance of
MASS compared to the number of samples L, especially
when aiming for low false alarm probabilities. Increasing M
allows for a higher detection threshold, which can be achieved
by increasing the mean of the Gaussian distributions in the
detectors. This, in turn, reduces the false alarm probability.
On the other hand, increasing L has a smaller effect on the
performance. However, it is essential to consider practical
limitations when determining the number of antennas. Factors
like cost, physical space, power consumption, and system
complexity may impose constraints on the deployment of
larger array antennas. Therefore, there is a trade-off between
the potential performance improvement gained by increasing
M and the practical limitations of the system.

In summary, if the goal is to achieve accurate spectrum sens-
ing with low false alarm probabilities, increasing the number
of antennas should be considered to improve performance, as
long as the practical constraints of the system allow for the
deployment of larger array antennas.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we assess the performance of the proposed
detectors and compare the obtained analytical results with
Monte-Carlo simulations. We define the signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) for the simulation results in this section as follows:

γ =
Estr(ΣH)

tr(ΣN )
(36)

We utilize conventional uncorrelated and correlated MIMO
channel models for simulations since there is no specific
channel model for massive MIMO systems. Fig. 1 illustrates
the performance of the proposed detectors THDL, THDS , and
THDQ as a function of SNR for two scenarios: M = 15 and
M = 70, with Pfa = 0.01 and L = 30. For Pfa = 0.01 and
γ = −10 dB, all detectors achieve a detection probability
exceeding 99% when M = 70. Similarly, in the case of
M = 15, both THDL and THDQ exhibit similar performance
and outperform THDS . However, as the number of antennas
increases from M = 15 to M = 70, corresponding to higher
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(a)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
0

0.2

0.4
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0.8

1

(b)
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0.8

1

(c)

Fig. 2. ROC of proposed detectors for the case of correlated antennas for
different values of number of sample L, M = 30 and γ = −15dB, a)
THDL, b) THDS and c)THDQ

values of c, the performance gap between THDS and the
other two detectors diminishes. Furthermore, in this scenario,
THDL demonstrates slightly superior performance compared
to THDQ.

Figure 2 examines the effect of increasing the number of
samples on three proposed detectors for correlated anten-
nas, with a fixed number of antennas M = 30 and SNR
γ = −15 dB. It can be observed that as the number of
samples increases and the ratio c decreases, the detectors’
performance improves. However, this improvement becomes
less significant as the number of samples becomes larger. This
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(b)L = 50 and M = 70

Fig. 3. ROC of proposed detectors for a) c=0.9 b) c=1.4
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L=20

M=30
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M=30

Fig. 4. The comparison of THDL and THDQ for the uncalibrated and
correlated antennas

trend is particularly evident in Figure 2(b), where increasing
the number of samples from L = 90 to L = 120 results in
only a 2% improvement. Figures 1 and 2 further support our
previous argument regarding the greater impact of increasing
the number of antennas compared to the number of samples for
achieving more accurate spectrum sensing and higher detection
probabilities.

Figure 3 illustrates the Receiver Operating Characteristic
(ROC) curves for two cases: L = 50, M = 45 and L = 50,
M = 70, at a low SNR of γ = −15 dB. It is evident that
the detectors THDL and THDQ exhibit similar performance,
outperforming THDS . Due to its simpler form, THDL is a

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
0
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0.6

0.8

1

Fig. 5. ROC of the proposed detectors for different number of samples and
Pfa = 0.01 and γ = −10dB

84 86 88 90 92 94 96
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0.15
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Fig. 6. The comparison of the numerical and theoretical results for the
distribution of the proposed test statistics under hypothesis H0 for M = 90
and L = 30.

preferable choice in calibrated antenna cases. Furthermore, as
the ratio of antennas to samples (c) increases from c = 0.9
to c = 1.4, the performance gap between THDS and THDL

diminishes.
In addition, Figure 4 compares the performance of detectors

THDQ and THDL in the scenario of uncalibrated antennas.
To simulate this scenario, the noise covariance matrix is
assumed to be diagonal with randomly generated elements.
It is observed that the performance of the detectors degrades
compared to the calibrated antenna cases. For instance, with
the same number of antennas, samples, and SNR, the detection
probability of THDQ and THDL reduces by approximately
6% and 4%, respectively. Interestingly, in the absence of
calibration, the simpler detector THDL outperforms THDQ.
Moreover, it is noteworthy that with a fixed number of anten-
nas and an increase in the number of samples from L = 20
to L = 120, the performance gap between the two detectors
in the uncalibrated case widens.

Figure 5 presents the impact of SNR on the performance of
the proposed detectors. For a specific false alarm probability of
Pfa = 0.01, an average SNR of γ = −10 dB, a sample size of
L = 50, and an antenna count of M = 30, all detectors achieve
a detection probability exceeding 90%. Notably, it becomes
apparent that the performance improvement diminishes as the
number of samples and antennas increases beyond a certain
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Fig. 7. The comparison of the numerical and theoretical results for the
distribution of the proposed test statistics under hypothesis H0 for M = 90
and L = 30.
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Fig. 8. The comparison of the numerical and theoretical results for the
distribution of the proposed test statistics under hypothesis H0 for M = 90
and L = 30.

threshold. For instance, for the detector THDS in Fig. ?? by
increasing the number of samples from L = 90 to L = 120,
the probability of detection improves 1dB in terms of SNR.
Similarly in ?? by increasing the number of samples from
L = 90 to L = 120 the SNR improvement is only 0.3dB.

In conventional cases, when the number of dimensions of
the observation matrix is significantly smaller than the number
of samples, detectors such as GLR, Rao, and Wald tests follow
a chi-square distribution under the null hypothesis. However,
when dealing with large array antennas where the number
of antennas can exceed the number of samples, this chi-
square assumption is no longer valid. As discussed earlier,
detectors derived from RMT exhibit Gaussian distributions
in such scenarios. In this section, we validate this Gaussian
distribution assumption using simulation results.

We plot the histograms of the decision statistics for the
THDL, THDL, and THDL detectors under the hypothesis
H0, considering different values of M and L. Figures 6-8
illustrate these histograms, and it is evident that the means
and variances obtained from theoretical calculations closely
match the results obtained from Monte-Carlo simulations.
Through extensive simulations, we observe that the accuracy
of the approximations improves as the ratio of the number of
antennas to the number of samples approaches 1.

Another important finding from these figures is that the

mean and variance approximations for the THDL detector are
generally more accurate compared to the other two detectors.
This highlights the effectiveness of the THDL detector in cap-
turing the statistical characteristics of the large array antenna
scenario.

Overall, the simulation results support the validity of the
Gaussian distribution assumption for the derived detectors.
The accuracy of the approximations improves with a balanced
ratio of antennas to samples, and the THDL detector exhibits
superior performance in terms of mean and variance approxi-
mation.

VI. CONCLUSION

We studied the MASS by using a large array antenna in CR
networks. Using RMT, we derived and proposed three detec-
tors based on three particular forms of LSS, which correspond
to GLR, Frobenius norm, and Rao versions of conventional
MASS detectors. The performances of the proposed detectors
under the noise-only hypothesis were investigated by using
CLT for random matrices and the mean and variance of related
Gaussian distributions computed from the complex integrals.
The simulations results showed that the GLR version of a
large array antenna has the same form as conventional MASS
and, in most practical cases, has similar performance to the
proposed Rao test and with a simpler form. Also, it was shown
that the calculated Gaussian distribution is quite accurate and
can be used to calculate the threshold of decision making for
a given false alarm probability.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

For this detector g(z) = z and hence from (12) we have

ϕM (ω) = zM (ω) = ω
(
1− 1

L

M∑
m=1

λm
λm − ωM

)
(37)

In this case, the first term in (13) equals to zero and therefore,
we need to calculate the following integral

η̂ =
L

M
.
1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

(
1− 1

L

∑
m

λm

λm − ω

)(
1− 1

L

∑
i

λ2
i

(λi − ω)2
)
dω

(38)

Now by expansion of the terms in the integral and computing
them separately, we conclude that only the following term is
nonzero

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

1

L

∑
m

λm
ω − λm

dω =
1

L

∑
m

λm (39)

and as a result, we will obtain

THDL =
1

M

∑
m

λm =
1

M
tr(R) (40)

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 4

In this case, g(z) = z2 and therefore from (12)

ϕM (ω) = z2M (ω) = ω2
(
1− 1

L

M∑
m=1

λm
λm − ω

)2
(41)
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Now with regard to (13), we note that 1st integral is zero
because it is the integral of analytic function on a closed
contour and thus we need to calculate the following integral∮

C+
ω

ω
(
1− 1

L

∑
m

λm

λm − ω

)2(
1− 1

L

∑
i

λ2
i

(λi − ω)2
)
dω. (42)

We expand the terms inside the integral and calculate them
separately

ω
(
1 +

2

L

∑
m

λm
ω − λm

+
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλr
(ω − λm)(ω − λr)

)
×
(
1− 1

L

∑
i

λ2i
(λi − ω)2

)
(43)

Now for each of terms, we have

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

2

L

∑
m

λmω

ω − λm
dω =

2

L

∑
m

λ2m (44)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

− 1

L

∑
i

λ2iω

(ω − λi)2
dω = − 1

L

∑
m

λ2i (45)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλrω

(ω − λm)(ω − λr)
dω

=
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λ2mλr
(λm − λr)

+
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλ
2
r

(λr − λm)

=
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλr (46)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

− 2

L2

∑
m

∑
i

λmλ
2
iω

(ω − λm)(λi − ω)
2 dω = 0 (47)

The last term is zero since λi is a 2nd order pole is for one
special value of λi, the residue equals to

d

dω

( λmλ2iω
ω − λm

)∣∣
ω=λi

=
λmλ

2
i (ω − λm)− λmλ

2
iω

(ω − λm)2
∣∣
ω=λi

=
−λ2mλ2i

(λi − λM )2
(48)

and similarly because λm is a 1st order pole, for one special
λm, the residue is

λmλ
2
iω

(λi − ω)2
∣∣
λm

=
λ2mλ

2
i

(λi − λm)2
(49)

and as these expressions are equal with different signs,
according to the integral residue theorem, it will be zero, and
thus the final result is

THDS =
1

M
tr(R2) +

1

ML
(tr(R))2 (50)

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 5

For the case of quadratic function as g(z) = (z− 1)2, from
(12), we can write

ϕM (z) = (z − 1)2 = ω2
(ω − 1

ω
− 1

L

M∑
i=1

λi
λi − ω

)2
(51)

First term in (13) is zero since g(z) is an analytical function
and thus, we need to calculate the following integral

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

ω
(ω − 1

ω
− 1

L

∑
m

λm

λm − ω

)2(
1− 1

L

∑
i

λ2
i

(λi − ω)2
)
dω,

(52)

where the inside the integral can be expanded as

ω
( (ω − 1)2

ω2
+

2(ω − 1)

ωL

∑
m

λm

ω − λm
+

1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλr

(ω − λm)(ω − λr)

)(
1− 1

L

∑
i

λ2
i

(λi − ω)2
)

(53)

which to solve the integral, below, we calculate each of them
separately

∮
C+
ω

(ω − 1)2

ω
dω = 0, (54)

because of Cauchy integral theorem,

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

2(ω − 1)

L

∑
m

λm

ω − λm
dω =

2

L

∑
m

λm(λm − 1) (55)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλrω

(ω − λm)(ω − λr)
dω

=
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λ2mλr
(λm − λr)

+
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλ
2
r

(λr − λm)

=
1

L2

∑
m

∑
r

λmλr (56)

1

2πj

∮
C+
ω

− 1

L

∑
i

λi
2(ω − 1)

2

ω(ω − λi)
2 dω = − 1

L

∑
i

λ2i (57)

Since the ω a 2nd order pole and using the integral formula
of residues for particular ωi we have

d

dω

(λ2i (ω − 1)2

ω

)∣∣
ω=λi

=
2λ2i (ω − 1)ω − λ2i (ω − 1)2

ω2

∣∣
ω=λi

=λ2i − 1 (58)

∮
C+
ω

− 2

L2

∑
m

∑
i

λmλ
2
i (ω − 1)

(ω − λm)(λi − ω)
2 dω = 0. (59)

Because λi is a 2nd order pole is for a given λi, the residue
equals to

d

dω

(λmλ2
i (ω − 1)

ω − λm

)∣∣
ω=λi

=
λmλ2

i (ω − λm)− λmλ2
i (ω − 1)

(ω − λm)2
∣∣
ω=λi

=
λmλ2

i − λ2
mλ2

i

(λi − λM )2
(60)
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similarly for λm as a 1st order pole, the residue is equal to

λmλ
2
i (ω − 1)

(λi − ω)2
∣∣
λm

=
λmλ

2
i (λm − 1)

(λi − λm)2
(61)

which (61) is exactly (60) with different sign hence by the
total integral becomes zero. Finally, we notice that∮

C+
ω

− 1

L3

∑
m

∑
r

∑
i

λmλrλ
2
iω

(ω − λm)(ω − λr)(λi − ω)2
dω = 0 (62)

This is because λm is a 1st order pole and residue is equal to

λmλrλ
2
iω

(ω − λr)(λi − ω)
2

∣∣
ω=λm

=
λm

2λ2iλr

(λm − λr)(λi − λm)
2 (63)

The same way for λr as a 1st order poles, we obtain the
residue as

λmλrλ
2
iω

(ω − λm)(λi − ω)
2

∣∣
ω=λr

=
λr

2λ2iλm

(λr − λm)(λi − λr)
2 (64)

and λi as a 2nd order pole,

d

dω

( λmλrλ
2
iω

(ω − λm)(ω − λr)

)∣∣
ω=λi

(65)

=
λmλrλ

2
i (λi − λm)(λi − λr)− λmλrλ

3
i (2λi − λm − λr)

(λi − λm)2(λi − λr)2

which using all these results and after mathematical simpli-
fication, we get

(λ4iλrλm − λ2mλ
2
iλ

2
r)(λm − λr)

+ (λ2mλ
2
iλ

2
r − λ4iλrλm)(λm − λr) = 0 (66)

Consequently, given the above results, we have

THDQ =
1

M

∑
m

λ2m +
1

ML

∑
m

∑
r

λmλr −
2

M

∑
m

λm

=
1

M
tr(R2) +

1

ML
(tr(R))2 − 2

M
tr(R) (67)

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM

A. Mean Calculation

As we assumed a complex system model, according to
(16), µ will be zero. However, form [30], we know that the
average has another correction term which equals to MF c(g),
where F c(g) is related to Marcenko-Pastur distribution and
calculated as

F c(g) =

∫ b(c)

a(c)

g(z)

2πcz

√
(b(c)− z)(z − a(c))dz, (68)

where, a(c) = 1 − 2
√
c + c and b(c) = 1 + 2

√
c + c. By

defining the auxiliary variable ζ as z = 1 + c − 2
√
c cosζ,

then a(c) and b(c) will correspond to ζ = 0 and ζ = π and
for the square-root term we will have√

(b(c)− 1− c+ 2
√
2cosζ)(1 + c− 2

√
ccosζ − a(c)) = 4csin2ζ.

(69)

We first assume that g(z) = (z − 1)2 and therefore

F c(g) =

∫ π

0

(c− 2
√
ccosζ)24csin2ζ

2πc(1 + c− 2
√
ccosζ)

dζ (70)

Now we use change the variable as α = − 1+c
2
√
c

and hence
1+c−2

√
ccosζ = −2

√
c(cosζ+α), after some mathematical

manipulations we can conclude that F c(g) = c and therefore
the mean equals to Mc.

If we denote kth moments for the Marcenko-Pastur distri-
bution by βk , then from [23], we have

βk =
1

2πc

∫ b(c)

a(c)

xk−1
√
(b− x)(x− a)dx (71)

=

k−1∑
r=0

1

r + 1

(
k

r

)(
k − 1

r

)
cr

Now for g(z) = z and g(z) = z2, we notice that the
expression in (71) equals to β1 = 1 and β2 = c + 1,
respectively, and as a result, the means will be equal to M ,
M(c+ 1).

B. Variance

First, we note that in (11), if we assume m(z) is the Stieltjes
transform of F c = (1− c)1(0,∞) + cF c, we can obtain

z = − 1

m
+

c

1 +m
(72)

Now, to calculate the variance in (17) for the case of g(z) =
(z−1)2, we consider g(z1) = (z1−1)2 and g(z2) = (z2−1)2

which their product equals to

g(z1)g(z2) = z21z
2
2 − 2z21z2 − 2z1z

2
2

+ 4z1z2 + z21 + z22 − 2z1 − 2z2 + 1 (73)

and we calculate each of the terms separately. For∮ ∮
z1

(m1−m2)
dm1dm2 by substituting z1 in (72) and given

that the integral contour only contains only −1 as a pole and
assumes m2 fixed, we get∮ ∮

z1
(m1 −m2)

dm1dm2 = 2πj

∮
c

(1 +m2)2
dm2 = 0 (74)

Similarly,∮ ∮
z1

2

(m1 −m2)2
dm1dm2 =

∮ ( 2(c− 1)2

(1 +m2)3

+
2(c− 1)(3 +m2)

(1 +m2)3
+

2(2 +m2)

(1 +m2)3
)
dm2 = 0 (75)

Therefore, given the above results v(z21 − 2z1, 1) = 0 and
similarly, v(1, z22 − 2z2) = 0.

Now we have to calculate the following expressions

v(g) = v(z21 , z
2
2)− 2v(z21 , z2)− 2v(z1, z

2
2) + 4v(z1, z2) (76)

which we have:

v(z1, z2) =

∮ ∮
z1z2

(m1 −m2)
2 dm1dm2

=

∮
z2

∮
z1

(m1 −m2)2
dm1dm2 (77)

=

∮
cz2

(1 +m2)2
dm2 =

∮
c(c− 1)m2 − c

m2(1 +m2)3
dm2 = c
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v(z21 , z2) =

∮ ∮
z1

2z2

(m1 −m2)
2 dm1dm2

=

∮
z2

∮
z21

(m1 −m2)2
dm1dm2

=

∮ ( 2z2c

(1 +m2)2
+

2c2z2
(1 +m2)3

)
dm2

=

∮ (2c(c− 1)m2 − 2c

m2(1 +m2)3
+

2c2(c− 1)m2 − 2c2

m2(1 +m2)4
)
dm2

= 2c(c+ 1) (78)

v(z21 , z2) =

∮ ∮
z1

2z2
2

(m1 −m2)
2 dm1dm2

=

∮
z22

∮
z21

(m1 −m2)2
dm1dm2

=

∮ ( 2z22c

(1 +m2)2
+

2c2z22
(1 +m2)3

)
dm2

=

∮ (2c(c− 1)2m2
2 − 4c(c− 1)m2 + 2c

m2
2(1 +m2)4

dm2

+

∮
2c2(c− 1)2m2

2 − 4c2(c− 1)m2 + 2c2

m2
2(1 +m2)5

)
dm2

= 4c3 + 10c2 + 4c (79)

and finally as a result v(g) is equal to

v(g) = 4c3 + 10c2 + 4c− 8c2 − 8c+ 4c = 4c3 + 2c2 = 2c2(2c+ 1)
(80)

It should be noted that in the process of calculating the
variance for the function g(z) = z2 − 1, variance of functions
of g(z) = z and g(z) = z2 are also calculated.

REFERENCES

[1] Ahmad, Wan Siti Halimatul Munirah Wan, et al. ”5G technology:
Towards dynamic spectrum sharing using cognitive radio networks.”
IEEE access, no. 8, pp. 14460-14488, 2020.

[2] A. Taherpour, M. Nasiri-Kenari, and S. Gazor, ”Multiple antenna
spectrum sensing in cognitive radios,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless
Communications, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 814-823, 2010.

[3] A. A. Sardar, D. Roy, W. U. Mondal and G. Das, ”Coalition Formation
for Outsourced Spectrum Sensing in Cognitive Radio Network,”IEEE
Transactions on Cognitive Communications and Networking, vol. 9, no.
3, pp. 580-592, June 2023.

[4] Y. Wang, W. Xu, F. Wang, X. Qin, N. Ma and M. Pan, ”Robust Spectrum
Sensing Based on Phase Difference Distribution,” IEEE Transactions on
Cognitive Communications and Networking, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 28-42, Feb.
2023.

[5] Y. Zhang, S. Zhang, Y. Wang, J. Zhuang and P. Wan, ”Riemannian
Mean Shift-Based Data Fusion Scheme for Multi-Antenna Cooperative
Spectrum Sensing,”IEEE Transactions on Cognitive Communications
and Networking, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 47-56, March 2022.

[6] H. Mokhtarzadeh, A. Taherpour, A. Taherpour and S. Gazor, ”Through-
put Maximization in Energy Limited Full-Duplex Cognitive Radio
Networks,”IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 67, no. 8, pp.
5287-5296, Aug. 2019.

[7] T. Gong, Z. Yang and M. Zheng, ”Compressive Subspace Learning
Based Wideband Spectrum Sensing for Multiantenna Cognitive Radio,”
IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 6636-
6648, July 2019.

[8] E. Axell and E. G. Larsson, ”A unified framework for glrt-based spec-
trum sensing of signals with covariance matrices with known eigenvalue
multiplicities,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Acoustics, Speech, and Signal
Process. (ICASSP), Prague, 2011, pp. 2956-2959.

[9] S. Sedighi, A. Taherpour, and J. Sala, ”Spectrum Sensing Using
Correlated Receiving Multiple Antennas in Cognitive Radios,” IEEE
Trans.Wireless Commun., vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 5754–5766, Nov. 2013

[10] Z. Pourgharehkhan, A. Taherpour, J. Sala-Alvarez, and T. Khattab,
”Correlated Multiple Antennas Spectrum Sensing Under Calibration
Uncertainty,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 14,
no. 12, pp. 6777-6791, 2015.

[11] A. Leshem and A. van der Veen, ”Multichannel detection of Gaussian
signals with uncalibrated receivers,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters,
vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 120-122, 2001.

[12] L. Wei, P. Dharmawansa and O. Tirkkonen, ”Multiple Primary User
Spectrum Sensing in the Low SNR Regime,” IEEE Transactions on
Communications, vol. 61, no. 5, pp. 1720-1731, 2013.

[13] S. Sedighi, A. Taherpour, and S. Monfared, Bayesian generalised like-
lihood ratio test-based multiple antenna spectrum sensing for cognitive
radios, IET Commun., vol. 7, no. 18, pp. 2151-2165, 2013.

[14] Zhang, Junlin, et al. ”MIMO spectrum sensing for cognitive radio-based
Internet of things.” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol.7 no.9, pp.
8874-8885, 2020.

[15] S. M.Kay, Fundamentals of Statistical Signal Processing, Volume II:
Detection Theory. Prentice-Hall, 2000.

[16] S. Sedighi, A. Taherpour, S. Gazor, and T. Khattab, ”Eigenvalue-Based
Multiple Antenna Spectrum Sensing: Higher Order Moments,” IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 1168-
1184, 2017.

[17] M. Dohler, R. W. Heath, A. Lozano, C. B. Papadias, and R. A.
Valenzuela, “Is the PHY layer dead?” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 49,
no. 4, pp. 159–165, Apr. 2011

[18] R. W. Heath, S. W. Peters, Y. Wang, and J. Zhang, ”A current perspective
on distributed antenna systems for the downlink of cellular systems,”
IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 51, no. 4, pp. 161–167, Apr. 2013.

[19] Andrews, S. Buzzi, W. Choi, S. Hanly, A. Lozano, A. Soong, and
J. Zhang, ”What Will 5G Be?”, IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Communications, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1065-1082, 2014.

[20] F. Rusek et al., ”Scaling Up MIMO: Opportunities and Challenges with
Very Large Arrays,” IEEE Sig. Proc. Mag., vol. 30, Jan. 2013, pp. 40–60.

[21] E. Larsson, O. Edfors, F. Tufvesson, and T. Marzetta, ”Massive MIMO
for next-generation wireless systems,” IEEE Communications Magazine,
vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 186-195, 2014.

[22] Pucci, Lorenzo, Enrico Paolini, and Andrea Giorgetti. ”System-level
analysis of joint sensing and communication based on 5G new radio.”
IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications vol. 40, no. 7 pp.
2043-2055, 2022.

[23] Z. Bai, Spectral Analysis of Large Dimensional Random Matrices.
Dordrecht: Springer, 2010.

[24] J. Silverstein and Z. Bai, ”CLT for linear spectral statistics of large-
dimensional sample covariance matrices,” The Annals of Probability,
vol. 32, no. 1, pp. 553-605, 2004.

[25] A. Lytova and L. Pastur, ”Central limit theorem for linear eigenvalue
statistics of random matrices with independent entries,” The Annals of
Probability, vol. 37, no. 5, pp. 1778-1840, 2009.

[26] P. Bianchi, M. Debbah, M. Maida, and J. Najim, ”Performance of
statistical tests for single-source detection using random matrix theory,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 4, pp. 2400-2419, Apr. 2011.

[27] R. Couillet and M. Debbah, Random matrix methods for wireless
communications. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011.

[28] X. Mestre, ”On the Asymptotic Behavior of the Sample Estimates of
Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors of Covariance Matrices,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Signal Processing, vol. 56, no. 11, pp. 5353-5368, 2008.

[29] X. Mestre and P. Vallet, ”Correlation Tests and Linear Spectral Statistics
of the Sample Correlation Matrix,” IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, vol. 63, no. 7, pp. 4585-4618, 2017.

[30] Z. Bai, D. Jiang, J. Yao, and S. Zheng, ”Corrections to LRT on large-
dimensional covariance matrix by RMT,” The Annals of Statistics, vol.
37, no. 6, pp. 3822-3840, 2009.

[31] T. Anderson, ”An Introduction to Multivariate Statistical Analysis.” John
Wiley and Sons, 1984.

[32] A.Taherpour and M. Toghraei ”A Universal Multiple Antenna Test for
Spectrum Sensing” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 23, Issue. 2, pp
326 - 329, 2019

[33] J. Salz and J. Winters, ”Effect of fading correlation on adaptive arrays
in digital mobile radio,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 43, no. 4, pp.
1049-1057, Nov. 1994

[34] G. Seber, A Matrix Handbook for Statisticians. New York, NY: John
Wiley, 2008.


	Introduction
	Problem Formulation and Random Matrix Theory Preliminaries
	System Model
	Random Matrix Theory Preliminary

	Proposed Detectors for Large Array Antennas
	Linear Function: High-Dimensional GLR Test
	Square Function: High-Dimensional Frobenius Norm Test
	Quadratic Function: High-Dimensional Complex Rao Test

	Distributions Under Noise Hypothesis: False Alarm Probability
	Simulation Results
	Conclusion
	Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 3
	Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 4
	Appendix C: Proof of Theorem 5
	Appendix D: Proof of Theorem 
	Mean Calculation
	Variance

	References

