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Efficient Algorithm Design of Dynamic Spectrum
Access by Whittle Index

Keqin Liu∗, Yiying Zhang, and Zhi Ding

Abstract—This study addresses the dynamic spectrum access
problem in a wireless sub-network that shares channels with a
parent network. We approach the sequential channel allocation
problem using a restless multi-armed bandits (RMAB) frame-
work. Our objective is to maximize the expected discounted
return over an infinite horizon while minimizing interference
to the parent network caused by shared channels with the sub-
network. Due to the unavailability of direct observations of the
true channel state, we leverage the channel quality indicator
(CQI) feedback provided by users. However, the RMAB problem
is widely acknowledged as PSPACE-hard even for finite-state
models. To overcome this challenge, we propose a closed-form
channel index function using an iterative online approximation
method to approximate the well-known Whittle index policy,
which offers a low-complexity solution for ranking the available
channels that has an infinite state space. Through extensive
numerical simulation experiments, we demonstrate the superior
performance and robustness of our proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Dynamic spectrum access, limited observations,
restless multi-armed bandit, Whittle index.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Dynamic Spectrum Access

DYNAMIC spectrum access (DSA) refers to the process
of efficiently allocating radio resources within a sub-

network to ensure optimal performance and quality of service
(QoS) for its users. For example, in 4G-HeNB network,
a small, low-power cellular base station (like a femtocell)
provides localized coverage within a limited area, typically
in urban high-density areas, by sharing a set of wireless
channels with the main/parent network. Effective sequential
resource scheduling involves the coordination and allocation
of available channels (temporarily not used by the main
network) to multiple user devices connected to the small base
station [1]. The main challenge here is that the sub-network
cannot perfectly observe the availabilities of chosen channels
and the channel availabilities are themselves time-varying. In
order to achieve high efficiency in radio resource sharing for
future 5G deployment of DSA, the primary objective is to
maximize sub-network throughput, minimize interference with
the parent network, and enhance overall network performance
over long-run [2].
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To achieve efficient channel allocation for DSA, various
algorithms and techniques are employed in different network
structures [3]–[12]. These include channel allocation and in-
terference management. Channel allocation requires that the
wireless scheduler assigns appropriate channels to user devices
based on factors such as channel quality, interference levels,
and user priority. The allocation is dynamic, depending on the
network requirements and traffic conditions. Meanwhile, the
scheduler also needs to mitigate interference to other networks
sharing the same set of channels. Interference coordination
techniques are employed to optimize spectral efficiency and
minimize cross-network interference.

Overall, DSA plays a crucial role in optimizing resource
utilization, managing interference, and providing a satisfactory
user experience within the localized coverage area of the sub-
network. It enables efficient and reliable communication for
a diverse range of user devices while maintaining network
performance objectives. In this paper, we mainly focus on
the optimization of channel allocation for maximizing the
expected data throughput of the sub-network over long-run.

B. Restless Multi-armed Bandit Problem

In this paper, we will formulate our channel allocation prob-
lem as a restless multi-armed bandit process (RMAB). RMAB
is a generalization of the classical multi-armed bandit problem
(MAB). MAB is a well-known mathematical model that serves
as a foundational framework for dynamic resource allocation
problems and has been widely used in multiple fields [13]–
[15]. In the classical formulation, a player is challenged by the
task of selecting a single arm out of N options, subsequently
receiving a random reward dependent on the state of the arm.
The chosen arm undergoes a state transition according to a
Markovian rule while other arms do not change their states.
At all time, the states of all arms are perfectly observable.
The player’s goal is to maximize their cumulative discounted
reward over an infinite time interval according to a specific
arm selection policy. The inception of the general MAB
concept can be traced back to its original exposition in 1933
[16], and despite subsequent research endeavors, it remains
partially unresolved. Gittins made noteworthy advancements
by addressing the curse of dimensionality of the classical MAB
problem, effectively reducing the complexity from an N -
dimensional problem to N individual 1-dimensional problems
[17], [18].

Whittle further extended the classical MAB formulation
and introduced the more comprehensive variant, the restless
multi-armed bandit (RMAB) problem [19]. In RMAB, the
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player is granted to select K arms from the available N
arms (where 1 ≤ K ≤ N ), and passive (unselected) arms
can also alter their states, either of which generalizations
made Gittins’s approach (called Gittins index) suboptimal.
Employing Lagrangian relaxation techniques, Whittle devised
an indexing policy that generalizes Gittins index for a much
broader spectrum of problems. This policy assigns an index
(called Whittle index) to each arm dependent on the state
of the arm. At each time, the player selects arms currently
with the top K largest indices. Whittle’s generalization has
exhibited remarkable performance in both theoretical and
numerical investigations [20]–[23]. Nonetheless, establishing
the essential condition for the existence of the Whittle index,
known as indexability, and computing the Whittle index when
it does exist pose significant challenges. Researchers have
demonstrated that the RMAB problem with a finite state space
is classified as PSPACE-HARD problem [24]. In this paper,
we formulate the channel allocation problem as an RMAB
with an infinite state space and construct an efficient algorithm
to compute the Whittle index with arbitrary precision that
achieves a near-optimal performance.

C. Related Work

Numerous prior studies have investigated the channel allo-
cation problem in similar network models [3]–[12], [25], [26].
Previous research has shown that the problem can be viewed as
an MAB [27]–[29]. Nevertheless, relatively fewer works have
applied this framework to heterogeneous networks (HetNets)
[27], [28]. In HetNets, one of the common assumptions made
before regarding the ability to directly observe the channel
states no longer hold true without transparent and continuous
coordination between the heterogeneous networks, e.g., macro
base station (MBS) and femto base stations (FBSs). Achieving
such coordination would require additional processing and
consume more bandwidth. Our approach differs from previous
studies by not assuming that the sub-network has access to
instantaneous channel state information. Instead, our proposed
method leverages practical channel quality indicator (CQI)
reports as a partial and error-prone observation of the channel
state.

Moreover, given that the RMAB problem is classified as
a PSPACE-HARD problem and direct computation of the
Whittle index is time-consuming or infeasible for infinite-state
models, some researchers have also considered computing
Whittle index approximately to attain a better performance
over the myopic policy. In [30], a very coarse approximation
to the Whittle index was numerically studied without a theoret-
ical proof on indexability. In this paper, however, we employ
an alternative approximation method to compute the Whittle
index with arbitrarily high precision and observe significantly
improved performance compared to the previous approach by
numerical examples. Sufficient conditions for indexability are
also established theoretically.

D. Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we present the system model and the RMAB formulation of

Fig. 1. The system model

the channel allocation problem. In Section III, we introduce the
basic concepts of indexability and Whittle index, prove some
important properties of value functions that will be useful
in the following analysis, and derive sufficient conditions
for indexability and the threshold structure of the optimal
policy for the decoupled single-arm problem. In Section IV,
under the conditions derived in Section III, we propose an
iterative method to approximate value functions, provide the
approximated Whittle index in a closed form, and finish the
construction of the approximated Whittle index policy (AWI).
In Section V, results of numerical experiments are provided
to demonstrate the effectiveness of our generalized AWI
compared with another approximated Whittle index policy
proposed in [30]. Finally, Section VI concludes this paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

The system model comprises a parent network and a sub-
network that shares a certain number of channels with the
former. The goal of channel allocation is to optimize the
selection of channels of the sub-network so that we can
maximize total throughput while minimizing interference to
the parent network.

In Fig.1, the larger-sized MBS is a base station of the
parent network while a smaller FBS of the sub-network is
choosing among a set of channels allowed to be shared with
the MBS. Due to resource limits and interference constraints,
at each time, the FBS can only choose a portion of the shared
channels to assign to the sub-network users for transmitting
data. However, the data transmission can be successful only
if the assigned channel is in the good state (currently not
used by the MBS of the parent network). For each shared
channel, we adopt the widely recognized 2-state Markov
model, also known as Gilbert-Elliott model as shown in Fig.1.
Let S ∈ {0 (poor) , 1 (good)} represent the current state of a
channel. The probabilities p0 and p1 indicate the likelihood
of a channel being in the poor or good state, respectively.
The transition probabilities between the two states 0 and 1
are denoted by p00, p01, p10 and p11. By employing cognitive
capabilities, the FBS of the sub-network can acquire the CQI
from a channel it just chose, denoted by q (t) ∈ Z at time t.
In our study, let K denote the number of CQI levels under
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TABLE I
NOTATIONS

n index of a specific channel

N number of shared channels in consideration

M number of channels chosen at each time

S state of a channel

B throughput of a channel

p0, p1 likelihood of a channel being in the poor or good state

pij transition probability between channel states

q observed CQI level of a channel

K number of CQI levels

pi,s probability of observing q = i given S = s

a action taken for a channel

ω belief state of a channel

investigation. Consequently, q(t) satisfies the condition that
1 ≤ q (t) ≤ K. Note that CQI levels are not channel
states but contain information about the current state of a
channel. Specifically, there is a known probability of observing
a specific CQI level given a channel state as shown in Table I.
Our main notations are summarized in Table I.

B. Restless Multi-armed Bandit Formulation

Assume that the sub-network has N shared channels that
are available to use. At each time instance, it is required to
select M channels (1 ≤ M ≤ N ) for data transmission. For a
given channel n, if it is chosen (active) at time t, we denote
the action an (t) = 1; otherwise an (t) = 0. This is subject to
the constraint that the number of active channels at each time
equals M (

∑N
n=1 an (t) = M ).

Considering the unavailability of real-time channel state
information in HetNets, we incorporate the general theory
of partially observable Markov decision processes (POMDPs)
[31] into our model. Specifically, we employ the belief state
vector as the system state for decision-making purposes. The
belief state vector, denoted by ω(t), comprises the instanta-
neous belief states of the N channels. Specifically, the belief
state of channel n at time t is defined as

ωn(t) = Pr(Sn(t) = 1 | past observations on channel n).
(1)

Following the Bayes’ rule, it can be proven that the evolution
of belief state itself is a Markov process with an infinite state
space. The transition probability of ωn (t) can be described as

ωn(t+ 1) =

{
ωn,i(t), an(t) = 1, qn(t) = i

Tn(ωn(t)), an(t) = 0.
(2)

where Tn(ω) is the belief update when passive action is taken
on belief state ω, hence no observation of CQI such that

Tn(ω) = p
(n)
11 ω + p

(n)
01 (1− ω). (3)

We can also compute the belief update for successively k
passive steps from the initial belief state ω as

T k
n (ω)

=
p
(n)
01 −

(
p
(n)
11 − p

(n)
01

)k (
p
(n)
01 −

(
1 + p

(n)
01 − p

(n)
11

)
ω
)

1 + p
(n)
01 − p

(n)
11

(4)

Moreover, if we let k tend to infinity, we can get the steady
state belief value

ωn,s = lim
k→∞

T k
n (ω) =

p
(n)
01

1 + p
(n)
01 − p

(n)
11

. (5)

Alternatively, when the channel is active, the belief update is

ωn,i(t) = T (Pr(Sn(t) = 1 | qn(t) = i, ωn(t)))

= T

(
p
(n)
i,1 ωn(t)

p
(n)
i,1 ωn(t) + p

(n)
i,0 (1− ωn(t))

)

=
p
(n)
11 p

(n)
i,1 ωn(t) + p

(n)
01 p

(n)
i,0 (1− ωn(t))

p
(n)
i,1 ωn(t) + p

(n)
i,0 (1− ωn(t))

,

(6)

where p
(n)
i,1 , p

(n)
i,0 are the probabilities of observing qn(t) = i

when the channel n is in the good (S = 1) or poor (S =

0) state, respectively. And it is obvious that
∑K

i=1 p
(n)
i,1 = 1

and
∑K

i=1 p
(n)
i,0 = 1. Moreover, the probability of observing a

certain CQI given ωn(t) is given by

p
(n)
i (ωn(t)) = Pr(qn(t) = i|ωn(t))

= p
(n)
i,1 ωn(t) + p

(n)
i,0 (1− ωn(t)).

(7)

Given the initial belief state vector ω(1), we can formulate
the channel allocation problem as a constrained optimization
problem

max
π

Eπ

[ ∞∑
t=1

βt−1Rπ(t) | ω(1)

]
, (8)

subject to
N∑

n=1

an(t) = M, (9)
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where β ∈ [0, 1] is the discount factor to balance the impor-
tance of the instantaneous and future rewards. And the reward
function is defined as

Rπ(t) =

N∑
n=1

1{an(t)=1}Sn(t)Bn, (10)

where Bn is the throughput of channel n.
Introducing the Lagrangian multiplier m and applying the

Lagrangian relaxation as Whittle did in [19], we can simplify
the N -channel optimization problem to a single-channel sce-
nario:

max
π:ωn(t)→{0,1}

Eπ

[ ∞∑
t=1

βt−1R̃(n)
π (t) | ωn(1) = ω

]
, (11)

where

R̃(n)
π (t) = 1{an(t)=1}Sn(t)Bn +m · 1{an(t)=0}. (12)

The optimal value of the unconstrained optimization prob-
lem (11) is denoted by V

(n)
β,m(ω), and it is equivalent to

V
(n)
β,m(ω) = max{V (n)

β,m(ω; a = 0), V
(n)
β,m(ω; a = 1)}, (13)

where V
(n)
β,m(ω; a = 1) and V

(n)
β,m(ω; a = 0) represent the

optimal value of (11) when channel n is chosen or not chosen
at the initial belief state ω, respectively. To simplify the
presentation and without loss of generality, we will omit the
superscript (n) and subscript n and set B = 1, considering
a single-armed bandit problem in the following. And we can
prove that the value function for passive and active actions
satisfy the dynamic equations below

Vβ,m(ω; a = 0) = m+ βVβ,m(T (ω)), (14)

Vβ,m(ω; a = 1) = ω + β

K∑
i=1

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]Vβ,m (ωi) .

(15)

III. INDEXABILITY AND THRESHOLD POLICY

Define passive set P (m) as the collection of all belief states
where the optimal action is to be passive (a = 0)

P (m) = {ω : Vβ,m(ω; a = 1) ≤ Vβ,m(ω; a = 0)}. (16)

The indexability of a restless multi-armed bandit is defined
as A restless multi-armed bandit is considered indexable if
for each single-armed bandit problem with Lagrangian mul-
tiplier m, the passive set P (m) monotonically expands from
the empty set to the entire state space as m increases from
−∞ to +∞ [22]. According to [28], under indexability, the
Whittle index W (ω) for a particular belief state ω is defined
as follows:

W (ω) = inf{m : Vβ,m(ω; a = 1) = Vβ,m(ω; a = 0)}. (17)

A. Properties of Value Functions

To prove the indexability of the RMAB problem and derive
the threshold structure of the optimal policy for relaxed
single-armed bandit problem (11), we need to investigate the
properties of value functions Vβ,m(ω; a = 1), Vβ,m(ω; a = 0)
and Vβ,m(ω). We divide this process into two steps, following
the approach in [32]. First, we examine the properties of
value functions in finite horizons. Then, utilizing the uniform
convergence theorem, we extend these conclusions to the case
of an infinite horizon.

We introduce the T -horizon value function V1,T,β,m(ω) as
follows:

V1,T,β,m(ω) = max
π

Eπ

[
T∑

t=1

βt−1R̃π(t) | ω(1) = ω

]
, (18)

where π : ω(t) → {0, 1} is a policy determining whether or
not to activate the arm based on its current belief state. Then
it is obvious that

V1,T,β,m(ω)

= max{V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 0), V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1)}. (19)

And finite-horizon action value functions also satisfy the
similar dynamic equations as (14) and (15):

V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 0) = m+ βV1,T−1,β,m(T (ω)), (20)
V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1)

= ω + β

K∑
i=1

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]V1,T−1β,m (ωi) , (21)

where V1,0,β,m(ω) ≡ 0. Utilizing the above recursive formulas
and mathematical induction, we analyze the properties of
V1,T,β,m(ω).

Lemma 1: V1,T,β,m(ω) is piecewise linear and convex in
both ω and m for any T ≥ 1.

Proof: Consider first T = 1. It is clear that

V1,1,β,m(ω) = max{m,ω} =

{
m, ω < m

ω, ω ≥ m

is the maximum of two linear equations and thus piecewise
linear and convex in both ω and m. Based on the recursive
formulas and the induction hypothesis that V1,T−1,β,m(ω)
is piecewise linear in both ω and m, we can prove that
V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 0) and V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1) are still piece-
wise linear in both ω and m. Note that the recursive equa-
tion (21) leads to the following term in the expression of
V1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1),

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]V1,T−1β,m (ωi) ,

which has a coefficient [pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)] also appeared as
the denominator in the expression of ωi. Finally we obtain
that V1,T,β,m(ω) is the maximum of two piecewise linear
and convex functions and thus piecewise linear and convex
in both ω and m.

Lemma 2: If p11 > p01, V1,T,β,m(ω) is monotonically
increasing with ω ∈ [0, 1] for any T ≥ 1.
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Proof: Since the function V1,T,β,m(ω) is piecewise linear,
demonstrating the monotonically increasing nature of the
continuous function V1,T,β,m(ω) with respect to ω can be
achieved by proving

V ′
1,T,β,m(ω) ≥ 0, ∀ ω ∈ (0, 1), (22)

where V ′
1,T,β,m(ω) represents the right derivative of the func-

tion V1,T,β,m(ω) with respect to ω.
In the case of T = 1, it is evident that V1,1,β,m(ω) =

max{ω,m} has a non-negative right derivative of either 1 or 0.
Now, assuming that (22) holds for T , we analyse the case of
T + 1. Let

V1,T+1,β,m(ω) = max{fT (ω), gT (ω)} (23)

with

fT (ω) = m+ βV1,T,β,m(T (ω)), (24)

gT (ω) = ω + β

K∑
i=1

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]V1,T,β,m (ωi) .

(25)

Let

ωi = T
(

pi,1ω

pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)

)
= T (ϕi(ω)) . (26)

Taking the derivatives with respect to ω, we have

f ′
T (ω) = β(p11 − p01)V

′
1,T,β,m(T (ω)), (27)

g′T (ω) = 1 + β

K∑
i=1

(pi,1 − pi,0)V1,T,β,m (T (ϕi(ω)))

+ β

K∑
i=1

V ′
1,T,β,m (T (ϕi(ω)))

pi,1pi,0(p11 − p01)

pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)
.

(28)

When p11 > p01, according to the induction hypothesis
and (27), it is straightforward to conclude that f ′

T (ω) ≥ 0
and thus fT (ω) is monotonically increasing. To prove the
monotonicity of gT (ω), we begin by analyzing the properties
of the function ϕi. Let P and N denote the sets of CQI signals
that satisfy

P = {i : pi,1−pi,0 ≥ 0}, N = {i : pi,1−pi,0 < 0}. (29)

Suppose that i ∈ P and j ∈ N , then we have

ϕi(ω)− ϕj(ω)

=
(pi,1pj,0 − pi,0pj,1)ω(1− ω)

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)] [pj,1ω + pj,0(1− ω)]
≥ 0. (30)

Considering that T and V1,T,β,m(ω) are both monotonically
increasing under the condition p11 > p01, for any i ∈ P ,
j ∈ N , we obtain

V1,T,β,m (T (ϕi(ω))) ≥ V1,T,β,m (T (ϕj(ω))) . (31)

Thus we have

g′T (ω) ≥ β
∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0)V1,T,β,m (T (ϕi(ω)))

+ β
∑
j∈N

(pj,1 − pj,0)V1,T,β,m (T (ϕj(ω)))

≥ β[
∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0) +
∑
j∈N

(pj,1 − pj,0)]

·max
j∈N

{V1,T,β,m (T (ϕj(ω)))}

≥ 0.

This establishes the property of gT (ω) being monotonically
increasing. Consequently, V1,T,β,m(ω) = max{fT (ω), gT (ω}
is also monotonically increasing, thereby concluding the proof.

Lemma 3: We assume that the discount factor β ∈ (0, 1)
satisfies

β <
1

|p11 − p01|
[
1 + 2

∑
i∈P (pi,1 − pi,0)

] . (32)

Then for all T ≥ 1 and ω, ω′ ∈ [0, 1], we have

|V1,T,β,m(ω)− V1,T,β,m(ω′)| ≤ C|ω − ω′|, (33)

where C = 1

1−β|p11−p01|[1+2
∑

i∈P (pi,1−pi,0)]
.

Proof: In fact, we prove the conclusion above by directly
proving that

|V ′
1,T,β,m(ω)| ≤ C, ∀ T ≥ 1, ω ∈ (0, 1). (34)

In the case of T = 1, |V ′
1,1,β,m(ω)| ≤ 1 ≤ C. Then under

the induction hypothesis that |V ′
1,T,β,m(ω)| ≤ C, we need to

prove |V ′
1,T+1,β,m(ω)| ≤ C. Recall the right derivatives f ′

T (ω)
and g′T (ω) in (27) and (28). It is obvious that

|f ′
T (ω)| ≤ βC|p11 − p01|. (35)

Meanwhile, note that∣∣∣∣ pi,1pi,0(p11 − p01)

pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ max{pi,1, pi,0}|p11 − p01|, (36)

∣∣∣∣∣
K∑
i=1

(pi,1 − pi,0)V1,T,β,m (T (ϕi(ω)))

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C|p11 − p01|

∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0). (37)

Thus we obtain the bound on g′T (ω)

|g′T (ω)− 1| ≤ βC|p11 − p01|

[
1 + 2

∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0)

]
. (38)

From (35) and (38), we conclude that∣∣V ′
1,T+1,β,m(ω)

∣∣
≤ 1 + βC|p11 − p01|

[
1 + 2

∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0)

]
= C.

The induction process implies that

|V ′
1,T,β,m(ω)| ≤ C, ∀ T ≥ 1, ω ∈ (0, 1).
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Thus the proof is finished.
Lemma 4: Suppose that p11 > p01 and

β ≤ 1

2(p11 − p01)
[
1 +

∑
i∈P (pi,1 − pi,0)

] , (39)

then we have

V ′
1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1) ≥ V ′

1,T,β,m(ω; a = 0), (40)

where V ′
1,T,β,m(ω; a = k) denotes the right derivative of

V1,T,β,m(ω; a = k) at ω for k ∈ {0, 1}. The above inequality
is also true if p01 > p11 and

β ≤ 1

(p01 − p11)
[
3 + 4

∑
i∈P (pi,1 − pi,0)

] . (41)

Proof: Again, we prove by mathematical induction on the
time horizon T . When T = 1, it is clear that

V ′
1,1,β,m(ω; a = 1) = 1 > V ′

1,1,β,m(ω; a = 0) = 0.

Assume that V ′
1,T,β,m(ω; a = 1) ≥ V ′

1,T,β,m(ω; a = 0). If
p01 > p11 and

β ≤ 1

(p01 − p11)
[
3 + 4

∑
i∈P (pi,1 − pi,0)

] ,
we obtain that

βC(p01−p11) ≤ 1−βC(p01−p11)

[
1 + 2

∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0)

]
,

which shows that f ′
T (ω) ≥ g′T (ω) according to (35) and (38).

On the other hand, if p11 > p01, V1,T,β,m(ω) is increasing
with ω with nonnegative right derivatives by Lemma 2. We
can thus obtain tighter bounds on f ′

T (ω) and g′T (ω)

1 ≤ f ′
T (ω) ≤ 1 + βC(p11 − p01)

[
1 + 2

∑
i∈P

(pi,1 − pi,0)

]
,

0 ≤ g′T (ω) ≤ βC(p11 − p01).

When we choose

β ≤ 1

2(p11 − p01)
[
1 +

∑
i∈P (pi,1 − pi,0)

] ,
it is clear that βC(p11−p01) ≤ 1, which shows that f ′

T (ω) ≥
g′T (ω). The proof is thus complete.

B. Optimality of Threshold Policy

In this section, we demonstrate that the optimal single-
armed policy is a threshold policy, subject to the constraints
on the discount factor β outlined in the previous section. We
still begin with the finite-horizon case.

For a T -horizon single-armed bandit problem, a threshold
policy πT is defined by a time-dependent real number ωT,β(m)
such that

aT,m(ω) =

{
1, if ω > ωT,β(m);

0, if ω ≤ ωT,β(m).
(42)

Intuitively, as the value of ω increases, so does the expected
immediate reward, which in turn makes activating the arm

more appealing. The following theorem formalizes this intu-
ition under specific conditions.

Theorem 1: Suppose that p11 > p01 and β satisfies the
inequality (39). For any T ≥ 1, the optimal T -horizon single-
armed policy π∗

T is a threshold policy, which means that there
exists ω∗

T,β(m) ∈ R such that under π∗
T , the optimal action is

a∗T,m(ω) =

{
1, if ω > ω∗

T,β(m);

0, if ω ≤ ω∗
T,β(m).

(43)

Furthermore, at the threshold belief state ω∗
T,β(m),

V1,T,β,m(ω∗
T,β(m); a = 1) = V1,T,β,m(ω∗

T,β(m); a = 0).
(44)

The conclusion is also true for the case that p01 > p11 and β
satisfies the inequality (41).

In the next theorem, we show that the optimal single-armed
policy over the infinite horizon is also a threshold policy under
the same conditions.

Theorem 2: Fix the Lagrangian multiplier m. The finite-
horizon value functions V1,T,β,m(·), V1,T,β,m(·; a = 1) and
V1,T,β,m(·; a = 0) uniformly converge to the infinite-horizon
value functions Vβ,m(·), Vβ,m(·; a = 1) and Vβ,m(·; a = 0)
which consequently possess the same properties established in
Lemma 2-3 and Theorem 1.

Utilizing the properties of value functions, the proof of
Theorem 1 and 2 are the same as those of Theorem 2.5 and 2.6
in [32], so we omit it here. Thus far we have established the
threshold structure of the optimal single-armed policy based
on the analysis of Vβ,m(ω) as a function of the belief state ω
with m fixed.

C. Indexability

Based on the definition of indexability and the threshold
structure of the optimal policy for the relaxed single-armed
bandit problem (11), establishing the indexability of our model
is equivalent to proving that the threshold ω∗

β(m) is monoton-
ically increasing with respect to m.

To investigate the sufficient condition for indexability, we
now examine the properties of Vβ,m(ω) as a function of the
Lagrangian multiplier m with the initial belief state ω fixed.

Lemma 5: Given the initial belief state ω, value function
Vβ,m(ω) is convex in m. Furthermore, The left and right
derivatives of Vβ,m(ω) with respect to m exist at every point
m0 ∈ R.

Proof: In fact, for any given values of m1, m2 and θ ∈
(0, 1), when we apply the optimal policy π∗

β(θm1+(1−θ)m2)
of Vβ,θm1+(1−θ)m2

(ω) to the problem with Lagrangian mul-
tipliers m1 and m2 respectively, it cannot surpass the perfor-
mance achieved by the optimal policies π∗

β(m1) and π∗
β(m2)

for Vβ,m1(ω) and Vβ,m2(ω). To be more explicit, let ra and
rp(m) represent the expected total discounted reward from
active and passive actions under policy π∗

β(θm1+(1− θ)m2)
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applied to the problem with Lagrangian multipliers m and
initial belief state ω, then we have

θVβ,m1
(ω)+(1− θ)Vβ,m2

(ω)

≥θ(ra + rp(m1)) + (1− θ)(ra + rp(m2))

=ra + rp(θm1 + (1− θ)m2)

=Vβ,θm1+(1−θ)m2
(ω).

This shows the convexity of value function Vβ,m(ω) with
respect to m. Since Vβ,m(ω) is convex in m, it is obvious
that its left and right derivatives with m exist at every point
m0 ∈ R, according to the properties of convex functions.

Lemma 6: Given the initial belief state ω, value function
Vβ,m(ω) is differentiable almost everywhere in m.

Proof: Consider two policies π∗
β(m1) and π∗

β(m2) achiev-
ing Vβ,m1

(ω) and Vβ,m2
(ω) for any m1, m2 ∈ R, respectively.

Utilizing the similar trick as the proof of Lemma 5, let ra be
the expected total discounted reward from the active action
and rp(m) that from the passive action under π∗

β(m1) applied
to the problem with Lagrangian multiplier m, then

Vβ,m1(ω) = ra + rp(m1), Vβ,m2(ω) ≥ ra + rp(m2).

Thus we can obtain that

Vβ,m1
(ω)− Vβ,m2

(ω) ≤ ra + rp(m1)− ra − rp(m2)

= rp(m1 −m2)

≤ 1

1− β
|m1 −m2|.

Interchanging Vβ,m1
(ω) and Vβ,m2

(ω) by the symmetry of the
problem, we obtain the conclusion that Vβ,m(ω) is Lipschitz
continuous in m, that is

|Vβ,m1
(ω)− Vβ,m2

(ω)| ≤ 1

1− β
|m1 −m2|.

Consequently, according to Rademacher theorem [33],
Vβ,m(ω) is differentiable almost everywhere in m.

In the following theorem, we formalize the relationship be-
tween value function and passive time and provide a sufficient
condition for the indexability of our model.

Theorem 3: Let Π∗
β(m) denote the set of all optimal single-

armed policies achieving Vβ,m(ω) with initial belief state ω.
Define the passive time as

Dβ,m(ω) = max
π∗
β
(m)∈Π∗

β
(m)

Eπ∗
β
(m)

[
∞∑
t=1

βt−1
1{a(t)=0} | ω(1) = ω

]
.

(45)
The right derivative of the value function Vβ,m(ω) with m,

denoted by dVβ,m(ω)
(dm)+ , exists at every value of m and

dVβ,m(ω)

(dm)+

∣∣∣∣
m=m0

= Dβ,m0(ω). (46)

Furthermore, the single-armed bandit is indexable if at least
one of the following condition is satisfied:

1) for any m0 ∈ [0, 1), the optimal policy is a threshold
policy with threshold ω∗

β(m0) ∈ [0, 1) (if the threshold
is a closed interval then the right end is selected) and

dVβ,m

(
ω∗
β (m0) ; a = 0

)
(dm)+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
m=m0

>
dVβ,m

(
ω∗
β (m0) ; a = 1

)
(dm)+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
m=m0

. (47)

2) for any m0 ∈ R and ω ∈ P (m0), we have

dVβ,m (ω; a = 0)

(dm)+

∣∣∣∣
m=m0

≥ dVβ,m (ω; a = 1)

(dm)+

∣∣∣∣
m=m0

.

(48)

The proof follows directly from the argument of Theorem 2.7
in [32], with only tiny difference. So we omit it here.

Theorem 3 provides a direct way for checking the indexa-
bility of the bandit problem with the help of the passive times.
And because of this, we can present the sufficient condition
for the indexability of our problem.

Corollary 1: The restless single-armed bandit problem is
indexable if the discount factor β ≤ 0.5.

Proof: Similar as the dynamic equations that value func-
tions Vβ,m(ω) satisfy, the passive time also has its own
dynamic equations

Dβ,m(ω; a = 0) = 1 + βDβ,m(T (ω)), (49)

Dβ,m(ω; a = 1) = β

K∑
i=1

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]Dβ,m(ωi).

(50)

Thus the equation (48) is equivalent to

1 + βDβ,m(T (ω)) ≥ β

K∑
i=1

[pi,1ω + pi,0(1− ω)]Dβ,m(ωi).

(51)
The above inequality clearly holds if β ≤ 0.5 since Dβ,m(·) ∈
[0, 1

1−β ] for any m ∈ R.

IV. APPROXIMATED WHITTLE INDEX

According to Theorem 2 and Corollary 1, we assume that
the following condition is satisfied such that the optimal policy
for the relaxed single-armed bandit problem is a threshold
policy and the indexability holds

β ≤


min

{
1

2|pd|[1+
∑

i∈P (pi,1−pi,0)]
, 0.5

}
, p11 > p01

min

{
1

|pd|[3+4
∑

i∈P (pi,1−pi,0)]
, 0.5

}
, p11 < p01

,

(52)
where pd = p11 − p01. Given any belief state ω, to solve for
the Whittle index W (ω) under indexability, we need to find
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out the minimum Lagrangian multiplier m that satisfies the
system of equations below

Vβ,m(ω; a = 1) = Vβ,m(ω; a = 0),

Vβ,m(ω; a = 1) = ω + β

K∑
i=1

pi(ω)Vβ,m (ωi) ,

Vβ,m(ω; a = 0) = m+ βVβ,m(T (ω)).

(53)

Before solving the equations above and deriving the approx-
imated Whittle index utilizing the threhold structure of the
optimal policy, we first present the concept of first crossing
time. Given two belief state ω and ω′, the first crossing time
is defined as

L(ω, ω′) = min
0≤k<∞

{k : T k(ω) > ω′}, (54)

where we set T 0(ω) = ω and

L(ω, ω′) = +∞, if T k(ω) ≤ ω′ for all k ≥ 0.

It is evident that L(ω, ω′) is the minimum time slots required
for a belief state ω to remain in the passive set P (m) before
the channel is chosen, given a threshold ω′ ∈ [0, 1).

Consider the nontrivial case p01, p11 ∈ (0, 1) and p01 ̸= p11
where the Markov chain of the internal arm states {S(t)} is
aperiodic and irreducible and that the belief update is action-
dependent. According to (54), we can figure out that, if p11 >
p01,

L (ω, ω′)

=


0, ω > ω′⌊
logpd

p01−ω′(1−pd)
p01−ω(1−pd)

⌋
+ 1, ω ≤ ω′ < ωs

∞, ω ≤ ω′, ω′ ≥ ωs

, (55)

where steady belief state ωs = p01/(1 + p01 − p11), else if
p11 < p01,

L (ω, ω′) =


0, ω > ω′

1, ω ≤ ω′ < T (ω)

∞, ω ≤ ω′, T (ω) ≤ ω′
. (56)

Using the first crossing time, the value function Vβ,m(ω) can
be expanded as

Vβ,m(ω) = b1(ω)m+ b2(ω)Ω(ω) +

K∑
i=1

b3,i(ω)Vβ,m(fi(ω)),

(57)
where

Ω(ω) = T L(ω,ω∗
β(m))(ω), (58)

b1(ω) =
1− βL(ω,ω∗

β(m))

1− β
, (59)

b2(ω) = βL(ω,ω∗
β(m)), (60)

b3,i(ω) = βL(ω,ω∗
β(m))+1pi

(
T L(ω,ω∗

β(m))(ω)
)
, (61)

and we define the function fi(ω) as

fi(ω) = T
(
ϕi

(
T L(ω,ω∗

β(m))(ω)
))

, (62)

while we take the notation that

fi2,i1(ω) = fi2◦fi1(ω) = fi2(fi1(ω)), i1, i2 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}.
(63)

The summation term within (57) poses difficulties in solv-
ing for Vβ,m(ω) since new belief states are introduced
as unknowns. To tackle this difficulty, we approximate
Vβ,m(ω) in an iterative fashion. We compute the ex-
panded form of Vβ,m(ω), Vβ,m(fi1(ω)), Vβ,m(fi2,i1(ω)), · · · ,
Vβ,m(fin,··· ,i2,i1(ω)) one by one. In this way, we get the
following sequence of equations

Vβ,m(ω) = b1(ω)m+ b2(ω)Ω(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)Vβ,m(fi1(ω)),

Vβ,m(fi1(ω)) = b1(fi1(ω))m+ b2(fi1(ω))Ω(fi1(ω))

+

K∑
i2=1

b3,i2(fi1(ω))Vβ,m(fi2,i1(ω)), i1 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}

Vβ,m(fi2,i1(ω)) = b1(fi2,i1(ω))m

+ b2(fi2,i1(ω))Ω(fi2,i1(ω))

+

K∑
i3=1

b3,i3(fi2,i1(ω))Vβ,m(fi3,i2,i1(ω)),

i1, i2 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}
· · ·

Vβ,m(fin,··· ,i1(ω)) = b1(fin,··· ,i1(ω))m

+ b2(fin,··· ,i1(ω))Ω(fin,··· ,i1(ω))

+

K∑
in+1=1

b3,in+1
(fin,··· ,i1(ω))Vβ,m(fin+1,··· ,i1(ω)),

i1, · · · , in ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}
(64)

For sufficiently large iterative steps n, we can get an estimation
of Vβ,m(ω) with an arbitrarily small error by setting

Vβ,m

(
fin+1,··· ,i1(ω)

)
= 0, ∀ i1, · · · , in+1 = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

During the computation of Vβ,m(fin,··· ,i2,i1(ω)), the error of
this estimate is discounted by the factor β. As a result, the
backward computation process for Vβ,m(ω) experiences a geo-
metrically decreasing error propagation. Consequently, we can
obtain an approximation of Vβ,m(ω) with arbitrary precision
for any ω ∈ [0, 1], denoted as V̂β,m,n(ω), where n represents
the iteration steps here.

In conclusion, the n-iteration Whittle index is based on the
solution of the system of equations (53). To be more explicit,
for any channel in belief state ω, substituting ωi and T (ω)
respectively for ω in the above system of equations (64),
we obtain n-iteration estimates of Vβ,m(ωi) and Vβ,m(T (ω)).
Thus we can use them in system of equations (53) to compute
the approximated Whittle index W (ω) by setting ω∗

β(m) = ω
according to the first equation of the system and Theorem 1.

Moreover, in the case of large values of β ∈ (0, 1), where
the threshold structure of the optimal policy or indexability
may not hold (i.e., condition (52) is not satisfied), we can still
utilize the aforementioned process to find out the Lagrangian
multiplier m that satisfies (53), if such a solution exists. It
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is important to note that the approximated value functions
V̂β,m(ω; a = 1) and V̂β,m(ω; a = 0) are linear in m. The
equality of these approximated value functions provides a
unique solution for m, if it exists. This obtained m, if it is
indeed a solution, can then be employed as the approximated
Whittle index W (ω), without necessitating indexability or the
threshold structure of the optimal policy. On the other hand,
if it does not exist, we can simply set

W (ω) = ωB. (65)

Before computing the closed form of n-iteration approx-
imated Whittle index, we solve for the simplest case of 0-
iteration, which is referred to as the imperfect Whittle index.
Setting Vβ,m(fi1(ω)) = 0, we can directly solve for Vβ,m(ω)
in closed form and thus obtain the estimates of Vβ,m(ωi) and
Vβ,m(T (ω))

V̂β,m,0(ωi) = b1(ωi)m+ b2(ωi)Ω(ωi),

V̂β,m,0(T (ω)) = b1(T (ω))m+ b2(T (ω))Ω(T (ω)).

Then plugging them into the equations (53), we can get a
simple linear equation with respect to m:

c1m = c0,

where

c0 = ω + β

K∑
i=1

pi(ω) [b2(ωi)Ω(ωi)− b2(T (ω))Ω(T (ω))] ,

(66)

c1 = 1 + β

K∑
i=1

pi(ω) [b1(T (ω))− b1(ωi)] . (67)

If c1 ̸= 0, we can obtain the imperfect Whittle index as below

Ŵ0(ω) =
c0
c1

∣∣∣∣
ω∗

β(m)=ω

. (68)

A. Closed Form of Approximated Whittle Index

Theorem 4: Given iteration step n, belief state ω and
Lagrangian multiplier m, setting Vβ,m(fi1,··· ,in+1

(ω)) = 0 for
any i1, · · · , in+1 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K} in equation set (64), we get
the n-iteration estimate of Vβ,m(ω), V̂β,m,n(ω), for n ≥ 0 as
below

V̂β,m,n(ω) = kn(ω)m+ an(ω), (69)

where

k0(ω) = b1(ω),

kn(ω) = k0(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)kn−1(fi1(ω)), n ≥ 1
(70)

and

a0(ω) = b2(ω)Ω(ω),

an(ω) = a0(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)an−1(fi1(ω)), n ≥ 1.
(71)

Thus approximating value functions in this way, solving the
system of equations (53) and letting ω∗

β(m) = ω, we get the

n-iteration approximated Whittle index, Ŵn(ω), as below if
1 + β

(
kn,0 −

∑K
i=1 pi(ω)kn,i

)
̸= 0:

Ŵn(ω) =
ω + β

(∑K
i=1 pi(ω)an,i − an,0

)
1 + β

(
kn,0 −

∑K
i=1 pi(ω)kn,i

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
ω∗

β(m)=ω

. (72)

where kn,0 = kn(T (ω)), an,0 = an(T (ω)) and kn,i =
kn(ωi), an,i = an(ωi) for i = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

Proof: We first prove the equation (69) by mathe-
matical induction. We start from the 0-iteration case. Let
Vβ,m(fi1(ω)) = 0 for any i1 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K} in the system
of equations (64), thus it is easy to compute that

V̂β,m,0(ω) = k0(ω)m+ a0(ω)

where

k0(ω) =
1− βL(ω,ω∗

β(m))

1− β
= b1(ω),

a0(ω) = βL(ω,ω∗
β(m))T L(ω,ω∗

β(m))(ω) = b2(ω)Ω(ω).

Then in the 1-iteration case, we set fi2,i1(ω) = 0 for any
i1, i2 ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,K}. Solving the equation set (64), we get

V̂β,m,1(ω) = k1(ω)m+ a1(ω)

where

k1(ω) = b1(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)b1(fi1(ω))

= k0(ω) +
K∑

i1=1

b3,i1(ω)k0(fi1(ω)),

a1(ω) = b2(ω)Ω(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)b2(fi1(ω))Ω(fi1(ω))

= a0(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)a0(fi1(ω)).

By mathematical induction, we assume that V̂β,m,n(ω)
satisfies the conclusion for any belief state ω. Based on this, we
compute the (n+ 1)-iteration estimate of Vβ,m(ω). Note that
V̂β,m,n+1(fi1(ω)) is the n-iteration estimate of Vβ,m(fi1(ω))
and is equal to

V̂β,m,n+1(fi1(ω)) = kn(fi1(ω))m+ an(fi1(ω)).
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Then we have that

V̂β,m,n+1(ω)

=b1(ω)m+ b2(ω)Ω(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)V̂β,m,n+1(fi1(ω))

=b1(ω)m+ b2(ω)Ω(ω)

+

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω) [kn(fi1(ω))m+ an(fi1(ω))]

=

[
b1(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)kn(fi1(ω))

]
m

+ b2(ω)Ω(ω) +

K∑
i1=1

b3,i1(ω)an(fi1(ω))

=kn+1(ω)m+ an+1(ω).

Thus the proof of equation (69) is finished.
According to equations (53), we can get a linear equation

with respect to m using the n-iteration estimate of Vβ,m,n(ωi)
and Vβ,m,n(T (ω))[

1 + β

(
kn,0 −

K∑
i=1

pi(ω)kn,i

)]
m

= ω + β

(
K∑
i=1

pi(ω)an,i − an,0

)
Given the belief state ω, setting ω∗

β(m) = ω, if

1 + β

(
kn,0 −

K∑
i=1

pi(ω)kn,i

)
̸= 0,

we get the n-iteration approximated Whittle index as below

Ŵn(ω) =
ω + β

(∑K
i=1 pi(ω)an,i − an,0

)
1 + β

(
kn,0 −

∑K
i=1 pi(ω)kn,i

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
ω∗

β(m)=ω

.

Note that when n = 0, the 0-iteration approximated Whittle
index is the same as the imperfect Whittle index we computed
before (68).

B. Algorithm

We summarize the above solution process into an algorithm
called the Approximated Whittle Index (AWI) Policy.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, results of numerical experiments are pre-
sented to validate the effectiveness and robustness of the
proposed Approximated Whittle Index Policy. Moreover, we
investigate the proper setting of iteration step size and the
significance of conditions on the discount factor β.

Given initial belief states of all channels, the simulation
starts by approximating Whittle index for each channel and
deciding which of them are chosen to transmit data following
one particular policy. After that, we calculate the reward of
last choice and generate the CQI observation of those active

Algorithm 1 Approximated Whittle Index Policy

Input: β ∈ (0, 1), T ≥ 1, N ≥ 2, 1 ≤ M < N,K ≥
1, niter ≥ 0

Input: ωn(1), p
(n)
11 , p

(n)
01 , p

(n)
i1 , p

(n)
i0 , Bn (n = 1, 2, · · · , N, i =

1, 2, · · · ,K)
for t = 1, 2, · · · , T do

for n = 1, · · · , N do
Set the threshold ω∗

β(m) = ωn(t) and try to compute
the approximated Whittle index Ŵniter (ωn(t))

if Ŵniter (ωn(t)) exists then
Set W (ωn(t)) = Ŵniter (ωn(t))

else
Set W (ωn(t)) = ωn(t)Bn

end if
end for
Choose the top M channels with the largest approximated
Whittle Indices W (ωn(t))
Observe the selected M channels and accrue reward
Sn(t)Bn from each active channel
for n = 1, · · · , N do

Update the belief state ωn(t) according to (2)
end for

end for

channels following the distributions {pi,0 : i = 1, 2, · · · ,K}
and {pi,1 : i = 1, 2, · · · ,K} according to the initial states of
channels. At the same time, given transition probabilities p01
and p11 for each channel, we update channel states according
to the provided Gilbert-Elliott channel model. Finally we
update the belief states in accordance to (2) for next round
of decision-making.

Given a time interval [1, T ], we take the average of dis-
counted return over different runs as the metric to measure
performance, where the discounted return over a finite horizon
is defined as

Gπ(T ) =

T∑
t=1

βt−1Rπ(t). (73)

Before demonstrating the results of numerical experiments,
we clarify the problem setting we investigated. Suppose there
are 7 available channels, and we need to choose one from them
for the sub-network to transmit data. We assume that the prior
probability that a channel is in good state is equal to p1. And
in the beginning, when we have no other useful information,
we just set the initial belief state of each channel as

ωn(1) = p1, n = 1, 2, · · · , 7. (74)

In order to simulate the diversity of the actual environment,
we conducted experiments based on four channel models, and
the transition probabilities of each model is shown in Table
II. Moreover, in order to simplify the problem, but without
the loss of generality, we divided CQI into two levels, where
i = 2 indicates the channel is more likely to be in good state,
while i = 1 represents a poor level of CQI.
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TABLE II
CHANNEL MODEL SETTING

System-1
{p(n)

11 }7n=1 {0.6, 0.4, 0.2, 0.2, 0.4, 0.1, 0.3}
{p(n)

01 }7n=1 {0.8, 0.6, 0.4, 0.9, 0.8, 0.6, 0.7}
{Bn}7n=1 {0.4998, 0.6668, 1.0000, 0.6296, 0.5830, 0.8334, 0.6668}

System-2
{p(n)

11 }7n=1 {0.8, 0.6, 0.4, 0.9, 0.8, 0.6, 0.7}
{p(n)

01 }7n=1 {0.6, 0.4, 0.2, 0.2, 0.4, 0.1, 0.3}
{Bn}7n=1 {0.4998, 0.6668, 1.0000, 0.6296, 0.5830, 0.8334, 0.6668}

System-3
{p(n)

11 }7n=1 {0.1, 0.4, 0.3, 0.5, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5}
{p(n)

01 }7n=1 {0.3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.7, 0.2, 0.6, 0.8}
{Bn}7n=1 {0.4998, 0.6668, 1.0000, 0.6296, 0.5830, 0.8334, 0.6668}

System-4
{p(n)

11 }7n=1 {0.3, 0.6, 0.4, 0.7, 0.2, 0.6, 0.8}
{p(n)

01 }7n=1 {0.1, 0.4, 0.3, 0.5, 0.1, 0.3, 0.5}
{Bn}7n=1 {0.4998, 0.6668, 1.0000, 0.6296, 0.5830, 0.8334, 0.6668}

A. Comparison for Effectiveness and Robustness

We compared the performance of our policy with myopic
policy and another existing approximated Whittle index policy,
labeled as AWI0, which uses a relatively rough estimation
method of Whittle index [30].

The objective of myopic policy is to maximize the expected
current reward without considering the long-term benefit.
Consequently this policy only selects those channels with the
highest myopic indices, whose definition is as simple as

Imyopic(ω) = ωB. (75)

In Fig. 2, it is shown that no matter in which of the four
systems, our proposed policy outperforms both myopic and
AWI0 policies, even when iteration step size is set to 0. The
superior performance is a testament to the effectiveness of
the proposed policy, and the superior performance under all
four channel models illustrates the robustness of the proposed
policy.

B. Choice of Iteration Step Size

We also adjust the iteration step sizes between 0 and 3 when
we approximate Whittle index for the proposed AWI policy,
and observe the resulting changes in average discounted return.
Although the increase in iteration step size obviously improves
the performance of the proposed policy, it is sufficient to
set the iteration step size to 2 according to Fig. 2. When
the iteration step size exceeds 2, the small improvement in
performance is no longer attractive enough to make up for the
exponential increase in computing time and space.

C. Significance of Conditions on Discount Factor

For system 1 to 4, the largest β that satisfies the con-
dition (52) of discount factor is 0.2304, 0.3968, 0.5 and 0.5
respectively. The data of the four channel models shown
in Fig. 2 all come from the experiments where we took
the largest β satisfying the condition (52), while during the
experiment of Fig. 3, we just set β to 0.9 which does
not meet the condition on discount factor for any channel
model. According to Theorem 2 and Corollary 1, we have
proved that inequality (52) is a sufficient condition under

which the optimal policy for the single-armed bandit problem
is a threshold policy and the indexability holds, so that the
proposed AWI policy shows excellent performance. And now
by comparing Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we can find that for large
discount factors, the proposed AWI policy still outperforms
other policies but increasing the step size may not necessarily
bring about performance improvements.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we employed the RMAB framework to model
the DSA problem where CQI can be observed through cog-
nitive capabilities of of the sub-network. We established the
indexability of the relaxed single-armed bandit problem and
demonstrated the optimality of the threshold policy under cer-
tain conditions. Furthermore, we analyzed the value functions
with tight approximations to obtain the Whittle Index Policy,
a heuristic and low-complexity solution for such complex
sequential scheduling problems. Finally, we substantiated the
effectiveness and robustness of the proposed algorithm through
extensive numerical simulations including the scenario where
the conditions for indexability do not hold.

In future research, it is worthwhile to investigate the impact
of the iteration step size on the performance of the pro-
posed policy and optimize it according to different problem
settings. Additionally, the integration of deep learning and
neural networks could be explored to enhance the approximate
calculation of the Whittle index. For example, we could train a
neural network that produces the approximated Whittle index
by leveraging the intrinsic mathematical properties of the value
functions. Furthermore, extending the 2-state channel model
to arbitrary number of channel states is also an intereting
direction.
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