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Abstract In cognitive radio network, the spectrum sharing is considered where secondary
(unlicensed) users’ communication co-exists with primary (licensed) users’ communication
in the presence of an interferer, and the interferer has a significant impact on the primary per-
formance. Hybrid ARQ (automatic-repeat-request) retransmission mechanisms are employed
at primary and interfering links. Based on the mechanisms, a cooperate-and-access spectrum
sharing protocol is proposed where the secondary system switches between cooperation
mode with forwarding interference and access mode with decoding interfering packet. In
the cooperation mode, the secondary transmitter forwards information about the interfer-
ence to the primary receiver for interference mitigation. Thus, the primary performance is
improved compared to the traditional non-cooperative communication system and credits are
collected by the secondary system. Adequate credits allow the secondary system running on
the access mode, i.e. the secondary packet is delivered to the secondary receiver by using
the primary spectrum. Then, compared to the traditional system the primary performance
is degraded in the access mode. The condition that this degradation can be fully offset by
the advantage accrued from interference mitigation is investigated. The primary throughput
in cooperation and access modes and the secondary throughput in access mode are derived.
Numerical results show that the proposed protocol has the equal or higher average primary
throughput than the traditional system in the low primary SNR region. In addition, when the
average transmits SNR of the primary is less than that of the interfering user, the proposed
protocol is more efficient than the protocol in Li et al. (IEEE Transactions on Communication
60(10):2861-2870, 2012).
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1 Introduction

With the development of wireless communication and the steadily increasing demands for
higher quality of service (QoS), the spectrum scarcity problem has become increasingly seri-
ous. The low utilization efficiency of the radio spectrum is the critical factor that leads to
this problem. Cognitive radio (CR) [1] has been recently proposed, which is a promising
technology for improving the utilization efficiency of radio spectrum [2]. The main idea
of this technology is to allow secondary user (SU) networks to coexist with primary user
(PU) networks through spectrum sharing, provided that the secondary spectrum access will
not adversely affect the performance of PU. Based on the type of available network side
information along with the regulatory constraints, there are three CR network models [3]:
interweave, underlay, and overlay. Overlay model is a special dynamic spectrum-sharing
model that allows the SUs to simultaneously transmit with the PUs over the same spectrum,
provided that the SUs aid the PUs transmission by cooperative communication techniques
such as the advanced coding techniques and cooperative-relaying techniques. The overlay
model has attracted considerable research interest [4-8], when spectrum-sharing protocols
based on cooperative amplify-and-forward (AF) were proposed in Refs. [4,5] and the pro-
tocol based on decode-and-forward (DF) was proposed in Ref. [6]. In [7-9], the DF-based
spectrum-sharing protocols were generalized for a multi-user scenario, in which some meth-
ods were adopted in selecting the relay. A cooperate-and-access spectrum-sharing protocol
in Ref. [12] is proposed where the secondary system alternates between cooperation and
access modes.

The research in [4-9] and [12] all assume that secondary users act as a relay to assist the
primary transmission, where the cooperation approach between PUs and SUs can be referred
as conventional cooperation approach. Recently, another cooperative methodology is inves-
tigated, in which SUs can decode the interferer packet and forward it to the primary nodes.
The latter approach can be referred as cooperative interference management (CIM). From an
information-theoretic standpoint, the researches in Refs. [10, 11] have indicated that the CIM
is superior to the conventional cooperation approach in interference-limited scenarios. But
the research on CIM of [10,11] focused on relay networks without spectrum sharing along
with static and known channels. The probability that SUs access to the primary spectrum
is investigated in Ref. [13], where the primary performance is enhanced via interference
mitigation. The outage probabilities of the primary link and secondary link are obtained by
the maximum rate achievable in multiple access channel (MAC), the Eq. (12) of [13] is very
complex, and how much the value of « can be fixed is not illustrated.

Based on the research in [11,12], a cooperate-and-access spectrum sharing protocol is
investigated where the secondary system switches between cooperation mode with for-
warding interference and access mode with decoding interfering packet in this paper. In
interference-limited scenarios, the protocol of Ref. [12] may be invalid. Thus, in the pro-
posed protocol credits are collected by forwarding interference rather than relaying the pri-
mary packet. The operation mode of the secondary system is also divided into cooperation
and access modes, and each mode is described in this paper. The main contributions of this
work are as follows: (1) A cooperate-and-access spectrum sharing protocol is proposed where
the secondary system switches between cooperation mode with forwarding interference and
access mode with decoding the interfering signal. (2) The ARQ transport mechanisms in
cooperation and access modes are designed. (3) The primary throughput in cooperation and
access modes are derived. The secondary throughput in access mode is derived. Credits and
penalties which are characterized by primary throughput are also derived. And the minimum
times of secondary system running on the cooperation mode is discussed. (4) The com-
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Fig. 1 The ARQ mechanisms in cooperation mode with forwarding interference. a An illustration of event
{CI, Cl—,}. b An illustration of event {Cl—, CI,.}. ¢ An illustration of event {CI/;, CIr}- d An illustration of

event {CILs EI,.}

parison of the proposed protocol, the protocol in Ref. [12], and traditional non-cooperative
communication system (referred to as traditional primary system) is revealed in the sim-
ulation results. The results show that the proposed protocol and the protocol in Ref. [12]
may bring about greater system performance not only for the primary system but also for
the secondary system than the traditional primary communication system in the low primary
SNR region. And if the average transmit SNR of the primary is less than that of the inter-
ferer, the proposed protocol has the best performance, otherwise the protocol in Ref. [12]
has the best performance. In the high primary SNR region, the primary performances in
those three protocols are basically the same. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
Section 2 depicts communication model. Section 3 deduces the throughput of the primary
and secondary. Section 4 analyzes the credits and penalties. Numerical results are provided
in Sect. 5 to compare performance of the proposed protocol, the protocol in Ref. [12], and the
traditional primary communication system with no spectrum sharing. Finally, conclusions
are drawn in Sect. 6.

2 The Description of Communication Model
2.1 System Model

The system model is shown as Fig. 1 in [13]. A primary link, a secondary link and an
interfering link are arranged in this system model, and each link contains a source and
a destination. Because of the interferer, primary and secondary systems may suffer poor
performance. An application scenario is elaborated in [13], which considers that primary
receiver (PR) and secondary receiver (ST) are a picocell base station and a neighboring
femtocell base station respectively, and interfering transmitter (IT) is a macrocell base station
which encompasses the femtocell and the picocell. Primary transmitter (PT) and secondary
transmitter (ST) are a picocell user and a femtocell user respectively, and interfering receiver
(IR) is a macrocell user. In this case, the disturbance caused by the interference becomes the
main bottleneck in the performance of the PT-PR link.
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The main idea of the spectrum sharing protocol in this paper can be illustrated as follows.
The secondary system is run on cooperation mode at first, at this point, ST is always will-
ing to decode the interfering packet and forward it to the primary nodes. Interfering packet
forwarding can promote the reception of the interference at PR. Then PR can decode the
interfering signal jointly with the useful signal. Thus, the primary performance is improved
by interference mitigation compared to the traditional primary system, and credits are accu-
mulated by the secondary system. Since credits are collected enough, secondary packets are
allowed to be delivered by using the primary spectrum. This phenomenon indicates that the
operation mode of the secondary system is changed into access mode, where the primary
throughput is degraded because of the transmission of the secondary packet. In the overlay
model of cognitive radio, it must to ensure that the system performance of the primary is
not worse than the traditional primary system. Thus, the degradation must be fully offset by
credits. In other words, the secondary system must spend enough times running on coop-
eration mode for accumulating credits. As credits declined to zero, the secondary system
must switch back to cooperation mode to accumulate new credits. Cooperation and access
modes are executed circularly. In the effective protocol, credits accumulated in cooperation
mode must be sufficient to compensate for the degradation of primary throughput in access
mode. The secondary system is assumed to be no delay-limited, and thus latency is not an
issue. This is typical for example in wireless sensor networks [14] where the sensors send
non-time-critical data back to the controller. The transport mechanisms in cooperation and
access modes are explained in detail in Sects. 2.3 and 2.4 respectively.

The channels over links PT — PR, PT — ST, ST — SR,IT — PR, IT — ST, ST —
PR, IT — SR and PT — SR are modeled to be Rayleigh flat fading with channel coefficients
denotedby hp, hps, hs, hip, his, hsp, hisg and hpsg, respectively. Those channel coefficients
are independent complex Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit power. A
wireless channel link i can be characterized by a small-scale fading coefficient and a path loss
dl._"‘. Where d; indicates the length of link 7, and « is the path loss exponent. It is supposed that
all channel coefficients remain static during each transmission slot, but change independently
from slot to slot. No Channel State Information (CSI) is assumed at the primary transmitter,
but full CSl s available at the receivers and the secondary transmitter. The primary, secondary
and interfering transmission rates are denoted by Rp, Rs and R; respectively. Pp, Ps and P;
are the transmit powers of PT, ST and IT respectively. The codebook used by the interferer
is assumed to be known at PR, ST and SR.

In a system with type-I HARQ, if a packet is successfully received by the receiver, a
control message i.e. ACK (acknowledgement) from the receiver will be sent back to the
transmitter. When the transmitter received an ACK, it deems that a packet is successfully
delivered to the receiver; when the transmitter received a NACK (No Acknowledgement) or
did not receive any feedback signal, it deems that a packet is not successfully delivered to
the receiver, and the transmitter will retransmit the packet until an ACK is received by the
transmitter or the times of retransmission reach to the maximum. The maximum times of
retransmission is predetermined by the system. At the last retransmission, if the transmitter
still does not receive an ACK, it denotes that a packet is lost, and then a new packet will
be transmitted in the next time slot. In this paper, type-I HARQ is employed in both links
PT — PR and IT — IR, and each packet can be transmitted at most K times in the primary
system and K times in the interfering system, where K > 2, K; > 2. And it is assumed
that ST always has a packet to transmit to SR and a best-effort mechanism is adopted where
each packet is transmitted only once. Type-I HARQ is selected for simplicity of analysis, but
the proposed principle can also be applied to more complex forms of HARQ.
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Fig. 2 The ARQ mechanisms in the access mode with decoded the interfering signal. a An illustration of
event { Az, Az, }. b An illustration of event {A7, Az, }. ¢ An illustration of event { Az, Az,}. d An

illustration of event {.AI L flzr}

2.2 Traditional Primary System

In traditional non-cooperative communication system (regarded as traditional primary sys-
tem), secondary users are not considered, but several interferences may be coexisting. In
this paper, an interferer is introduced to the system model. The ARQ (an automatic repeat-
request) mechanisms in conventional primary system of [12] are adopted in this subsection.
An example of the idea is shown in Fig. 2 of Ref. [12]. Due to the presence of the interferer,
the received signal at PR in traditional primary system can be written as

yp(t) =/ Ppdp®hp(t)xp(t) +/ Prdp" hip(t)x (1) + n(t), (D

where xp(t) and xj(¢) are the transmitted signal symbol from PT and IT respectively, with
E[lxp®)*] = 1and E [|x;(t)]*] = 1. E [X] represents the mean of X. n (t) is the receiver
noise at PR, which is the complex white Gaussian noise with zero mean and power N. Thus
in a time slot, the outage probability of the primary in this mode can be written as

Ppdy® hp (1)) _ Ppdp”exp(—ppN/(Ppdp™))

= <ppp=1 - — . @
Prd? \hp()* + N ppPrd;p” + Ppdp®

Op =Pr

where pp = 2Re 1,
2.3 Cooperation Mode with Forwarding Interference

In cooperation mode with forwarding interference, ST constantly monitors the interfering
packets and the ACK/NACK feedbacks. The signal from IT is always willing to be decoded
by ST. In one time slot, event & is defined as the state that the interfering signal is decoded
successfully by ST, and the complementary event is defined as &. Event ¢ is defined as the
state that the transmission times of an interfering packet is not reach to the maximum. And
event ¢ is defined as the state that ST receives a NACK or no feedback signal from IT. ST
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can not to forward the interfering signal to PR in the next slot only as the events &, ¢ and ¢
all occur in the current time slot. If ST can forward the interfering signal to PR that is defined
astheevent F, F = £ N ¢ Ng¢, ST is to broadcast a Cooperative-Interference-Forward (CIF)
message. Otherwise ST stays silent which is defined as the event Cz,. And event F; represents
that the event F occurs at the i-th retransmission slot of the primary packet. As shown in
Fig. 1, the mutually exclusive events for the transmission of primary packet P1 can be defined
as follows:
Cz = {PT receives ACKI after the packet P1 is transmitted for t-th, r € {1,2,..., K}}.
Under this event, as shown in Fig. 1a, b, there are two disjoint events {Cz, Cz,} and {CI, 51,}
respectively with and without the cooperation from ST. Event Cz, represents that n interfering
packets are forwarded by ST from the transmission slot between 1 and t, where Cz, = Uf 1 Fi-
And the complementary event of Cz, is denoted as Cz;.
Czr = {PT does not receive ACK1 after the packet P1 is transmitted for K-th, i.e. P1 is
lost}. Similarly, two disjoint events {Cz ., Cz,} and {CIL, 51,} are shown in Fig. 1c, d.

In this mode, the received signal at ST can be written as

ysr(t) =/ Ppdp®hp(t)xp(t) + ) Prd;g" his(t)x;(t) + no(t), (3)

where ng (¢) is the complex white Gaussian noise with zero mean and power Ny, which is
the receiver noise at ST. Thus in a time slot, the outage probability of the link IT — ST (i.e.
the probability that ST cannot decode the interfering signal from IT) can be written as

Prdis” |hysl? Prdis® exp(—p; No/(Prd;g”
OIS:Pr[R1>10g2(1+ 1d;g” |hisl )}:1_ 1dps” exp(—prNo/(Prdg™))

Ppdpg |hps|* + No p1Ppdpg + Prdi”

(4)
where p; = 28 — 1. While the outage probability of the link PT — ST (i.e. the probability
that ST cannot decode the signal packet of the primary) can be written as

Ppdpg |hps(1)|? 1 Ppdyd exp(—ppN/(Ppdpd))
Prd;g® |hus(t)|? + No pp Prdi” + Ppdpg

Ops=Pr [Rp > log, (1+

(&)

It is assumed that interference mitigation is performed at PR if the event Cz, takes place.
Now the received signal at PR can be written as

yer (1) =/ Ppdp®hp(H)xp(t) + n(t). (6)

Under the condition of the event Cz, occurs, the outage probability of the link PT — PR in
one slot can be written as

Ppdp® |hpl® w2
Ocy =PryRp >logy| 1+ — N =1—exp (—,opN/ (deP O'P)). 7)

ST forwards the interfering packet to PR which can promote the reception of the interference at
PR. PR can decode the interfering signal jointly with the primary signal. Thus, compared to the
traditional primary system as mentioned in Sect. 2.2, the primary performance is improved by
interference mitigation. This improvement throughput of primary will be quantified as credit
accumulated by the secondary system. And more detailed analysis of credits is described in
Sect. 4. It is known that only as the event Cz, takes place, the interference mitigation can be
performed at PR. Thus, the credits can be collected only in event {Cz, Cz,}.
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2.4 Access Mode with Decoding the Interfering Signal

In access mode with decoding the interfering signal, SR constantly monitors the interfering
packets and the ACK/NACK feedbacks. The signal from IT is always willing to be decoded
by SR. In one time slot, event &, is defined as the state that the interfering signal is decoded
successfully by SR, where the interfering signal can be used for interference cancellation
during the decoding of the secondary signal. Event £, is the complementary event of &,.
Event ¢, is defined as the state that SR receives a NACK or no feedback signal from IT. Only
as the events &, ¢ and ¢, occur at the same time, the secondary packet can be transmitted
by ST. If ST is allowed to transmit the secondary packet to SR that is defined as the event
g, where G = &, N ¢ N ¢, SR is to broadcast a cooperative-access-transmit (cat) message.
Otherwise ST stays silent that is defined as event G. And event G; is defined as the state that
the event G occurs at the i-th retransmission slot of the primary packet. As shown in Fig. 2,
the mutually exclusive events in access mode can be defined as follows:
Az = {PT receives ACK1 after the packet P1 is transmitted for t-th, ¢t € {1,2,..., K}}.
Under this event, as shown in Fig. 2a, b, there are two disjoint events { Az, Az} and
{AI, flzr} respectively with and without secondary access. Event Az, represents that n
secondary packets are transmitted by ST from the transmission slot between 1 and 7, where
Az, = Uﬁzl Gi. And the complementary event of .47, is denoted as Az,
Az = {PT does not receive ACK1 after the packet P1 is transmitted for K-th, i.e. P1 is
lost}. Similarly, two disjoint events { Az, Az, } and {Azg, .Aizr} are shown in Fig. 2c, d.
In access mode, only as the interfering signals are decoded successfully by SR, the sec-
ondary signals can be transmitted. In a time slot, the outage probability of the link IT — SR
(i.e. the probability that SR cannot decode the interfering signal) can be written as

Prdig |hisg? Prd;gh exp(—pr No/(Prdge
OISR:PT[RI >10g2(1+ 1 ISR| IsR| )}:l— 141sR xp(—p1No/(Py ISR)).

Ppdpgp |hpsel* + No p1 Ppdpgp + Prdjgg
®)
If the interfering signal is decoded successfully by SR, the received signal at SR can be

written as
ysr(t) = \/ Ppdpgphpsr(1)xp (1) 4/ Psdg“hs()xs(t) 4+ ni (1), 9

where x () is the transmitted signal symbol from ST with E [le (1) |2] = l.ny (¢) represents
the receiver noise at SR, which is the complex white Gaussian noise with zero mean and power
No. Under the condition that the interfering signal is decoded successfully by SR, the outage
probability of the link ST — SR (i.e. the probability that secondary packet is not successfully
delivered to SR) in one slot can be written as

Psd® |h 2 Ped® —oeN/(Ped®
OS=PI'[R5>10g2(1+ D) | S| )]=1_ Stg exp( Ps /( sag ))

Ppdpgg |hpsg|*+No ps Ppdpgp, + Psdg
(10)
where pg = 28s — 1.
If the event A7, occurs in a time slot, the received signal at PR in this mode can be written
as

ya; )=/ Ppdp*hp()xp(t) +/ Psdgphsp(t)xs(t) + ) Prd; g hip(t)x; (1) + n(t).
(an
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Under the condition of the event A7, occurs, the outage probability of the link PT — PR
in one slot can be written as

0u Ppdp® [hp(1)] A exp (—¢)

= — — P = e

’ Psdgg |hsp()* + Prd;f lhip (D> + N (1+a)(1+b)
(12)

where a = pp Psdgp / (Ppa';“) b= ppPrd;p/ (de;a) ,c=ppN/ (de;“).

In access mode, during the process of decoding of a primary packet, the secondary packet
is regarded as the interference. Thus, compared to the traditional primary system, the primary
throughput can be degraded by transmission of the secondary packet and this degradation
will be quantified as penalty caused by the secondary system. And more detailed analysis of
penalties is described in Sect. 4. In the strong interference scenario, in order to compare the
proposed protocol in this paper with the protocol in Ref. [12], the communication system
with an interferer in protocol of [12] is investigated in the Sect. 2.5.

2.5 Cooperation Mode and Access Mode in [12]

The main idea of the protocol in Ref. [12] is that the secondary system serves as a relay
to assist the primary transmission in cooperation mode and SR decodes the primary signals
for interference cancellation in access mode. In this paper, an interferer is considered in the
communication system, and the system performance is degraded due to the presence of the
interferer, while the interferer is not considered in the protocol of Ref. [12]. Thus, the outage
probability is re-derived as follows. When ST relays primary packet to PR, the received signal
at PR can be written as

ye(t) =/ Psdgphsp(®)xp(t) + 4/ Prd;phip()x (1) + n(t). 13)

Under the condition that ST relays primary packet to PR, the outage probability of the link
PT — PR in one slot can be written as

O —pr | _Psdsi lhsp @ op b =1 _ Psdsi exp(oppN/(Psdsy))
Prd; g lhip)* + N ppPrd;f + Psdgp

(14)

In access mode with decoding primary signal, only as the primary signals are decoded
successfully by SR, the secondary signals can be transmitted by ST. In one time slot, the
outage probability of the link PT — SR (i.e. the probability that SR cannot decode the
primary signal from PT) can be written as

. (15)

— 2 — —
OPSR=Pr‘ Ppdpgy hesrO® ]:1_ Ppdpsyexp(—ppN/(Ppdpgy))

Prdigy lhsg(1) > + N pp Prdigy + Ppdpgy

Under the condition that the secondary signals can be transmitted by ST, the outage probability
of the link PT — PR in one slot equal to 1. And in a time slot, the outage probability of the
link ST — SR (i.e. the probability that a secondary packet is not successfully delivered to
SR) can be written as

Psd® |hg)? Psd® —psN/(Pgd®
0so=Pr[Rs>10g2(1+ sdg™ |hsl )]:l— sdg” exp(—psN/(Psdg )).

Prd; & lhisgl* + No psPrd;éy + Psdg®
(16)
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3 The Throughput Analysis

The operation process of the system with type-l HARQ is described in Sect. 2.1. The definition
of the primary throughput is the same as that in Ref. [12], i.e. the average number of packets
successfully delivered per time slot.

K
R
np 2= P e packets/slot. (17)
P

YK P +KO

In traditional primary communication system with an interferer, which is described in
Sect. 2.2, the probability that PT can receive an ACK after the primary packet is transmitted
for ¢-th is denoted as P; = 0;,_1 (1 —0p),wheret € {1,2,..., K}. Thus, the throughput
of the primary in the traditional system can be written as Eq. (17).

The cooperation mode with forwarding interference is described in Sect. 2.3. The number
of retransmission of one-primary-packet and one-interfering-packet is independent of each
other in a time slot. The probability that the IT can receive an ACK after the interfering packet
is transmitted for #;-th is denoted as P; = 0;’71 (1 —0y),wheret; € {1,2,...,K;}, and
Oy is calculated by the secondary user to statistic the ACK/NAK feedbacks from IR in a
long-term. If the event £ did not occur in 1—#; time slots, it is described as event @, otherwise
the event £ may occurin theslotzs, ts € {1, 2, ..., t7}. IfIT does not receive an ACK from IR
after the interfering packet is transmitted for K;-th, i.e. the interfering packet is lost, which is
described as event ¢, therwise IT may receive an ACK from IR after the interfering packet is
transmitted for 7;-th, r; € {1, 2, ..., K;}. Event O represents that the communication of the
link PT — PR is an outage. In cooperation mode with forwarding interference, the outage
probability of the link PT — PR in one slot can be written as

K J

Opcr = D | D APr{0ICr, i = jits =i} Pr{Crr Iy = j ts =i}
j=1] i=1

+ Pr{O|Czr,t1 = jts =i} Pr{Cz Ity = j, ts =i }}

xPritg=ilty =j}+Pr{Oly=j,@}Pr{w|ty =j}|Pr{ty =}
K

+ |:Pr{(’)|s,w}Pr{w le}+ D Prits=ile)
i=1

X {Pr{(’)|C_Ir,8,t5:i}Pr{lC_Ir le ts =i}

+ Pr{O|Czr,e,ts =i} Pr{Cz e, ts =1i}} | Prie}

j

K . ..
i —i o . .
=2 Z(;OPJF%- OCI) (055" 1 = 019)] + 0r0fs } [0 1 = 0p)]

j=1 | i=1

Ky . .
i Kr—i i
+0,K'[§ (K—IOP—i— ;<1 OCI) [0;51(1—015)]+0p0f;] (18)

i=1
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Thus, the probabilities of occurrence of the event Cz and Cz . can be respectively written as

Pr{Cr} = (1 — opcz)o;;clz and Pr{Czz} = 0{;01. (19)

The throughput of the primary in cooperation mode with forwarding interference can be
written as Eq. (20).

K -1
_ X Pricr) _ XL-0pe)On
SK tPr{Cry+ KPricze) YK, (- OPCI)O;»_CII + Koffcz

ner packets/slot.

(20)

The access mode with decoding the interfering signal is described in Sect. 2.4. If the event
&, did not occur in 1-¢; time slots, it is described as event @, otherwise, and then the event
&- may occur in the slot tg,, ts € {1, 2, ..., t;}. Event Og represents that the communication
of the link ST — SR is an outage. In access mode with decoding the interfering signal, the
outage probability of the link ST — SR in one slot can be written as

K J

Osar = Z Z{PT{OSLAIMU =j.ts=i}Pr{Az |ty = jts =i}
j=1 | i=1

+ Pr{Os| Az, t; = j,ts =i} Pr{Az Ity = j, ts =i }}

x Pritg=1ilty =j}+Pr{Os |ty = j, o} Priw, |ty = j} | Pr{ty = j}

K
+ [Pr{os le @, ) Prim e} + D Prits=ile}
i=1

X {Pr{Oslﬁzr,s,ts=i}Pr{AIr |8,ts=i}

+ Pr{Os| Az, e ,ts =i} Pr{Az, |, tg =i}}]Pr{8}

K J . . . ' '
=212 (i + ]Ji-los) [055116(1 - OISR)] + Ofsg [0;71(1 - 01)]

o = M

K, . -
1 K[ —1 j—
+ ok [2 ‘ (E + 5, OS) [0’,8,13(1 - OISR)] + OIKSIR] @h

i=1
The outage probability of the link PT — PR in one slot can be written as

K J

Opar =2 | D AP {OI Azt = jits =i} Pr{dg, |ty = jits =i}
j=1]i=1

+ Pr{O| Azt = j, ts =i} Pr{Az, |ty = j, ts = i }}

x Pri{tg=ilty=j} +Pr{Oy = j, @} Pr{w, |ty = j} | Pr{ty = j}
K

+ [Pr{Ole,m, }Prim, e} + D Prits=ile}
i=1
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X {Pr{O|AIr,8,ts=i}Pr{AIr |8,ts=i}
+ Pr{O| Az, e ,ts =i} Pr{Az, |e ,tg =i }}] Pr{e}

K j . . .
_ LS (G J 1 i—1 J j—1
=2 12 (5050 [0i5k(1= 0150 102 O] t | O] 1= 01)
j=1 1

i=

K; . .
K i Kr—i i1 K
+011[i_§l (K—IOP + K, OAI) X I:OIISR(I_OISR)]—FOPOISIR]

(22)
The probability of occurrence of the event Az and Az, can be respectively written as

Pr{ds}=(1— opAz)og;AlI and Pr{Azz} = 0§AI- (23)

Thus, the throughput of the primary in access mode with decoding the interfering signal can
be written as

K _
> K Pr{Az} 2imi (1=0pap) 05
NAT =% =% . < packets/slot.
S tPr{AL}+KPri{dzs}y > t(l—OpAI)O;;AI +K0PAI
(24)

In this mode, only as the event Az, occurs, the secondary packet is allowed to be transmitted
from ST to SR. Then the throughput of the secondary can be written as

ns = 1 — Os.apackets/slot. (25)

Due to the presence of an interferer in this paper, the outage probability of each communi-
cation links is different from that in Ref. [12]. The outage probabilities Op, Ops, Oc, Opsr
and Ogp in this paper correspond to the outage probabilities O1, 02, O3, O4 and Os in
Ref. [12], respectively. By substituting Op, Ops and Oc¢ into Egs. (18-eq21) in Ref. [12],
the throughput of the primary in cooperation mode with relaying the primary packet can be
obtained. By substituting Op, Opg into Egs. (23-27) in Ref. [12], the throughput of the pri-
mary in access mode with decoding the primary signal can be obtained. And by substituting
those five outage probabilities into Egs. (29), (30), the throughput of the secondary can be
obtained. Comparative analyses of those throughputs and the throughputs obtained by (20)
(24) (25) in this paper are presented in Sect. 5.

4 Credit System for the Spectrum Sharing Protocol with Forwarding Interference
Similar to [12], in cooperation mode with forwarding interference, credits accumulated by the
secondary system are quantified as the gains of the primary throughput during cooperation

mode compared to the traditional primary system. Thus, the mathematical model of credit
can be expressed as follow:

C = nc¢; — np credits/slot. (26)
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In access mode with decoding the interfering signal, the penalties incurred by the secondary
spectrum access are quantified as the degradation of the primary throughput in access mode
over the traditional primary system. Thus, the mathematical model of penalty can be expressed
as follow:

P = np — 0., penalties/slot. 27
And the ratio between the penalties and credits can be obtained by

_P _np—nag

(28)
C Nncy —Ne

In the effective protocol, the system performance of the primary must not be worse than the
traditional primary system, in which secondary user does not exist. In the proposed protocol,
the entire transmission times of the primary system is divided into two parts. One is the
cooperation time, in which the secondary system operates on the cooperation mode, which
is denoted by #¢,. The other is the access time, in which the secondary system operates on
the access mode, is denoted by 74,. Thus, the overall average primary throughput in the
proposed protocol is obtained as

Tp =tcyncy +tarnar = np packets/slot, (29)

where fc; + t4; = 1, and values of tc, and 74, must satisfy the inequality in (29), i.e.
ﬁ < tc; < 1.Then, the performances of the primary will not be degraded by the secondary
spectrum access in this case. And the overall average secondary throughput in the proposed
protocol can be written as

Ts =t ns < ns packets/slot. (30)

T 14y
In order to satisty the QoS (Quality of Service) of the secondary user, the minimum achievable
throughput is fixed as T's. To make the cooperation between the secondary and the primary

has significance, 7? /ns must be smaller than 1/(1 + y). Thus, in order to meet the QoS of the
secondary user and not degrade the performance of the primary user, the following inequality

must to be satisfied

T
Y o<, 2 AL
I+vy ner  Ner Ns

€1V}

5 Numerical Results

In this section, the simulation mainly compares the throughput of the primary and secondary
system under the proposed protocol in this paper and the protocol in [12]. The cooper-
ation between the primary and secondary system is achieved by forwarding interference
and relaying the primary packet in the former protocol and the latter protocol, respectively.
The simulation parameters are defined as follows: dp = 1,dps = 1,ds = 0.5,d;p =
0.8,dis = 0.6,dsp = 0.5,disg = 0.7 and dpsg = 1, which denote the length of links
PT — PR,PT — ST,ST — SR,IT — PR,IT — ST,ST — PR,IT — SR and
PT — SR, respectively. « = 3 is the path loss exponent. Rp = 2 bit/s/Hz, Rg = 1 bit/s/Hz
and R; = 4bit/s/Hz are the minimum achievable rate of the primary, secondary and inter-
fering user, respectively. K = 5 and K; = 10 are the maximum number of retransmissions
for each packet of the primary and interfering respectively. The outage probability of the
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Fig. 3 The primary throughput in five different modes with R; = 2, 4, 6 bit/s/Hz

interfering user in a slot is fixed as O; = 0.3. The average transmit SNR of the secondary
and interfering user are Ps/No = 20 and P; /Ny = 20, respectively.

Figure 3 shows the throughput of the primary user versus SNR at the PT in the traditional
primary system, cooperation mode with forwarding interference, access mode with decoding
the interfering signal, cooperation mode with relaying the primary packet and access mode
with decoding the primary signal. The special parameteris R; = 2, 4, 6 bit/s/Hz, and the other
parameters are fixed as above. As described in Fig. 3, the primary throughput in cooperation
mode with forwarding interference is always larger than that in traditional primary system,
and the latter is always larger than the primary throughput in access mode with decoding
the interfering signal, i.e. nc; > np > n.4,. These numerical results are consistent with the
theoretical results in Sect. 3. The former inequality is caused by interference elimination of
PR after the interfering packet is forwarded successfully to PR from ST. These results show
that, in cooperation mode with forwarding interference, the primary performance is improved
and credits are collected by the secondary system. The latter inequality incurred by that the
primary performance is degraded by the transmission of the secondary packet. Similarly,
the primary throughput in cooperation mode with relaying the primary packet is always
larger than that in traditional primary system, and the latter is always larger than the primary
throughput in access mode with decoding the primary signal, i.e. n‘f)’ NP> nﬁ - Those
results agree with the results in [12].

Tp = np, ’71C3,  and n;ﬁ‘, n always have the same values for different R;. That is because
the three variables may be associated with parameters: djp, d;s, dsp, disr, Pr/No, and
uncorrelated to R;. In the proposed protocol, ST and SR are always willing to decode the
signal from IT, but the transmission of the primary packets can interfere the decoding. In
the primary SNR region Pp/N < 15 as shown in Fig. 3, the transmission of the primary
packets has a very little impact on the decoding of the interfering packet at ST/SR. Thus,
the probability that the interfering packet is decoded successfully at ST/SR increases with
the decrease of R;. In other words, with the same interfering SNR, when the values of R; is
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small, ST has more opportunities to forward the interfering signal and transmit the secondary
packets. Therefore, with an increase from R; = 2 to Ry = 6, the primary throughput
decreases in cooperation mode with forwarding interference, and increases in access mode
with decoding the interfering packet. In the primary SNR region Pp/N > 15, the interfering
packet is very difficult to be decoded by ST/SR due to the transmission of the primary packets,
i.e. the probability that the interfering packet can be decoded successfully by ST/SR is very
small. Thus, ST has fewer opportunities to forward the interfering packet and transmit the
secondary packet, which brings about that n¢, and 14, are very close to np.

Due to the interference from IT, the primary system may suffer a poor performance,
and the cooperation from the secondary system is needed in the low primary SNR region
Pp/N < 25. In the primary SNR region Pp/N < 15 as shown in Fig. 3, since the primary
SNR is too small, the primary packet is always not decoded successfully at ST/SR. Thus, ST
has fewer opportunities to relay the primary packet and transmit the secondary packet in the
protocol of [12], which brings about that n%,  and nﬁ yare very close to  p. On the contrary,
the interfering packet is easily to be decoded by ST/SR in this case. Thus, opportunities of
ST forwarding the interfering packet are more than opportunities of ST relaying the primary
packet, and opportunities of ST transmitting secondary packet in the proposed protocol are
more than those in the protocol of [12]. And the results nc; > 77% N = r]“lﬁ" N = NAz
are obtained. In other words, this result represents that compared with the protocol of [12],
the proposed protocol can be more effective to improve the primary system performance
in this region. In the primary SNR region 15 < Pp/N < 25 as shown in Fig. 3, ST/SR is
easier to decode the primary packet than to decode the interfering packet. Thus, ST has more
opportunities to relay the primary packet than to forward the interfering packet. As a result,
ncyis smaller than n% - This result represents that compared to the proposed protocol the
protocol of [12] can be more effective to improve the primary system performance in this
region. In the high primary SNR region 25 < Pp /N as shown in Fig. 3, a perfect performance
is achieved by the primary system, and the cooperation from secondary is unnecessary for
the primary system. As a result, n%  and nec; is close to ncin this case. And the secondary
user is not allowed to share the spectrum with the primary user.

Figure 4 shows the secondary throughput for the proposed protocol and the protocol
of [12] with Ry = 2, 4, 6bit/s/Hz. The parameters of this figure are the same as those of
Fig. 3. 7134 and T n in [12] always have the same values with different R;, because the
two are uncorrelated to R;. Corresponded to the different values of parameter Ry, Ts and
Ts, n are always greater than ng and ng“respectively. This phenomenon can be explained by
(30). In the proposed protocol, SR is always willing to decode the packet from IT, and the
transmission of the PT acts as the interference source. The probability that the interfering
packet is decoded successfully by SR, decreases with the increase of Pp/N. As a result, the
opportunities of ST transmitting the secondary packet decrease with the increase of Pp/N.
Thus, Ts and ng are decrease with the increase of Pp/N. The trends of T y and 7734 in Fig. 4
agree with those in Fig. 9 of [12], but the peak of Ts y occurs at Pp/N = 25, this difference
is caused by the interferer is considered in this paper. For the same value of Pp/N, Ts and
ns decrease with the increase of R;. Thus, with an increase from R; = 2 to R; = 6, the
secondary throughput decreases in access mode with decoding the interfering packet.

In the primary SNR region Pp/N < 15 as shown in Fig. 4, SR/ST is easy to decode the
interfering packet, because lower primary SNR causes smaller interference on the interfering
packet to be decoded at SR/ST. Therefore, the ST has more opportunities to transmit the
secondary packet in access mode with decoding the interfering signal. Conversely, it is
difficult to decode the primary packet in this region. And the ST has fewer opportunities to
transmit the secondary packet in access mode with decoding the primary signal. As a result,
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Fig. 4 The secondary throughput for two protocols with R; = 2, 4, 6 bit/s/Hz

7734 is smaller than ng. This result represents that compared with the protocol of [12], the
proposed protocol can be more effective to improve the secondary system performance in
the primary SNR region Pp/N < 15. In the primary SNR region Pp/N > 15 as shown in
Fig. 4, it is difficult to decode the interfering packet at SR/ST, because the higher primary
SNR causes signification interference on the interfering packet decoding at SR/ST. Thus,
ST has fewer opportunities to transmit the secondary packet in access mode with decoding
the interfering signal. Conversely, SR is easy to decode the primary packet in this region.
And the ST has more opportunities to transmit the secondary packet in access mode with
decoding the primary signal. As a result, ngf‘ is larger than ng. This result represents that
compared with the proposed protocol, the protocol of [12] can be more effective to improve
the secondary system performance in the primary SNR region Pp/N > 15.

Figure 5 shows the credits/penalties for the proposed protocol in this paper and the protocol
of [12]. The parameters of this figure are the same as those of Fig. 3. The trends of credits
and penalties in this figure in cooperation mode with relaying primary packet and access
mode with decoding primary packet agree with those in Fig. 8 of [12], but to consider the
interferer, the peak of penalties is at Pp/N = 25. In the primary SNR region Pp/N < 15
as show in Fig. 5, ST/SR is easy to decode the interfering packet. Thus, significant credits
can be collected by the secondary system and some penalties can be incurred in the proposed
protocol. Because the special parameters are as follows: dps = 1, djs = 0.6, disg = 0.7 and
dpsg = 1, credits are larger than penalties. In this case, the secondary and primary systems
have a better performance of the proposed protocol. Due to the lower primary SNR region,
ST/SR is difficult to decode the primary packet, and few credits can be collected by the
secondary system and few penalties can be incurred in the protocol of [12]. Thus, credits and
penalties in the proposed protocol are respectively larger than those in the protocol of [12].
In the primary SNR region Pp/N > 15 as shown in Fig. 5, very few credits can be collected
by the secondary system and few penalties can be incurred in the proposed protocol. In the
primary SNR region 25> Pp/N > 15 as shown in Fig. 5, significant credits can be collected
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Fig. 6 The primary throughput in five different modes with K = 3, 6, 9 bit/s/Hz

by the secondary system, and some penalties can be incurred in the protocol of [12]. In this
scenario, the secondary and primary systems have a good performance in the protocol of [12].
In the high primary SNR region Pp/N > 25 as shown in Fig. 5, few credits can be collected
by the secondary system and few penalties can be incurred in the protocol of [12]. In this
case, a perfect performance is achieved by the primary system, and the cooperation from
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secondary is unnecessary for the primary system. Thus, the secondary user is not allowed to
share the spectrum of primary not only in the proposed protocol but also in the protocol in
Ref. [12]. These results agree with the results in Fig. 3.

Figure 6 shows the throughput of the primary system versus SNR Pp/N in traditional
primary system, cooperation mode with forwarding interference, access mode with decoding
the interfering packet, cooperation mode with relaying primary packet and access mode
with decoding primary packet. A special parameter of this figure is K = 3,6, 9, and the
other parameters are the same as those of Fig. 3. Tp = np, n¢, and 1.4, always have the
same values for different K. That is because the three variables may be associated with K7,
and be irrelevant to K. On the contrary, the probability that the primary packet is decoded
successfully at ST/SR, is related to K. And 77%, y and nﬁ  increase with the increase of K.
These results agree with the results in Fig. 8 of [12], and in which more detailed explanations
about the results can be obtained.

6 Conclusion Remark

In this paper, a cooperate-and-access spectrum sharing protocol is proposed where the sec-
ondary system switches between cooperation mode with forwarding interference and access
mode with decoding the interfering packet. ARQ transport mechanisms in cooperation and
access modes are designed. The performance of the secondary and primary is illustrated via
throughput analysis. The primary throughputs in cooperation and access modes are derived,
and the secondary throughput in access mode is derived from the total probability formula.
Credits and penalties are characterized by the primary throughput. When the time that the
secondary system operates on cooperation mode is fixed to a minimum, penalties incurred in
access mode can be exactly offset by credits collected in cooperation mode, and the primary
throughput is the same as that in the traditional primary system. The proposed protocol, the
protocol of [12], and the traditional primary communication system with no spectrum sharing
are thoroughly analyzed in numerical results. The results show that the primary performances
in the three protocols are basically the same in the high primary SNR region. However, the
proposed protocol in this paper and the protocol in Ref. [12] can improve the system perfor-
mance of the primary and secondary than the traditional primary system in the low primary
SNR region Pp/N < 25. When the average transmits SNR of the primary is lower than
that of the interfering user, the proposed protocol is more efficient than the protocol of [12],
otherwise the protocol of [12] is more efficient. Thus in the future work, a hybrid protocol
where the cooperation mode switches between forwarding interference and relaying primary
packet can be proposed.
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