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On Myopic Sensing for Multi-Channel Opportunistic Access:
Structure, Optimality, and Performance

Qing Zhao, Bhaskar Krishnamachari, Kegin Liu

Abstract—We consider a multi-channel opportunistic com- one channel to sense and access in each slot, aiming to maxi-
munication system where the states of these channels evolvemize its expected long-term rewaiice(, throughput). This user
as independent and statistically identical Markov chains the can be a base station, and each channel is associated with a

Gilbert-Elliot channel model). A user chooses one channelot d link ) In thi h | selection i ot
sense and access in each slot and collects a reward determirsy ownlink receiver. In this case, channel selection is eala

the state of the chosen channel. The problem is to design a sémg {0 receiver selection, and the general problem considezesl h
policy for channel selection to maximize the average reward also applies to downlink scheduling in a centralized nekwor
which can be formulated as a multi-arm restless bandit procss. TheseN channels are modelled as independent and stochas-
In this paper, we study the structure, optimality, and performance tically identical Gilbert-Elliot channels [3], which haseén

of the myopic sensing policy. We show that the myopic sensing . .
policy has a simple robust structure that reduces channel $ection commonly used to abstract physical channels with memory

to a round-robin procedure and obviates the need for knowing (€€, for example, [4], [5]). As illustrated in Figl 1, thetst

the channel transition probabilities. The optimality of this simple of a channel — good or bad — indicates the desirability of
policy is established for the two-channel case and conjeated for  accessing this channel and determines the resulting reward
the general case based on numerical results. The performae®f £ example, for the application of cognitive radio netwsmrk
the myopic sensing policy is analyzed, which, based on the tp .

mality of myopic sensing, characterizes the maximum througput the_ good state represents an ur_lused channel by prlr_n_ary users
of a multi-channel opportunistic communication system and While the bad state an occupied chaflnefhe transitions

its scaling behavior with respect to the number of channels. between these two states follow a Markov chain with tramsiti
These results apply to cognitive radio networks, opporturstic probabilities{p;; }i,j—0,1-

transmission in fading environments, downlink schedulingin R

centralized networks, and resource-constrained jamming @ad Po1

anti-jamming.

Index Terms: Opportunistic access, cognitive radio, multichannel

MAC, multi-arm restless bandit process, myopic policy.
Poo

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Multi-Channel Opportunistic Access P10

The fundamental idea of opportunistic access is to adapt ffig 1. The Gilbert-Elliot channel model.
transmission parameters (such as data rate and transmissio , i .
power) according to the state of the communication environ-A S€NSing policy that governs the channel selection in each
ment including, for example, fading conditions, interfeze SIOt IS crucial to the efficiency of multi-channel opportstie
level, and buffer state. Since the seminal work by Knopgrcess' The design of the optimal sensing policy can be
and Humblet in 1995 [1], the concept of opportunistic acce mulated as a partially observable Markov decision psece
has found applications beyond transmission and schedul(fllagoMDP) for generally correle}ted channels, or a restless
over fading channels. An emerging application is cogniti\)@u“"armed b_andn process for |nd.ependent channels. tdnfo
radio for opportunistic spectrum access, where secondamgu UNately, obtaining the optimal policy for a general POMDP
search in the spectrum for idle channels temporarily unbged ' restiess bandit process is often intractable due to the
primary users [2]. Another application is resource-caingd exponential computation compl_eX|ty.
jamming and anti-jamming, where a jammer seeks channeld® common approa_\ch of trad_lng pe_zrformance for_ tractf_;lble
occupied by users or a user tries to avoid jammers. solutions is to consider myopic policies. A myopic policy

We consider a general opportunistic communication systét"'S soI?that maximizing the |mmhedf|ate reward,(ljgnotrjlrg th
where a user has access o parallel channels and choosed™Pact of the current action on the future reward. Obtaining
a myopic policy is thus a static optimization problem ingtea
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sensing policy with a simple and robust structure achievdse condition ofp;; > po1. While numerical results indicate
the optimal performance under the i.i.d. Gilbert-Elliobcmel that for a wide range op;; and pg1, the myopic policy is

model. also optimal forN > 2 with p;; < po1, pathological cases
where optimality fails have been found wheg, — pi; is
B. Contribution close tol. Nevertheless, the performance loss of the myopic

policy in these cases is minimal and tends to diminish with
the horizon length. Establishing necessary and/or suificie
Mconditions (potentially in the form of boundingy; — p11)
under which the myopic policy is optimal fos;; < por
thi s th tablish ¢ of & simol d robust sire tappears to be challenging. It is our hope that results and
IS paper s the establisnment of a SImple and Tobust sieic approaches presented in this paper, in particular, thelsimp
.Of the myopic sensing pO|IC¥. Besujes significant implicas structure of the myopic policy, may stimulate fresh ideas fo
in the practical implementation, this result serves as e kcompleting the picture on the optimality of the myopic pglic

to \E\r}: gﬁgxﬂz F;;ZOLZQi((j: t:t?ugﬁj:grg}aph%e ri;?)lgisclsbolicy i 3) Performance of Myopic Sensinghe optimality of the
a round-robin scheme based on a circular ordering of tq‘éyOPIC sensing policy motivates the performance analysis,

channels. For the case gf; > pos, the circular order is itS performance defines the throughput limit of a multi-afgin

. T o opportunistic communication system under the i.i.d. Gitbe
constant and determined by the initial information (if aoy) ; : . .
: S ; lliot channel model. We are particularly interested in the
the state of each channel. The myopic action is to stay in t . . .
o . relationship between the maximum throughput and the number
same channel when it is good (stdfeand switch to the next
0{ channels.

channel in the circular order when it is bad. In the case 0 .
. . . : Closed-form expressions for the performance of POMDP
p11 < po1, the circular order is reversed in every slot with the

initial order determined by the initial information on chreah and restless bandit policies are rare. For this problem ad,ha

) ! . .the simple structure of the myopic policy again renders an
states. The myopic policy stays in the same channel when itis ™ . o

) Lot ) . exception. Specifically, based on the structure of the my-
bad; otherwise, it switches to the next channel in the carreqi . . ; ) )
circular orded opic policy, we show that its performance is determined by

The significance of this result in terms of the practic tPe stationary distributions of a higher-order countaitide

: . . L S Markov chain. ForN — 2, we have a first-order Markov
implementations of myopic sensing is twofold. First, it dam . . T . .

AR } . . chain whose stationary distribution can be obtained inetles
strates the simplicity of myopic sensing: channel selectto

form, leading to exact characterizations of the throughput

.reduce.d toa s?mple round-robip proced.ure. The myopic ey N > 2, we construct first-order Markov processes that
ing policy requires no computation and little memory. Seton tochasticaily dominate or are dominated by this highdeor

It shows that myopic sensing is robust to model mlsmatcﬁ/larkov chain. The stationary distributions of the formeyae

Specmca.llly, the myopic sensing p.ollcy has a sem|-un|\1ersgbtained in closed-forms, lead to lower and upper bounds tha
structure; it can be implemented without knowing the channg

S L . . . monotonically tighten as the numbat of channels increases.
transition probabilities. The only required informatiohoait . o
. These analytical characterizations allow us to study the ra
the channel model is the order pf; andpg;. As a result, the X . e
. . . . . .~ at which the maximum throughput of an opportunistic system
myopic sensing policy automatically tracks variations e t

channel model provided that the order;af andpo, remains increases withV, and to obtain the limiting performance as

N approaches to infinity. Our result demonstrates that the
unchanged. Note that when; = py1, channel states become ) . .
maximum throughput of a multi-channel opportunistic sgste

independent in time; all channel selections lead to the sam«? . . :
X o Wl h single-channel sensing saturates at geometric ratbeas
performance. We thus expect that myopic sensing is robust 10

estimation errors in the order gf; and py1, which usually ”“”.‘ber of cha_nnels increases. This resfult suggests tom;ysFe
occur wherpi; = pp1. This has been confirmed by simulationdGS'.gners the |mp9rtance of having rad_los capable Of. Sgnsin
results [6]. multiple ghannels in order to fully exploit the communicati
2) Optimality of Myopic SensingSurprisingly, the myopic opportunities offered by a large number of channels.
sensing policy with such a simple and robust structure is, in
fact, optimal as established in this paper fér= 2. Based C. Related Work
on numerical results, we conjecture that the optimalityhef t
myopic policy can be generalized f§ > 2. The optimality a
along with the simple and robust structure makes the myop)
sensing policy particularly appealing.
In a recent work [8], based on the structure of the myop
policy, the optimality result has been extendedia> 2 under

Under the i.i.d. Gilbert-Elliot channel model, we estallis
the structure and optimality of the myopic sensing policy a
analyze its performance.

1) Structure of Myopic Sensingfhe first contribution of

The structure, optimality, and performance analysis of my-
ic sensing in the context of opportunistic access may bear
%nificance in the general context of restless multi-armed
bandit processes. While an index policy (Gittins index J11]
& known to be optimal for the classical bandit problems, the
structure of the optimal policy for a general restless bandi
21t is easy to show thapi, > po1 corresponds to the case where thd?fOCESS remains unknown, and the problem is shown to be
channel states in two consecutive slots are positivelyetated,i.e., for any PSPACE-hard [12]. Whittle proposed a Gittins-like heliist

distribution ofS(t), we haveE[(S(t) ~E[S()])(S(t+1) ~E[S(+1)])] > index policy for restless bandit problems [7], which is agym
0, where S(t) is the state of the Gilbert-Elliot channel in slat Similar,

p11 < po1 corresponds to the case wheseér) and S(¢ + 1) are negatively totically qptimal in certgin Iimiting regime [13]. Beyondhis
correlated, angh11 = po1 the case wheré(¢) andS(t+1) are independent. asymptotic result, relatively little is known about theustiure



D11, a(t) =1, Sa(t) (t) =1
wi(t =+ 1) = Po1s a(t) =1, Sa(t) (t) =0 . (1)
wi(t)p11 + (1 —wi(t))por, a(t) #i

of the optimal policies for a general restless bandit precesvhere m;(2(t)) is the channel selected and,, o)) (t) =
The existing literature mainly focuses on approximatiaggoal S, @) (t) the reward so obtained when the belief(i$t),
rithms and heuristic policies [9], [10]. The optimality dig and Q(1) is the initial belief vector. If no information about
myopic policy shown in this paper suggests non-asymptotite initial system state is available, each entnfX¢f) can be
conditions under which an index policy can be optimal foset to the stationary distributian, of the underlying Markov

restless bandit processes. chain:
The results presented in this paper apply to cognitive radio Wy = LU — 3)
networks, which has received increasing attention reg.eimtl Por + P1o

this context, the design of sensing policies for tracking th This problem falls into the general model of POMDP. It can
rapidly varying spectrum opportunities has been address¥go be considered as a restless multi-armed bandit problem
in [14], [15] under a general Markvian model of potentiallypy treating the belief value of each channel as the state of
correlated channels, where a POMDP framework has beg&ch arm of a bandit. Note that for a given sensing policy
developed. 7, the belief vectorQ(¢)}1_, form a Markov process with
This paper is also related to channel probing and trar@? uncountable state space. The expectatiorLiin (2) is with
mission strategies in multichannel wireless systems (58f-[ respect to this Markov process which determines the reward
[19] and references therein). In contrast to the Markovigiocess. The difficulty in obtaining the optimal poliey*
model considered in this paper, these existing results tadepd characterizing its performance largely results from th
a memoryless channel model. complexity of analyzing a Markov process with uncountable
state space.

Il. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider the scenario where a user is trying to access Ill. OPTIMAL PoLiCy vs. MYOPIC PoLicy

N independent and stochastically identical channels using®a Value Function and Optimal Policy

slotted transmission structure. The stat€t) of channeli in Let V;(Q(t)) be the value function, which represents the
slot ¢ is given by a two-state Markov chain shown in Hig. 1maximum expected total reward that can be obtained starting
At the beginning of each slot, the user selects one ofXhe from slot ¢ given the current belief vecta®(t). Given that
channels to sense. If the channel is sensed to be good (3tate¢he user takes actiom and observesS,(t) in slot ¢, the

the user transmits and collects one unit of reward. Othewiseward that can be accumulated starting from $lobnsists

the user does not transmit (or transmits at a lower ratelpatsl of two parts: the expected immediate rewdkdR, (t)] =

no reward, and waits until the next slot to make anothercmoi@[sa(t)] = w,(t) and the maximum expected future reward
The objective is to maximize the average reward (throu@hpq,ttﬂ(fr(g(ma, S, (1)), where T (Q(t)|a, S,(t)) denotes the
over a horizon of!" slots by choosing judiciously a sensingupdated belief vector for slat+ 1 as given in[{lL). Averaging

policy that governs channel selection in each slot. over all possible observatiors, (t) and maximizing over all
Due to limited sensing, the full system statectionsa, we arrive at the following optimality equations.

[Si(t),---,Sn(t)] € {0,1}" in slot ¢ is not observable.

The user, however, can infer the state from its decisio (A(T)) = u f{laXNWa(T)

and observation history. It has been shown that a sufﬂmen{/m(t)) ~  max {wa( F wa (Vs (T (Q1)]a, 1))

statistic for optimal decision making is given by the

conditional probability that each channel is in state —i—(l—wa( Vg1 (T (2(¢)|a,0))}. 4

given all past decisions and observations [20]. Referred to
as the belief vector, this sufficient statistic is denoted
Q(t)é[wl(t),~-- ,wn (t)], where w;(t) is the conditional
probability that S;(t) = 1. Given the sensing action(t)
and the observatiois,)(t) in slot ¢, the belief vector for
slott + 1 can be obtained via Bayes Rule as given[inh (1).
A sensing policyr specifies a sequence of functions=
[r1, 72, , 7], where m; is the decision rule at time
that maps a belief vectof2(¢) to a sensing actiom(t) €
{1,---, N} for slot¢. Multi-channel opportunistic access can
thus be formulated as the following stochastic control feob B Myopic Policy
A myopic policy ignores the impact of the current action
(2) on the future reward, focusing solely on maximizing the
expected immediate rewaRI R, (t)]. Myopic policies are thus

In theory, the optimal policy7* and its performance

1(2(1)) can be obtained by solving the above dynamic
program. Unfortunately, this approach is computationpity-
hibitive due to the impact of the current action on the future
reward and the uncountable space of the belief veQiay).
Even if approximate numerical solutions are feasible, tthey
not provide insights for system design or analytical chiamrac
izations of the optimal performandg (2(1)).

ZRm(sz(t))(tHQ(l)

t=1

7 = argmax E,
s




stationary: the mapping from belief vectors to actions de#s where(t) = K£(1) whent is odd andiC(¢) = —K(1) when
change with timet. The myopic actioni(¢) and the value t is even.
function V;(€2(¢)) of the myopic policy for a given belief Proof: See Appendix A. ]
vector()(¢) are given by Theorem[dl shows that the basic structure of the myopic
policy is a round-robin scheme based on a circular ordering
of the channels. Fap,; > pg1, the circular order is constant:
Vi(Qt) = wan(t) +wa(t)(t)f/}+1 (T (Q(t)a(t), 1)) K(t) = IC(_l) in every slott,_whereK(l) is determined by _
A A a descending order of the initial belief values. The myopic
(1 = waee) (1) Ve (T (2(t)la(t), 0)) - action is to stay in the same channel when it is good (dtpte
In generaL Obtaining the myopic action in each slot reqyir@.nd switch to the next channel in the circular order when it is
the recursive update of the belief vectoft) as given in[[L), bad (see Figl12 for an illustration).
which requires the knowledge of the transition probaleti
{pi;}. In the next section, we show that the myopic policy
has a simple semi-universal structure that does not need the
update of the belief vector or the knowledge of the transitio
probabilities.

a(t) = arga:qfa?{Nwa(t), (5)

IV. STRUCTURE OFMYOPIC SENSING

In this section, we establish the simple and robust strectur
of the myopic policy, which lays out the foundation for
the optimality proof and performance analysis in subsefjuen
sections.

A. Structure

The basic element in the structure of the myopic 5 . i < oolicy 1 he cireul

: : . . Fig. 2. The structure of the myopic policy fgri1 > po1: the circular
pOlI(?y is a circular order!ngIC (_)f the _Channels' FOI’_ order of the channels is constant and determined by theliriglief (1)
a circular order, the starting point is irrelevant: a Cirgw, (1) > wo(1) > -+ > wy (1) is assumed in this example, thagl) =
cular order X = (nl’ Ng, - ’nN) is equivalent to 1); the myopic policy switches to the next channel when theenirone is
(ni, i1, " ,MN,N1, N2, "+ ,ni_l) for anyl <i < N. An in the bad state.
example of a circular order is given in Figl 2, where All
channels are placed on a circle in the clockwise direction.

We now introduce the following notations. For a circul
orderC, let —K denote its reverse circular ordee., for =
(n1,ne, - ,ny), we have—K = (ny,nn_1,---,n1) (see
Fig.[3 for an illustration where the lower circle on the righ

shows the reverse circular order of that given by the circle 9C(1) or —K(1) depending on whether the current timés

the left). . L -
For a channel, leti}- denote the next channel in the circular dgnogﬁgrennétﬁg U\IIZS”?(; esde|es t%I;/e:h?nEISl s?/\./itchin structure
order K. For example, fokC = (1,2,---, N), we havei} = A vay - 9
. . i of the myopic policy is through the last visit to each channel
Lt 1. for1<i< N and N = 1. éonce every channel has been visited at least once). Specif-
With these notations, we present the structure of the myo é%lly, for piy > po1, When a channel switch is needed, the
policy selects the channel visited the longest time ago. For
p11 < po1, When a channel switch is needed, the policy selects,
among those channels to which the last visit occurred an even
number of slots ago, the one most recently visited. If there
are no such channels, the user chooses the channel visited th
longest time ago (see Appendix B for a proof).

In the case ofp11 < po1, the circular order is reversed in
every slotj.e., KC(t) = K(1) whent is odd andC(t) = —K(1)
Avhen ¢ is even, where the initial ordeC(1) is determined
by the initial belief values. The myopic policy stays in the

ame channel when it is bad; otherwise, it switches to the
ext channel in theurrentcircular order/C(t), which is either

policy in Theoreni1L.

Theorem 1: Structure of Myopic Sensing:
LetQ(1) = [w1(1),--- ,wn(1)] denote the initial belief vector.
The circular channel ordefc(1) in slot 1 is determined by
a descending order d?(1) (i.e., £(1) = (n1,n2, - ,nN)
implies thatw,,, (1) > wp, (1) > -+ > w,,(1)). Leta(l) =
argmax;—1,... y w;(1). The myopic actiorit(t) in slott (¢ >
1) is given as follows.

« Case 1ip11 > po: B. Properties

. alt —1), if Sa-n(t—1)=1 The simple structure of the myopic policy has signif-
a(t) :{ a(t — 1);&0, if Sae—ny(t—1)=0 >~ ®) icant implications in both practical and technical aspects
Implementation-wise, the following properties of the migp
whereK(t) = K(1). policy follow from its structure: belief-independencend
o Case 2:p11 < po1 model-insensitivity Specifically, the myopic policy does not
at) = a(t—1) if Sap-1y(t—1)=0 ) require the update of the belief vectors or the knowledge
a(t — 1)IJE(t) if Sae—n(t—1)=1 " of the transition probabilities except the order of; and



P11 = Po1 P11 < Po1

¢ = H]kvzl Pig i if i3 =1 g == [Ti=1 pij)vjN—kJrl ifip =1 @)
! Piyin Hévzg Pig g1 if i7=0 “J Piy Hk:Q Pig,jn—kq2 if i7 =0~

»J

wherei = [iy, i, ,in], J = [j1,jo, - -, jn] With entries equal t® or 1.

{g; 5} givenin [8), and the performance of the myopic policy

is determined by the Markov reward procéSst), R(t)) with
R(t) = Snl (t)

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorein 1 by
noticing thatS,,, (t) determines the channel orderingSit +
1) and each channel evolves as independent Markov chains.
Specifically, forp11 > por1, if Sy, (t) = 1, the channel ordering
in S(¢ + 1) is the same as that if(t); if S,,(t) = 0, the
first channel (channet;) in S(¢) is moved to the last one
in S(¢t 4+ 1) with the ordering of the restV — 1 channels
unchanged. Fopi1 < po1, if Sy, (t) = 0, the first channel in
S(t) remains the first ifS(t + 1) while the ordering of the
rest channels is reversed;Sf,, (t) = 1, the ordering of allV
channels are reversed. The transition probabilities gineB)
thus follow. ]

V. OPTIMALITY OF MYOPIC SENSING

In this section, we establish the optimality of the myopic
policy for N = 2. Our proof hinges on the structure of the
myopic policy given in Theorernl 1 and Corolldry 1.

Theorem 2: Optimality of Myopic Sensing:

Fig. 3. The structure of the myopic policy fari1 < poi: in the first For N = 2, the myopic sensing policy is optimale., V;(Q) =

slot (t = 1), the circular ordefC(1) is determined by the initial belie®(1) W(Q) for all + and Q.

(w1(1) > w2(1l) > -+ > wpn (1) is assumed in this example, thul) = 1). . .

Suppose that channélis in the bad state in slots,--- , L — 2 and in the Proof: see Appendlx C-. . n
good state in slof. — 1. The circular order at = L is K(1) when L is Based on extensive numerical results, we conjecture tkat th

odd and—-K(1) when L is even, andi(L) is the next channel ifC(L), i.e..  gptimality of the myopic sensing policy can be generalized t
a(L) =2 for L odd anda(L) = N for L even. -
N > 2. A recent work [8] has made partial progress towards
proving this conjecture, by showing that the optimality del
for N > 2 under the condition op;; > po1. Furthermore, it
po1. These properties make the myopic policy particularlg shown in [8] that if the myopic policy is optimal under the
attractive in implementation. Besides its simplicity,stisemi- sum-reward criterion over a finite horizon, it is also optima
universal structure leads to robustness against modelamtém for other criteria such as discounted and averaged rewards
and variations. over a finite or infinite horizon. In the case of infinite-haniz
A technical benefit of this simple structure is that it pragd discounted reward, it is determined that so long as the disico
the foundation for establishing the optimality and chazeizt factor is less than 0.5, the myopic policy is optimal for Al
ing the performance of the myopic policy as given in $€ec. V-
VT as well as the generalizations of the optimality proof to VI. PERFORMANCE OFMYOPIC SENSING
N > 2 given in [8]. The reason is that the structure allows In this section, we analyze the performance of the myopic
us to work with a Markov reward process with a finite statpolicy. With the optimality results, the throughput actdewby
space instead of one with an uncountable state spiaeg (the myopic policy defines the performance limit of a multi-
belief vectors) as we encounter in a general POMDP. Detagsannel opportunistic communications system. In paicul

are stated in the corollary below. we are interested in the relationship between this maximum
Corollary 1: Let K(t) = (ni,n2,---,nn) (ni € throughput and the numbé¥ of channels.
{1,2,---,N} Vi) be the circular order of channels in slot

t, where the starting point of the circular order is fixed té. Uniqueness of Steady-State Performance and Its Nunherica

the myopic actionm; = a(t) for all t. Then the resulting Evaluation

ordered channel statef:(t)é[Sm(t),Sn2 (), Sun ()]} We first establish the existence and uniqueness of the

form a 2"V-state Markov chain with transition probabilitiessystem steady states under the myopic policy. The steadly-st



throughput of the myopic policy is given by be obtained, which leads to a closed-form expression of the
N Vi (1) throughputU (see Sed._VI-BI2). FoV > 2, lower and upper
UQ))= Tlgxgo #, (9) bounds onU are obtained (see Sdc. VI-B.3).
where V;.7(Q(1)) is the expected total reward obtained in 2) Throughput forN' = 2: From the structure of the
T slots under the myopic policy when the initial belief ignyopic policy, {Lx}72, form a first-order Markov chain for
Q(1). From Corollanf[/(€2(1)) is determined by the Markov N = 2. Specifically, the distribution of;. is determined by
reward proces$S(t), R(¢)}. It is easy to see that th¥ -state the belief value of the choserELchaDBel in the first slot of the
Markov chain{S(¢)} is irreducible and aperiodic, thus has &-th TP. The latter equals tpy," """ for p1; > po1 and
limiting distribution. As a consequence, the limit [ (9)isx, plf’“’lﬂ) for p11 < po1, wherepéjl) is the j-step transition
and the steady-state throughguis independent of the initial probability. The transition probabilities dfL.}3°, are thus

belief valueQ(1). given as follows.

Corollary[1 also provides a numerical approach to evalu-« For py; > po1,
ating U by calculating the limiting (stationary) distribution (i4+1) ) ,
of {S(¢)} whose transition probabilities are given il (8). rij _{ 1(;]1?)01_727 1>1,j=1 (12)
Specifically, the throughput/ is given by the summation of Po1 Pl P, i>1,5>2
the limiting probabilities of those™ ! states with first entry For piy <

) : . 11 < Pot,

S = 1. This numerical approach, however, does not provide _
an analytical characterization of the throughputin terms S pﬁ“), i>1,j=1 (13)
of the numberN of channels and the transition probabilities K pgloﬂ)p%fpm, i>1,§>2

{pi,;}. In the next section, we obtain analytical expressions . . o o -
of U and its scaling behavior with respect 6 based on a AS shown in Appendix D, the limiting distributiof, } 2,

stochastic dominance argument. of this countable-state Markov chain can be obtained inetles
form, which leads tal. = }~,°, I\; and then the throughput
U from (13).

B. Analytical Characterization of Throughput

1) The Structure of Transmission Perioéfrom the struc- 1—p1s
ture of the myopic policy we can see that the key to the U— L= %500 P2 po
throughput is how often the user switches channels, or equiv = P11 < poi
alently, how long the user stays in the same channel. When .
P11 > poi, the event of channel switching is equivalent to &/herew and_@’ are thg gxpected probability that the channel
slot without reward. The opposite holds when; < poi: a (he USer switches to is in statewhenpii > poi andpi <
channel switching corresponds to a sidth reward. po1, respectively. They are given i _(15) aid](16).

We thus introduce the concept of transmission period (TP), Proof: See Appendix D. u

which is the time the user stays in the same channel (se ) o

Fig.[4). Let L, denote the length of theth TP. We then have %) Throughput fqu = 2: For N > 2, {L’“}kzl. 'S &

a discrete-time random proce&k, }*° , with a state space of random process with higher-order memory. In particular, fo
P klk=1 P p11 > po1, it is an (N — 1)-th order Markov chain. As a

positive integers. consequence, closed-form expressionsLofire difficult to

Theorem 3:For N = 2, the throughpul is given by

; (14)

channel switching obtain. Our objective is to develop lower and upper bounds
eI on U, which would allow us to study the scaling behavior of
~“ - = U with respect toN.
| | | I | | | | I The approach is to construct first-order Markov chains that
<~ L, =3 Ljp1=6—= t  stochastically dominate or are dominated f¥}7° ;. The

stationary distributions of these first-order Markov clsain
which can be obtained in closed-form, lead to lower and upper
bounds onUU according to[(Il1). Specifically, fos11 > pos,

a lower bound orlJ is obtained by constructing a first-order

Fig. 4. The transmission period structure.

Based on the structure of the myopic policy, we have

limg o %’ P11 > por Markov chain whose stationary distribution is stochadiica
U=¢ . s . (10) dominated by the stationary distributionf, } 7 ,. An upper
limg o0 gR=F-, P11 < Ppot- bound onU is given by a first-order Markov chain whose
— SE L, stationary distribution stochastically dominates theictary
Let L = limg o =*7— denote the average length of a TRyistribution of {L,}5°,. Similarly, bounds onl/ can be
The above equation leads to obtained forp;; < por.
1-1/L, pu > po Theorem 4:For N > 2, we have the following lower and
U= . - (11) upper bounds on the throughplit
1/L, P11 < po1

« Case 1p11 > po1
C

Throughput analysis is thus reduced to analyzing the aeerag <U< Wo

TP lengthL. For N = 2, a closed-form expression df can C+(1-D+C)1—p11) ~ ~—1—pii+w, (17)



(2) 3
o Do1 @ - Po1 (P11 — po1)” (1 — p11)
w = —————  where py; = poopor + po1p11, A= 1-— 15
1+p5) — A or TR A 1+ po1 — p11 1 —(p11)? + p11po1 (15)
B — 3(1 —
o = T o Wherepﬁ) = propo1 + p11p11, B = Po1 1 (p11 — po1)°( D11) ). (16)
1-p¥+B 1+ po1 — p11 1 —(1—=po1)(p11 — po1)
wherew, is given by [3) and (p11 — po1) as N increases; fop;; < po1, the lower bound
o (1—( ) on U converges to a constant at geometrical Katg — p11)?.
= Woll — (P11 — Po1 )
D = wy(l— (plll_ po;)]\j:l(l —pu)y Proof: See Appendix F. -
— P11 T P11Po1
VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
o Case 2:p11 < po1 We have considered an optimal sensing problem that is
of fundamental interest in contexts involving opportuigist
] p%) <U<1 p%) 18 communications over multiple channels. We have shown that
CE—pnH ~ = E-pnG’ (18) for independent and identically evolving channels, the pigo
where sensing policy has a simple round-robin structure, which
obviates the need to know the exact channel parameters,
p%) = p1opoo + P11P10, making it extremely easy to implement in practice. We have
) proved that the myopic policy is optimal for the two-channel
E = 1+ + 1-F), A
o plw (L++ por) + poa ) case. We have also characterized in closed-form the thpuigh
= (1 =po)(1 —wo) performance of the myopic policy and the scaling behavior
1 po1(p11 — po1)* with res
_ pect to the number of channels.
2—po1 1= (p11 —po1)*(1 —po1)? Future directions include sensing policies for non-ideatti
G - (1 1 po1(p11 — po1)® channels and with multi-channel sensing. In a recent work
= (- “0)(2 —po1 1= (p11 — por)2(1 _p01)2)’ [21], the existence of Whittle’s index policy and the closed
. 2N-1 form expression of Whittle's index have been obtained, dead
H = (1-wo)( ___poulpu —poy) ). ing to a simple, near-optimal index policy for non-identica
2—po1 1= (p11 — po1)*(1 — po1)? 9 Pie, P policy

channels with multi-channel sensing. Furthermore, it @ash
in [21] that the myopic policy is equivalent to Whittle's iex
« Monotonicity: in both cases, the upper bound is inpolicy when channels are identical. The results obtainehiiin
dependent ofN while the lower bound monotonically paper on the myopic policy thus also apply to Whittle’s index
approaches to the upper boundnésncreases; fopi1 > policy. The structure and optimality of the myopic policy is
po1, the lower bound converges to the upper bound @$so extended to multichannel sensing in [22].
N — oo. Itis also of interest to consider sensing policies for npleti
Proof: See Appendix E. B users competing for communication opportunities in migtip
Numerical results given in [6] have demonstrated the tighthannels. Recent work on extending the myopic sensingypolic
ness of the bounds: the relative difference between therlowe multi-user scenarios can be found in [23], [24].
and the upper bounds is withi6% for a wide range of
transition probabilitieqp; ; }. APPENDIXA: PROOF OFTHEOREMI[I]

The monotoni_city of the difference between the upper andyye prove Theorefl 1 by showing that the charir{é) given
lower bounds with respect o shows that _the perform_anceby @) and [7) is indeed the channel with the largest belief
of the multi-channel opportunistic system improves wite thaye in slott. Specifically, we prove the following lemma.
numberN of channels, as suggested by intuition. per > Lemma 1:Let a(t) = i; be the channel determined by
po1, the upper bound gives the limiting performance of th@ for p11 > po1 and by [7) forpi; < por. Let K(t) =
opportunistic system wheN — cc. In Corollaryl2 below, we (i1,i2,- -+ ,in) be the circular order of channels in slot

show that the throughput of an opportunistic system in@®asynere we set the starting point tqt) = i;. We then have,
to a constant at (at least) geometric rate /dsincreases. fq, anyt > 1

This result conveys an important message regarding system
design: the throughput of a multi-channel opportunistitegn wiy () 2 wiy (8) = -+ > wiy (1), (19)

with single-channel sensing quickly saturates as the numbﬁe_' the channel given by(16) and](7) has the largest belief
of channels increases; it is thus crucial to enhance ra(y'g'ue in every slot.

sensing capability in order to fully exploit the communioat To prove LemmélL, we introduce operatdr) for the belief
opportunities offered by a large number of channels. update of unobserved channels (sge (1)).
Corollary 2: Forpi; > po1, the lower bound on throughput

U converges to the constant upper bound at geometrical rate 7(w) éwpll + (1 —w)por = po1 + w(p11 —po1).  (20)



Note thatr(w) is an increasing function ab for p11 > po1 Apm
and a decreasing function effor p;; < pg;. Furthermore, we
note that the belief value;(¢) of channel in slott isbounded @ Wop ===== == == cccccceacc-o---
betweenpy; andp;; for any: andt > 1, and an observed
channel achieves either the upper bound or the lower bound
of the belief values (se€&l(1)).

We now prove Lemmgal1 by induction. Foe= 1, (Z9) holds

by the definition ofkC(1). Assume that[{9) is true for slof !
wherek(t) = (i1, i, -- ,in) anda(t) = i;. We show that it =
is also true for slot + 1. J

Consider firstp;; > po1. We haveK(t + 1) = K(t) =
Z(jl];rzgr:n @yg%é@i?ﬁ (1t)) ;;ilvziﬁlae\\//eeas(tt:elLgpzitt))c;md;ﬁ i.po'liijej-step transition probabilities of the Gilbert-Elliot chaei when
of the belief values and the order of the belief values of the
unobserved channels remains unchanged due to the monoton- p(j)
ically increasing property of (w), we arrive at[(19) fort + 1. A 1
When S;, (t) = 0, we havea(t + 1) = i» from (8). We again Po1
have [19) by noticing that;, (t+ 1) = po1 achieves the lower
bound of the belief values and(t + 1) = (iz, 43, - ,in, 1)
when the starting point is set @t + 1) = 1.

Forpi1 < po1, K(t'i‘ 1) = —K:(t) = (i17iN7iN—17 cee ,ig).
When S;, (t) = 0, we havea(t + 1) = a(t) = 41 from P11
(@). Sincew;, (t + 1) = po1 achieves the upper bound of
the belief values and the order of the belief values of the
unobserved channels is reversed due to the monotonically
decreasing property of(w), we have, from the induction

assumption at, Fig. 6. Thej-step transition probabilities of the Gilbert-Elliot cheet when
P11 < poi-

wil(t+]‘) ZwiN(t+1) ZwiN—l(t+1) > "'Zwiz(t+1)v

which agrees with [(19) fort + 1 and K(t + 1) =

(i1,iN,iN—1, " ,i2). When S;, (t) = 1, we havea(t +

1) = iy from (7). We again have[{19) by noticing that Recall thatV;(£2) denotes the total expected reward obtained

wi, (t+1) = p1; achieves the lower bound of the belief valueander the myopic policy starting from slat Let V;(;a)

andK(t+1) = (in,in—1,- - ,i2,71) When the starting point denote the total expected reward obtained by actiamslot ¢

is set toa(t+1) = i . This concludes the proof of Lemrha 1 followed by the myopic policy in future slots. We first estahl

hence Theorerf] 1. the following lemma which applies to a general POMDP/MDP.
Lemma 2:For a POMDP over a finite horizofl’, the

APPENDIXB: LAST CHANNEL VISITS AND j-STEP myopic policy is optimal if fort =1,---, T,
TRANSITION PROBABILITIES

As commented in Se€._1V, another way to see the channel

switching structure of the myopic policy is through the Iaﬁfe mal2 can be proved by backward induction. Specifically,

visit to each channel once every channel has been visiﬁ initial condition VT(Q) — Vp(Q) is straightforward.

at least once. An alternative proof of this structure is UaseA -
; ssume that;1(Q2) = Vi11(Q). We then have, fron(25),
on properties of thej-step transition probabilitie$é71) and e1(8) e1(0) )

APPENDIX C: PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z]

V(@) > Vi(Qa),  Va, Q. (25)

p) [25] V() = max{Ra(®)+ Y Pr|, alVii1(9)}
. - Q,
G) _ Po1 — poi(pi1 — po1)?!
LS Tt @D = ma{Ra(@) + 3 PR alVi ()} = V(@)
G) _ Po1 + pio(pir — por)’ (22) @
pir = Po1 + P10 ' i.e., the myopic policy is optimal.

. ) , We now prove Theorefd 2 based on Corollary 1. Considering
It is easy to see that fopi1 > poi, ps’ monotonically 5 channel state realizations in sigtwe have
increases to the stationary distributiap as j increases. For

P11 < Pot, pﬁ) oscillates around and convergesdag with Vi(Q;a) = 3, Pr[S(t) = s|QVi(Q; a|S(t) = s)

j o k . A~
p(fl) > wq for even j’s and p_gﬁ < wo for odd j's (see _, + S Pr[S(t) = s|Q Vi1 (T(Qa, 54)[S(t) = s), (26)
Fig.[3 and6). The channel switching structure thus follows b R
noticing that channel switching occurs only after obsegvin where V;11 (7 (Qa, s,)|S(t) = s) is the conditional reward
for p11 > po1 and after observing for p11 < po1. obtained starting from slat+ 1 given that the system state in



Vi(1[1,0)) = poi + propooVit1(2]0,0]) + propor Vi1 (2][0, 1)) + p11poo Vi1 (2][1,0]) + pripor Vis1(2][1,1]), (23)

Ve(11[0,1]) = po1 + poopioVit1(1][0,0]) + poop11 Vit1 (1][0, 1]) + po1p1o Va1 (1][1,0]) + porp11 Vie1 (1][1,1]).  (24)

slot ¢ is s. From Corollary 1, we have which, combined with[(30), leads to
Vi(T(Qa, s0)[S(t—1) =) = V(T (X |a, s4)|S(t—1) = s), N 1o M2y k2 32
(27) 1 (1 _p11)7 k 2P11 ( )

i.e., the conditional total expected reward of the myoPi%ubstituting [(3P) into[(31) fok = 2 and solving for\,, we

policy starting from slott is determined by the action in havels = wpio, Wherew is given in [I5). From{32), we then
slot ¢ — 1 and independent of the belief vectér in slot |, e the stationary distribution as

t — 1 (note thata(t — 1) and S(¢t — 1) determinesS(t),
which determines the reward process). Adopting the siregllifi Ap = { 1 —w, k=1 (33)
notation ofV;(a(t — 1)|S(t — 1) = s), we further have, from wpiy ’pro, k>1"

the statistically identical assumption of channels, which leads to [(14) based ofi{l1) add — S kA

Vila(t —1) = 1|S(t — 1) = [s1, 52]) The proof forpy; < pe:1 is similar based on the transition
= Vi(alt —1) = 2[S(t — 1) = [s2, 51]). (28) probabilities given in[{113).
Based on Corollary]l, Theorep 3 can also be proved by
Next we show that calculating the stationary distribution ¢5(¢)}.

Vi(a(t —1) = 1|S(t — 1) = [1,0]) A E Pr T il
_ f/t(a(t B 1) _ 1|S(t B 1) _ [07 1])) (29) PPENDIX E: OOF OF HEOREM

] _ Case 1:p11 > po1 Let w; denote the belief value of the
Assume thapo; > p11. Following the structure of the myopic chosen channel in the first slot of thieth TP. The length
policy, we know that the myopic action in sletis a(t) = 2 Ly (wy) of this TP has the following distribution.
for the left hand side of(29) ani(¢) = 1 for the right, which
1— =1
leads to[(2B) and (24). Wg then halel(29) based oh (28). The Pr{Ly(wp) = ] = { luikz, . (34)
case ofpg; < p11 can be similarly proved. wrpil Pro, [ >1

Consider) = [w1,ws] with w1 > ws. The myopic action is |, . o , .
’ . It t that i’ > w, thenL tochasticall
thusa = 1. We now establish[(25). Froni (26) arld (28), W%olfniﬁgtsgsLZ(je a = w, then Ly (") stochastically

have From the round-robin structure of the myopic policy, =
Vi@a=1) = wi+ > PrSE) =[i,j]|Visa(1[i, 4]), p5i), whereJy = SN ' Li_; + 1. Based on the monotonic
i,7€{0,1} increasing property of thgstep transition probabilitygjl) (see
). _ SRRy .y (21) and Fig[h), we have, < w,, wherew, is the stationary
Vilha=2) = wpt . .201 PriS® = [ Ve (1115, ). distribution of the Gilbert-Elliot channel given il (3 (w,)
Il thus stochastically dominatds; (wy ), and the expectation of
It thus follows from [28) that the former,L (w,) = 1+ 22—, leads to the upper bound of
Vi Qa=1) - Vi(Qa=2) U given in [I7). _
N N Next, we prove the lower bound df by constructing a
(w1 = wa) (1 + Vera (1][L, 0]) = Ve (1][0, 1])) hypothetical system where the initial belief value of thesdn
= w1 — w2 channel in a TP is a lower bound of that in the real system.
> 0. The average TP length in this hypothetical system is thus

smaller than that in the real system, leading to a lower bound

This concludes the proof. on U based on[{11). Specifically, sincg. = p.7*) and.J, =

Z?:ll Lj_;+1> N+Li_1—1,we havev, < péjl\[+L"’1_1).
APPENDIXD: PROOF OFTHEOREMI3 We thus construct a hypothetical system given by a first-

Consider firstp;; > po1. Let R = {r;;} denote the order Markov chain{L;}7, with the following transition
transition matrix of{ L }7> ,, wherer; ; is given in [12). Let probabilityr; ;.
R(:, k) denote thek-th column of R. We have (N+i-1)
1_p01 ’ ) 7’215]:1
Tijg = (N+i—1) j : (35)

R(:,2 _ — . .
1- R = 202 R = R0 (30) e N B B

Pio

wherel is the unit column vectofl, 1, ...]*. By the definition
of stationary distribution, we have, far=1,2,-- -,

It can be shown that the stationary distribution {df,}¢° ,
stochastically dominates that of the hypothetical system
{L}.}72, (see [6] for details). The latter can be obtained with
A1, Ag, - |R(:, k) = Mgy (31) the same techniques used in Appendix D. The average length
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of L} can thus be calculated, leading to the lower bound givenForp.1 < po1, the lower bound has the fordwe /(22N 14
in (I7). f), whered, e, f (f # 0) are constants. It convergesdea-e/ f
Case 2:p11 < pm In this case, the larger the initial as N — co. We have|d+e/(12N;+f>*d*e/f| — e/(zf?) as
belief of the chosen channel in a given TP, the smaller te — oo. Thus the lower bound converges with geometric rate
average length of the TP. On the other hand] (11) shows that

U is inversely proportional to the average TP length. Thus,
similar to the case agf;; > po1, we will construct hypothetical
systems where the initial belief of the chosen channel in a TP
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bound onU.
Consider first the upper bound. From the structure of the
myopic policy, it is clear that wheil;_; is odd, in thek-th
TP, the user will switch to the channel visited in tfie— 2)-th
TP. As a consequence the initial belief of the k-th TP is
given byw;, = p%’“ 1+ . WhenL,_; is even, we can show
thatw;, < p(lk 4 This is because that fay >3andLy_1
even, the user cannot switch to a channel VIsEed1+2 slots
ago, an@n11 decreases witlj for evenj’s andp11 > Pﬁ) for
any evenj and odd: (see[(2R) and Fid.l6). We thus construct[4]
a hypothetical system given by the first-order Markov chain
{L}.}%2, with the following transition probabilities. [5]

(1]

(2]

Pl if 7 is odd,j = 1
- P pi=2p, i iis odd,j > 2 -
w Pl if i is even,j =1

pgzo+ )poo po1, if iis even,j > 2

[71
It can be shown that the stationary distribution {df} }2° ; 8]
is stochastically dominated by that §f.;};>,. The former
leads to the upper bound &f given in [18).

We now consider the lower bound. Similarlyy
p%’“”ﬂ) when L;_; is odd. WhenL,_; is even, to find
a lower bound o, we need to find the smallest ogddsuch
that the last visit to the channel chosen in #h¢h TP isj
slots ago. From the structure of the myopic policy, the sesall
feasible oddj is Ly_1 + 2N — 3, which corresponds to the
scenario where allV channels are visited in turn from thel11]
(IC—N+ 1)-th TP to thek-th TP with Lk7N+1 = Lk,]\H,Q = [12]

= L9 = 2. We thus havew, > %k””N*‘O’).
We then construct a hypothetical system given by the fir
order Markov chain{L;}?°, with the following transition

El

[10]

.TL-?,]

probabilities. [14]
P, if 4 is odd,j = 1
e it i is odd,j > 2
re s =4 P10 Poo *pot, if ¢is odd,j
! p(ZHN Y, if i is even,j =1
(i+2N— 3) j—2 o . [15]
P1o Poo poi, If iis even,j>2

The stationary distribution of this hypothetical systemads to
the lower bound ofJ given in [18). e
16
APPENDIX F: PROOF OFCOROLLARY [2

Let z = [p11 — po1|. FOr p11 > po1, after some simplifica- [17]

tions, the lower bound has the form+ b/(z" + ¢), where
a,b,c (c # 2 are constants. The upper bounduis- b/c. We
have /e ta)—azblel 42 as N — co. Thus the lower
bound converges to the upper bound with geometric rate

(18]

gestions.
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