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From Spectrum Pooling to Space Pooling:
Opportunistic Interference Alignment in MIMO
Cognitive Networks

S.M. Perlaza, N. Fawaz, S. Lasaulce, and M. Debbah,

Abstract—We describe a non-cooperative interference area [2]. These pieces of unused spectrum, known as
alignment (1A) tecf_mique which aIIOWS_ an opportunistic - white-spaces, appear mainly when either transmissions
multiple input multiple output (MIMO) link (secondary)  in the primary network are sporadic, i.e., there are
to harmlessly coexist with another MIMO link (primary)  periods over which no transmission takes place, or there
in the same frequency band. Assuming perfect channel js . hetwork infrastructure for the primary system in
knowledge at the primary receiver and transmitter, capac- . . . .

a given area, for instance, when there is no primary

ity is achieved by transmiting along the spatial directions . k i
(SD) associated with the singular values of its channel network coverage in a certain region. In the case of dense

matrix using a water-filling power allocation (PA) scheme. Networks, a white-space might be a rare and short-lasting
Often, power limitations lead the primary transmitter to  event. As a matter of fact, the idea of cognitive radio
leave some of its SD unused. Here, it is shown that theas presented ir [2] (i.e., spectrum pooling), depends on
opportunistic link can transmit its own data if it is possible  the existence of such white-spacés [3]. In the absence
to align the interference prodgced on the primary_link with  of those spectrum holes, secondary systems are unable
such unused SDs. We provide both a processing schemg, ansmit without producing additional interference on
to perform 1A and a PA scheme which maximizes the the primary systems. One solution to this situation has

transmission rate of the opportunistic link. The asymptotes b ded i der th f interf
of the achievable transmission rates of the opportunistic een provided recently under the name ot interierence

link are obtained in the regime of large numbers of alignment (IA) [4]. Basically, IA refers to the construc-
antennas. Using this result, it is shown that depending on tion of signals such that the resulting interference signal
the signal-to-noise ratio and the number of transmit and lies in a subspace orthogonal to the one spanned by the
receive antennas of the primary and opportunistic links, signal of interest at each receivér [5]. The IA concept
both systems can achieve transmission rates of the sameyas introduced separetely and almost simultaneously
order. by several authord [6]/[7],]4],.]8]. Recently, IA has
become an important tool to study the interference
channel, namely its degrees of freedarn [5], [4], [9]. The
feasibility and implementation issues of IA regarding
The concept of cognitive radio is well-known by nowmainly the required channel state information (CSI) has
The main idea is to let a class of radio devices, calldiben also extensively studied [10], [11], [12], [13].
secondary systems, opportunistically access certain plorthis paper we study an IA scheme named opportunistic
tions of spectrum left unused by other radio deviceBd (OIA) [L]. The idea behind OIA can be briefly
called primary systems, at a given time or geographiadscribed as follows. The primary link is modeled by
a single-user MIMO channel since it must operate free
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transmitter can send its own data to its respective receiaee respectively denoted hy-) andj(-). The symbols

by processing its signal in such a way that the intelN, R, and C denote the sets of non-negative integers,
ference produced on the primary link impairs only theeal numbers, and complex numbers, respectively. The
unused SDs. Hence, these spatial resources can be geitysets|0, +oo[ and ]—oo,0] are denoted byR* and
useful for a secondary system when the available speciRal, respectively. The operataiz)™ with z € R is
resources are fully exploited over a certain period inequivalent to the operatiomax (0,z). Let A be an
geographical area. The idea of OIA, as described abowes » square matrix with real eigenvalugs 1,..., A4 .

was first introduced in(J1] considering a very restrictivéVe define the empirical eigenvalue distribution Af
scenario, e.g., both primary and secondary devices hm;ng")(.) 2 L5 u(h = Aay), and, when it exists,
the same number of antennas and same power budgefyédenotef|” (1) the associated eigenvalue probability
this paper, we consider a more general framework whefgnsity function, wheré s (-) and fa (-) are respectively
devices have different number of antennas, differefife associated limiting eigenvalue distribution and prob-
power budgets and no conditions are impossed over Ylity density function whem — +oc.

channel transfer matrices (In/[1], full rank condition wagye consider two unidirectional links simultaneously op-
impossed over certain matrices). erating in the same frequency band and producing mutual
The rest of this paper is structured as follows. First, thgierference as shown in Figl 1. The first transmitter-

system modgl, whic_h consists _of an interference Ch"’_‘”'ﬂé&eiver pair(Tx;, Rx;) is the primary link. The pair
with MIMO links, is introduced in Se.lll. Then, our aim(1y, Rx,) is an opportunistic link subject to the strict

in Sec[ll is twofold. First, an analysis of the feasibilityoonstraint that the primary link must transmit at a rate
of the OIA scheme is provided. For this purpose, tr@quivamnt to its single-user capacity. Denote By
existence of transmit opportunities (SD left unused hy;q M;, with i = 1 (resp.i = 2), the number of
the primary system) is studied. The average numbgkiennas at the primary (resp. secondary) receiver and
of transmit opportunities is expressed as a functiqfansmitter, respectively. Each transmitter sends indepe
of the number of antennas at both the primary angnt messages only to its respective receiver and no
secondary terminals. Second, the proposed interfere%%peration between them is allowed, i.e., there is no
alignment technique and power allocation (PA) policy ghessage exchange between transmitters. This scenario is
the secondary transm|tt_er are described. In §ec.lIV-B,own as the MIMO interference channel (ICY[15],]16]
tools from random matrix theory for large systems akgiin private messages. A private message is a message
used to analyze the achievable transmission rate tgfmq a4 given source to a given destination: only one
the opportunistic transmitter when no optimization igestination node is able to decode it. Indeed, we do not
performed over its input covariance matrix. We illustratgynsider the case of common messages which would be
our theoretical results by simulations in Se¢. V. Thereigenerated by a given source in order to be decoded by
it is shown that our approach allows the secondary ""géveral destination nodes.
to achieve transmission rates of the same order as thgseyis paper, we assume the channel transfer matrices
of the primary link. Finally, in Secl Y1 we state ourhepyeen different nodes to be fixed over the whole
conclusions and provide possible extensions of this Wogkration of the transmission. The channel transfer matrix
from transmitter; € {1,2} to receiveri € {1,2} is
_ _ an N; x M; matrix denoted byH;; which corresponds
Notations In the sequel, matrices and vectors aig the realization of a random matrix with independent
respectively denoted by boldface upper case symbols ajg jgentically distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussiar cir

boldface lower case symbols. AN x K matrix with — cyjarly symmetric entries with zero mean and variance
ones on its main diagonal and zeros on its off-dlagona_{, which implies

entries is denoted bl i, While the identity matrix of ™

size N is simply denoted by . An N x K matrix with V(i,j) € {1,2}%, Trace (E [H;; Hg]) =N;. (1)
zeros in all its entries (null matrix) is denoted 0y . x .

Matrices X” and X* are the transpose and HermitiarThe L; symbols transmittei is able to simultaneously

[I. SYSTEM MODEL

transpose of matrixX, respectively. The determinant oftransmit, denoted by; 1,...,s; r,, are represented by
matrix X is denoted by X|. The expectation operatorthe vectors; = (Si,lw-wsi,Li)T- We assume that
is denoted byE [.]. The indicator function associatedvi € {1,2} symbolss; i,...,s;r, are i.i.d. zero-mean

with a given setA is denoted byl 4(.), and defined circularly-symmetric complex Gaussian variables. In our
by 14(z) = 1 (resp.0) if = € A (resp.z ¢ A). model, transmittef processes its symbols using a matrix
The Heaviside step function and the Dirac delta functiovi; to construct its transmitted signM;s;. Therefore,



the matrixV; is called pre-processing matrix. Followingseveral technical arguments making this setup relatively
a matrix notation, the primary and secondary receivedalistic: (a) in some contexts channel reciprocity can be
signals, represented by th¥; x 1 column-vectorsr;, exploited to acquire CSI at the transmitters; (b) feedback
with 7 € {1,2}, can be written as channels are often available in wireless communications
[11]], and (c) learning mechanisms [12] can be exploited

( 1 > - < Hy Hyp > < Visi > + ( 1 >7 to iteratively learn the required CSI. In any case, the
2 Hz Hj Vass 12 @ perfect information assumptions provide us with an

. . . . ._upper bound on the achievable transmission rate for the
wheren; is an N;-dimensional vector representing noise

effects at receivei € {1,2} with entries modeled by secondary link.

an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) process with
zero mean and varianed, i.e.i € {1,2}, E [nnf] = [1l. | NTERFERENCEALIGNMENT STRATEGY

7

o?ly,. At transmitteri € {1,2}, the L; x L; power In this section, we describe how both links intro-
allocation matrixP; is defined by the input covarianceduced in Sec[Jl can simultaneously operate under the
matrix P; = E [s;s/]. Note that symbols;; ...,s;,, constraint that no additional interference is generated
Vi € {1,2} are mutually independent and zero-meaby the opportunistic transmitter on the primary receiver.
thus, the PA matrices can be written as diagonal matric&st, we revisit the transmitting scheme implemented by
i.e., P, = diag (pi1,...,pir,). ChoosingP; therefore the primary system[14], then we present the concept
means selecting a given PA policy. The power constrairdé transmit opportunity, and finally we introduce the
on the transmitted signalg;s; can be written as proposed opportunistic 1A technique.

- H
vie{l2}, Trace(ViPiViy) < Mipima  (3) A. Primary Link Performance

Note that assuming that the i.i.d. entries of matriEgs, According to our initial assumptions (Se€l 11) the
for all (i,j) € {1,2}*, are Gaussian random variableprimary link must operate at its highest transmission
with zero mean and variangg-, together with the power rate in the absence of interference. Hence, following the
constraints in[(B), is equivalent to considering a systef@sults in [14], [I7] and using our own notation, the
where the entries of matricdd; for all (i, j) € {1,2}* optimal pre-processing and post-processing schemes for
are Gaussian random variables with zero mean and Wi primary link are given by the following theorem.
variance, and the transmitted signdjs; are constrained

by a finite transmit powep; .. Nonetheless, the sec- Thegrem 1: LetH;, = UH”AH”Vg be a sin-

ond convention allows us to increase the dimension gfilar value decomposition (SVD) of ‘thay, x M,

the system (number of antennas) while maintaining th@annel transfer matrixt;;, with Uy, and Vp,,,
same average received signal to noise ratio (SNR) leygly unitary matrices with dimensio?v; x N; and
pa—r; Vi € {1,2}. Moreover, most of the tools from s, . 77, respectively, and\y,, an Ny x M; matrix
random matrix theory used in the asymptotic analysjgth main diagonal (Mot -+ s Aty min(v, a1,)) @nd

of the achievable data rate of the opportunistic link ieros on its off-diagonal. The primary link achieves
Sec[IV-B, require the variance of the entries of chann@ipacity by choosingv; = Vp,,, D = vl |
matrices to be normalized by its size. That is the reasgn — qjag( "

. . : Pi1s---,P1,M,), Where
why the normalized model, i.e., channel transfer matrices

and power constraints respectively satisfyi 1) &nd (3), 2 *

was IC;ldopted. P Y satsivig (1) and { )Vn e{l,....,M1}, pin= (ﬁ — #) , (4)
At receiveri € {1,2}, the signalr; is processed using nn

an N; x N; matrix D; to form the N;-dimensional with, Ay, = AEHAH]1 =
vectory; = D;r;. All along this paper, we refer t®; diag (AH{{HH,I, .. '7>‘H1H1H11,M1) and the constant

as the post-processing matrix at receiveiRegarding [ (water-level) is set to saturate the power constraint
channel knowledge assumptions at the different nod€3).

we assume that the primary terminals (transmitter ahét N = min(Ny, M7). When implementing its
receiver) have perfect knowledge of the matiik;; capacity-achieving transmission scheme, the primary
while the secondary terminals have perfect knowledgf@ansmitter allocates its transmit power over an equiv-
of all channel transfer matriceH;;, V(i j) € {1,2}2. alent channeDH;,V; = Apy,, which consists of at
One might ask whether this setup is highly demandimgost rank(H H;;) < N parallel sub-channels with

in terms of information assumptions. In fact, there argon-zero channel gaindy« g, ,, respectively. These



non-zero channel gains to which we refer as transmit diote that in this definition it is implicitly assumed that
mensions, correspond to the non-zero eigenvalues of ritee number of TOs is constant over a duration equal to
trix H{{HH. The transmit dimension € {1,...,M;} the channel coherence time.

is said to be used by the primary transmittepif, > 0. Combining [6) and[{7) yields the bounds on the number
Interestingly, [#) shows that some of the transmit dimenf transmit opportunities

sions can be left unused. Let; € {1,..., M} denote
the number of transmit dimensions used by the primary Ni—-N<S<N -1 (8)
user:
M, A natural question arises as to whether the number of
my 2 Z Lo.tip oy (P1) TO§ |s.s_uff|C|entIy hlgh for the secondary link to a(_:hleve
=1 ) a significant transmission rate. In order to provide an

element of response to this question, a method to find
= 211 - (ANt Hyyn)- an approximation of the number of TOs per primary
i?]’ ‘X’i transmit antenna$S,., is proposed in Section TVAA. In
AS P1max > 0, the primary link transmits at least ove@y case, as we shall see in the next section, to take
dimensionn* = arg max {AHHH } re- advantage of the TOs described in this section, a specific
)} 114111,m

, me{l,..., min(Ny,M, _ signal processing scheme is required in the secondary
gardless of its SNR, and moreover, there exist at mq%.

N transmit dimensions, thus

1 <my <rank(HIH;) < N (6)

n=1

C. Pre-processing Matrix

In the following section, we show how those unused In this section, we define the interference alignment

dimensions of the primary sys.t(_am can be seen by tandition to be met by the secondary transmitter and de-
secondary system as opportunities to transmit.

termine a pre-processing matrix satisfying this condition
B. Transmit Opportunities Definition 3 (IA condition): Let  Hy; =
Once the PA matrix is set up following Th] 1, theUHuAHquu be an SVD of;; and

primary equivalent channEblHllle}/2 = AHUP}/2

is an N, x M; diagonal matrix whose main diagonal R = oily, +Uj, HiaVoPo VI H{L Uy, L (9)
containsm; non-zero entries and/ — m; zero entries.

This equivalent channel transforms the setnof used be the covariance matrix of the co-channel interference
and M, — m; unused transmit dimensions into a set dCl) plus noise signal in the primary link. The op-
my receive dimensions Containing a noisy version of ti‘@rtunistic link is said to SatiSfy the 1A condition if its
primary signal, and a set al; — m; unused receive Opportunistic transmission is such that the primary link
dimensions Containing no primary Signal_ Thﬂ use- achieves the transmission rate of the eqUivalent Single-
ful dimensions are called primary reserved dimensioriser system, which translates mathematically as

while the remainingN; — m, dimensions are named

secondary transmit opportunities (TO). The IA strategy, logy
described in Section 1I[-IC, allows the secondary user to log,
exploit theseN; — m; receive dimensions left unused

by the primary link, while avoiding to interfere with theOur objective is first to find a pre-processing maii

In, + gz An, P1Af] | =

(10)
Iy, + R7'Ap, P1AY

m; receive dimensions used by the primary link. that satisfies the IA condition and then, to tune the PA
matrix P, and post-processing matrik, in order to
Definition 2 (Transmit Opportunities): LetMaximize the transmission rate for the secondary link.

AHH 1 - AeE 0, D€ the eigenvalues of matrix

H/H,, and 3 be the water-level in (THI1). Let;, ~ Lemma 1 (Pre-processing mati,): Let Hy; =

as defined in[{5), be the number of primary reservdds,, Ar, Vi;, be an ordered SVD df;;, with Up,,

dimensions. Then the number of transmit opportunitié®d Vm,,, two unitary matrices of sizevV; x N; and

S available to the opportunistic terminal is given by M1 x M, respectively, and\y,, an Ny x M; matrix
with main diagonal (Ag,, 1, -, Ay, min(n,,01,)) @nd

M,
: : L
SEN, —my =Ny — Zﬂi g, |:(/\H1HlH11,TL)' (7) Zeros on its oft-diagonal, such thag, | > A\ , >
n=1 |7 7%

L= /\memin(Nl’Ml). Let also theN; x M, matrix



2 U# H,, have a block structure, recalling thatH is of sizem; x M, we would like to
point out that:

M2 ~
— « When my < Ms, rank(H;) < m; and
H= my H \ - (11) dim Ker(H;) > M, —m; with equality if and only
N < 151 ) if H; is full row-rank. This means that there are
1—m 2

always at leastV/ — m; > 0 non-null orthogonal
The IA condition (Def(13) is satisfied independently of vectors inKer(H;), and thus,Ly = dim Ker(Hj).

the PA matrixP,, when the pre-processing matri{, Consequently,V, can always be chosen to be
satisfies the condition: different from the null matrix0,, < 1., -
_ ° When, M2 < ma, rank(ﬂl) < M2 and
H V5 = 0, %L, (12) dim Ker(H;) > 0, with equality if and only ifH;

where Ly is the dimension of the null space of matrix is full column—'rank. ]’hls'means that_th~ere'are non-
H,. zero vectors inKer(H;) if and only if H; is not

Proof: See AppendifA. - full column-rank. Consequentlyy, is a non-zero

Another solution to the IA condition was given in matrix |f'and on!y If Hy is not full column-rank,
[1], namely Vo, = H,'Uy, P; for a given diago- and againLz = dim Ker(Hy).
nal matrix P; = diag (P11s--->Pran), With pr, = Therefore, the rank ofVy is given by L, =
52 + _ dimKer(H;) < M,, and it represents the number of

T B) . wheref is the water-level of the {ransmit dimensions on which the secondary transmitter
primléry systemTh.[) andn € {1,...,M;}. However, can allocate power without affecting the performance of
such a solution is more restrictive thanl(12) since e primary user. The following lower bound @a holds
rczqslélrviilgéifiti ?\Zjl,n;//(eir’t}t))lz ?r;’dZ?zoles not hold for the Ly = dim Ker(El;) = M, — rank(H,)
PluggingV, from (I2) into [3) shows that to guarantee > My —min(Mz,m1)  (14)
the 1A condition [[3), the opportunistic transmitter has to = max(0, My — my)
avoid interfering with them; dimensions used by the . : . :
primary transmitter. That is the reason why we refer %ote that by processing, with V, the resulting signal

our technique as OIA: interference from the secondar}/fsa becomes orthogonal to the_ space spanned by a
stibsetof m; rows of the cross-interference channel

user is made orthogonal to the; receive dimensions . . . )
g ! matrix H = Ugun- This is the main difference

used by the primary link. This is achieved by aligning thl‘)eetween the proposed OIA technique and the classical

interference frqm the secpndary user v.\”th ﬂvfe_— i zero-forcing beamforming (ZFBF)_[18], for which the

non-used receive dimensions of the primary link. L

From Lemma[ll, it appears that thé, columns of transmit signal must be orthogonal to the whole row
! space of matrixH. In the ZFBF case, the number of

matrix V, have to belong to the null spadéer(H;) . . . .
~ fransmit dimensions, on which the secondary transmitter
of H; and therefore to the space spanned by the

dim Ker(ﬂl)N: Mj —rank(H;) last columns of matrix tcr?; arI:;)nc;te Ssg:eirswnicglrj‘t t? ylifectlng_t:lg p;rfo(rﬁm;a n_ce of
V. whereH; = Uy Ay VI is an SVD ofH;;with P y user, s g 0Y.2,pr = dim Ker =

L v oH : .My — rank(H). Sincerank(H;) < rank(H), we have
Uy, andVy two unitary matrices of respective sizeg
mq X my and My x My, andAH] anmi; x My matrix
containing the vectofA 5 1., Ag ingm, a,)) ON LS
main diagonal and zeros on its off-diagonal, such th

2.BF < Lo. This inequality, along with the observation
that Ker(H) C Ker(H, ), shows that any opportunity to
gf,e a secondary transmit dimension provided by ZFBF
IS also provided by OIA, thus OIA outperforms ZFBF. In

A >0 .i.e., : e
Hiil Hy,min(m,,M2) the next section we tackle the problem of optimizing the
Vs € Span (rank(EL) 1) SO (13) post-pr_oc_essmg matrib, to maximize the achlevable
2 & 9P H, oV, transmission rate for the opportunistic transmitter.
Here, for alli € {1,..., Ms}, the column vecton _ _
represents the" column of matrixV 5 from the left D. Post-processing Matrix
to the right. Once the pre-processing matiX, has been adapted

In the following, we assume that thie, columns of the to perform IA according to[{13), no harmful interfer-
matrix V, form an orthonormal basis of the correspondence impairs the primary link. However, the secondary
ing subspace(13), and thu¥ vV, = I;,. Moreover, receiver undergoes the CCl from the primary transmitter.



Then, the joint effect of the CCI and noise signals can be2) Optimal Power Allocation:Here, we tackle the
seen as a colored Gaussian noise with covariance ma®iR® formulated in[{17). For doing so, we assume that
the columns of matrixV, are unitary and mutually

(15) orthogonal. We define the matriK = Q‘%Hmvg,
\yhereK is an Ny x Ly matrix. LetK = UgAgVE

e an SVD of matrixK, where the matrice¥Jx and
Vi are unitary matrices with dimensio$, x N, and
Lo x Lo respectively. The matrid g is anNo x Ly matrix
with at mostmin (N9, L2) non-zero singular values on
its main diagonal and zeros in its off-diagonal entries.
The entries in the diagonal of the matix, are denoted
by Ax1;- - Ak min(N,,L,)- Finally, the original OPL(17)

Q =Hy, Vy, P, VE HE + 021y,

We recall that the opportunistic receiver has full CSI
all channel matrices, i.eH; ;, V(i,j) € {1,2}%. Given
an input covariance matri¥,, the mutual information
between the inpus, and the outpuy, = Dors is

Ry(P3,03) = log,|In,+D:Ha VP, VIHE DY (D.QDY) 7|

< 1og2‘IN2+Q’%H22V2P2V§’H§2 *%(, (16)

where equality is achieved by a whitening posfan Pe rewritten as

processing filterD, = Q‘§ [19]. i.e., the mutual argmax  10g Ly, +Ax VEP, VAL |
information between the transmitted signal and ro, P> B . (20)
is the same as that betweepn andy, = D,r,. Note s.t. Tracep,) = Tracevip.vi)
also that expressiofl (16) is maximized by a zero-mean S Mo p2max:
circularly-symmetric complex Gaussian input[14].  Here, we define the square matrices of dimengion
~ A H
Py, = VPV, (22)

E. Power Allocation Matrix Optimization

In this section, we are interested in finding the inp@nd A g i = A A = diag (A1, AkA K L,)-
covariance matrixP, which maximizes the achievableUsing the new variable®; and A =, we can write
transmission rate for the opportunistic linRy (P2, %) that
assuming that both matricds, andD-, have been set up

a a - H ~2
as discussed in Sdc. II'C afd 1D, respectively. More [va+ A VEP:VicAR| [ Lo+ A e P
specifically, the problem of interest in this section is: < H(HAKHK,n Fa) (22)
n=1

I%&X 10g2‘1N2+Q7%H22V2P2V§{H§2 7%‘
2

st TraCHVa Py V) <o . (17) wherep, ,, with n € {1,..., Ly} are the entries of the

main diagonal of matri®,. Note that in [2R) equality
Before solving the optimization problem (OP) in17)holds if P, is a diagonal matrix[20]. Thus, choosiiity

we briefly describe the uniform PA scheme (UPA)o be diagonal maximizes the transmission rate. Hence,
The UPA policy can be very useful not only to relathe OP simplifies to

some information assumptions and decrease computa-

: . . . Lo
tional complexity at the transmitter but also because it

max Z logy (14 Ag# i n Do)

corresponds to the limit of the optimal PA policy in the R P

high SNR regime. L, (23)
1) Uniform Power Allocation:In this case, the oppor- s.t. Zﬁzn < M3p2 max;

tunistic transmitter does not perform any optimization on n=1

its own transmit power. It rather uniformly spreads it§he simplified optimization probleri{23) has eventually
total power among the previously identified TOs. Thusg, water-filling solution of the form

the PA matrixPs is assumed to be of the form

_ I

where the constani is chosen to saturate the transmilvhere, the water-leveb, is determined to saturate the
power constraint(3), power constraints in the optimization problemi(23). Once
the matrixP, (21) has been obtained using water-filling

M pamax M2p2’max. (19) (24), we define the optimal PA matriRs opa by

7 Trace (Vovyi) Ly

Pyopa = diag(po,---,P2,L,), (25)



while the left and right hand factord/, and VI, of of my . First, recall from the water-filling solutiofi](4)
matrix Py in (ZI) are included in the pre-processingnd the power constrairtl(3) that
matrix:

1 & 1 & o2 \"
Vaora = VaVx. (26) M, Y pin= A > (5 - )\H71> . (D)
In the next section, we study the achievable transmission n=1 n=1 A Hhan
rates of the opportunistic link. Define the real functiory by
V. ASYMPTOTIC PERFORMANCE OF THE (\) 0 tA=0,
) q(A) = o3 . (32)
SECONDARY LINK (5 - 7) , IfA>0,

In this section, the performance of the secondary liRkhich is continuous and bounded @i @) can be
is analyzed in the regime of large number of antennagyritten as

which is defined as follows: v

Definition 4 (Regime of Large Numbers of Antennas):1 - _ /°° (M)
The regime of large numbers of antennas (RLNA) is\/; nz_:q()‘HﬁH“v") ) 1) leHHu()‘) dA (33)
defined as follows: a

o Vie{1,2}, N; - +o0; Wherefl(q]\l,{l}){11 is the probability density function associ-
o Vje{l,2}, M; — +o0; ated with the empirical eigenvalue distributi Aﬁ};
o V(i,j) € {1,2}, Mh_{ﬂroo% = ajj < +00, and  of matrix HZ Hy;. In the RLNA, the empirical 1éiglén—
- . N —+00 value distributionFI({]\ﬁ% converges almost surely to the
a@;j > 01s constant. deterministic limiting eigenvalue distributiody s, ,

known as the Marenko-Pastur law [21] whose associ-
A. Asymptotic Number of Transmit Opportunities ated density is

In Sec[TIl, two relevant parameters regarding the per- 4 T
formance of the opportunistic system can be identifiedfz# i, (\) = <1 - a%l) §() + YAV (34
the number of TOs {) and the number of transmit

dimensions to which the secondary user can alloc¥€re,a =(1-%) andb =(1+ )" Note that the
power without affecting the performance of the primar artenko-Pastur law has a bounded real positive support

user (L»). Indeed, L is equivalent to the number ofi{0} U [a,b]} andg is continuous and bounded d&".

idependent symbols the opportunistic system is able @@nsequently, in the RLNA, we have the almost sure
simultaneously transmit. In the following, we analyz&onvergence of(33), i.e.,

both parameters and L, in the RLNA by studying the [ M, as. [
fractions /_OO a(N) f,({g,){“ (A) dX = N q(N) fr ,, (A)dA
See = lim i and, (27) Thus, in the RLNA (Def[}4), the water-leveil,, is the
%:ﬁiﬁ,‘; 1 unigue solution[[22] to the equation
N . L2 b
Lroe = Nllggroo My’ (28) / . (B—?) VO N 43 py =0, (35)
My—+o00 max(?],a)

Using (), the fractionS. can be re-written as follows ang it does not depend on any specific realization of the

g I 1 N channel transfer matri¥f,, but only on the maximum
o = o ﬁl( 1= mi) POWer P max and the receiver noise powet.
My=ro0 We can now deriven; .. From [3), we have
1
= a—n - mLoo 5 (29) 1 Ml
ma, = lim — 1 2 ()\H]IallHn’ )
Where, m o ]\]\}3-’4_-22 Ml nZ::l }71,4-00{ "
. 1 1
Mo S M 3 (%0 m [ o)
M=o - N11i>r1—|l-oo —o ]1]0—5,-1-00[()\) fHﬁHu()\) dA
As a preliminary step toward determining the expressions M1:+°°
of Se and Ly ,, we first show how to find the asymp- 2:8y \/(A—;)A(b—k) do. (36)
s

totic water-level5., in the RLNA, and the expression max(a,%)



Thus, given the asymptotic number of transmist dimeithus, given the asymptotic water-levél, for the pri-
sions used by the primary link per primary transminary link, the asymptotic number of TOs per transmit
antennam; ,, we obtain the asymptotic number ofantenna is given by the following expression

transmit opportunities per primary transmit antertha

+
by following (21), i.e., Ly = (1 — %ml oo) (43)
12
1 b NI
Soo = — — / , = dA. (37) b -
ey = (1 R = dA)

From [8), the following bounds orf,, hold in the max(a,52)
RLNA: N Note that the numberS) of TOs as well as the number

(L B 1) <5< 1 (38) (L2) of independent symbols that the secondary link

11 2 can simultaneously transmit are basically determined by

Finally, we give the expression ok, ... Recall that the number of antennas and the SNR of the primary
Ly = dimKer(H;) = M, — rank(H;). The rank of system. From[{27), it becomes clear that the higher the
H, is given by its number of non-zero singular value§NR of the primary link, the lower the number of TOs.
or equivalently by the number of non-zero eigenvalues bionetheless, as we shall see in the numerical examples

matrix H/H;. Let AHHH e NEE L M, denote the in Sec[V, for practical values of SNR there exist a non-
eigenvalues of matr|>HHH1 We have zero number of TOs the secondary can always exploit.
. rank(H, ) _ o .
Lyoo=1- NlJ\}[lgH—l)-i-oo M B_. Asymptotic Transmission Rate of the Opportunistic
Link
=1-— lim — Z Lo 400X gr 7, 1) In this section, we analyze the behavior of the oppor-
N Me=too M tunistic rate per antenna
+oo
3 JV[Q D A1 _
=1- Nl,l\}‘llzn—%—i-oo /_OO 10,+00] ( )fl({HHl( )dA, Rz(szag):N—ZIng‘INz‘f‘Q 'H,,V>P, VI HE, | (44)

(39) in the RLNA. Interestingly, this quantity can be shown
to converge to a limit, the latter being independent of the

(M2)
wheref (/\) 's the probability density function asso, realization ofHss. In the present work, we essentially

ciated W|th the empirical eigenvalue dlstrlbutlﬁ@ . use this limit to conduct a performance analysis of the

H, is of sizem; x M,, and the ratlo% converges in system under investigation but it is important to know

the RLNA to that it can be further exploited, for instance, to prove
s i My  omp 20 some properties, or simplify optimization problerns![23].
= N M oo mL m < 00. (40) A key transform for analyzing quantities associated with

Thus, in the RLNA, the empirical eigenvalue OllstrlbutloIarge systems is the Stieltjes transform, which we define

(Mz) n App. [B. By exploiting the Stieltjes transform and
FH{,“}ﬁconverges almost surely to the Marcenko- PaStPesults from random matrix theory for large systems (See
law [21] Fy 5, with associated density App. [B), it is possible to find the limit of[(24) in the

N \/(/\ ot d— N7 RLNA. The corresponding result is as follows.
Fapm® = (15 ) o0+ , ) | »
! o1 2 Proposition 5 (Asymptotic Transmission Rate):
Here <1 1 >2 andd (1 N 1 >2 Define the matrices
w c= - T = == — .
V V A
al o (1) M, £ HyVy,PVH HE (45)
A
Using [41) in [39) yields M, = HpV,P,ViHY (46)
+o0 A
Looo =51~ / Lo, 4oof(A) f iz 7, (VA M = M;+Ms, (47)
e O and consider the system model described in Skc. II with
:/ Ly oo,0p (A) f 7 g7, (A)dA (42) a primary link using the configuratioiVy, Dy, P1)
—o0 ’ P described in Sed_IIEA, and a secondary link with the

1\* configuration (Vq, Dy, P3) described in Sed_TI-IC,
[=D] with P, any PA matrix independent from the noise



level o3. Then, in the RLNA (Defl 4), under the assumyier practical values of the SNR1{ - 20 dBs.) there
tion that P; and V2P2V§H have limiting eigenvalue exists a non-zero number of TOs. Note also that the
distributions Fp, and Fy, p,i;» With compact support, number of TOs is an increasing function of the ratio
the transmission rate per antenna of the opportunistier;; = %—f). For instance, in the cas¥; > M, i.e.,

link (Tx2-Rx2) converges almost surely to a1 > 1 the secondary transmitters always sees a non-

B 1 Too zero number of TOs independently of the SNR of the

Ry oo = —= Gy, (—2) — Gy (—2)dz, (48) primary link, and thus, opportunistic communications are
In2 a3 always feasible. On the contrary, when; < 1, the

where,G /() and Gy, (z) are the Stieltjes transformsfeasibility of opportunistic communications depends on

of the limiting eigenvalue distribution of matricdd and the SNR of the primary link.

M;, respectivelyG,(z) and G, (z) are obtained by Finally, it is important to remark that even though, the

solving the fixed point equations (with unique solutioanalysis of the number of TOs has been done in the

whenz € R~ [24]): RLNA (Def.[4), the model is also valid for finite number
1 of antennas. In Fid.]2, we have also ploted the number
Gm,(2) = —F—— (49) of TOs observed for a given realization of the channel
z—g(G, (2)) : -~ 1
transfer matrixH;; whenN; = 10 andaq; € {35,1,2}.
and Therein, it can be seen how the theretical result from
1 . .
Ci(z) = (50) (27) matches the simulation results.

2= g(Gu(2) = h(Gu(2))’
respectively, where the functiongu) and h(u) are B. Comparison between OIA and ZFBF

defined as follows We compare our OIA scheme with the zero-forcing
beamforming (ZFBF) schemeé [18]. Within this scheme,
gu) = p711]> (51) the pre-processing matri¥,, denoted byV; zrpr,
1+ 5 p1u satisfies the condition
h(u) 2 pif] , (52) H>2Vs zrpr = On, 1, (53)
1+ a—ﬂpgu

which implies that ZFBF is feasible only in some partic-
with the expectations in[(b1) and _(52) taken on thglar cases regarding the rank of mafix,. For instance,
random variablesp; and p, with distribution Fp, and when M; < N; andHy, is full column rank, the pre-
Fy,pv, respectively. processing matrix is the null matrix, i.€Vs zrpr =

Proof: For the proof, see Appendix| C. B 0,,, and thus, no transmission takes place. On the
The (non-trivial) result in Prod.]5 holds for any powetontrary, in the case of OIA whed/, < Ny, it is
allocation matrixP, independent ofz3. In particular, still possible to opportunistically transmit with a non-
the case of the uniform power allocation policy perfectlyull matrix V, in two cases as shown in Séc. 11-C:
meets this assumption. This also means that it holds for, if 1, < M,

the optimum PA policy in the high SNR regime. For , or if m; > M, andH; is not full column rank.
low and medium SNRs, the authors have noticed that tﬂﬂother remark is that when using ZFBF and both

matrix Py o p4 is in general not independent of. This primary and secondary receivers come close, the oppor-
is becaus® is obtained from a water-filling procedurey nistic link will observe a significant power reduction
The corresponding technical problem is not trivial andnce poth the targeted and nulling directions become
is therefore left as an extension of the present work. gigicylt to distinguish. This power reduction will be less
significant in the case of OIA since it always holds that
V. NUMERICAL RESULTS rank(Vy) > rank(Va zppr) thanks to the existence
A. The NumbelS of Transmit Opportunities of the additional TOs. Strict equality holds only when

As shown in [[2F), the number of TOs is a function of = (a% -1 +. As discussed in Selc. 11l1B, the number
the number of antennas and the SNR of the primary linét TOs (5) is Independent of the position of one receiver
In Fig.[2, we plot the number of TOs per transmit antenmveith respect to the other. It rather depends on the channel
S as a function of the SNR for different number ofealizationH;; and the SNR of the primary link.
antennas in the receiver and transmitter of the primaltythe following, for the ease of presentation, we consider
link. Interestingly, even though the number of TOs is #hat both primary and secondary devices are equipped
non-increasing function of the SNR, Fig. 2 shows thatith the same number of antenndg. = N; = N,
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and N; = My = M, respectively. In this scenario, werate of the primary receiver corresponds to the capacity
consider the cases whefg > N, and N; < N,. of a single userV; x N, MIMO link whose asymptotes

1) CaseN; > N,: In Fig.[3, we consider the caseare provided in[[25]. From Fid.16, it becomes evident
where o ~ 2, with N, € {3,9}. In this case, we how the secondary link is able to achieve transmission
observe that even for a small number of antennas, tiades of the same order as the primary link depending
OIA technique is superior to the classical ZFBF. Moresn both its own SNR and that of the primary link.
over, the higher the number of antennas, the higher the

difference between the performance of both techniques. VI. CONCLUSIONS

An important remark here is f[hat, at h_igh SNR’ the In this paper, we proposed a technique to recycle
performance of ZFBF and OIA is almost identical. Th'§patial directions left unused by a primary MIMO link,

is basically because at high SNR, the number of TQy it they can be re-used by secondary links. Interest-
tends to its lower boundV; — N, (from @), which o the number of spatial directions can be evaluated
coincides with .th(_e num_ber of spatial dlrectlo_ns to Wh'cgnalytically and shown to be sufficiently high to allow a
ZFBF can avoid intefering. Another remark is that botQg . ndary system to achieve a significant transmission
UPA and OPA sche.mes perform identically at high SNRye *\we "provided a signal construction technique to
2) CaseN; < N In this case, the ZFBF solution isgyp|oit those spatial resources and a power allocation
not feasible and thus, we focus only on the OIA solutiopygjicy which maximizes the opportunistic transmission
In Fig.[4, we plot the transmission rate for the case whel'gi ~ Based on our asymptotical analysis, we show
N, = Ni € {3,6,9}. We observe that at high SNRinat this technique allows a secondary link to achieve
for the primary link and small number of antennas, theansmission rates of the same order as those of the
u_nlform PA performs similarly as the opt|rr_1al PA. Fpr $rimary link, depending on their respective SNRs. To
higher number of antennas and low SNR in the primafjention few interesting extensions of this work, we
link, the difference between the uniform and optimaghca)| that our solution concerns only two MIMO links.
PA is significant. To show the impact of the SINR 0frhe case where there exists several opportunistic devices
both primary and secondary links on the opportunistig,q/or several primary devices remains to be studied in
transmission rate, we present Elg.S. Therein, it can Bggjls. More importantly, some information assumptions
seen cl(_early that the transmission rate in the opportenistyid be relaxed to make the proposed approach more
link is inversely proportional to the SNR level at the,ractical. This remark concerns CSI assumptions but
primary link. This is due to the lack of TOs as stateisy pehavioral assumptions. Indeed, it was assumed
in Sec.[l-B. For the case whel, < N; with strict pat the precoding scheme used by the primary trans-
inequality, an opportunistic transmission takes placg onjitter js capacity-achieving, which allows the secondary
if N, — N, < S and Hy, is not full column rank. yansmitter to predict how the secondary transmitter is
Here, the behaviour of the opportunistic transmission raiging to exploit its spatial resources. This behavioral
is similar to the caseV, = N with the particularity assymption could be relaxed but some spatial sensing
that the opportunistic transmission rate reacheg zero gh@chanisms should be designed to know which spatial
lower SNR level. As in the previous case, this is also @oges are effectively used by the secondary transmitter,
consequence of the number of available TOs. which could be an interesting extension of the proposed
scheme.

C. Asymptotic Transmission Rate

In Fig.[8, we plot both primary and secondary trans- PROA(\)T:P(SIIZ\]LDIIE?/I?/IA 0
mission rates for a given realization of matricEs ;
v(i,j) € {1,2}%. We also plot the asymptotes obtained Here, we prove.emmd Iwhich states that: if a matrix
from Prop [ considering UPA in the secondary link an¥2 satisfies the conditiod; Vy = Oy, _s)xz, then it
the optimal PA of the primary linkK{4). We observe thafneets the IA conditioni(3).
in both cases the transmission rate converges rapidly to Proof: Let Hyy = Up, Ay, Vi; be a sorted
the asymptotes even for a small number of antenn&Y/D of matrix Hqq, with Up,, and V,,, two uni-
This shows that Prof] 5 constitutes a good estimatié¥y matrices of sizesVy x Ny and M; x M;, re-
of the achievable transmission rate for the second&ijectively, andApy,, an Ny x M; matrix with main
link even for finite number of antennas. We use Progiagonal (A, 1, - .-, Ay, min(n,,01,)) @nd zeros on its
to compare the asymptotic transmission rate of te-diagonal, such that\y, | > Xy , > ... >
secondary and primary link. The asymptotic transmissiof;,, min(y, 22,)- GiVeN that the singular values of the
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matrix H,; are sorted, we can write matrijuPlAgn where the functior‘ir)‘(l(z) is the reciprocal function of

as a block matrix, Tx(2), i.e,
AHuPlAgu:( A\ 0m1 X(N1p—m1q) )’ (54) T;{l(Tx(Z)) = Tx(TE(I (z)) = Z. (63)

_ 0(”1”””“71 0<N1_”””X<N1””” : From [60) and[{@1), we obtain the following relationship
where the diagonal matri¥ of sizem; x m1 is ¥ = between the functio'x(z) (named Y-transform in
diag Q\%{“’l PLL- > AT, mel). [26]) and the Stieltjes transfori@ x (z),

Now let us split the interference-plus-noise covariance 1 1
matrix (3) as: Tx(z) =-1- ZGx (;) - (64)
m1 Ni—my
— — APPENDIXC
R= mll Ri+07l, R, PROOF OFPROPOSITIONE]
Ni—m I ( RY Ris+02In, o, > ’ In this appendix, we provide a proof of Pr@p. 5 on the
asymptotic expression of the opportunistic transmission
(55) .
where (R + 021,,,,) and (R + 021y, _,,,) are invert- '€ perantenna, defined by
ible Hermitian matrices, and matricd;, R, andR3 Ry o (P3,0%) £ et I;m Ry (Py,0?).
. V(i,5)e{1,2}2, Ni,M;—00
are defined from[{9) a?dEClll) asH - Dip iyt i
a ;

Ry R I~{1V2P2V§{I~{}{’ (56) First, we list the steps of the proof and then we present

Ry, = H,VyP,VyHy, (57) a detailed development for each of them:

R; 2 H,V,P,V{HI. (58) 1) Step 1: Expresswz*’gff?’"g) as function of the
Now, by plugging expressions (54) and(55) inl(10), the St'eltle?' transformery, (2) and G (),

IA condition can be rewritten as follows: 2) Step 2: ObtairGiyy, (2),

3) Step 3: ObtairGy(z),
4) Step 4: Integrate %‘gwg) to obtain
Ry (P2, O'%). .
Step 1: Express%ﬁmg) as a function of the
Note that there exists several choices for the submatri@geltjes transforms GMIQ(z) and Gy (z).
R, Ry, andR3 allowing the equality in[{59) to be met.Using [16) and[(15), the opportunistic rate per receive
We see that a possible choice in order to meet the BatennaR, can be re-written as follows
condition isR; = 0, Ry = 0, independently of the
matrix R3. Thus, from [GB) and({37) we havB, =
0 and R, = 0 by imposing the conditiorH;V, =
0., x1,, fOr any given PA matrixPy, which concludes with M, A H21VH11P1VEHH§{, M, A

log, ’0f1m1 +v ’ —log, ’0f1N1 ’:log2 ’Rl +0iL,, +\Il’

_log2|R1+0121ml|— (5 )
log ( ‘R3+U%IN17ml—Rg(R1+U%17n])71R2‘ )
2

2 H 2 -1
|R3+011N1,m1 —RY (Ry+0FLm, +¥) R2|

_ 1 1
Ro(P2,03) = Llogz‘INﬁQ*ngszszgHg *5‘ (65)

Na
= ;108,03 Tny + M+ M| — 5= logy 03 Ly, + M |,

the proof. " H,,V,P,VIHE and M = M, + M,. Matrices
APPENDIX B M and M; are Herm_l‘qan Gramian matrices vath

DEFINITIONS eigenvalue decompositonM = UpAy Uy,

_ _ o and M, = U, A, UL, respectively.

In this appendix, we present useful definitions anlglatrix Uy and U, are N21 % N, unitary

previous results used in the proofs of Apperldix C. matrices, andA,; = 1 diag(Aar1,- -+, AmN,) and
Ay, = diag(Aa,1,-.., A, ,N,) are square diagonal

Definition 6: Let X be ann x n random matrix anjces containing the eigenvalues of the matribés

with empirical eigenvalue distribution functiomf“)(?). and M, in decreasing order. Expressiofi}(65) can be
We define the following transforms associated with theiian as

distribution F)(("), forze CT ={2€ C:Im(z) >0} Ny
. . oo Rz Pz,O’; = NL lo, 5 Ug"‘)\M,i —lo, 5 Ug"‘)\M],i, 66
Stieltjes transforme« (2) 2 / L a0, (60) (P2,03) : ; 2 ( )—log, ( ) (66)
e 2 / ) T25dF{Y (6)(61) - / log, (A+03)dFy) (A)—log, (A+03)dF 11> (V)

mT;(l(z), (62) ¢ /logz()\—l-crg)dFM()\)— /logz()\—i-og)dFMl()\),

z

S-transformsy (2)
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where F](V?[Q) and F]Ejvz) are respectively the empiricalwhere the functiory(u) is defined by

eigenvalue distributiéns of matricéd and M, of size o
Ny, that. converge almost surely to the a_symptotic eigen- g(u) = / HiTufpl (t)dt =E [1+ L tu} ,
value distributionsF,, and Fy,, respectively.F,, and —o0 2t

F);, have a compact support. Indeed the empirical eigemhere the random variablefollows the c.d.f.Fp,.

value distribution of Wishart matriceHZ-ng converges The square null matri@0 has an asymptotic eigenvalue
almost surely to the compactly supported Marcenkdistribution Fo(A\) = n(A). Thus, its Stieltjes transform
Pastur law, and by assumption, matriéégPiV{{, 1€ is -

{1,2} have a limit eigenvalue distribution with a com- Go(z) = / 1 S(A)dA = _1' (70)
pact support. Then bikemma 5in [27], the asymptotic —o0 A2 c

eigenvalue distribution oM; and M, have a compact Then, using expressiorls {69) aidl(70), we obtain
support. The logarithm function being continuous, it is 1

bounded on the compact supports of the asymptotic Gy, () = ————. (72)
eigenvalue distributions oM; and M, therefore, the 2= 9(Ga, (7))

almost sure convergence in_{66) could be obtained Bypression[(71) is a fixed-point equation with unique
using the bounded convergence theorenm [28]. solution whenz € R~ [24].

From [66), the derivative of the asymptotic ratStep 3: Obtain Gy (z) Recall that

Ry o (P2, 0?) with respect to the noise powets can
beﬁgitten a)s ? M £ HypVoPoVIHE, + Hy Vy, PV HY (72)

To obtain the Stieltjes transforry,;, we apply Theo-
2Ry wo(P2y03) = 1 (/ - dFa (V- /ﬁdFAJI(A)) rem 1.1in [24] as in Step 2:
= 5 (Gu(=03)-Gar, (-03)). (67) Gum (2) =G, (2 —9(Gu(2))) . (73)

To obtain the Stieltjes transforii@;,, of the asymptotic
eigenvalue distribution function of the matrivl, =
Hy, Vo P, VITHIL we first express its-transform as

whereG), (z) and Gy, (z) are the Stieltjes transforms
of the asymptotic eigenvalue distributiof%, and F,,
respectively.

Step 2: Obtain G, (2) S, (2)

. : SHapVa PV EE (Z)
Matrix M; can be written as

= S\/azszz‘/zaP—i‘éHHg\/Oézz(z)’
P .

M, = /agHo Vi, — V% HY /a5, (68) and byLemma 1 in[[27]
Q21

Swp(x) = (2 )

z
P (=
z+ﬂ22) VaszHIL Hao \/ﬂ22V2$V2H o

The entries of theV, x M; matrix /as1Hs; are zero-
mean i.i.d. complex Gaussian with varian%g1 =L and byTheorem 1 in[[20]

thus /a1 Hy; is bi-unitarily invariant. MatrixVHuNfs

unitary, consequently/az; Ha; Vg, has the same distri- Sw2(2) = (=%) SmHgszm(cfE)sv2;’Tzzv2H (=)
bution as, /a1 Hoy, ip particular its entries_are_i.i.d.with = (o )( L )S e o ()

mean zero and varlancﬁ;. From [_Z,),C%l1 is diagonal, srooa) \Iteszggy ) Ve vyt \ oo

and by assumption it has a limit eigenvalue distribution = (@)svzﬁvf (=) (74)

@22

Fe, . Thus we can applfheorem 1.1n [24] to My, in _
the particular case whetk = 0y, to obtain the Stieljes 1he S-transformsSiy, (z) and Sy,p, v (%) in expres-

transform of the asymptotic eigenvalue distribution ofion (74) can be written as functions of theif-

matrix M transforms:
Sy (2) L2 (2), from (62) (75)
= — D S _z
nts = o, s-on [ sty 9 S () = v, () from @62)
azy 2 a2 2355 V2
o0
— @22 tzAn—1 z
= Cox (Hm / W}h@amﬂa(azw)ﬂ) : TVZQ%VQH(W) (76)
—00
00 Then, plugging[(75) and_(¥6) intd (74) yields
g G0N2 Z—/ mfpl(t)dt
—00 @21 1

1 z
T} = !, = 77
= Goy, (2=9(Ga, (2)) ), (69) () <1+z> Ve 2V <a22> (77
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Now, using the relation[(64) between tAgtransform the asymptotic rate of the opportunistic link can be
and the Stieltjes transform, we write obtained by integrating expressidni84)

ouir~(2) (). o me-

and from [Z8), we obtain which ends the proof.

(Gur (=2) = Gar, (—2))dz, (85)

Gu(2) = (=ity) (T (m) +1).(79)

We handle [(79) to
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Cu2) 5]

From the definition of ther'-transform [(61), it follows
that

—Gpm)A [7]
1+Gpr(2)A

Q22 f

anT, p o u(=Gu(2))

F p A
ang 2 V2?222_V2H( )

—a22G M ()X
1+Gpr ()X

J
—Gum ()t

e
Using [81) in [8D), we have
G (2)=(~ iy ) (1-Gar () A(Gu (2)))

with the functionh(u) defined as follows

t
o dF
/1+ai22t

Q22 fv2 Py V2H (Cl(gg )\)d)\

fv2 Py VH (t)dt (8 1) [8]

[9]
(82)

(10]
P2
1+ O%pzu

22 [11]

where the random variablg, follows the distribution
F‘/’2P2V2H.
FactorizingG ;(z) in (82) finally yields

-1
z—9(Gu(2)) — h(Gum(z)) [13]
Expression[(83) is a fixed point equation with unique

solution whenz € R_ [24].
Step 4: Integrate % to obtain Ry(P2,03) in  [14]
the RLNA. ’

From [67), we have that

h(u) = VP (t) =

[12]

Gu(z) = (83)

[15]

327 Ra.oo (P2,03) =115 (Gar (—03)=Gary (—0) ). (84)
L . ) 16
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