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Abstract

In this paper we study opportunistic spectrum access (O8Agies in a multiuser multichannel
random access cognitive radio network, where users perdbannel probing and switching in order
to obtain better channel condition or higher instantandoarssmission quality. However, unlikely
many prior works in this area, including those on channebjm® and switching policies for a
single user to exploit spectral diversity, and on probing ancess policies for multiple users over
a single channel to exploit temporal and multiuser divergit this study we consider the collective
switching of multiple users over multiple channels. In aiddi, we consider finite arrivals, i.e., users
are not assumed to always have data to send and demand foretf@iow a certain arrival process.
Under such a scenario, the users’ ability to opportunibyiexploit temporal diversity (the temporal
variation in channel quality over a single channel) and spédiversity (quality variation across
multiple channels at a given time) is greatly affected by lwel of congestion in the system. We
investigate the optimal decision process in this case, antuate the extent to which congestion

affects potential gains from opportunistic dynamic charsuwégtching.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Dynamic and Opportunistic Spectrum Access (OSA) policiagehbeen very extensively
studied in the past few years for cognitive radio networkmimst the backdrop of spectrum
open access as well as advances in ever more agile radiedraers, including e.g., highly
efficient channel sensing techniquis [2],/[15]. Within tbismtext, a cognitive radio is capable
of quickly detecting spectrum quality and performing chelrswitching so as to obtain good
channel and transmission quality. At the heart of such dpp@tic spectrum access is the
idea of improving spectrum efficiency through the explodtatof diversity.

Within this context there are three types of diversity gaiosimonly explored. The first is
temporal diversitywhere the natural temporal variation in the wireless cleanauses a user
to experience or perceive different transmission conaigiover time even when it stays on
the same channel, and the idea is to have the user accessatieetifior data transmission
when the condition is good, which may require and warrant réaite amount of waiting.
Studies like [[4] investigate the tradeoff involved in wagifor a better condition and when
is the best time to stop.

The second ispectral diversity where different channels experience different temporal
variations, so for a given user at any given time a set of chlarpresent different transmission
conditions. The idea is then to have the user select a chavitirethe best condition at any
given time for data transmission, which typically involve®bing multiple channels to find
out their conditions. Protocols likel[9] does exactly tland studies like [1],[19] further seek
to identify the best sequential probing policies using aisien framework.

The third isuser diversityor spatial diversity where the same frequency band at the
same time can offer different transmission qualities téed&nt users due to their difference
in transceiver design, geographic location, etc. The idetoihave the user with the best
condition on a channel use it. This diversity gain can be iobthto some degree by using

techniques like stopping time rules whereby a user esdigntigges for itself whether the



condition is sufficiently good before transmitting, whicbnees as a byproduct of utilizing
temporal diversity.

We note that the above forms of diversities are often stucheidolation. For instance,
temporal diversity is studied in a multiuser setting buthwét single channel in_[17]/_[20];
spectral diversity is analyzed for a single userlinl [16], amothers. More specifically, [20]
used temporal diversity in a multi-user setting and dewedbopptimal stopping policies [7].
[17] considered a distributed opportunistic schedulingbpgm for ad-hoc communications
under delay constraints. 10 _[16] authors exploited spédikeersity in OSA for a single user
with sensing errors, where the multi-channel overhead jducad by a generic penalty on
each channel switching. This becomes insufficient in a rugér setting as such overhead
will obviously depend on the level of congestion in the sygsthat results in different amount
of collision and the time it takes to regain access to a cHahmg9] an opportunistic auto
rate multi-channel MAC protocol MOAR is presented to expsgectral diversity for a multi-
channel multi-rate IEEE 802.11-enabled wireless ad howarét However, this scheme does
not allow parallel use of multiple channels by differentngsgue to its reservation mechanism.
Other works that study multi-channel access by a single imstrde [1], [3], [4], [11], [12],
[18].

As the number of users and their traffic volume increase it sumulti-channel system,
one would expect their ability to exploit the above diversiains to decrease significantly
due to the increased overhead, e.g., the time it takes torperchannel sensing or the time
it takes to regain access right, or increased collision dughtinnel switching. As mentioned
above, this overhead was captured in the form of penaltyingstior work such as [16], but
is often assumed to be independent of the traffic volumeiegish the system.

With the above in mind, in this paper we set out to study oppustic spectrum access
policies in a multiuser multichannel random access setiivigere users are not assumed to

always have data to send, demand for channel follows a neataval process, and collision



and competition times are taken into account. Our focus ihereffect of collective switching
decisions by the users, and how their decision process,riicplar their channel switching
decisions, are affected by increasing congestion levetearnsystem.

Toward this end we characterize the nature of an optimal sacgmlicy and identify
conditions under which channel switching actually resintransmission gain (e.g. in terms
of average data rate or throughput). Our qualitative caichy not surprisingly, is that with
the increase in user/data arrival rate, the average thpuighecreases and a user becomes
increasingly more reluctant to give up a present transpmsspportunity in hoping for better
condition later on or in a different channel. Quantitatyvele present algorithms that calculate
optimal switching decisions and analyze the stability & tverall system.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theesyshodel is given in Section
MM In Sections[1ll andIV, we model channel evolution as IIBdaMarkovian processes,
respectively, and analyze the properties of an optimal pitggswitching rule. Numerical

results are given in Sectidnl V, and Section VI concludes #ymep

[I. MODEL, ASSUMPTIONS AND PRELIMINARIES
A. Model and assumptions

Consider a wireless system witN channels indexed by the s&t = {1,2,..., N}. We
associate each channel with a positive reward of transomis@&.g., transmission ratey’,
which is a positive random variable with distribution giviey f, (z), assumed to have finite
support with a maximum value ak’. There arem cognitive users (or radio transceivers)
each equipped with a single transmitter attempting to sextd th a base station. Our model
also captures direct peer-to-peer communication, whengairs of users communicate and
each pair can rendezvous and perform channel sensing amchswi together through the
use of a control channel [13]. However, for simplicity of esftion, for the rest of the paper
we will take the view ofm users transmitting to a base station. We will assume thessers

are within a single interference domain, so that at any gtiae each channel can only be
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occupied by one user. Considering spatial reuse will makeptioblem considerably more
challenging and remains an interesting direction of fuesearch.

We consider discrete time with a suitably chosen time umidl with all other time values
integer multiples of this underlying (and possibly very djnanit. We will consider two
channel models, an IID model where channel conditions aves fire assumed to form an
IID process defined on this time unit to model fast changingnelels (in Section 1ll), and
a Markovian model where channel conditions over time form akdv chain for modeling
slow changing channels (in SectiénlIV). Different channaie in generahot identically
distributed, and evolved independently of each other.

Contention

IEI XX IEI RS-CP |— oo |RS-CP| DATA | .............. | DATA |
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DATA v DATA | ,ﬁ

\
o] ] g

Fig. 1. System model.

The system operates in a way similar to a multi-channel randocess network like IEEE
802.11, with the following modifications related to dynaraitd opportunistic channel access.
Each user has a pre-assigned (or self-generated) randarars®gof channels; this sequence
determines in which order the user performs channel switshan approach similar to that
used in [16]. More on this assumption is discussed in Sedii@ Each time a user enters
a new channel, it must perform carrier sensing (CS) and ctanfoe access (contention
resolution) as in a regular 802.11 channel. As soon as itsghi@ right to transmit, the user
reserves the channel (e.g., through the use of RTS-CTS fypanmulshake) and finds out the

instantaneous data transmission quality (channel infoomaould be piggybacked on these



control packets) it may get if it transmits right away. Upamding out the channel condition,

this user faces the following choices:

1)

2)

3)

Transmit on the current channel right away. Intuitivehyst happens if the current
channel condition is deemed good enough. This action wiltdferred to asSTOR
This is shown in FigT-A, where the second RS-CP (denotiregReservation-Channel
probing process) followed by DATA indicates a STOP at thd fiteannel (first line in
the figure).

Forego this transmission opportunity, presumably duedor channel condition, but
remain on the same channel and compete for access againmedhduture hoping to
come across a better condition then. This happens if theemuaghannel condition is
poor but the average quality is believed to be good, so the wilerisk waiting for
possibly better condition later. This action will be regatrto asSTAY This is illustrated
by the first RS-CP on the first line (channel) followed by a honital red arrow.

Give up the current channel and switch to the next one disttsequence of channels.
This happens if the current channel condition is poor, aedotiospect of getting better
conditions later by staying on the same channel is not as gsdaly switching to the
next channel. This action will be referred to 88VITCH An example is shown by
the RS-CP on the second line (channel) followed by a vertiedlarrow indicating a

SWITCHaction.

Note that option (2) above allows the system to exploit bothitionser diversity (the trans-

mission opportunity is given to another user under the ramdocess) and temporal diversity

(the user in question waits for better condition to appeamne), while option (3) allows the

system to exploit spectral diversity as users seek bettadittons on other channels. These

options, in particular (1) and (2) are similar to those used stopping time framework, see

e.g., [20].

In the above decision process once a user decides to leavanmathit cannot use the



channel for transmission without going through carriersgggmand random access competition
again. More importantly from a technical point of view, tlissumption means that the user
cannot claim the same channel condition at a later time. @neser gets the right to transmit
on a certain channel, it can transmit for a periodZbtime units, which is a constant. For
simplicity a single time unit is assumed to be the amountroktio transmit a control packet

(e.q., RTS/CTS type of packets.).

B. Capturing the level of congestion

As mentioned earlier our focus in this paper is on understgnbdow the users’ channel
access decision process is affected by increasing tratit & congestion in the system. To
model this we will first take the view of a single user, and adtice user arrival rates in
each channel as well as the amount of delay involved in STAY SWITCH as parameters
that need to be taken into consideration in its decision ggecNote that these parameter
values are the result of the collective switching actionsalbfusers, and therefore cannot
be obtained prior to defining the switching policies. We wWibbwever assume that these
parameters have well-defined averages to facilitate oulysisalLater on we show that the
system under the optimal switching policy converges and ttese parameters indeed have
well-defined averages, thereby justifying such an assumplin other words, policies derived
under the assumption that these parameters have well-defueeages lead to a stable system
with well-defined averages for these parameters. This isunbke the Markov mean-field
approach where a single user operates against a backgrormeéd by all other users in
system over which this single user has no control or influeht@ractice these values may
be obtained by users through learning.

Specifically, we assume that the total packet arrivals toamcél, including external arrival,
retransmission, as well as arrivals switched from othennobés, form a Poisson process, with
the attempt rate vector given ¢ = [G1, G, ...,Gy] and a sum rat@ﬁil G; = G. These

guantities will also be referred to as thead or traffic load on a channel. We will not
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directly deal with the external arrival processes as oulyaisentirely depends on the above
“internal” offered load. However, we will assume that theesral arrivals are such that the
system remains stable.

The level of congestion on any channel is captured by tworparars. The first is an
averagecontention delayon channelj denoted byt; this is the average time from carrier
sense to gaining the right to transmit on chanpelThe more competing users there are on
channelj, the higher this quantity is. The second is an avergiéching delayof channelj,
denoted byt7; this is the time from a user switching into chanpeffrom another channel)
to its gaining the right to transmit on channelCompared td$ the switching delay includes
the additional time for the radio to perform channel switchand additional waiting time in
the event that the switching occurs during an active trassiom. In our characterization of
t2 below, however, we will ignore the hardware switching dedayit simply adds a constant,
very small compared to contention delay, which will not effeur subsequent analysis.

For a packet arriving at channel(from an external arrival process or by switching from
another channel), the delay it experiences between aamngbuccessful transmission consists
of two parts, the average time it takes for the channel to ipecwlle if it happens to arrive
during an active transmission (including its associateatrob packet exchange), denoted by
t, and the average time it takes to compete for and gain thé tagtransmit, given by.
We thus have; = ¢}’ + 5.

Denote byY the random variable representing the time between a newahand the
completion of the current transmission. Following resint§13], we havefy (y) = S5,

where S’ is the success rate of channel contention given by
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t is then calculated as follows:
w o 1 1 1 1 —(T+1)S;
ti = W)/ C+y)dy=5+-—(T+1+ 5+ -)e . ()
0 Si ¢ Si ¢

where 1/¢ is the expected random backoff time. R¢r since a competition succeeds with

probability e=2¢ we have
o= (2% —1)-(1/¢+2)+2. (3)

Using the above expressions, it is not difficult to estabtish following results.

Proposition 2.1:Both ¢ andt; are non-decreasing functions of arrival rétg, v;j € (0.

Proposition 2.2:Both ¢§ andt; are non-decreasing functions of the data transmission time
T, Vj €.

The decision process we introduce next is a functiotf @nd¢;, so a user needs to know

these parameter values in order to compute the optimalypdiicpractice, this information

may be obtained through measurement and empirical means.

C. Problem formulation

For simplicity and without loss of generality, for the siagliser under consideration we
will relabel the channels in its sequence in the ascendidgrot,2,--- , N. We now define
the following rate-of-return problem with the objective miximizing the effective data rate
over one successful data transmission.

Specifically, letr denote a policyr = {a1, s, - -} Which specifies the sequence
of actions leading up to a successful transmission, withdenoting thek-th action,«a;, €
{STAY, SWITCH}, k = 1,--- ,v(7m) — 1, and ay(ry = STOP. An action is only taken upon
gaining the right to transmit in a channel, antlr) denotes the stopping time at which the
process terminates with a transmission action.

Let X7 denote the data rate obtained at the last step when the prtaresinates. Then



the total reward the user gets X7 , - T, the total amount of data transmitted. A natural
goal would be to maximize the ratio between this reward arel tttal amount of time
spent in the decision process (summing up the delays ingdlveswitching and contention
as a result of the actions), i.e., the effective or averageutihput or data rate. While this
appears to be a standard rate-of-return problem, an inhdifficulty arises from the fact
that different channels have different statistics, and titne rewards generated and the delays
experienced, respectively, are not independent acrosmels This prevents the use of the
renewal theorem to turn the expectation of the aforemeatioatio (average throughput) into
a ratio of expectations as is commonly done.

To address this difficulty, we will make the following simipdation: instead of maximizing
the overall rate of return for each successful transmisgi@n the entire decision process, we
will seek to maximize the rate of return over tlenainingdecision process given the current
state of the process. This may be viewed as a “no-recall’aqmation to the original goal by
ignoring the history or past decisions in the same procdsis. dbjective can be represented
by the following dynamic program, noting that the user gde®ugh the channels in the
order1,2,---, N.

Vi () = max {x %%E{VN(XNM)}}

E{Vi(X")[z}, —

T
Vi() = S
(r) = max {x T+e T,

E{m(ﬂ“ﬂx}}, <N, (@

whereV;(z) is the value function at stage(in channeli) of the decision process when the
observed channel state is this is also the maximum average throughput obtainablengiv
current stater (transmission rate) in channél In the above equation, the first term is the
reward (current transmission rate) if we STOP, the secoacipected reward ( if we STAY,
and the last the expected reward if we SWITCH.

The optimal decision process defined By (4) appears to beta finrizon problem, i.e., the

process stops at channel (or stage)However, this is only partly truell(4) actually illustrate
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a two-dimensionabdecision problem, where there is a finite number of stépy long the
spectral dimension (the channels), but within each chaffoeleachi) the decision process
is over an infinite horizon along the time dimension, i.ee tecision process may go on
indefinitely within a particular channel. This will be seerma clearly in SectiofTlI.

The reason we have limited the horizon to be finite along trectspl dimension — the
infinite horizon version would be where the user can contitmeswitch channels for an
indefinite number of times, including revisiting channdl$as visited in the past — has to
do with the 1ID assumption on the channels. Since channtd s¢alizations are independent
over time (for the same channel), the second and third tenngd)iare both independent of
the current state. In other words, the comparison between the second and itteténms
is independent of the current state suggesting that if the second term is larger than the
third term, then it will always be larger regardless of therent state. The interpretation of
this observation is that if we ever decide to STAY (the sectsrch is larger) on the same
channel, then we will never SWITCH (the third term is largkfer. The opposite is also
true: if we ever decide to SWITCH away from a channel (thedthérm is larger), then under
the optimal policy we will never come back to the same chaeneh if we are allowed to.
This means that under the objective of maximizing the futate of return, we will never
visit more than once each channel, resulting in the finitézbaralong the spectral dimension
given above; there is no need to allow the user to revisit amblait has visited before but
switched away from.

The reason why we also limit ourselves to a pre-determinegiesece of channels has
to do with the multi-user scenario we aim to analyze. If therenly a single user, then
obviously the reasonable thing to do is to also optimize #dgrience/order of channel sensing,
together with optimizing the switching and transmissiogisiens. Indeed there has been a
large volume of study on determining optimal sensing ordees e.g./[5],[6],[[8]. However,

when there are multiple competing users this type of opttion is no longer applicable:
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one’s previously optimal sensing order may no longer benogitidepending on what order
other users adopt. Consequently this needs to be eithéedres a centralized multi-user
optimization problem, where the jointly optimal sensing@ns are computed simultaneously
for all users, or treated as a game-theoretic problem whesk aser selfishly determines its
sensing order to maximize its own utility. Either approashvery different from the study
in the present paper. The game-theoretic approach in pkatics largely an open question
as it involves the equilibrium analysis of complex decisigmot only the sensing order
of channels but also the stopping decisions on any givenrnghanWhile this remains an
interesting directly of future research, in the presentgtwe adopt the assumption that a
user simply follows a pre-defined (can be randomly choseq)esgce of channels and focus
our attention on the switching decisions instead. In Safdaove compare the result between
randomly selecting these sequences and greedily seldttsg sequences where each user
always sense channels in descending order of the averagediew

For the remainder of our presentation, we will use the testagesand stepsto describe
the two time scales of decision making along the two dimerssatescribed above. Movement
along the spectral dimension (i.e., switching from one deamo the next) occur in stages;
stage; means channeland this is indexed by the subscript in the value funcligfx). The
decision process within the same stage (or in the same chamwoer in steps; the decision to
remain on the same channel or switch away occur at the boyiiodlar step. The indexing of
steps is not explicit in the expression givenlih (4) but wal imade explicit in our subsequent

analysis.

[1l. OPTIMAL ACCESS POLICY UNDER THEIID CHANNEL MODEL

In this section, we model the channels as fast changing, ti2gsses, where successive

observations of the state of the same channel are independen

12



A. An optimal “nested” stopping rule

Since successive channel states are independent, thefuakton [4) is simplified:

Vi(2) = max {x T EVCO) %%E{ml(xi“)}} | 5)

The above three-way comparison suggests the followinddfdurrent state is sufficiently
high then the optimal decision is STOP. The comparison betwbe second and the third
terms is more interesting: both terms are independent ofthiez, so if the second term
is larger then it will always be larger. As previously menegal, this implies that if we ever
decide to STAY, then we will never SWITCH later. The reversalso true: if we ever decide
to SWITCH then we will never return to the same channel. Thesservations can lead to
a concrete proof of the existence and uniqueness of a tHieshie but in general cannot
produce a closed form for the computation of the threshoédo® we will instead use results
from optimal stopping theory [7] to obtain not only the egiste but also a closed form for
the threshold. Consider the following substitution,

. T

X*(x) = max {x, T

+t7

E{%H(X”l)}} 6)

with the value function subsequently re-written as

Vi(a) = max{X%x),%E{v;(Xf)}} | @)

This substitution reduces the decision process to a twoagayparison, and more impor-
tantly, a one-dimensional decision process. Specificsithge the state is 11D over the same
channel/stage, the first termX’(z) as defined in[{6) is also IID over the same stagehile
encoding the information of other channels/stages. Thezeff we view X’ () as the reward
of a (meta) stopping action artgl as the cost for continuing, then the value function given
in () represents a standard stopping time rate-of-retuoblem with two possible actions

in each step, (meta) stopping and continuation, respéygtizrd this process concerns only a
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single stage/channel. The switching to the next stage sagben the (meta) stopping action
is taken (which essentially ends the above one-dimensginpping time problem), and it is
determined that SWITCH is a better action than STOP.

The following theorem characterizes the property of thenoalt decision for the problem
given in (3) or equivalently({7).

Theorem 3.1:The optimal action at stageof deciding betweeqd STOP, SWITCH and
STAY is given by a stopping rule: the state space of the chacmadition can be divided
into a stopping sef\; and continuation seh$, such that whenever the channel condition is
observed to be in either set, the corresponding action (33@PCH vs. STAY) is takeHu

Furthermore, these two sets are given by the following tiokesproperty:
AS = {z: Xi(z) > N}, Vi | (8)

where the threshold* at theith stage is given by the unique solution to

At

E[X'(z) = \J* = =

(9)

Proof: We first prove the existence of an optimal stopping rule. etfive reward function

associated with step of the stopping decision process at stages
ZFO\ x) = X'(2)T — Mk - tS+T), (10)

where\ is a positive finite valued variable. From [Theorem 1, Chatd7]] we know that

an optimal stopping rule exists if the following two condits are satisfi

(C1) E{sup ZF(\, X))} < 0o, (C2) Jim ZF O XY < Z2°(\ XY, as. (11)
k — 00

1The word “continuation” in this context refers to continginn the same channel, whereas “stopping” (or the term (meta)
stopping used earlier) refers to no longer staying on theesamannel either by a transmission or by switching away.

The interpretation of these two conditions is that even witbwing the future the maximum expected reward, or the
reward approaching the supremum, is finite.

14



Since we have a finite number of channels and the channelrstieation is finite X(x) is
finite. ThereforeZ>(\, X*) = —oc. Since X' (), %SlE{V;H(X"“)} andT are all finite,
it

(C2) is easily satisfied. Next define
Zi(\, x) = X'(2)T — \T, (12)

which is again finite. Therefore we havg{Z;(\, X*)} < oo, and F{(Z;(\, X))?} < oc.
Also noting thatZ;(\, X?) is 1ID since X" is 1ID, by the dominated convergence theorem we
have E{sup, ZF()\, X%)} < oo, verifying (C1). The existence is thus established.

Next we prove that the optimal stopping rule is given by ashodd. Using the principle
of optimality [Chapter 2,[[7]] and the results from [Sectidrl, [7]] (we refer the reader
to [Example 6.2,[]7]] for further detail), our problem as exgsed in[{[7) is equivalent to a
rate-of-return problem with a reward of stopping giveny\, ) and a cost of continuation

given by A\t{. The optimal stopping rule at stépis given by
AS = {z: Z;(\x) >0} = {z: Xi(z) > N}, (13)

where \* is such that the functio®,*(\), defined recursively as ([Chapter &] [7T])(\) =
E{max{Z;(\,x) — M§, V,*(\) — At5}}, is evaluated to be zero, i.8/°(A\*) = 0. To obtain
A*, we takeV(A\*) = 0 into the above definition and gét {max{Z;(\, z),0}} = A\*t{, or

equivalently,\* is such that it satisfies
E[X'(2)T — N*T]+ = \*t¢, (14)

which is the same a§](9). This completes the proof of the fdrthethreshold. It remains to

show that a unique solution exists fd (9). DenoteIbf}) = E[X"(x) — AJ* — 24 It is not
hard to verify thatD()\) is a continuous and strictly decreasing function\ofFurthermore,
we haveD(\ = 0) = E[Xi(x)]* > 0 since all channel states are positive, aag\) — —oco

as\ — oo. Therefore there is a unique solutionTd\) = 0, i.e., the threshold exists and is
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unique, completing the proof. [ ]
In practice, to calculate this threshold, we define

T

— E{Vi (XY, 15
T+, Vi (X)) (15)

C;

Re-writing (9) in the original random variables, we have

T
T,

E [max {Xi E{X/;+1(Xi+1)}} T — )\T} '

= E{max{X'T — \T,0}|X' > ¢;} - P(X' > ¢;) + E {max{¢;T — AT, 0}| X’ < ¢;} - P(X" < ¢;)

= A

If the solution \* < ¢;, then it has to satisfyff(:c — N fxi(x)dr + (¢; — \) - P(X" <

ch’L zfyi (z)dz+c;-P(X<c;)

¢;) = At§/T, and thus can be obtained By = — T and verifying that the

resulting\* < ¢;. If the solution\* > ¢;, then it must satisfyffi (x — )\)Qxi (x)dx = \§)T,

f{il @ fyi(x)de

P(XT2A)+t/T that the resulting

and the solution may be obtained usihg= and verifyin
A > ¢

Remark 3.2:The quantityc; defined above is the expected reward of SWITCH, while
is the threshold for making a decision between the{&IOP, SWITCH and STAY. The
optimal policy given in the above theorem is illustrated igufe[2, which can be viewed as a
sequence of two YES/NO questions used in decision makinghimg two thresholds. (1) If

\* < ¢;, then the optimal decision is either STOP or SWITCH depemadin whetherr > ¢;.

If the current condition is very good: (> ¢;) then the decision is STOP; otherwise SWITCH.

In this case the reward from switching is sufficiently goodttive will never consider STAY.
(2) If \* > ¢;, then the optimal decision is either STOP or STAY dependingnwhether
x > A\*. In this case the reward from switching is inferior so thatI$@H is not an option.
This policy will be referred to as aested stoppingolicy.

3This function is a fixed point equation which could be solvediterative methods as if_[20].
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x:SWITCH ¢——  x:STOP

A Ci

x: STAY <—— x:STOP

o

Ci N

Fig. 2. lllustration of the decision process

B. Properties of the nested stopping policy

We next investigate a number of properties of the multiuseltiohannel system as a result
of the above nested stopping policy. We start by examinmeffiect on the traffic load vector
G. Unless otherwise noted, all proofs can be found in the agigen

Lemma 3.3 (Monotonicity of the value functior@jonsider two traffic load vectoi& and
G’ whereG; < G, Vi € Q. Denote the corresponding sets of value functiond/bgnd V',
respectively. Then we havB{V;} > E{V/'},Vi € Q.

This lemma conveys the intuition that when the load increasempetition increases leading
to longer delays. Thus the expected throughput decreasgsnieral. We next establish the
stability of the system under the nested stopping poli@stisig with an assumption.

Assumption 1:No channel is dominant, i.e., there is no single channelhlatattract all
arrivals under the nested stopping policy.

This assumption excludes the extreme case where a singhmehis of far better quality
(e.g., very high data rate) that even considering the costompetition it is beneficial to
always switch to this channel, no matter the conditions nteskin the other channels.

Lemma 3.4 (Ergodicity of the arrival processyhe arrival processes are ergodic under the
nested stopping policy and Assumptian 1.

Lemma 3.5 (Load balance)Ve haveZ: > 0,Vi € Q) under the nested stopping policy.

In other words, if the total traffic load increases, the ifjpad to each channel is non-

decreasing. This property combined with the monotonid¢ignima3.B) leads to the following
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stronger monotonicity result on the value function; thegbrs trivial and thus omitted.
Lemma 3.6 (Strong monotonicity?{V;},: € €, are all non-increasing functions 6f.
We next analyze the impact of transmission tiffieand address the question whether by
reserving more time for a single transmission users gairvémage throughput.
Lemma 3.7 (Impact df): E{V;},: € Q, are all non-decreasing functions bf
This result reflects the intuition that once a user finds a goadsmission condition, it is
beneficial for it to be able to use it for a longer period of tir®wever, practicallyl” cannot
be made too large due to the channel coherence time: the @lhaomdition will likely change

over a large period'.

V. OPTIMAL ACCESS POLICY UNDER THEMARKOVIAN CHANNEL MODEL

This section presents a parallel effort to the previousieecunder the assumption that

the channel conditions evolve over time as a Markov chain.

A. Uniqueness of the optimal strategy

Denote the state space of channély S;, and the single-step (over one unit of time) state
transition probability byP;(y|x), z,y € S;. The k-step transition probability is denoted by
Pk(y|r). The value function representing the maximum average tiput given the current

condition at stage is given by the following.

Vi(a) = max {X’%x), D BLAUE wy)} an

YES;

where X’(z) follows the same definition as in the IID case. We make theofdtig ap-

proximation. Whent /T is sufficiently small, we have L = 1+t£/T ~ (Hi/T)tf. Denote

“This is possible sincd is an integer multiple of an arbitrary time unit, which can iede very small. The only
restriction is that we have taken a single time unit to be thme tit takes to transmit a control packet, so this assumption
simply implies that a data transmission is much longer thaordrol transmission, which is typically true.
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g = 1+1/T and we arrive at the following an approximated value functio
Vi(x) = max {Xi(x),ﬁt? : ZPff(ylx)%(y)}- (18)
YyES;

Denote byl = {S, C} the set of two actions, stopping and continuation, wherestbpping
action S bundles STOP and SWITCH into a single action, i®5 {STOP, SWITCH due
to the definition ofX?(z) and as in the IID case, and the continuation actioa: {STAY}.

Then the above can be re-written as

Vi(w) = mab;c{r(uxwt > Pyl (y)} (19)

yEeS;

wherer (S, z) = X1, #(C,z) = 0, PP (y|lz) = 0, and Py " (y|z) = P ().
Theorem 4.1:The set of Equations$ (18) or equivalently (19) have a unicqleation.
Our proof is based on the contraction mapping theoier [18]the next lemma.
Lemma 4.2:Let F be the class of all functions: {1,2, ..., S} — R. Define norm||v|| :=

> .es lv(x)| and a mapping : F — F by

(Tv)(x) = max{r(u,z) + - ) _v(y) P(ylz)}

yes
0 <n < 1;thenT is a contraction.
The next result also immediately follows; the proof is ogdttfor brevity.
Corollary 4.3 (Threshold policy)The optimal stopping rule reduces to a threshold policy.
Remark 4.4:As may be expected, this threshold policy works in a way venyilar to
the 1ID case (only the numerical calculation differs): ag&t/channel, there is a SWITCH
rewardc; (expected throughput by switching away fragnand \* by staying on the same

channel. The optimal decision is then based on the relatweden\* andc;.
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B. Properties of nested stopping policy

We can similarly obtain a number of properties of the muéirusiultichannel system as a
result of the nested stopping policy under the Markovian ehod

Theorem 4.5 (Monotonicity)E{V;},: € € are all non-increasing functions of G.

Following the above result we can derive similar propertaéshe nested stopping policy
in the Markovian case as in the IID case, including ergogioit the arrival processes, load
balance and the non-increasing value functiong’inThe proof of these are omitted due to

brevity and their similarity to those in the IID case.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
A. The IID channel model

We first consider a scenario of five independent channels thigir channel condition
(taken to be the instantaneous transmission rate measubgtieis per time unit) exponentially
distributed over a finite range, with average rates giveh¥.4,1/0.6,1,/0.5,1/0.3,1/0.2}.

A single transmission period is set 10= 40 time units. The level of contention/congestion
measured by$ andt¢; (measured in time units) as a function of lo&d(measured in packet
per unit time) is illustrated in Tablé | for channel 1. Theseautities are rounded off to the
nearest integers when used in computing the optimal pdlieyset packet length to be 1024

Bytes.

Load| 0.1 | 0.2 | 0.3 | 04 | 05
ts 10.8| 13.2| 14.4| 15.2| 15.8

?

t? 13.1| 158 | 17.3| 18.4| 194

7

TABLE |
CONTENTION LEVELS

In Figure[3(a) we compare the nested stopping policy wittaaddrd random access policy
in which a user randomly selects a channel to use, followeddoypeting for channel access

using IEEE 802.11 type of random access scheme (channehbuggo illustrate). Fig. 3(&)
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Il Nested stopping policy
I Non-Opportunistic

Expected transmissi

01 0.2 0.3 0.4 05 1 2 4 5

3
Load G Channel

(@) Non-opportunistic v.s. nested stopping policy (charne (b) Transmission rate w.r.t7

2. T T T 25

Total transmissi

(c) Transmission rate w.r.i’ (G = 0.5) (d) Transmission rate w.r.t. number of channels=¢ 0.5)

Fig. 3. Performance of the nested stopping policy under libechannel model

shows that our nested stopping policy clearly helps impritne system performance w.r.t.
average data rate (measured in average bytes per timeamshiitted, or average throughput);
note however that this improvement decreases with theaseren load=, suggesting that the
increase in congestion dampens the positive effect of appistic channel access. F[g. 3(b)
shows this more clearly the average data rate under diffésads for each channel. Fig. 3(c)
shows that the throughput increases in the data transmissie 7" as we have characterized,
and Fig[3(d) shows that it also increases in the number afredla (the simulation is done
by adding channels with same statistics as given for th&ltive), as the contention in each
channel reduces.

Next we show the decision table for the optimal actions ciiowied on continuation (STAY
or SWITCH) for each channel (in this specific experiment wasider a user starts from
channel 1). As can be seen, channels 2 and 3 are of low qualitlyas the general decision

is to switch away rather than waiting on the same channelefdécision is not to transmit
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Load | Ch1 Ch 2 Ch 3 Ch 4 Ch5
0.05 | STAY | SWITCH | SWITCH | SWITCH | STAY
0.1 | STAY | SWITCH | SWITCH STAY STAY
0.3 | STAY | SWITCH | SWITCH STAY STAY
0.5 | STAY | SWITCH | SWITCH STAY STAY

TABLE Il
DECISION OFIID CHANNELS WITH DIFFERENT ARRIVAL RATE

immediately. For channel 4, we see that the tendency to stagases when the load is high
due to the higher cost in switching than staying. The degistostay in channel 1 is more
interesting: even though better average throughput maybbsned in channels 4 and 5, the
cost in doing so is considerable as it has to go through ch&nand 3. By contrast, there
is a SWITCH decision in channel 4 even though channel 4 is @nage a better channel
than channel 1.

We also consider a more practical AWGN wireless channel inoatesidering both propa-
gation loss and shadowing effects. The transmission ragegigen by the Shannon capacity
formula for AWGN channels = log(1 + p|h|?) nats/s/Hz, wherér denotes the random
channel gain with a complex Gaussian distribution. Moreotree cdf of transmission rate
is given by Fr(r) =1 — exp(—%;)‘l),r > 0. Consider a scenario with five channels with
average SNRp given by 10, 25, 20, 30, 10, respectively, and similar performance results are

observed as shown in Figures 4(a) and]4(b).

04 05

01 02 03
Load G

(@) Non-opportunistic v.s. nested stopping policy (charine (b) Transmission rate w.r.tz

Fig. 4. Performance comparison under an AWGN wireless limdah
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B. The Markovian channel model

We now simulate the nested stopping policy under a Markoere@nnel model. We model
all five channels’ state (again taken to be the instantangansmission rate in bytes per time
unit) change as a birth-death chain with five states and thecaged transition probabilities

given as follows:

Pe(i+1)i) = 0.8, Ppli — 1[i) =0.2,1 <i<51<k<5 (20)

Pe(2]1) = 0.8, Pp(1]1) = 0.2, P(5]5) = 0.8, P(4]5) = 0.2,1 < k < 5 (21)

For each channel the rewards increase in state indicesramivan in Tabl&Tll. Transmission

time is again set to b& = 40 time units.

States| Ch1| Ch2| Ch3| Ch4| Chl5
1 10 15 5 10 5
20 20 10 20 10
30 45 15 30 15
40 60 20 40 20
50 75 25 50 25

[621IE~NNOSTR \N]

TABLE 11l
REWARD TABLE FOR MARKOVIAN CHANNELS WITH DIFFERENT STATES

The performance results are shown in Higs.|5(aj and 5(bh &&iow changing model, users
are more likely to transmit using the currently sampled nas¢ead of releasing it and waiting
for a future opportunity while risking another contentiogripd. In other words, opportunistic
access in this case provides only marginal improvement thenon-opportunistic method.
We also provide the decision table in this case in Table I¥hifar observations are made here:
when the channel condition is good enough, the user wouldsghto transmit immediately
(STOP); the SWITCH decision is associated with poor coadgiand when a user hopes to
get much better conditions in the next channel; the STAY sileniis made on a reasonably

good channel and when there is limited prospect of gettitigbeondition in the next channel.
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(@) Non-opportunistic v.s. nested stopping policy (charne (b) Transmission rate w.r.t7

Total transmission rate

I I | I I
0 0 3 ] 50 ) 4 6 8 10 12
T Number of channels

(c) Transmission rate w.r.f’ (G = 0.1) (d) Transmission rate w.r.t. number of channels=£ 0.1)

Fig. 5. Performance of the nested stopping policy under tlekblian channel model

States Chl Ch 2 Ch3 Ch4 | Ch5s

1 SWITCH | STAY | SWITCH | STAY | STAY
2 SWITCH | STAY | SWITCH | STOP | STAY
3 SWITCH | STOP| STOP | STOP| STOP
4 STOP | STOP| STOP | STOP| STOP
5 STOP | STOP| STOP | STOP| STOP

TABLE IV
DECISION TABLE FORMARKOVIAN CHANNELS WITH DIFFERENT STATES

C. Channel sensing order & the “no-recall” approximation

We next examine the effect of selecting different sequehohannels to use. As discussed
earlier, with multiple usersng > 2) it is very challenging to either jointly determine optimal
sensing orders for all users involved in a cooperative regttor determine the equilibrium
sensing orders selected by selfish individuals in a none@dpe setting (e.g., [5][6]). For
this reason in our analysis we have assumed that each usendah fixed (which can be

randomly chosen) order. We now compare this choice wherb aaer randomly picks a
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sequence in the IID case with a greedy sensing order in wiselnsusense channels ordered
in decreasing mean rewards. This comparison is shown ingf&; it is clear that it is far

better for each users to sense in a different order espeevaién the load is high.

T T T
-8~ Nested stopping policy IID
| |==Greedy

1.5

NN
T

)
T

Total transmission rate
Total transmission rate

B =@~ Nested stopping policy IID
—-OPT

o
T

~N

o

L L L L L L L L L L L
8.1 0.2 03 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.8 0. 2 4 6 14 16 18 20

0.5 10 12
Load G Number of Channels

(@) Channel sensing order comparison (b) Performance of approximation model

We end this section by investigating the effect of the “ncail® approximation introduced
in Section[Il and adopted in our analysis, by comparing ithvifte exact optimal solution.
We show this in the IID case in Fif. 6{b); we see that this apipration has very little effect

on the system performance.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we considered the collective switching of iplétusers over multiple chan-
nels. In addition, we considered finite arrivals. Under sacbkcenario, the users’ ability to
opportunistically exploit temporal diversity (the tempbwariation in channel quality over a
single channel) and spectral diversity (quality variatemross multiple channels at a given
time) is greatly affected by the level of congestion in thstegn. We investigated the optimal
decision process under both an 11D and a Markovian channélefapand evaluate the extent

to which congestion affects potential gains from oppostiaidynamic channel switching.
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APPENDIX A

PROOF OFLEMMA [3.3: MONOTONICITY OF VALUE FUNCTION IN G

We prove this by induction. Wheh= N, i.e., the last stage, we havé§, = f;;N (x —
V) fxn (z)dx, wheret{ = t5/T. As tS is a non-decreasing function ifiy, it is also non-
decreasing irG. Thus with the increase itf;, the solution\}, cannot be increasing, proving
that \% is a non-increasing function @. Since our value functionsF{{max(X*, \¥)}) are
non-decreasing functions of the thresholds, we have now show that they are non-increasing
in G. Next assume the non-decreasing property holds fern + 1,--- , N — 1. Consider
i = n. We prove this in the cases < ¢, and X’ > ¢,, respectively. For the cas€ > c,,
we have):t5, = fén(x — A5) fxn(x)dz. Using similar argument as in the case= N we
know \* is non-increasing irG. For the case\* < c¢,, \* = Jeu” xfx"(m)fig”'P(XnSC”), and

we getE{V,} = ffn zfxn(z)dx + ¢, - P(X" < ¢,). Taking the derivative of2{V},} with

C
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respect toG we get

IEX™) — [ afxn(x)dr + ¢, P(X™ < ¢,)]  Oey,

5E{Vn+1}(T +t5.,) — B{V,1} Oty 41
oG n+1 n+1J5G, 11
Do, /G — o - (23)

By induction hypothesis we kno#Zl=it < o and =<1 > 0. Therefore we conclude
n+1

é%ﬁn < O,% < 0, completing the induction step and the prdif.

APPENDIX B

PrROOF OFLEMMA [B.4: ERGODICITY OFG

By Assumptiorf 1L there exists a threshdldsuch thatE{V;(G;)} < E{V_,(G_,)},Vi € Q,
for all G; > G;, whereG_, denotes the aggregated load on all other channel excepaehan
and E{V_;(G_;)} is defined as the average reward/rate-of-return of all athannels except
7. In this case, the arrivals to all other channels exaepill not switch to channel, i.e.,
under loadss; > G; the probability of load3; drifting higher is 0 almost surely. Define any
increasing, unbounded Lyapunov functiéiG;) on [0,G] (e.9., L(G;) = ﬁ) we have
Eg [L(Gi)|Gi] < L(G;). By the Foster-Lyapunov criteria [[14] we establish the digity of

i

the system load vectdll

APPENDIX C

PROOF OFLEMMA [3.5: LOAD BALANCE

We prove this by induction oV. When N = 1, i.e., the system degenerates to a single
channel case, the claim holds obviously. Assume the clailtshfor N =2,--- ,n — 1, and
now consider the cas® = n. Suppose we increase the total load fréhto G’, and assume
that without loss of generality the load to channel 1 de@sdise. G, < G1. By the induction
hypothesis, the loads on all other channels have increasedy; > G;, Vi # 1. As a result,

their corresponding value functions decrease by the pusviemma, i.e. E{V;} < E{V;},
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Vi # 1. This means that the amount switching out of channel 1 musbbeincreasing, due to
the fact that the threshold of switchimgis a non-increasing function @, while the amount
switching into channel 1 must be non-decreasing, leadingntoverall non-decreasing load

on channel 1, which is a contradictidh.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OFLEMMA [3.7: MONOTONICITY OF VALUE FUNCTIONS INT'
Wheni = N, i.e. the last stage, we hav§t5, = f/\);N(x — Ay) fxn~(z)dz. Following a
similar argument as in the monotonicity @, with the decrease itf,, the solution\}, cannot

be decreasing, proving that, is a non-decreasing function @t Assume now the claim holds

fori=n+1,---,N — 1. Wheni = n, consider two cases. For the casg> c¢,, we have
fA* — X)) fxn(x)dz. We know \! is a non-decreasing function @f. For the case
" " CX zfxn(x)dr+cn-P(X"<cp X" n
N, < ey Ay = T e POTE) e haveE{V,} = [ @ fxn(0)dr + e - P(X" <

¢,) and taking the derivative of{V/,} w.r.t. " we have

IE(X") — fc" xfxn(x)dr + ¢, P(X™ < ¢,)] e,

(24)

With basic algebra (we will omit here) and combine with thetfﬁM > 0 (induction

BE{Vn}

hypothesis) ana‘)"—+1 > 0, we concludeZ= aC" > (, completing the induction step

and the proofll

APPENDIX E

PROOF OFLEMMA [4.2: CONTRACTION

Forv, z € F, we have

(To)(z) = (T2)(x) = max{r(u,z) + 1 - > vly) - PUyle)}

yes

- max{r u,x)+n- Z - P (ylz)} (25)

yes
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Let i = arg maxyey{r(u,z) + 13, csv(y) - P*(ylz)}, then

(Tv)(w) = (Tz)(w) = {r(p,x) +n- Y oly) - P (yle)} - maxir(u, ) +1- > 2(y) - PU(yle)}

yes yeS

<A{r(u ) +n-Y o) - Pryle)t = {r(pz) +n0- D 2(y) - P*(yl2)}

yes yeSs

=) [y |- PH(yle) < nmaxfo(y) — 2(y)| = nllv — |l (26)

yes
Similarly by reversing the order of, v we have(7z)(x) — (Tv)(x) < n|lv — z||. Therefore

we reach at|7v — Tz|| < n|lv — z||, i.e., T is a contractionli

APPENDIX F

PROOF OFTHEOREM[4.5 : MONOTONICITY OF THE VALUE FUNCTION IN G

As proved in [10],V;(x),x € S,i € Q can be interpreted as follows
Vi(x) = HIlEllXE i BE (g, ) (27)
k=0
Consider the expected maximum throughput at the last stag®y (z) = max, £ > -, 3¥~-
rn (ug, z1,). Consider &Gy > Gy which gives ust, > t4. Consider an arbitrary term in the
above sum@’“'t%, and there exists & such thati’ - 1§, < t% < (K + 1) - . Together with

the fact thats’ - 5° P'(yl|z) - y is convex w.r.tt we know

max{B* TN T PEE N (y[) gy, BN PRI (yz) -y}

Y Y
> gt N PR (yla) -y (28)
VN( ) = maxE Z 5ktc v (ug, Ty) <maxE Zﬁkt’\’ ra(ug, o) = Vi (z)  (29)
k=0

Therefore asE{Vy} = > 7, - Vn(z), and we knowE{Vy} is a non-increasing function

of G. This establishes the induction basis. Now assume thathbereém holds for =
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n+1,---, N —1. Consider the case= n. AssumeG’ > G. As discussed in the IID section
we haver, (u,z) < r,(u, ). (This can be proved by taking derivatives @fwith respect to
G and by induction hypothesi%’f{avcw < 0). Therefore again similarly as argued above we

have

VI( ) = maXE Zﬁk . r (g, ) < maXE Zﬁk tn -r;(uk,xk)

k=0 k=0

< max F ZBM% (U, ) = Vi () (30)
k=0

which completes the induction stelp.

APPENDIX G

BACKWARD CALCULATION OF THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL NESTED STOPPING POLICY

We describe the process of calculating the threshold foh ehd@annel. Note at the last
stage of the decision process there is no more channel tahstat therefore the dynamic
program degenerates to a standard rate-of-return profleenstandard optimal stopping rule
thus applies and the details are omitted. By going backwatrd, subsequent stage< N,

the quantityE{V;, (X!} is available, and we hav& (x ) = max{X’, L T - E{Vi{(X")}}.

i(x)dr+c;-P(X? Sc
T By, (X)), and obtain e

We calculate; asc; = . If the latter

T—l—tS

is less thare;, we are done and take this as the thresholdOtherwise, we proceed to a

fixed-point equatior\ = [ afyi(@)d

W which can be solved iteratively to obtain the threshold.
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