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Abstract—This work presents joint subcarrier, power and We now go through the existing literature for subcarrier,
bit allocation schemes for multi-user OFDM based overlay power and bit allocation in OFDM based cognitive radio sys-
cognitive radio under constraints on primary user throughput tems. In[[3], Cioffi et al. form a multi-user convex optimiiat

loss and total secondary user transmitted power. Closed fon . . . . .
for expressions for the optimal power and bit allocations ae problem to find the optimal subcarrier allocation in a musé

initially derived. Subsequently, optimal and suboptimal dgo- OFDM based system and proposed a low-complexity adaptive
rithms to realise the joint subcarrier, power and bit allocations subcarrier allocation algorithm. A joint overlay and uridgr

are introduced. Numerical simulations are used to evaluatéhe power allocation scheme is investigated by the authorsjin [4
performance of the joint resource allocation algorithms. by maximizing the total capacity of cognitive radio while
Index Terms—Cognitive Radio, OFDM, Overlay, Resource maintaining a total power budget and keeping the interfezen
Allocation, Dual Decomposition. introduced to the primary user band below a threshold. In
[5], the power allocation problem is formulated as a convex
optimization problem and dual decomposition method is used
to obtain the optimal power allocation. Kang et &l. [6] prego
Cognitive Radio (CR)[[1] is a radio device that intelliggntl a rate loss constraint for primary transmission protectiod
senses the communication environment, analyses the chardmrive optimal power allocation under that constraint gsin
and adapts itself accordingly. There are two types of usersdual decomposition. I [7], integer linear programmingezhs
a cognitive radio system, primary users (PUs) and secondaraptive bit loading and subcarrier allocation technigaies
users (SUs). PUs are licensed to operate in a given spectrpraposed which consider interference leakage to and from
while SUs are unlicensed and can share the spectrum with Rigltiple primary users and secondary users to optimise the
in three different ways which form the paradigms of cogeitivthroughput of the secondary network while keeping the inter
radio: overlay, underlay and interweave. In overlay cdgait ference to primary network below a threshold. The authors in
radio, SUs transmit even when the spectrum is occupied [8] present a new bit allocation scheme for cognitive OFDM
PUs while in underlay cognitive radio, SUs transmit only whesystems based on the margin adaptive principle in which the
the spectrum is unoccupied. When SUs transmit in spectraverall transmission power is minimized by placing coristsa
bands interweaved with the bands occupied by PUs, itisctallen the fixed data rate and bit error rate. Nadkar eflal.[9]
interweave cognitive radio. propose a bit allocation algorithm to be used in an OFDM
Moreover, OFDM has been identified as a suitable modulbased cognitive relay network using a two pass algorithm.
tion technique for cognitive radio systems [2] since italo  In this paper, we mathematically characterize the joint
high flexibility with respect to the transmitted signal’sssiral subcarrier, power and bit allocation problem in a multiuser
shape so that it only fills the spectral bands unoccupied FDM based overlay cognitive radio system under consgaint
a licensed user. This ensures that the mutual interfererare PU throughput loss and total SU transmitted power. Us-
between the licensed system and the unlicensed systening Lagrange multipliers method and dual decomposition,
minimized. OFDM offers several other advantages such ag& attempt to solve the resulting non-convex optimization
high spectral efficiency, frequency flat fading in subcas;ie problem and derive closed form expression for the power
robustness against Inter Symbol Interference (ISI) and efrd bit allocation. Further, we propose optimal and sub-
ficient implementation using Fast Fourier Transform (FFT9ptimal algorithms to realise the joint subcarrier, powed ait
algorithms. However, the subcarriers in an OFDM system majlocations. Finally, the performance of the proposed uss®
experience varying channel conditions with time. Hencepadaallocation algorithms is evaluated using MATLAB simulato
tive bit and power allocation algorithms are needed thagass
appropriate transmission power and bits to each subcawier
that the overall ergodic capacity of the system is maximized
Also, in a multi-user communication system, there exists aConsider an OFDM based overlay cognitive radio system
multi-user diversity which arises due to independent fgdirwith V subcarriers allocated td/ PUs of the primary system.
channels across the multiple users. Subcarrier allocéti@n The secondary system consistsfofSUs sharing the sam¥
technique that takes advantage of this channel diversitysac subcarriers with the primary system. For tit& subcarrier,
users to improve overall system throughput. let the instantaneous channel gains of the primary link, the

I. INTRODUCTION

II. SYSTEM MODEL
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SU Tx SU Rx chain converges to the steady state distribution expreased

7 = (pj,0 p;,1) Which is obtained by solving the equation,

TP = 3)
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wherep; o andp; represent the steady-state probability for
the OFF/ON states of th¢" PU respectively.

Relay
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II1. JOINT SUBCARRIER POWER AND BIT ALLOCATION
PU Tx PU Rx The maximum number of bits that can be loaded into the
i*" subcarrier is given by [11]
Fig. 1: Channel model for subcarrieée Uy SINR. ;
by, = log, (1+ %) Vie Uk e {1,2,...,K}

. . . (6)
secondary link, the link between PU transmitter and Slhere SIN R, ; is the signal to interference-plus-noise ratio
receiver and the link between SU transmitter and PU receivgtid I is the SNR gap which is calculated lgap approx-
be denoted byH;”, H*, H{* and H;" respectively. It is jmation formula[L1], based on target bit error rate (BER).
assumed that the SUs use a fraction of its transmit pOWSKR gap [) represents how far the system is from theoretical
to relay PU transmissions so that the maximum loss in Pd4pacity oflog, (1 + SN R) for AWGN channel.

throughput (in bits/s) due to SU interference is upper bednd  Assuming rectangular M-QAM modulation and ideal coher-
Also, the interference link1;” is assumed to be weak, so thexnt phase detection, the SNR gap is given[by [11],

PUs treat it as noise. 1

r> g [Q7(P/0) 7)

A. PU throughput where@~! is the inverse of the Q-function defined as,

The maximum throughput of** PU in absence of the

o 1 2

secondary system is given by Qx) = —/ e V2 at (8)
pp|2 2 Ja
RP = Z log, 1+ M (1) If instead we use MPSK modulation [12], the SNR gap is
J ; 2 N, i b
= given by, )
- iers assigned - Q{(P./2)

where(); is the set of subcarriers assignedjtb PU and7; is > |2 (9)
the power allocated to thé" subcarrier by PU andV, is the 7T\/(Q)

AWSLN noiS(_a power in a_subparrier. The maximum throughput we will use [7) with equality sign for SNR gap approxi-
of j** PU with SU relaying is given by [10] mation. For the system model under consideratign, (6) can be

. (|HP?| /T, + |H;pi| fanD;)? re-written as,
R7 = 10g2 1 + Sp |2 .
2 Z No + [H L P(1 — o) P
ke i€Q; ) bri =logy [ 1+

ss |2 p. _
H PP aw) W

2) T'(No + Jk.i)

whereVU = {k € (1,2,...,K) |Q,;NU, # 0}, Uy is the set of . . .
subcarriers{alloc(ated to tﬁé)hl SiJ, P;is th}é power allocated yvhereJk'fhls the ex-pect_ed interference introduced 8y PU
to i*" subcarrier by SU, and;, is the fraction of transmission into the** subcarrier given by
power used for relaying by!" SU. Jei = pj1x0 +Pj,1|H;fi|2ﬂ
= pj,1|H;€7si|2Ti, Vi€ Qj (11)

B. PU Activity Model ) , o
h val-d ¢ b liabl We consider interference contribution i ; from PU trans-

The arrivai- eparture process o PL.JS can be reliably molqﬂssion in subcarriers other than thi& subcarrier to be
elled using a two-state Markov chain modél].[ The ON negligible.

state indicates the presence while the OFF state indiclages t Since in the overlay paradigm, the SU transmits in a

absence O_ﬁth PU. The corresponding state transition matriy .4 rier regardless of whether PU is already present, we
can be written as, propose a minimum transmission rate for the corresponding

p_ 11— o PU so that it need not worry about performance degradation.
S\ By 1-55)° Hence, the stochastic rate constraint for jtfe PU is given
where a; = Pr(S,41 = OFF|S, = ON) and 8; = by

Pr(S,+1 = ON|S, = OFF). Over time, the Markov R > R; (12)



where R¥ = pjo x 0+ p;1 RS = p;1 R is the expecteg  Algorithm 1: Subcarrier Allocation
PU transmission rate an®; denotes the minimum required 1) Initialization

rate. Applying a total power constraift, the joint bit, power setRy; = 0, A = {1,2,..,N} andU; = 0 Vk
and subcarrier allocation optimization problem maximizlit 2) Fori e A
rate can be written as, (@) findk € {1,2,..., K} satisfying
K Ry; > Ry, VK €{1,2,...,K} — {k}
max Z Z bk (b) assignUy = Uy U {i} andA = A — {i}.
k=1i€U, 3) While A # (), repeat step 2.
subject to

R:>R;Vje{l,2,...,.M}

N subject to B
Y P<P R > R;,Vje{1,2,...,M}
i=1 N
bkﬂ'€Z+,Vi€Uk,k€{1,2,...,K} (13) ZPZSPt
Due to the integer bit constraint, the above optimization i:.1
problem turns out to be eombinatorialone [13]. To make it P >0,vie{l,2,....,N} (18)

mathematically tractable, we relax the integer bit corstra The above mentioned problem is a non-convex optimization

bg,i > 0 (14) problem since the stochastic rate constraint is non-canvex
) o Hence, if we try solving this problem by forming its Lagrange
Using (10), the throughput maximization problem can bgual problem, then the duality gap between the solutions

restated as K of primal and its dual problem is non-zero. However, if
max Z Z logs(1 + 51 P.) the qptimiz_ation. problem ir{:(JS) satisfigs the "time-shgtin
Un. P f= condition given in[[14], the duality gap is shown to be zero.
) In the following lemma, we prove thaf ({18) does satisfy the
subject to _ "time-sharing” condition, though with a prerequisite.
RS> R;,Vj€{1,2,...,M}

Lemma 1. The optimization problem mentioned (@8) sat-

ZN: isfies the "time-sharing” condition wheff};| — .
P, <P
Py ' Proof: Please refer to the Appendix. [ ]
. The Lagrangian for the optimization problem [n{18) can be
P, >0,vie{1,2,...,N} (5  \written as,

wheresy.; = [Hy% (1 — ax) /T(No + Jii). To perform the K N
subcarrier allocation feasibly, we assume equal powec@llo ;p ) ;) — log., (1 P)) — -
. . . . y A ) = 0og + Sk,lpz A Pz P,
tion (P.,) in all subcarriers though the algorithm would be ( ) ;ZGXU: 2 ) (; )
suboptimal. However, we still have to satisfy the total powe § M
constraint, saP,, is given by, _ ZMj(Rj ~ R} (19)

P, =1

0< Py <ot (16) 7 | -

N whereX andp = [u1, p2, . - ., pas) are Lagrangian multipliers

To satisfy the stochastic rate constraint, we pluffin= P., andP = [Py, P, ..., Py] is the power allocation vector. The

in @) and solve it foer > R;. Assuming that the solution corresponding Lagrange dual function is,
is Pog < PJ,Vj €{1,2,..., M}, we can write

A\ p) = max L(P,\ p) (20)
Ny ,
Peq = min {W? Pelq7 Pelq7 ) Peﬂqf} (17)  Thus, the dual optimization problem can be expressed as,
Let Ry; = logy(1 + s1.P.,) denote the throughput for the min d(A, p) (21)
k" SU corresponding to th&” subcarrier,A denote the set
of all subcarriers and/;, = U} denote the solution set of A<0. <0 (22)

subcarriers allocated te** SU. The algorithm for subcarrier
allocation is given in Algorithm 1. Once the subcarrierséhavThe above problem can be solved using dual decomposition
been allocated, the optimization problem mentionedlid (1fethod [15].

can be restated as,

K
mpadxz Z log, (1 + Sk,ipi)

© k=1ieU; P = max{f,,0}

Theorem 1. The optimal power allocation for the optimization
problem in(@8) is given by,



wherei € Uy, and 3, is a positive root of the equation, IV. APPENDIX

3= 1 _ IP(No+ Jiyi) A. Proof of Lemma 1
A+ v HES12(1— ) .
uivi(B) | '“' (1= aw) Let P, and P, be the optimal power allocations for the

Proof: Please refer to the Appendix. m Optimization problem in (13) with maximum rates achieved

If A andy are fixed,3, can be found using bisection searciRS C(Pz) and C(P,), and rate loss constraints & , and
[15]. The steps of algorithm for finding optimal sub-carrieft.v+ fespectively. Then in order to show that (13) satisfies
power allocation are given in Algorithm 2. the time-sharing condition, we need to prove that for any

0 < 1, there exists a solutio®, for (13), such thatRjz >

OR; . + (1 —0)R;, andC(P,) > 6C(P,) + (1 — 6)C(P,).

Algorithm 2: Optimal Power Allocation Now, if we constructP such thatP, = P, in 0 fraction
1) Initialize A\, k = 1. of the total set of subcarriers arfed, = P, in the remaining
2) Repeat the following steps (1—0) fraction, then it is can be easily inferred th@tP,) =

(@) Initialize i1, k' =1Vj € {1,2,..M} 0C(P;) + (1 — 9)C(Py), so the first condition is satisfied.
(b) Repeat the following steps for all Moving to the second condition, we can write
je{1,2,. .M}
(|) Find P*Vi € Q; by bisection search RS, = Z Z log, (1 L (|pr|\/_;|— |H 5/ ok Pr.i) )
(i) Updateuj )Y v ies, N, + |ka;|2(1 —ag) Py
Mg/ 41 = Mg T+ (Rj - RJS) (24)
ili If w,, ., <0, putu,, ., =0and
W stcﬁgfk&;\erwisg stggkvxfﬁen | . (HPWT; + 1 H | ar Py i)?
g1 — By | S € By %‘3 Z; Of2 | 1 No + [HE2(1 — ag) Py .
(c) Updateh,; by (25)
N Based on construction of the power allocatify, R;, can
Meyr =M +1(>_ P — P) be expressed as
=1

3) If A1 <0, put 41 = 0 and stop; Otherwise sto HPP\T; + |H% |\ /g Py i)?
) k+1 S U, PUTAR p p R;,z—zzl()&(‘i‘(' | |k,| }Pr,i)

when|Ag1 — M| < e o il N, + |HE2(1 = ag) Py

Here~ andn are step sizes and> 0 is a small constant. . )
Z Z o 14 (|pr|\/Tz+|Hkﬁ|\/ O‘ku,i)
82 Ny + [HP2(1 — ar) Py

Now, the optimal number of bits allocated to thg  Fe¥i€(1-0)¢
subcarrierp; , Vi € Uy, k € {1,2,..., K} can be calculated (26)
from the opt|mal power aIIoca'uonP* using [10). Since the
bits allocated to a sub-carrier can only be an integgris
rounded off to the next highest integer. But this may moeea%? z
the total power aboveé®, which defeats the whole purpose; 7-¥’
Hence, we adopt a greedy bit removal algorithm till syste
constraints are satisfied. The power saved by removing dne bi
from the i*" subcarrier can be obtained from [10) as,

By law of Iarge numbers, it can be inferred that|&s| — oo,
=0R:, + (1 -0)R;,. SinceRs , > R;, and R},

it is easy to prove thaRS > eRJ <+ (1 - 9)

I]_—Aence the second condition for time sharing also holds.

B. Proof Theorem 1

2bk,i~1 "
AP, = . (23) Rewriting [19), we get
kyi

We run a greedy bit removal algorithm, shown in Algorithm

3, that removes at each step the bit which recovers maximunt-(P Z Z logy (1 + s1,: %)

power from the subcarriers till the total power reacheswelo j=1 keﬁg“U’}(}

Py 7’ Y

ZZP =3 (R — RS + AP, (27)

Algorithm 3: Greedy bit removal algorithm j=1i€Q; j=1

while Y P, > P, do
find j € {1,..., N} such thatAp; = max.s, ;>0 AF;
Setbj = bj —1;

Accordingly, the Lagrangian dual function can be expressed
as,
M ’
A\ p) = > d;(\ ) + AP, (28)

i=1




where, Dy = (No + [HLP(1 = o) P), (40)
d;(\, p) = max log, (1 + sk, P;) s
J PiEY; iGQjZﬂUk Dy = (N, + |Hk,pl|2(1 —ay)P;
ke{1,2,..K} + (HPP VT + [HE | o Pr)?). (41)
A P w(R;— R} (29 : .
ico, Expressing[(38) as-v;(P;) and equatind(37) to zero, we get

and T; is defined asY; = {P, : P, > 0,Vi € Q;}. It
can be inferred that for a given, (28) can be decomposed
into M independent optimization problems, each having the
description,

(1]

max z(P;
PjX ( J) 2]
subject to
R > R; (30) 3
where
[4]
2Py = > log(l+seiP)—A> P (31)
iEQjﬂUk ier
ke{1,2,...,K}

5
The Lagrangian for the optimization problem [n{30) can be[ ]

written as,
L(Py, ) = 2(Pg) — ji(R; — RY) (32) [6]

The Lagrange dual function can then be expressed as,

A" (1) = max L (s, 1) (33) [
Thus the dual optimization problem becomes,
min d' (1) ]
s.t. J
s < 0. (34) [
Hence the KKT conditions foi (34) are, (10]
pi(R; — Rj) =0 (35)
oL (P, s [11]
a(aié_’ﬂﬂ) —0o CON

From the KKT conditions given above, the optimal power
allocation satisying[{30) can be found as follows. [13]

aL;‘ (Pj ) :U'j)
oP;

|Hp5 2 (1 — o)
T(No + Ji) + [Hp5 PP (1 — ay)
OR:
op;

[14]

(37) [15]

+ 1
where: € Q; N U, andk € {1,2,..., K}. Now,
OR; N
0P,  DiD,

(38)
where,
N = No(| ;% Pay, + [HP VT | o/ )
— [ HPPIHPT( — ax)
+ [H P (1 = ag) B HIP |/T HE |V o/ P

— 2|H% (1 — a)[HPP /T3 | HD |\ o Pi, - (39)

p_ 1  D(No+ Jia)
X+ pui(P) [HEP( = o)

(42)
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