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| Abstract—In this paper, we propose a cognitive protocol the primary bandwidth is released for the cognitive radiR)C
that involves cooperation between the primary and secondgr yser anchalf of its time slot duration. During the first half of
users. In addition to its own queue, the secondary user (SU) ihe time slot, the SU receives the PU data. Then, it amplifies-

has a queue to store, and then relay, the undelivered primary . . .
packets. When the primary queue is nonempty, the SU remains and-forwards the received packet during the remainder ef th

idle and attempts to decode the primary packet_ When the time slot. At the primary destination, the Signal from the PU
primary queue is empty, the SU splits the total channel bandidth  transmitted over the first half of the time slot and the forheat

into two orthogonal subbands and assigns each to a queuesignal from the SU during the second half of the time slot
probabilistically. We show the advantage of the proposed ptocol are jointly decoded using maximum-ratio combining (MRC).

over the prioritized cognitive relaying (PCR) protocol in which
the SU assigns a priority in transmission to the primary paclets The users are assumed to have a complete knowledge of the

over its own packets. We present two problem formulations, ne ~ instantaneous transmit channel state information (CSlI).
based on throughput and the other on delay. Both optimizatia In [5], the authors studied the impact of cooperation in a
problems are shown to be linear programs for a given bandwidt  wireless multiple-access system. A packet from any of the
ass'gnmgm' Numle”ca' results demonstrate the benefits ohe g rces is delivered to the common destination througleeith
proposed protocol. N . N ~adirect link or through cooperative relaying by intermeelia
Index Terms—Cognitive radio, queues, stability analysis, source nodes. The authors investigated the PCR protocol
queueing delay. in which a node with lower priority of transmission must
deliver the relaying packets of the higher priority nodefobe
l. INTRODUCTION transmitting its own packets. The stability region and agieg

. . . . delays were characterized.
C ooperation between different nodes in a wireless commu-|ihis paper, we consider a cooperative cognitive scenario

nication network can efficiently increase the achievablgiih one primary transmitter-receiver pair and one seconda
transmission rate of each node. In the context of cognitiyg,nsmitter-receiver pair. In addition to its own queue 8
radios, cooperation has been investigated in many papgfsintains a queue to store, and then relay, the undelivered
such as[[1]-[4]. Simeonet al. [1] investigated the maximum ,rimary packets. When the primary queue is nonempty, the SU
stable throughput of a secondary transmitter that relags thymains idle and attempts to decode the primary packet. When
undelivered primary packets. The secondary user (SU) adapfs primary queue is empty, the SU splits the total channel

its transmit power to maximize its stable throughput.lln, [2},51qwidth into two, generally unequal, portions and assign
the secondary transmitter relays a certain fraction of the pagch to a queue probabilistically at each time slot.

mary undelivered packets to minimize the average secondanthe contributions of this paper can be summarized as fol-

queueing delay subject to a power budget for the relayggys 1o the best of our knowledge, the analysis of bandwidth
primary packets. The authors considered a prioritized itiogn splitting for a buffered SU, which sends its own data and

relaying (PCR) protocol in which transmission priority is’nelps relay some of the data of a buffered PU, is reported
assigned to the relaying queue over the secondary own dfais paper for the first time. Moreover, we propose a
queue. Specifically, the SU cannot transmit any of its oWgopapilistic assignment of subbands to the secondary and
packets until both the primary queue and t_he relaying dUeHfaying queues. The proposed protocol is simple and does
become empty. Kompellat al. [3] characterized the stable-,\,t vequire the knowledge of the CSI at the transmitters. In
throughput region of a network composed of one primagygition to the problem formulation based on throughput, as
user (PU) and one cooperating SU with multipacket receptiqQiseyeral other works, we also investigate the queueiraysel
(MPR) capability at the receiving terminals. The authorfidf  ohq provide a formulation based on minimizing the secondary
proposed a new cooperative protocol for bufferless termjnade|ay under the constraint that the primary delay does not

Every time slot, part of the PU's time slot duration and,ceeq a specified threshold. We show that the proposed
bandwidth are being released to the SU. Specifically, podfo protocol outperforms the PCR protocol.

. _ This paper is organized as follows. In the following Sec-
This paper was made possible by a NPRP grant 6-1326-2-532 tine

Qatar National Research Fund (a member of The Qatar FoonjlafThe tion’_We discuss the_ system model adopted in this paper. In
statements made herein are solely the responsibility oftligors. Sectiorll, we describe the proposed protocol and predent t
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problems formulations. We present some numerical restilts
the optimization problems presented in this paper in Sectit” 250y
V] In Section[M, we conclude the paper.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL :_)st

We assume a simple configuration consisting of one prima”?*
transmitter p’, one secondary transmitteg’; one primary
destinationpd’ and one secondary destinatioul’ (as shown A,
in Fig.[). This can be seen as a part of a lager network wi >0
multiple primary bands operating under frequency divisio
multiple-access (FDMA). Each band is composed of one pri-
mary transmitter-receiver pair and one secondary tratemit Fig. 1. Primary and secondary links and queues. The solic lnepresent
receiver pair. Time is slotted and each slot isToseconds in the communication links between nodes.
length. The bandwidth assigned to each primary transnigter
W Hz. For simplicity in presentation, we provide the analysi
of one of those orthogonal frequency bands.

Each terminal has an infinite buffer for storing its ow
arrived packets, denoted 6y, ¢ € {p, s}, ‘p’ for primary and
‘s’ for secondary. The SU has an additional infinite capacit
buffer for storin)g; the primary relaying packets, denotgd bi; Pr{oj’k} =i = Pr{rj > Wi logy (1+ aj’k)} @

Qps. Each data packet contairisbits. The arrivals atQ:  yhere 0, is the event of channel outage between ngde
are assgmed to be. independent and |denycally d|str|put§|qd node, Pr{Oj,k} is the probability of the argument event
Bernoulli random variables from. slot to slot W|_th mean aativ O,k v is the transmission rate of transmitteriv . is the

rate A, € [0,1] packets per time slot. Arrivals are alsoransmission bandwidth used for the communication between
independent from terminal to terminal. node; and nodek, a; . = h; .7,k is the received signal-to-

Each destination sends a feedback message to inform fogse_ratio (SNR) at nodg, and~, , = P7/N,. The outage
respective transmitter about the decodability status ef tBrobabiIity can be rewritten as ”

transmitted packet. The retransmission mechanism is based N o
on the feedback acknowledgement/negative-acknowledgeme 2% -1 QWJ,k -1
ma< 2 e (<2020 @

6utage occurs when the transmission rate exceeds the ¢hanne
capacity. The probability of channel outage of the link besw
I?wodej and nodek is given by [1]

(ACK/NACK) messages. If a packet is decoded properly at thd's.x =Pr
respective destination, an ACK is fed back to the respective
transmitter. On the other hand, if the destination cannobde The link j — & is not in outage with probability

the transmitted packet, a NACK message is fed back to o

the respective _transmitter. If the primary destinationman Pir=1-P; s —cxp < B 2Wik — 1) 3)
decode the primary packet but the SU can, the SU feeds ' ’ Y5, k04 k

back the primary transmitter with an ACK, and the packet is thao U senses the channel forseconds to discern the

dropped from the PU's queue. Due to the broadcast natWgie of the PU's queue. The sensing outcome is assumed to

of the wireless channel, all nodes in the system can hegg( perfect as in, e.g[,][2] and [5]. Since the number of bits in
the fegdback ACK/NACK_ messages. Hence, the SU over_h_e Btket ish, the transmission rate of the secondary transmitter
the primary feedback signal. The overhead for transmitting o, given by

the ACK and NACK messages is assumed to be very small b
i i Ts = (4)
compared to data packet sizes. Furthermore, errors in packe T_ -,

feedback acknowledgement are negligible due to the usewcﬁereT—r in (@) is the remaining time for data transmission

strong channel cod_es [6]. . after channel sensing. On the other hand, since the PU
The channel gains are assumed to remain constant over . . o
transmits its packet whose lengthbidbits over the whole slot

the dura.tlon of the time slot and the band of Operat'on'.ﬂtljeuration,T, the data transmission rate of the PU is given by
channel is assumed to be known perfectly only at the receiver

Let hzk (for the j — & link) denote the channel gain between T b )
transmitting nodg and receiving nodé at time slott, where Por
Jj € {s,p}, k € {s,sd,pd} andj # k, which is exponentially

distributed in case of Rayleigh fading channel with meap. Il. PROPOSEDCOOPERATIVE COGNITIVE PROTOCOL
Hereinafter, the time notation is omitted from all symbads f  In this section, we analyze the proposed cooperative cog-
simplicity. Channel gains are independent from slot to sloitive protocol. Under the cooperative protocol, the SU’s
and link to link. Thermal noise at receiving nodes is modelazperation can be summarized as follows. At the beginning
as a complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) witbf the time slot, the SU senses the channel-#f®econds to
zero mean and poweV, Watts per unit frequency (Watts/Hz).detect the state of primary activity. When the PU is actike, t
Transmitter; is assumed to transmit with pow&¥ Watts/Hz . SU remains silent and attempts to decode the primary packet

Vik V5 k0j k




The secondary own The secondary own

and store it if the primary destination fails to decode it.&nh queue is assigned ot R
the PU is inactive, the SU splits the total bandwidth of the ., sy .ndthe : i:;e;e;ﬁine

channel into two orthogonal subbands, and sends a packefelaying queue is relaying queue is
from each of its queues. Assume that the SU splits the overabkigned to § w. This assigned to & W . This
bandwidth into two orthogonal subband$; = ;W = oW assignment occurs assignment occurs with
andWsy =5,W = (1—6)W with §14+02 =1 andW1+Wso = WE with probability @ . probability & .

At each sensed free time slot, the SU assighs to Qs and acive. I e DT r—
(1-0)W to Qps With probabilityw; or assigng W to Qs and PU PU (
(1—6)W to Q, with probability 1—wf The system operation s Sy 77777

is shown in Fig[R. g 15 ] S sy /s

A packet at the head af,, is served with probability one

=" This assignment

minus the probability that the links — pd andp — s are | nactive “ —— oceurs with
being in outage simultaneously. That is, L sU__ | probability @ .
p =1 —PpsPppa (6) T T T T T T

;?e[g]mbabmty that the PU's queue bemg empty is given q;{g. 2. Time slot structure and system operation. In the éigat =1 — X.
A

— N7 —1_ 2P
PriQp =0} =m0 =1 Lo (7) A. First Formulation: Throughput Maximization

A packet is arrived atQ,s when the PU's queue is The secondary mean service rate is maximized asadw
nonempty, the linkp— pd is in outage, and the link—s is  vary over|0, 1] and under the constraints of the stability of all
not in outage. This can be written as other queues in the system. The optimization problem can be

stated as follows:

Aps = Pp palPp sTo (8)
_ max. Us,
whereX =1-X. When the PU is inactive, a packet at the head 0w, i<t (11)
of Qs is served in either one of the following events.f; s.t. Ap < pp, Aps < fips

is assigned t@W, which occurs with probability; and the
link s—sd is not in outage. Or ifYs is assigned tg1—4)W,
which occurs with probability —w; and the links — sd is not

For a givend, the optimization problem is a linear pro-
gram and can be readily solved as follows. We note that

Wy Wi

in outage. The mean service rate@f is then given by exp(—=5—>——) andexp(— R are monotonic in
oWt 1, ommwm 1 5. Let ¢, = 2= —exp(—2222T=h) e {1,2}, and
Hs =To weXP(—%)ﬂLW eXP(—%ﬂ B = (1 — (2. For a givend and A, < pu,, the optimization
Os,sds,sd Os,sdVs,sd .
) problem can be rewritten as follows:
In a similar fashion, the mean service rate(@f; is given by max. nw,

O THWIT — 1 95w — 1 Oswst (12)

Hps =To |wexp(———— ) +wWexp(———— st. (< pw

Os,pds,pd Os,pd7s,pd b b

(10) Wheren — exp(_w) _ eXp(_W)_ Note

Os,sdVs,sd Os,sdVs,sd

We present below two optimization problems to obtain that if 6 >1/2, 3 <0 andn > 0, otherwise3 >0 andn < 0.
and §. For strictly stationary arrival and service processe$he optimalw, w*, as a function of is given as follows:
a queueQ with mean arrival rate\ and mean service rate , |f §>1/2and(; <0, w*:min(%,l).
u is stable if x > X [6], [7]. Once the SU obtainsy, e If §<1/2 and G <0, w* :max(q_l 0).
it determines probabilistically the subband allocationtlod . If 5=1/2, the opt_imization problgrﬁ becomes a feasibility
time slots. The generated schedule is then broadcastee to th problem '
primary and secondary receivers so that each knows which. If 6<1/é and(¢; >0: or §<1/2 and ¢, >0, the problem
subband to decode at a particular time slot. We can operate is infeasible ' '
without transmitting the schedule but with the cost of déegd )
both subbands. In this case, the receivers attempt to decf A» = xp- Note thatmin(., ) and max(,-) return the
the transmission over the possible subbarids, and Ws, minimum and the maximum of the values in the argument,

and then select the correct decoding based on Cyclic ChdERPECtively. The first case can be explained as followseSin
Redundancy (CRC) appended to the packet. 0 > 1/2, B is negative and; is positive. Hence, maximizing
nw is equivalent to maximizingu given the constraint that

1Equivalently, we can divide the time available for secogdeansmission, < % Sincec1 is also negative, them* = min(%, 1)_ The

T, into Ty =9(T'—7) andTo = (1-9)(T'—7), where Ty + T, =T — 7. other cases can be explained in a similar fashion. We solve a
The proposed protocol is an inner bound to a protocol thagrsshe

whole bandwidth to a nonempty queue when the other queue pgyeithe Tam"y Qf Iinef_ir programs p.arameteriZEd byThe 0ptimal§
general protocol couples the queues and makes the analysistable. is obtained via a simple grid search over the [§el] and is



taken as the one which yields the highest objective functith < < 1, and since the objective function is monotonically

in (@I7). decreasing withy, the minimum of the objective function is
To provide further insights for the proposed protocol undattained whenl — § is adjusted to its lowest feasible value,

this formulation, in the following subsections, we invgstie . Hence, the optimal fraction of the bandwidth assigned to

two special cases. the relaying queue which achieves the maximum secondary
1) The case of w=1: We investigate here the first speciathroughput and maintains the stability of both the primanrg a

case of the proposed protocol, wheres set to unitf] That the relaying queues is given by

is, the bandwidth assignment to queues is determinigtids R

assignedi?; = dW and Qs is assignedV, = (1 — §)IW of 1-0"=kr=

the totz_zll bandwidth. The se_rvice rate of the_primary quewk an (1—2) 108y |1+ pade pa In (prAp )
the arrival rate of the relaying queue are given[ih (6) dnd (8) Po.sPp.pato
respectively. The mean service rate of the secondary queues (20)
are given by with 0 < Ay, < AP and k < 1. AS 75 pa0s,pa INCreases,
QTHWE _ | the bandwidth assigned to the relaying packéts;- §*)W,
Hs =To eXp(_m ; decreases. This is because if the SNR is high, the probabilit
e (13) of successful packet decoding at the destination is high as
[ips = To exp(_Q(Tq)W“ﬂs) —1 well. Hence, it is better in terms of the secondary through-
Ys,pdTs,pd put to assign more bandwidth to the secondary packet for
Using s and pps in (@3), pp in (@), and A, in @), the increasing its successful decoding probability (throughp
optimization problem in this case is given by Moreover, as the primary mean arrival, or the rRténcreases,

b (1 — %) increases as well. This has the following intuitive
— 20w —1 lanation: As the mean arrival rate or the primary channel
max. fg = Mo exp(—————), exp p y
6€[0,1] Vs,5d0s,sd (14) outage increases, the number of primary packets flowing to
sit. Ap<tip, Aps < flps the relaying queue increases as well. Hence, to maintain the
stability of the relaying queue, the probability of corrpacket
L \ . reception should be increased to boost its mean service rate
Py, sPp pdAp <ox (_2m_1) 2w —1 Furthermore, ask increases, the outage probability of the
Pp—Xp P Ys.pd0s.pd - Ys.pd0s.pd link between the relaying queue and the primary destination
(15) increases. Hence, the bandwidth assigned to the relayigequ
should be increased in order to decrease the probability of
, channel outage and maintain the primary and relaying queues
20w —1 stability.
Uy —Ap Ye.pdTs,pd Using [20), the maximum spectral efficiency rate of the
primary system can be obtained by settifigto zero (or
assigning all bandwidth to the relaying queue all the time).

The stability constraint of the relaying queue becomes

which implies that

Lo exp(—2 <T4b>W71) Specifically, the maximum spectral ratR,, .., that can be
Ap KA = JepdTepd <tip (17) used by the primary system, when the SU is available to assist
exp(—%)—i-mpp,pd i_s achieved for a giverd g_/\p < A packets of size) per
- _omReTeee ) time slot whend =0. That is,
The stability of the primary queue is attained when < . R
This condition is tacitly included in constraint _(17). Afte max =1
some mathematical manipulations, the relaying queueligyabi - fip—Ap (21)
constraint can be rewritten as (1= F)logy |1+%,pads pa In (mpp,pd/\p)
R
(1-6)> =K Thus,

- Iy — A
(1- T) logy [147s,pd0s,pd In (ppz;ap’p:kp)]

(18) Rmaxz(l—%) logs
with 0 <A, <A™ andk < 1. If x > 1, and sincey € [0,1], , _ _ .
the optimization probleni{14) is infeasible, i.e., the yalg With 0 < A, <A™, The achievable rate increases with the
queue cannot be maintained stable for any feasible valde ofeceived SNR and decreases withandr/T". The impact of
The optimization probleni{14) can be converted to a conveéx and P, Py pa 0N Rmax cannot be determined because it
program by taking the logarithm of the objective functiordandepends on the relationship between those parametersand th
the constraint. After some simplifications, the optimiaati Others in the system.

Pp — Ap
147 .pdTs.pd In (7) (22)
'p 'p Ppyst-,pd)‘p

problem is given by 2) PCR protocol: In this subsection, we investigate the
. b maximum stable throughput of the PCR, which has been
glel[lél_l-} 200w, st (1-0) > K (19) studied in several works such as [2] ahd [5], and prove that it

stable throughput can be achieved by the proposed protocol.
3Equivalently, we can seb to zero. In PCR system, when the PU is inactive, the SU retransmits



a packet from the relaying queu€),s, with transmission The first term in [(ZB),(1 — A,)/(up — Ap), represents the

bandwidthi?. When both the primary and the relaying queuedelay that a packet stored &t, would suffer from, while

are empty, the SU transmits a packet from its own quéye, the second term i (28) represents the average queue length

with transmission bandwidth”. When the PU is active, the of Qs normalized by\;.

SU remains silent and attempts to decode the primary packeThe minimum secondary queueing delay for a given arrival

and store it if the primary destination fails to decode iteThrates pair(\,, As), if the system is stable and under certain

probability of the relaying queue being empty is given by tolerable primary queueing delay?, < D, is obtained via
solving the following optimization problem:

A P, P, naTo i
Pr{Qps = 0}:1—M—pS:1— P2 p,pdefo (23) Oén(_ul,%él D,
S W(T—7) _
pe To exp(_m) s.t. /\p S Hp, /\s S Hs, )\ps S Hps (30)
The maximum secondary stable throughput is given by Dy,<D
PP 7 OWHFT _ 1 The constraints\, < pu,, As < pg and Aps < pps represent
As <ps=(1— P pPAT0 )i exp(-Z——— ) the system stability and the constraiby, < D, whereD is a
o exp(_%;*)—l) Ts,sdYs,sd specific application-based delay constraint, represesttsio

s,pdVs,pd

(24) QoS requirement for the PU. The primary end-to-end queueing

h A <1 delay constraintD, < D, can be rewritten as
with 0 < < \max,

The maX|mum secondary stable throughput under the PCR YA, ¢ pd(_ )—y)\p(PZ'pd +Y)+g
rotocol is achieved under the proposed protocol in thiepa .
\F/Jvhen brop P pap (tp = Ap)D[¢s pa(ktp — Ap) — Y Ap]

(31)

whereD =D —(1—\,)/(pp — ) The numerator of(31) is

(25) always positive ifg = Y, >V, ( —2ed + 3)). This condition
is always satisfied as far ag, is’ stable, i.e. Ap < pp.
Moreover, the denominator df (B1) is positive fmlgs < fps.

with 0 < A\, < A, Since the maximum secondary stable-, . e o :
ol PR rooco s anac sl ramny " cor e g'waysqsﬂ?;'?gz?ma;;gdﬁ e reaying que
under the proposed protocol, the proposed protocol outper ps = Hps:

forms the PCR protocol.

Pp,st,pdw_o

0=1, w=1— -
2m—1)

To eXp(_ Os,pdVs,pd

Gspa¥® < T, T = =VDAp (1tp — Ap)+VAp( Z’Pd +))—yg
P

B. Second Formulation: Minimum Secondary Queueing Delay (32)

Let ps = Mo s sa AN pips = To s pa, Where where ¥ = YA, (— —1)—D(up — Ap)?. For a givens and
Ap < pip, the opt|m|zat|on problenECBO) can be rewritten as

. ( 2m_1)+_ ( O TERWIT — 1
ssd =wWexp(—————— )fwexp(—— N e T
Os,sds,sd Os,sdVs,sd . ,u_p)\pwn + /L_pAp exp(— %)4‘)\5#37&'0
b b min . ,sdVs,s
2 A=W (T—) — ] o QsW(T—) — 1 0<w<1 Wb(T—T)
Ps,pd =w exp(— ———— ) +Wexp(———— WNTo + T exp(— 200V T -1y
P ( Os,pdVs,pd ) ( Os,pdVs,pd ) g . p( Ts,5dYs,sd )
(26) As QW (T—) — |
. , , st ——exp(——————) <nw, (1 < P,
Queuing delays can be obtained using the same moment 7o Os,5dVs,sd
generating function approach employedlin [5]. The secondar QFWIrT _ |
queueing delayD, follows [5, Eqn. 23] and is given by wp¥ < J — ‘I/GXP(—fWd
s,pd /s,p
D. — (_Mp + (bb sd — Mp¢s sd) - /L%/\ + Mp/\p)\s + Mg (33)
° (¢s,sdAp + tpAs — tpPs,sa)(Ap — pip) The objective functio 3) is linear-fractional an Since the
|

(27) objective function is linear-fractional and the consttsiare
The primary end-to-end queueing deldy,, follows [5, Eqn. linear, the optimization problem is a linear-fractionabgram.
13]. That is, when the system is stable, the primary queueihlj€@" fractional programs can be converted to linear pogr
delay, D,,, is given by as explained in [8, page 151]. We then solve a family of linear
P programs parameterized ldy which is obtained via a simple
L= fAo+yg grid search over the séi, 1]. The optimal$ is chosen as the

D, = + 28
P up— Ay aX2+ Bl +c (28) one which yields the lowest objective function [n(30).

W|th y - _P ,pds
Fp~Fpwp IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND SIMULATIONS

- bspd—Pppa — Some numerical results are presented in this section. Let
f y( a)7 g yﬂpa p . ..

Hp (29) P denote the proposed cooperative cognitive protocol. The
a=Y+ ¢spd, B=pip(—a — s pd),c= ¢S7pdu§ figures are generated using the following common parameters




)\S [packets/slot]

Fig. 3. The maximum secondary stable throughput vef8usr two values
of Ap. The figure is generated using the following parameters: 0.17,
Op,s = Op,pd = Ossd = 0s pa = 1, P5 = 1079 Watts/Hz, PP = 1010
Watts/Hz, and\, = 10— Watts/Hz.

D [time slots]

1 1.5
R [bits/sec/Hz]

25

Fig. 4. The minimum secondary queueing delay foe= 0.17, op,s =
Op,pd = Os,sd = 0s,pd = 1, P5=1079 Watts/Hz, PP = 10~ 1% Watts/Hz,
No = 10711 Watts/Hz, A, = 0.5 packets per time slot andls = 0.4
packets per time slots. The figure is generated with maximtimgpy end-
to-end queueing delafp =2 time slots. That isD;, < 2 time slots.

7 =01T, ops = Oppd = Ossd = Ospd = 1, P° = 107°
Watts/Hz, PP = 10~10 Watts/Hz, and\V, = 10~ !! Watts/Hz.

As = 0.4 packets per time slot.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed a hew cooperative protocol
which involves cooperation between the PUs and the SUs.
The SU probabilistically splits the bandwidth assigned to
its own queue and the relaying queue. We have compared
the proposed system with the PCR system, and showed that
the proposed system outperforms the PCR system. We have
derived the stability region of the proposed protocol. Weeha
also derived the end-to-end queueing delay expressiorikdor
PU and the SU. Moreover, we have proposed a formulation
which minimizes the secondary queueing delay subject to
stability constraints of the queues and certain qualityeofise
requirement on the primary end-to-end queueing delay.

We are currently investigating a system in which the PU
releases a portion of its bandwidth and time slot duration
for the SU. In this case, the SU uses the channel continu-
ously, and it simultaneously transmits its packets with Plue
each time slot. The SU probabilistically splits the relehse
bandwidth among the relaying queue and its own data queue.
We also include the impact of having the transmit CSI at
the secondary transmitter to make the bandwidth assignment
among secondary queue dynamic from slot to slot and depends
on the instantaneous estimated channels gain. The imperfec
estimation of the CSI of the secondary link and the link
between the SU and the primary receiver at the secondary
transmitter can also be taken into consideration.
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