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Abstract. This work evaluates the secondary users’ (SUs) transmission capa-
bility considering that the primary users (PUs) can move to different positions.
The transmission capability identifies the available opportunities for SU’s
transmission. No opportunities are available when mobile PUs are active within
the SU’s sensing region. We also consider the scenario when the PUs are
undesirable detected active when they are not located within the SUs’ sensing
region. Our analysis indicate that the transmission capability increases as the
average mobility of the PUs decreases, which is confirmed by simulation.
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1 Introduction

In Cognitive Radio Networks (CRNs), the non-licensed users usually denominated
Secondary Users (SUs) must detect the activity of the licensed users, denominated
Primary Users (PUs), in order to utilize the unused spectrum bands without causing
them harmful interference. Spectrum Sensing (SS) plays a central role in CRNS, since it
allows to detect portions of spectrum available for transmission in the spatial sensing
area of a SU. Several SS techniques were already studied and reported in the literature
[1], including Waveform-based sensing [3], Energy-based sensing (EBS) [2],
Cyclostationarity-based sensing (CBS) [5], and Matched Filter-based sensing (MFBS)
[4]. Different surveys focused on spectrum sensing techniques are already available
(e.g. [6, 7]).

Due to the path loss effect it is more difficult to detect the activity of the PUs when
they move across a given region. Consequently, is more difficult to characterize the
transmission capability of the SUs, denoted as Sensing Capacity (SC), when mobile
PUs are considered. For static CRNs, where the nodes stay at the same position, the SC
metric was defined in [8] as

CH =y LW Py, e

where 5 denotes the sensing efficiency, W represents the bandwidth, { represents the
spectral efficiency of the band (bit/sec/Hz), and P, is the probability of the band being
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accessible to SUs due to the inactivity of PUs. More recently, the SC was defined
considering that several PUs act as mobile nodes [9, 10],

"t =n-(-W-Pr,, (2)

where Pz, is the probability of inactivity (i.e. not transmitting) of the PUs positioned
over the SU’s sensing region. While admitting multiple PUs and mobile scenarios, the
SC defined in [9, 10] is not including the case when the PUs are located outside the
SU’s sensing region and may be anomaly detected. This effect, denominated Spatial
False Alarm (SFA) effect [11], is related with the behavior of a SU misunderstanding a
non-interfering PU, and was recently studied in [12] considering multiple static PUs.
The SC expressed in (2) is an upper bound, because no SFA is considered. Differently
from [9, 10], this work considers that the SFA effect may occur in a CRN with multiple
mobile PUs, being the SC now defined as

Cot=n-{-W- (Pog,  P1,), (3)

where Py, is the probability of not occurring the SFA effect due to the activity of the
nodes located outside the SU’s sensing region.

The characterization of the sensing capacity when both mobility [9, 10] and SFA
effects [11, 12] are considered has not been addressed before. The contributions of this
work are summarized as follows:

— The spatial false alarm probability is derived by characterizing the aggregate
interference originated by the mobile PUs not located within the SU’s sensing
region (i.e. when the PUs are located outside);

— The SC of CRNs, defined in [9, 10], is extended to consider the SFA effect. Both
simulation and theoretical results show that SFA should not be neglected.

— We confirm that the SFA effect decreases the SC, and the results in [8—10] represent
a SC’s upper bound;

— Regarding the mobility of the nodes, it is shown that the SC varies inversely with
the average speed of the PUs.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 characterizes the PUs’ mobility model.
The interference caused by the PUs to a SU is tackled in Sect. 3. The sensing capacity
is analyzed in Sect. 4. Finally, conclusions are presented in Sect. 5.

2 System Model

2.1 System Description

This work considers that PUs are mobile nodes that move according to the Random
WayPoint (RWP) mobility model [13]. By considering the RWP mobility model, we
assume that n PUs move in a rectangular region with area Xj,,;x X Y,qx. The mobility is
treated individually, and each PU is placed in a random location (x, y) in the beginning
of simulation. The location of PUs is sampled from the uniform distribution charac-
terized by x € [0,X,u0x] and y € [0, Yyax]. (x, y) denotes the departing point.
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The destination point (x,y') is also uniformly chosen as the departing point
(i.e. ¥ €0,Xpnax] and ¥ € [0, Yuy]). After defining the departure and destination
points a PU uniformly chooses the velocity v € [Vyuin, Vx| to move to the ending
point. After reaching the ending point (x',y"), a PU randomly chooses a pause duration
(Tp € [o, Tpm]), and during this period of time it stays at the ending point. After
elapsing 7T}, a PU uniformly chooses a new velocity value to move to another ending
point uniformly chosen. After reaching the ending point a PU repeats the same cycle as
many times as required. Nodes move with expected velocity E[V].

Figure 1 represents the system considered in this work. The static SU N, is placed
in the center of the considered scenario (in the position (Xyuac/2, Yinax/2)), and N,
senses the activity of the mobile PUs located in the circular sensing region with radius
R} (characterized by the dark disk involving N.). This work considers the SU’s sensing
region concept instead of the PU’s protection region. However, both concepts are
equivalent if the PU’s protection range is equal or smaller than the SU’s sensing range.

Fig. 1. Spatial scenario considered. The sensing region of the SU (node N.) is represented by the
area Asg = n(R})z.The PUs located outside the sensing region are found in the area given by

A =n((R = (RI).

2.2 Distribution of the PUs Over the Simulated Region

The annulus area A = 77:((R5)2 - (Rll)z) in Fig. 1 can be obtained via calculus by
dividing the annulus up into an infinite number of annuli of infinitesimal width dy and
area 2mydy and then integrating from y = R! to y = RL,ie. A = flf_f" 2ny dy. Using the

Riemann sum, A can be approximated by the sum of the area of a finite number (L) of
annuli of width p,

L
AmD A, (4)
=1

where A; = n((Rf,)2 - (Rll)2> represents the area of the annulus [, [ € {1,..., L}.

R = (R! +1p) and Rl = (R + (I — 1)p) denotes the radius of the larger circle and
smaller circle of the annulus I, respectively.
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In a specific annulus /, the number of PUs is represented by the random variable
(RV) X; and is approximately described by a Poisson distribution with Probability Mass
Function (PMF)

(IBZAIT)k
k!

P(X, =k) ~ e P k=0,1,...,n, (5)

where f5; represents the spatial density of the PUs located in the annulus /, the number
of PUs is represented by n and the probability of the PUs being active is denoted by .
By dividing the area A in the multiple areas A;, a different f3; is considered for each
annulus A;, which better approximates the spatial distribution of PUs in the area A.

The spatial distribution of the PUs in two dimensions (x and y) follows the result in
[14, Theorem 3, « = 2] and is given by

36 (X2 2
fire) =2+ (1) 5 (5—3) (%_;)

for —a/2 <x<a/2,—a/2 <y < a/2,a=Xnxx = Ymax and where

Py = (Vmax - me)E[Tp} )
0521405 x a x In (V—) + (Viax = Viin)E[T,]

V nn

The location of a PU within the annulus / is represented by the Bernoulli RV Xé and
the probability of a PU being positioned within the /~th annulus is given by

PRGOS PERVACHE
P(X,=1)= v— / / v, (6)
—R! —R!

with v = fyy (x, y) dy dx. The PU’s spatial density of the annulus /, defined as f; in (5),
is given by f5; =~ nP(X,l) = 1) /A;, where nP (XllJ = 1) represents the average number of
nodes located in the area A;. In what follows (5) is adopted to characterize the number
of PUs placed over the multiple annuli (L).

3 Aggregate Interference

3.1 Interference Caused by the PUs Located Within the /-th Annulus

The aggregate interference power received by the secondary user N, placed in the
center of the /-th annulus is given by
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1=>"1, (7)

where n; is the total number of PUs located in the annulus and I; is the interference
caused by the i-th PU. The individual interference power I; is expressed by

I = Prr 7, (8)

where Py is the transmission power of the i-th PU', y; is the fading observed in the
channel between the PU i and SU, and r, represents the distance between the i—th
interferer and the receiver. The path-loss coefficient is represented by o.

The moment generating function (MGF) of the aggregate interference due to path
loss (; = 1) is derived in the next steps. Let Mi(s) denote the MGF of the i-th PU
(i =1, ..., ny positioned over the annulus /, given by

Mj(s) = Ey [e"], ©)

where E; denotes the expectation of I, The PDF of r; can be written as the ratio
between the perimeter of the circle with radius r; and the total area A;, being represented
as follows

A
0, otherwise

fr(r) =

2mr ! !
{ ; Ri<r,<R0. (10)

Using (8) and (10) the MGF of the interference power received by the node N,
caused by the i-th PU is represented by

2P (~2/0, Pro(RY)™)s) — I(=2/o, Pr(R) %))

e = (&)~ ®IY)s

)

where I'(s,x) = [ 'e"'dr is the upper incomplete gamma function and I'(s) =
fgo +*~le~'dt represents the gamma function.

The PDF of the aggregate interference I due to k active PUs may be defined though
the convolution of the PDFs of each I;, when the individual interference I; is inde-
pendent and identically distributed. Consequently, the MGF of [ is written as follows

Myj(s) = M) (s) x - x Mi(s) = (Mi(s5))". (11)

The PDF of the aggregate interference (/) may be stated through the Law of Total
Probability as follows

! For every PU we have assumed Pr, = 10° mW.
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Zfl(I|Xt P(X, = k), (12)
leading to the MGF of the aggregate interference, I, which can be written as
E[e"] = ip(xz = k)M (s). (13)
Using (11), the MGF of 1 is given as follows

ZP kln M‘( )) — eﬁ,A,r(M}'(S)*l). (14)

The expectation of the aggregate interference, E[/], can be obtained using the Law
of Total Expectation, i.e.,

04

ElT) = E[E[11X]] = 2nf,2Pr, (%) . (15)

Similarly, the variance of the aggregate interference can be obtained using the Law
of Total Variance as follows

Var[l] = Var[[,]E[X)] 4+ E[L]*Var[X,]. (15)

Since X; is distributed according to a Poisson distribution (with mean A7), the
variance of the aggregate interference is expressed by

(R) - (Rﬁ)““)

1—a

Var(l] = nf;tP3, (

As shown in [15], the aggregate interference due to path loss can be approximated by

a Gamma distribution. Consequently the shape and the scale parameters of the Gamma

dlstrlbutlon denoted by k; and 0, are respectively given by k; = E[I]*/Var[l] and
= Var[IVE[]].

3.2 Aggregate Interference Due to PUs Located Within L Annuli

As shown in the previous subsection, the interference / caused to the N, by the PUs
located within the /-th annulus is approximated by a gamma distribution, with MGF

M(s) = (1 — O5) ™. (16)
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The annulus of width R — R! s can be expressed as a summation of L annuli of
width p. Consequently, the MGF of the aggregate interference originated by the PUs
positioned over the L annuli is represented by

L
My, (s) = [ (1 —6)7". (17)

=1

3.3 Distribution of the Aggregate Interference

The interference due to the PUs located outside the SU’s sensing region can be seen as
the summation of the L individual aggregated interferences caused by the PUs located
within L annuli. Therefore, the expressions for the cumulative distribution function
(CDF) and the PDF of the summation of L independent gamma random variables are
given in [16].

Defining {X,}lL:l as independent gamma variables, but not necessarily identically

distributed with parameters 0; (scale) and k; (shape), then the PDF of 1,4, = ZX, can

be expressed as [16]

w (Zf:lk’"Lw*l) exp(— 03—1>
w=0 01(21 ,k1+W) F(Zf:l k,+w)

; (18)

where 0, = m]in{Oz}, and the coefficients J,, are obtained recursively,

i=1

dwir=—— vflﬁ)q( )] w1

and 0g = 1. I' (.) represents the gamma function.

4 Sensing Capacity

4.1 Formal Definition

The band licensed of the PUs is sensed by a SU to evaluate if the spectrum is vacant or
occupied. The sensing decision considered in this work is computed periodically (a
period of 1 s was adopted) having the amount of aggregate interference sensed outside
the sensing region into account.

Departing from the definition of SC in (3), we first define Pz, the probability of
not occurring any activity caused by the PUs that may be located within the SU’s
sensing region. A PU is located within the SU’s sensing region with probability Pz
given by
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PI—/ / fxr (x,y)dydx. (19)

—R! \/(7_)(

Because all PUs move independently, the probability of & < n PUs being posi-
tioned over the sensing region of the SU is expressed by the probability mass function

B(n,k,Pr) = (Z) (P)*(1 — )", (20)

Finally, Pz, is defined as

Pz, ZBnkPI (1 — 1)k, (21)

since the k PUs within the sensing region of the SU are inactive with probability (1 — 7)*.

Regarding Poy,, in (3), which denotes the probability of not occurring SFA due to
the PUs located outside the SU’s sensing region, and following the notation in (21) we
start to consider that n — k PUs are located outside the sensing region. A spatial false
alarm does not occur if the aggregate interference power caused by the PUs located
outside the sensing region is lower than a given threshold (y). Its probability is rep-
resented by P (I,e, {m; =n — k} < 7), where {n; = n — k} indicates that the param-
eters k; and 0, must be computed assuming n; defined in Sect. 3.1 equal to n — k. After
computing the parameters k; and 0;, fi,4, (s) may be also computed through (18) and

b
Pllasm =n =k} <3) = [ f, (50 @)
0
By considering the different number of n — k PUs that may be localized outside the
session region, Po,,, is given by
POSFA = Z (Iagg{nl =n- k} < V)? (23)

k=0

and finally using (3), (21) and (23), the sensing capacity is written as follows

Cyt =n-0- W B(nk,Pr) - (1= 0 Pllage{m =n—k}y<y).  (24)
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Table 1. Parameters used to compute the different results.

max | 1000 m | R! 100 m 2
max | 1000 m | Tp, 0s, E[V] = 10.82 m/s 10 m
min |5m/s | Tp 300 s, E[V] = 1.50 m/s 61

ax |20 m/s [n-C-W|1 0.1 mW

>

~

=

max

=
3
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Fig. 2. Sensing capacity for different levels of PU’s activity (t): (a) high mobility scenario
(E[V] = 10.82 m/s); (b) low mobility scenario (E[V] = 1.50 m/s).
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4.2 Comparison Results

This subsection compares the impact of the SFA in the SU’s SC. The SC is computed
with (24) and compared with the results obtained with (27) in [9] (similar to (2)), which
neglects the SFA effect. Different network scenarios were considered, where the
number of mobile PUs were varied from a single PU to 19. The PUs moving according
to the RWP mobility model achieve different average velocities, E[V] = {1.50, 10.82}
m/s, by adopting Tp,, = {0,300} s, respectively. Two different probabilities of PU’s
activity were also considered, i.e. 7 = {0.33, 0.66}. The simulations were run for each
number of PUs and adopting constant 7p,_ and t values. The missing parameters
related with the propagation model and the computation of theoretical model are
described in Table 1.

The sensing capacity results (computed with (24) and (27) in [9]) are illustrated in
Fig. 2. Figure 2(a) plots the results for E[V] = 10.82 m/s, while 2(b) plots the result for
E[V] = 1.50 m/s. Regarding the impact of the PUs’ mobility on the SC, it is well
known that the spatial density of the nodes moving according the RWP model increases
within the sensing region of the node N as the average velocity of the nodes increase
[14]. Consequently, more PUs are likely to be located within the sensing region as the
average velocity of the PUs increases. In this case, the node N, detects higher PUs’
activity within its sensing region, leading to a lower SC (Fig. 2(a)), when compared to
a scenario of lower average velocity (Fig. 2(b)).

Finally, the results presented in Fig. 2 show that for the two assumptions
(considering/neglecting the SFA) the SC varies inversely with the number of PUs, the
level of PU’s activity (1), and the average velocity of the PUs (E[V]). However, the SC
decreases more sharply when the SFA effect is considered, and the deviation from
neglecting the SFA increases when the number of PUs and PU’s level of activity
increase, or when the average velocity of the nodes decrease. Moreover, the deviation
observed in the SC confirms that when the SFA effect is neglected the results obtained
with [9] represent an upper bound of the SC.

5 Conclusions

This work characterizes the SUs sensing capacity in a CRN when are considered mul-
tiple mobile PUs. Contrarily to other works, we consider that PUs may be detected active
when they are located outside the sensing region. This effect, known as SFA, degrades
the sensing capacity of CRs, as demonstrated in the paper. Moreover, it is shown that the
decrease of the sensing capacity due to the SFA effect may be significant, namely when
the PU’s activity and the number of PUs increase. Finally, due to the mobility model, the
results presented in the paper indicate that the sensing capacity increases as the average
velocity of the nodes decrease. This result indicates that the capacity of the SUs varies
inversely with the velocity of the PUs, which confirms the importance of this work.
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