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Abstract

We propose a learning technique for MIMO secondary userg {8dpatially coexist with Primary
Users (PU). By learning the null space of the interferencanakl to the PU, the SU can utilize idle
degrees of freedom that otherwise would be unused by the Rid.l&arning process does not require
any handshake or explicit information exchange betweerPtheand the SU. The only requirement is
that the PU broadcasts a periodic beacon that is a functids abise plus interference power, through
a low rate control channel. The learning process is basednengg measurements, independent of
the transmission schemes of both the PU and SU, i.e. indepéermd their modulation, coding etc..
The proposed learning technique also provides a noveladmitision multiple access mechanism for
equal-priority MIMO users sharing a common channel thahlyigncreases the spectrum utilization

compared to time based or frequency multiple access.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emergence of Multiple Input Multiple Output (MIMO) conumications opens new di-
rections and possibilities for spatially sharing wirelessnnels|[1=3]. Consider a scenario of

two independent MIMO communication systems that share @hgesflat fading MIMO channel
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Fig. 1. Blind spatial division multiple access for MIMO usewith equal priority. The matri#; ;,i # j € {1,2} are

unknown to both users. The objective of the two users is tmléae null space oH,;,: # j € {1, 2},.

as depicted in Figure]l 1. Assuming that each user has moraraget the transmitter then the
maximum number of antennas that each one has at the recteiegrcan share the channel
without interfering to each other by using orthogonal sgadiimension. This spatial sharing
is even more appealing in MIMO Cognitive Radio (CR) netwo@fg] since it enables a CR
MIMO Secondary User (SU) to transmit a significant amount ofver simultaneously as the
PU without interfering with him by utilizes spatial dimeoss that are not used by the PU. This
spatial separation requires, in both CR and MAC, that therietence channel be known. In the
MAC (see Fig[l), it means thdfl,; and H,, be known to user 1 and 2 respectively, while in
the CR case it is sufficient that the SU, say user 2, knBws This information can be achieved
by conventional channel estimation techniques that recuinigh level of cooperation, including
handshake, transition of a known synchronous training esecgl and the use of matched filters
for each receiver antenna. In the MAC scenario, this proonessls to be applied twice were at
the first time one of the systems transmits a training sequertle the second estimates the
channel and transmits the estimation back to the otherrmsydteen it is repeated where the two
systems exchange roles. During these processes, eacmaystst stop its data flow unless it
is capable of full duplex, i.e. transmitting and receivingugltaneously at the same time and on
the same frequency band. Although complicated, this cHagstenation can be carried out in

MAC since both users are equal priority. In CR on the otherdhd#ms is far more complicated
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since nobody expect PUs to stop their reception and perféranreel estimation for unlicensed
secondary users. Thus, acquiring and/or operating witknawving the interference matrix to
the PU is a major issue of active researB —11]. in CR. Nuo&¢ e¢very solution that is good
for CR problem can be utilized to the MAC problem. Hencefpitle consider the problem of
interference channel learning in the context of CR.

We consider the underlay CR paradi [12], that is, the SEscanstrained not to exceed a
maximum interference level at the PU. The optimal powercallion for the case of a single SU
who knows the matriX,; in addition to its own Channel State Information (CSI) wasi\czl
by Zhang and Liangﬂ4]. In the case of multiple SUs, ScutaEiIaB] formulated a competitive
game between the secondary users. Assuming that the netecte matrix to the PU is known
by each SU, they derived conditions for the existence anduamess of a Nash Equilibrium
point to the game. Zhang et aﬂ [8] were the first to take intasaderation the fact that the
interference matrix ;> may not be perfectly known (but is partially known) to the Stthey
proposed Robust Beamforming to assure compliance withritegférence constraint of the PU
while maximizing the SU’s throughput. Another work for thase of an unknown interference
channel with known probability distribution is due to Zhaagd So Eb] who optimized the SU
throughput under a constraint on the probability that therference to the PU be above a given
threshold.

A very appealing solution concept for CR in general and MIMR (@ particular, is that the
SU would be able to mitigate the interference to the PU bjindthout a handshake and without
using conventional channel estimation techniques&i Rrjposed such a solution in the case
where there is a channel reciprocity between the PU’s tratesnand receiver in which the SU
listens to the PU signal and estimatEs,’s null space from its second order statistics. This
work was enhanced by Chen et al. M[lo]. Both works requirnakel reciprocity and therefore
are restricted to a PU that uses Time Division Duplexing (JDDnce the SU obtains the null
space ofH;, it can transmit within this null space without interferingtiwthe PU.

Beside the channel reciprocity case, obtaining the valdd,ofby the SUs (i.e. the interference
channel to the PU) requires the PU to participate in the Sktsnation task. This task requires
that the SU transmits a training sequence, from which the fithatesH;; and feeds it back to
the SU. Such cooperation increases system complexity eadrhsince it requires a handshake

between both systems and in addition, the PU needs to be reynzéd to the SU’s training
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Fig. 2. The addressed cognitive radio scheme. The malrix is unknown to the secondary transmitter andk) is a
stationary noise (which may include stationary interfee=) . The interference from the SH;12x2(k), is treated by the PU as
noise, i.e. no interfere cancellation is performed. The Btiios a closed form expression for the null space of thefarence

channel to the PUH1» by measuring the variation af(k) resulting of finite set of transmitted signajsz(k)} 7.

sequence. This required cooperation is one of the majoraolestto deployment of MIMO CR
systems.

The objective of this paper is to design a simple procedusedb@an minimal cooperation by
the PU such that a MIMO SU will be able to meet its interferencastraint without explicitly
estimating the matrid,; and without burdening the PU with any handshake, estimatratior
synchronization associated with SUs. Consider the proldepicted in Fig[R. In this scheme
the PU, although active, is not necessarily aware of the &Uole in the SU’s learning process
is limited to broadcasting a single one-dimensional beaboough a low rate control channel.
This beacon is a function of the PU’s noise plus interferefitee advantage of this technique
over conventional channel estimation techniques is thafto@s not require a handshake and
synchronization between the secondary and the PUs and campbEmented using only energy
measurements. This is also a very appealing property ferference mitigation between two
MIMO users (i.e. “multiple access”) since it makes the infi@tion exchange mechanism between
the two users that is needed for them to share the same chametimple.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sedfltormulates the problem. Section
[Mpresents the Energy Based Cannel Learning (EBCL) allgorifor interference mitigation in
the primary -secondary user CR scenario. Se¢tidn 1V digsugse implementation of the EBSL
algorithm in spatial channel sharing between two independ8MO users of equal priority.

Section Y presets numerical results.
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II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a flat fading MIMO interference channel with a stnBU and a single SU without
interference cancellation, i.e. each system treats ther aiyistem’s signal as noise. Usei’s

i € {1,2} received signal is given by

wherej € {1,2}, j # i, H;, € C""*% andv,(k) is a zero mean stationary noise. In this
paper all vectors are column vectors. L&tbe an/ x v complex matrix, then, its null space
is defined asV(A) = {y € C” : Ay = 0} where0 = [0,...,0]" and its column space
C(A) = span(ay,...,a,) C C'. We assume that user 1 is the PU. The secondary user (user 2)
is allowed to transmit as long as the interference does nmtezka maximum level at the PU,
i.e.

[Hioxa (k) <, (2)

wheren = 0 represents the case where the SUs are allowed to transngiirotthe null space
of the matrixH;5.

Since the secondary user is MIMO it can share the channebuitimterfering with the PU if
it uses spatially orthogonal degrees of freedom. In pdercthe SU will not interfere with the
PU if its transmitted signak, satisfiesx, € AN (H;,). The main obstacle in using this technique
is that it requires knowledge o¥(Hi,). The matrixH;; is known only to the PU, and the
matrix H, is unknown to both the PU and the SU; hence its estimationinegjeooperation
between the two users. The state of the art in MIMO channéhnatibn techniques requires
that the SU transmits a training signal that is known to the Phe PU then estimates the
channel using a matched filter. Other techniques that ardbast¢d on a known deterministic
signal waveform are the blind MIMO channel estimation teghas E.%QS e.g.] in which the
receiver uses the received signal statistics, i.e covegianatrices and higher order comulant
tensors, to estimate the channel. These approaches requesgensive set of measurements and
processing at the receiver side (the PU’s receiver in theg)cafter the PU obtains an estimate
of Hy5 he transmits it to the SU. This kind of “service” provided InetPU to the SU is highly
undesirable due to the overhead and cooperation requiredeopart of the PU. Thus, reducing
the role of the PU in this channel learning phase will make €ghmhology more attractive for

practical applications.
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Our objective is to derive a simple procedure for the SU tondhe null space of the matrix
H,, such that the PU would not need matched filters or to make ex¢i@surements other than
those required for its usual operation. We would also likeeduce the amount of processing
at the PU and above all we would like the SU to obtain the nudicepofH;, without having
a handshake with the PU and even without the PU being awarteedBt). We denote

G 2 H},H,, € C27" 3)

and divide time intoN-length intervals referred to as transmission cycles. thdeansmission

cycle, the SU transmits a constant signal (this is requirdyg during the learning process) , i.e.

xo((n —1)N) =x3((n —1)N + 1) 4
= =%3(Nn—1) £ %y(n)
while the PU measures its total noise plus interferencendh toroadcasts to all of the users in
its vicinity the one dimensional signaln) that satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 1: There exist somél € N such that the value dfH,,x,(n)||? can be extracted
up to an arbitrary scalar facter > 0 from {q(l)}-,, for everyl <n < K.

Note that from the SU point of view, knowind , at transmitter is equivalent to knowir(g,
which is defined in[(3). The problem of learning t@efrom {¢(I)}7,, referred to as the energy
based cannel learning problem, is depicted in Figure 3. kweas long as is constant for
everyl < n < K, the functiong(n) can be measured via energy detectors sinég arbitrary.

A natural choice for a beacon that satisfies Assumpgiion 1dsfahowing:

Nn

=5 S E{lnk) - Hus )} (5)

k=(n—1)N+1
wherex; (k) is the decoded signal. This beacon is transmitted at tintanoesk = n/N, n € N.
If we neglects the decoding errors, (i%.(k) = x;(k)) we obtain
g(n) = 20ty n E{HiZs(n) + v (k)|?)
= [[Hiz%z(n)[|* + Tr(E{v1(k)vi(k)}) (6)
= x5(n)Gxz(n) + ¢
We will now show that this beacon satisfies Assumpfibn 1,that the secondary user can

extracta|Ho%»(n) || from {q(1)}7,. This is done as follows: At the beginning of the learning

process = 0) the SU transmitsk,(0) = 0, that is, it does not transmit. Let > 0 be the
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Fig. 3. Block Diagram of the energy based cannel learnindlpro. The SU objective is to learn the null spaceldf, by
inserting a series ofx2(n)}nen and measuring the outpytn). The only information that can be extracted by the SU is that
[Hia%a(n)||? > |[Hizx2()|)? if g(n) > q(1) for every (k — 1)K < I,n < kK wherek € N.

magnitude of the control channel from the PU to the SU. Thetipee £ = 0 the SU measures
aq(0) whereq(0) = Tr(E{v;(k)vi(k)}. Forn > 0, the SU transmits the signakh(n) and at
time k = nN it measures thexg(n) broadcast by the PU. The SU then obtairfd 5%, (n)||?

by subtractingag(0) from aq(n). Note thata may be unknown to the SU and that the only
requirement is that it be constant during the learning gece

In practice, the beacon will be based on the sample average

Nn—1
dm) =5 3 Iyalk) — Huga(R) 7)
k=(n—1)N

which depends on the averaged valug|sfk)|| at thenth cycle where
z(k) = Higxo (k) + vi(k) (8)

It is important to stress that the functiefin) is calculated entirely frony, (k). Therefore it
is calculated by the PU processing unit after decoding gedaix; (k) without any additional
measurements.

In the next section we will show how the SU can learn the nudicgpof the matrix;, from

to
n=11

the measurements;(n) wheret, is the SU’s number of transmit antennas.

IIl. THE ENERGY BASED CANNEL LEARNING ALGORITHM

In order to obtainH;,’s null space it is sufficient to calculaté’s null space (wheré& is de-
3
n=11

fined in (3)). The following proposition expresses the maftias a function of x3(n)Gxz(n)}

where eaclx,(n) is a different transmitted signal.
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Proposition 1. Let S(A, x) 2 x*Ax andr;,, (0, ¢) be at,—dimensional column vector whose
entries are all equal to zero except of the and mth entry, which are equal toos(d) and

e~ sin(0), respectively, i.e.

rl,m(ev ¢) = [07 U 707 COS(@),

o 9)
0,--+,0,e *“sin(),0,---,0]"
The entries{gl,m}{fm:1 of the matrixG = Hj,H;, are given by
g = S(G,r;,u(0,0)) (10)
§R(91,m) = Cl,m(ﬂ-/47 0) (11)
S(gim) = —am(n/4,7/2) (12)
where
Cl,m(eu ¢) = (gl,l COSz<6) + gm,m Sil’l2<‘9))
- S (G7 rl,m(ev ¢)) (13)
Proof: Note that
S(G.11,0(6,6)) = cos?(6) [g1] 50 () g1 ”
— |G1,m| sin(20) cos(¢ + Zgim)
from which (10) follows. By substituting (14) intg_(1L3) we talin
Cl,m(‘ga Qb) = Sin(28> ‘gl,m‘ CO8 (Qb + Zgl,m) (15)
from which (11) and[(12) follow. O

The EBCL algorithm provides a closed form expression for riarix G. For everyx, the
value of |[Hx||?> can be obtained by transmittingn), receivingq(n) and subtracting(0) from
it, i.e.

IHx(n)|1* = ¢(n) — 4(0) (16)

From Propositiorf]1, it follows that the matri& can be obtained precisely ky transmission
cycles. The CF-BNSL algorithm is described in Talile I. Aftdataining the matrixG, its null
space can be calculated offline at the secondary transisjiteccessing unit. Once the SU knows
the null space of the interference channel to the PU’s tritesnit can transmit freely as long

as its transmitted signal is restricted to its null spa@exi; € N (H;s).
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TABLE |

THE EBCL ALGORITHM

function G=EBCL
Setb = S(G, 0);
fori=2,...,t
Setgy = S(G,r;,1(0,0)) — b;
end for
fori=1,...,t—1
form=1+1,..,t
Setaym = S(G, rym(7/4,0) — b;
SetfBm = S(G,rym(m/4,7/2)) —b;
Seter = Cale_c(gu, mm, i, 7/4);
Setcy = Cale_c(qu, gmm, Br, w/4);
end for
end for
end EBCL
function: ¢ =Calc_c (g1, g2, o, 0)
¢ = g1 cos’(0) + gasin®(0) — a;
endCalc c

The advantage of the proposed scheme (see Fig. 2) is thalthelthough active, does not
have to be aware of the SU. Its role in the SU’s learning pdedimited to broadcasting
periodically the beacor(n) through a low rate control channel to all of the secondarysuse
in its vicinity. Thus, in order to implement the EBCL algdwh, the secondary user needs only
to detect and measurgn)’s energy in every transmission cycle without having a haa#e
with the PU. Recall that the only condition required for thBEL is that Assumptiof]l holds.
This assumption holds even if there are multiple secondagrsuin the system as long as
their interference to the PU is stationary. Thus a new semgnalser can join the network while
multiple SUs coexist with the PU in a steady state, i.e. theynat varying the spatial orientation

or their transmitted signal.
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IV. EBCL ALGORITHM FOR SPATIAL DIVISION MULTIPLE ACCESS

The fact that the CF-BNSL algorithm is based entirely on gneneasurement and not on
matched filters makes it very appealing for implementatisraalind spatial division multiple
access technique for MIMO users with equal priority (seeufgg3), that is,[(2) is no longer
required. This simplifies the coordination between the twers as follows: At the first stage,
there is a handshake between the two systems in which it isebtevhich system begins with
learning and which provides feedback. Assume that systeegihb with learning while system
No. 1 feeds back its measurements. Then system No. 2 tranansignatx,(n) while system
No. 1 measures and feeds back the beacohlin (7). This wagns@skearns the matrixG; by
applying the CF-BNSL algorithm. This process is then repeathere both systems exchange
roles such that system 1 lear@s. Thus, if system 1 and 2 restrict their transmissioMdH.,, )
and N (H,,) respectively, they do not interfere with each other andteréa effect a Spatial
Channel Sharing (SCS) .

An important question that arises is whether the spatiahcblsharing is worth the effort
of null space learning. Recall that in the primary-secondeer CR scenario the SU must be
invisible to the PU. This fact makes the learning/dfH;,) worthwhile because, as long as the
channel remains unchanged, the SU is operating freely witballiding. This is not the case for
MIMO users of equal priority. They can choose not to mitigaterference at all or to share the
channel using a much simpler multiple access scheme suchegsgncy Division Duplexing
(FDD), which is static and does not require null space lemynin the sequel it is shown that
the SCS provides a much better spectrum utilization (in $eofrdegrees of freedom) than FDD
if both systems have a sufficient number of antennas at tinsrriter.

In the sequel it is assumed that< i # j < 2, ¢, > r; and that the EBCL algorithm is
performed by both users. Let

G; = Hj;H; a7)

and let

be its eigenvalue decomposition. Then usgmpre-coding matriXT; is given by

T, = [wg, ..., thrrj] (29)
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wherew’; is Wy's gth column andyq,, ¢, ..., ¢;,—,, are the indexes that chose the eigenvectors

that correspond t@x;’s Null space, i.e.
w, Gw, == WZ,_T], Giwi ., =0 (20)

The following proposition shows that for Zero-Mean szhs]iMlhitJ;I (ZMSW) channels that
satisfyt; > r;, the EBCL results in a free interferencex (t; — r;)-ZMSW channel for each
user.

Proposition 2: Assume that,,, q,i € {1,2} arer; x t, (ZMSW) channels that are indepen-
dent of each other and satisfy> r;. Let H,; be useri’s equivalent channel when both users
apply the CF-BNDL algorithm i.eH,, = H;,T; whereT, is users’s pre-coding matrix defined
in @9). Then,H,; is anr; x (t; — r;) ZMSW channel.

Proof: See AppendiX’A.

Propositiori 2 implies that if; > r; +r; for i # j € {1,2}, the difference between SCS using
the EBCL algorithm compared to the case where there is ndénémce is equivalent to not using
r; antennas. Furthermore, both users would not lose degrefesesfom compared to the case
where there is no interference sincenk(H;;) = r; a.s.,and rank(I:In-) = min{r;,t; — r;} a.s.
which are equal ift; — r; > r;. The following theorem extends the last statement for a wide
range of channel types.

Theorem 3: Assume thatH;, i,q € {1,2} are independent (i.e. independent of each other)
random matrices defined on the same probability spdteF, P) such thatvec(H;;) is a
continues random vectorfor : = 1,2. Let d; = rank(H;;) be useri’'s number of degrees
of freedoms if he is operating alone, and &t be useri’s number of degrees of freedom when
both users apply the EBCL algorithm, i€} = rankH,;), whereH,; = H;,T; andT; is users
i 's pre-coding matrix defined in_(19). Thed; = d} a.s. if t; > r; + ;.

Proof: See AppendiXB.

It means the the entries of the matiik are i.i.d. zero-mean unit-variance circular Gaussian samdariables [see e.Dl&
Section 10.1].

2A t-dimensional complex random vecteris said to be continuous if it can be written &s= xgre + ixm Wherex =
[XEe, X SUCH thatk is a continuous2t-dimensional random vector, i.& has a probability density function with respect to
the Lebesgue measure.
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SU’s transmit signal space

W, Signal space

,,,,,

PU’s transmit
signal space

Fig. 4. Graphical illustration of the spacé.. Assuming that all matrices are full rank and that the seapndser has more
antennas ate the receiver than at the transmitteryi.ex t1, thenC-(Hi1) # 0. Then, the subspacd. that maps signals to

C*(H11) can be used by the SU without interfering with the PU. A neagsand sufficient condition is that > ¢;.

V. OBTAINING ADDITIONAL DEGREES OFFREEDOM

Constraining the SU to transmit only iN"(H;,) may be inefficient in some cases. Consider
a scenario where the PU has more antennas at the receiveathhe transmitter i.et; <
r; = rank(H;;) and full CSIR of its own channeHy;. Then, the PU’s signal of interest at
the receiver, that iH;,;x;, can lie only in ther;-dimensional subspacg&H;;) C C™. This
redundancy can be utilized by the SU to obtain additionarelesy of freedom by transmitting
xy € N(Hyo) + ALl where A, = {x, € C? : Hjpx € CH(Hy,)} (see Fig[# for illustration).
If all matrices are full rank, a necessary and sufficient @ for A'(His) + Ay # 0 is that
ro > r1. Note that the subspagé(H,,)+.A, is equal to\V (Py,, Hi,) wherePg = B*(BB*)'B
is the projection matrix into the column space Bf(which is equal the rang oB) and ()T
represents the pseudo inverse operation. These extraedegfréreedom can be obtained by the
EBCL algorithm with no additional cost. The only modificaticequired is for the PU to project
z(t), defined in[(8), inta’(H;;) while the rest of the algorithm remains the same, i.e. toa@pl
z(t) = y1(t) — x1(t) with z(t) = Pg,,z(t). This idea can also be implemented in the case of

two users with equal priority that is described in Secfioh 1V

3The sum of two vector subspaces is the vector space creatéftetsum of all the vectors in these two subspaces, i.63 let
be a vector space and 18, B2 be two vector subspaces 8Bf thenB, + Bo ={x e B:x=y + 12,y € B1,z= € B2}.
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VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

To determine the value of null space learning in this setiggturn to simulations. Figuig 5
compares the rate gain of SCS over that of FDD in a two-usemsstnic MIMO interference
channel without interference cancellation. By symmetre mean that, = ¢, , r; = r, and
that H;;,« = 1,2 are ZMSW channels as well &,;,: # j, € {1,2}. Figure[5(d) shows that
fort =4 andr = 2 , the SCS outperforms the FDD, i.e. the SCS’s rate gain isenigfman
that of the FDD. Furthermore, in the high SNR regime the SG& canverges to the channel
capacity without interference, i.e. the rate of a singler e@eupying the entire channel, as long
ast > 2r, as shown in Figurg 5(b). From this we conclude that in the FBBeme, each user
exploits only half of its degrees of freedom, whereas in tl&S Scheme both users exploit all
of their degrees of freedom (as longtas> r; +r;) and the only performance loss is due to the
restriction of the transmit signal t&(H;;).

It is important to stress that knowinG can be utilized for a more sophisticated channel
sharing than the SCS. For example, suppose that in addiidgransmitting inN (Py, Hj;),
system: wishes to use also part of its orthogonal complimaft(Py, H;;). This of course
creates interference to systefn However by choosing eigenvectors that correspondxts
lowest eigenvalues, systeincan balance between its performance gain and the intederen
systemj. To show that explicitly, letVXV* be the eigenvalue decomposition Gf, where
Y. is a real nonnegative diagonal matrix that contaiaseigenvalues in decreasing order, i.e.
oy > o9 > --- > 04 > 0 whered < t;. Then the eigenvector that correspondssto(i.e.

V d’s column) produces minimum interference to systgnThis way, system can balance
between choosing eigenvectors that provide it with the pestormance gain and minimizing

the interference to systen

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed a blind technique for MIMO SUs to spatially ceewiith PUs based on minimal
cooperation from the PU. This cooperation does not requddstianal sensing by the PU and
is carried out by calculating the power of the PU’s total Bomus interference. This value is
broadcast via a low rate control channel to all of the SUssrvitinity (beacon). By doing so,
the PU enables the SU to utilize unused degrees of freedom.

The advantages of the proposed technique are:
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Fig. 5. Comparison between blind spatial division and FDODIDTin a symmetric MIMO interference interaction. The magsc
H,, i,q € {1,2} are i.i.d. complex Gaussian with zero mean and unit variaBogh user’s number of received antennas is 2.
The interference expected power is 10.5dB lower than thecatgd signal power for both users. The vertical axis reptsstae
ratio between the achievable rate to the rate obtained vifarompower allocation over the entire band/time. In Subfig(a)
The horizontal axis represents expected received SNR wlilenumber of transmit antennas for each user is 2. In Sukfigur

(b) the horizontal axis represents the number of antenntiedtansmitter while the expected power at each receive40sdB.

1) The SU operates autonomously and independently of theaBUbfig as the PU transmits
the defined beacon).

2) The PU produces the beacon from information that alreaglsteein all communication
systems, i.e. from the PU’s decoded signal and its receiggtals

3) The entire learning process is based on energy measutenmatependent of the transmis-
sion schemes of both the PU and SU, i.e. independent of thedtutation, coding etc..
This flexibility is very important in CR networks which arehierently ad-hoc.

4) The entire learning process take$ transmission cycles wherg is the number of the
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SU’s transmit antennas.

5) The proposed technique is easily applicable to CR netsvaith one PU and multiple SUs
as long as only one SU performs the learning procedure ateavinile the other SUs don't
change their spatial power allocation. In practice, thisas a problem since the learning
process takes onl§# transmission cycles.

For the same reasons the proposed scheme can be easily empbehfor spatial channel
sharing of two independent MIMO secondary users of equalrityi We demonstrated that if
both users share the channel using the CF-BNSL algorithm:

1) They don't loss degrees of freedom while gaining an ieterice free MIMO channel.

2) In case of for zero-mean spatially-withe Gaussian chlaraved¢; > r;, then the SCS results
in a free interference; x (t; — r;)-zero-mean spatially-withe Gaussian channel for each

user.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ

Without loss of generality we sét= 1, j = 2 and denotdd; = H;; W;. SinceH,; is ZMSW
channel, the random matr{X, (defined in[(1¥)), by definition, is a central Wishart Matibhus,
W, (defined in[(18)) is a unitary matrix that is uniformly digtted over the manifold of unitary
matrices inC"*" [see e.g., 17, Lemma 2.6]. Since the chanHg| is ZMSW it is bi-unitary
invariant EJV], that iSUH; V’s distribution is unchanged for any unitary matridgsV. Thus,
for every W1, the conditional distribution oH,’s is equal toH,;, i.e. P(H; /W) = P(Hy;).
Therefore, giverW,, H;, entries are i.i.d. zero-mean unit-variance complex Gaussaindom
variables (i.e. ZMSW channel) and because this distributamot a function oW, the marginal
distribution of H; is the same, i.eP(H,) = P(H,/W,). It follows thatH, is ar, x t; ZMSW
channel and therefor, (which is composed of somg—r, columns ofH;) is anr x (t1—12)
ZMSW channel.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONS

In this proof we shall use some special notation. Matricel$ @ denoted by italic upper

case letters (i.e. the channel¥,;,i,q = 1,2 are now denoted byd,,,i,q = 1,2) while
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random matrices will be denoted by boldface upper casersetide will make not notational

distinction between scalars and vectors and denote bothlaiter case italic letters. Random
vectors/variables will be denoted by boldface lowercagerne Without loss of generality, we set
i =1 and denotel;; = H and Hl, = H. Let h,, h, be H’'s and H’s qth columns respectively

and H_, be thet, x (r, — 1) matrix that results from deleting/’s qth column.

The Theorem is first proven for real matrices. In this chgeh, : @ — R" are Borel
measurable functions. #; < t; —r,, user 1 losses at least one degree of freedom iff there exists
a sequence of scalafg, };L, not all zero such tha} ", a,h, € N*=(Hy) = sparihy, ..., hy,).

The later is equivalent to the following statement: Thernstex < ¢ < r, such thath, € C(B_,)

whereB_, £ [H_,, HJ. Using the sub-additivity of measures

P(dy <d,) <P (U h, € C(B_q)> < iP(hq cC(B_,)) (21)
Note thzﬂ
Pty € C(B,) = [ Plb, € C(B_)[H)iP() (22)

It remains to show thaP(h, € C(B,)|H) = 0,a.s. By hypothesisH is independent oH,
thus P(h, € C(B,)|H) = P(h, € C(B,)),a.s. Now recall thatPy is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, thafjs,<< m'" wherem?” is the k- dimensional
Lebegsue measure. L(Z) = {[z,Y] : z € C([Y, Z]),Y € Raxn-1 7 ¢ R} and let
Oy(Z)={z:[z,Y] € Q(Z)} be Q(Z)'s Y-section. Then for every € R"**"

mthTl(Q(Z)) _ /Rtlx(rll) mt1(Qy<Z))dmt1><(r1—1)(Y) (23)

[see e.gBQ, Theorem 2.36] and since for evE&ry’, Qy(7) is a vector subspace @'* whose
dimension is at most; + r, — 1 it satisfiesm’ (Qy(Z)) = 0 (recall thatr, + r; < ¢;). This
establishes the desired result for real channel matrices.

+ih

To extend this result to complex matrices, note that h, . +ih, ., andh, = h

whereh, g, h, b, ge, f1q7|m : 8 — R" are Borel measurable functions. Furthermore, the

q,Im» q,Re q,Im

vector spac€’ is isomorphic tdR?, that is, there exists a bijective mapping (one to one and on

“The existence of a conditional probability measiite|h,)(w) for eachw € Q is due to the fact that all random vectors are

assumed to b&"!-Borel measurable. Such probability measure is termedaegonditional probability [see e.18].

®Let u, v be two measure defined on the same measurable $pacé1) , theny << v if v(A) =0 = p(A) = 0.
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to) from one to the other which in this case is giveny) = [Re(z"), Im(zT)]" wherez € C™.

Let ¢(z) = [~Im(z7), Rm(z")]T then C(B,) is mapped intoV, = spart(h,), ¥ (hy), ...,
Ora) D), 0 )y (A1), o g 1), (g 1), 6hgs1)s B(hgs1)s s (B, ), ). ThUS,, €
C(B,) iff 1(h,) € V or ¢ (hl!) € I/H Because)(h!') andy(h!') are orthogonalh, € C(B,) is
equivalent toy(h,) € V*+ or ¢(h,) € V. Henceforth the proof is identical to the real case since

m2 (V) = m?1(V+) = 0 and becaus@l is a continuous random matrix.
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