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Abstract—A primary (licensed) link communicates in the presence of an
interferer. A secondary (unlicensed) link is also active in the same band
and can access the channel through a spectrum leasing (SL) mechanism,
whereby the primary system grants transmission opportunities to the
secondary link. This paper investigates the possibility that the secondary
link gains access to the channel, to transmit its own data, by cooperat-
ing with the primary link via interference mitigation. Specifically, SL is
enabled if the interfering signal is decoded by the secondary link and is
forwarded to the primary link to allow for interference mitigation. The SL
decision at the primary link hinges on whether the advantage accrued from
interference mitigation by allowing secondary transmissions overcome the
loss of spectral resources due to SL. This form of primary—secondary co-
operation contrasts with previously proposed approaches to SL, whereby
the secondary user gains credit by forwarding the primary packet, and not
the knowledge of interference to the primary receiver (PR). A SL scheme
is proposed that leverages the hybrid automatic repeat request (HARQ)
retransmission processes at primary and interfering links. Numerical re-
sults demonstrate conditions under which the proposed approach based on
interference forwarding outperforms more conventional techniques based
on primary packet relaying.

Index Terms—Cognitive radio, cooperative systems, hybrid automatic
repeat request (HARQ), interference forwarding, spectrum leasing (SL).

I. INTRODUCTION

Spectrum leasing (SL) via cooperation, which is proposed in [1]
(see also [2] and [3] for similar independent work), dictates the local
coexistence of primary (licensed) and secondary (unlicensed) users
through the following mechanism. Secondary users gain credit to
access the channel by cooperating with the primary users, and primary
users lease spectrum to the secondary nodes under two conditions:
1) That the advantage on the primary performance accrued from
secondary cooperation overcomes the loss of spectral resources for the
primary system due to SL; and 2) that secondary nodes are leased with
enough spectrum to satisfy their quality-of-service (QoS) constraints
(which are made known to the primary system to enable SL decisions).
For an introduction to more general approaches to SL, we refer to [5].

Previous work [1], [2] has investigated the principle of SL via
cooperation by assuming that secondary-to-primary cooperation takes
place, conventionally, by having the secondary users relay packets for
the primary nodes. We refer to this conventional approach as coopera-
tive transmission (CT), and we refer to [4] for a survey of cooperation.
Recent research has demonstrated that, from an information-theoretic
standpoint, in interference-limited scenarios, conventional CT can be
outperformed by a different form of cooperation, which we refer to
as cooperative interference management (CIM) [6], [7]. In CIM, the
cooperating node forwards information about the interference and not
about the useful signal. The rationale of this approach is that boosting
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Fig. 1. System model. A primary link, between a PT and a PR, coexists with
a secondary link between an ST and an SR. An interfering link between an IT
and an IR is also present, which affects both the PR and the SR. We can think
of the PR as a picocell base station and the SR as a neighboring femtocell base
station with the IT being the base station of the macrocell that encompasses the
femtocell and the picocell.

the reception of the interference at the receiver can allow the latter to
decode the interfering signal jointly with the useful signal, and thus
enhance performance via interference mitigation. We emphasize that
previous work on CIM [6], [7] focused on relay networks with no SL.
(NSL), along with static and known channels.

In this paper, we propose to use CIM to enable SL via cooperation.
In other words, unlike previous work [1], [2], the secondary user gains
credit to access the channel by forwarding interference (rather than
the primary signal) to the primary receiver. Moreover, unlike in [6]
and [7], CIM is implemented as a means to enable SL and integrated
with hybrid automatic repeat request (HARQ) processes at the pri-
mary and interfering links to cope with fading channels unknown to
the transmitters. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we describe the system model, whereas Section III presents
the proposed SL strategy based on CIM, along with reference tech-
niques. In Section III, we also explain the transmission strategies. Per-
formance analysis is discussed in Section I'V. Finally, numerical results
and final remarks are provided in Sections V and VI, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the system in Fig. 1, in which a primary link, between
a primary transmitter (PT) and a primary receiver (PR), coexists with a
secondary link between a secondary transmitter (ST) and a secondary
receiver (SR). An interfering link between an interfering transmitter
(IT) and an interfering receiver (IR) is also present, which affects
both the PR and the SR. We can think of the PR as a picocell base
station and the SR as a neighboring femtocell base station, with
the IT being the base station of the macrocell that encompasses the
femtocell and the picocell [8]. In this uplink setting, the PT is a picocell
user, the ST is a femtocell user, and the IR is a macrocell user. The
reason for considering the IT to be a macro base station is that the
proposed strategy based on CIM becomes particularly relevant, as we
will see when the disturbance caused by the interference sets the main
bottleneck in the performance of the PT-PR link.

The wireless channel between a pair 1 of nodes is characterized by
a small-scale fading coefficient h,, and by a path loss d, 7, where d,,
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ST gains access to the spectrum either by cooperating with the primary for transmission of the primary packet (SL-CT) or by forwarding interference

information (SL-CIM). (a) Primary transmission. (b) Cooperation slot. (c) Leased slot.

is the distance between the two nodes and + is the path-loss exponent.
The power gain for link 7 is thus g, = \h,,|2d; 7. For instance, the
power gain, the fading coefficient, and the distance for the PT-SR
link are gps, hps, and dpg, respectively. We refer to Fig. 1 for an
illustration of all channel gains. Time is slotted. A block Rayleigh
fading model is assumed, in which all fading channels stay constant
during each transmission slot but change independently from slot to
slot. No channel state information (CSI) is assumed at the transmitters,
but full CSI is available at the receivers. A primary packet carries
Rp bits/s/Hz, which is referred to as primary rate, whereas the
secondary rate is Rg, and the interferer rate is ;. We assume that
the codebook used by the interferer is known at PR and SR when
implementing SL-CIM.!

III. TRANSMISSION STRATEGIES

Both links PT-PR and IT-IR employ type-I HARQ with a maxi-
mum number of attempts (original and retransmissions) of X > 2 and
K > 2, respectively. Recall that, with type-1 HARQ, the transmitter
retransmits a copy of the same packet at every new attempt, and the
receiver discards previously received packets and decodes based only
on the last received signal. If the packet is unsuccessfully decoded at
the last attempt, i.e., the K'th attempt for the primary link and the K ;th
attempt for the interfering link, the packet is dropped, and a new packet
is transmitted in the next slot. Type-I HARQ is selected for simplicity
of analysis, but the proposed principle can be applied also to more
complex forms of HARQ.

We describe the process by following the transmission of a primary
packet and by denoting the first transmission slot of a primary packet
as slot ¢ = 1, the second transmission (or first retransmission) slot
as ¢ = 2, and so forth until the K'th primary transmission. The state
of the HARQ process of the interferer at time slot ¢ € {1,..., K} is
described by a variable Uy ; € {1,..., K}, sothat we have Uy ; = k
if in slot ¢ the interferer (re)transmits the current packet for the kth
time (i.e., K =1 corresponds to the first transmission, etc.). For

I'This only requires the ST to be able to decode the preamble of IT’s packet,
which typically contains the information regarding the physical-layer mode
used in the packet.

simplicity of analysis, we assume that U ; has a generic distribution
PI‘[U]J = al].z

In the proposed approach, SL is triggered by errors on the PT-PR
link. Specifically, the PT can follow three different policies on how to
handle retransmissions. The first option is not to perform SL. In this
case, the retransmissions are performed directly by the PT. With the
last two options, instead, parts of the retransmission slots, under given
conditions to be discussed, are leased to the ST. We detail the three
policies in the following.

NSL: The primary link does not lease a spectrum to ST at any time. If
the reception of the primary packet fails in the first slot, as shown
in Fig. 2(a), the PT performs up to (K — 1) retransmissions
until the packet is successfully received, or the maximum number
K — 1 of retransmissions is carried out.

SL via CT (SL-CT): If the ST decodes the PT’s packet in the first
slot or any slot during the following (/K — 2) retransmissions,
it informs the PT and/or the PR. Part of the next retransmission
slot is then leased to the ST, along with all possible subsequent
retransmissions. Specifically, the spectral resources in the slots
at hand are divided into two parts, e.g., in time or frequency, as
shown in Fig. 2(b). In the first part of the slot, termed cooper-
ation slot, of relative size 0 < o < 1, ST cooperates with PT in
forwarding a fraction « of symbols of the primary packet to the
PR. The second part of the slot, termed leased slot, of relative
size @ = 1 — «, is instead leased to secondary transmission for
communication between the ST and the SR, as shown in Fig. 2(c).
This scheme is akin to the strategy proposed in [9].

SL via CIM (SL-CIM): If ST decodes IT’s packet in the first slot or
any slot during the following (K — 2) retransmissions, it informs
the PT and/or the PR. We assume that PR is able to overhear the
acknowledgment (ACK) or no ACK (NACK) messages fed back
by the IR regarding the previous transmission of IT. Since these
messages are typically transmitted with powerful error-correcting
codes, the assumption appears reasonable in practical systems. If
a NACK message from IR is observed and the ST has correctly
decoded IT’s packet, ST signals to the PT its availability for

2This means that the distribution of U 1,1 can be any distribution.
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SL. This way, part of the retransmission slot is leased to the
ST, along with all subsequent retransmission slots in which the
IT retransmits the same packet. The rationale for this is that,
unlike SL-CT, in the cooperation slot shown in Fig. 2(b), the ST
forwards a fraction « of the symbols of the IT’s packet, rather
than the primary packet, to the PR. This way, the ST boosts the
reception of the interfering signal with the aim of enabling more
effective interference mitigation by joint decoding at the PR.

Note that, in both SL strategies described earlier, ST is always in
the receiving mode and begins transmitting its own data only when
part of the primary slot is leased to it. Moreover, parameter « is set
by the secondary link to satisty its QoS requirements. Secondary QoS
requirements are defined by a maximum probability of outage P25

that must be supported on the ST-SR link in the case that SL is granted.
Note that the ST-SR link does not employ HARQ.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

Here, we analyze the performance of NSL, SL-CT, and SL-CIM.
To this end, the following definitions are useful. Let the Shannon
capacity of a Gaussian channel be C(z) = log, (1 + z) and (z)* =
max{z,0}. Consider a scenario with two transmitters and one re-
ceiver, i.e., a multiple-access channel (MAC), in which the signal
from transmitter 1 is received with power p; and transmitter 2
with power p2. The maximum rate achievable by user 1 if user 2
transmits at rate 7o is well known to be given by Cy(p1, p2,72) =
max(Ry (p1, p2), Rs(p1, p2,72)), where [10, Lecture note 4]

Ry (p1,p2) =C (pr(1+p2)~") , Ry (p1, pa,12)
=min {C(m), (Clpr+p2) —r2)*}. (D)

Rate Ry (p1, p2) is achieved if the receiver treats the signal of trans-
mitter 2 as noise (subscript “N” stands for “Noise”), whereas rate
R (p1, p2,r) is achieved if the receiver jointly decodes the two users
(subscript “J” stands for “Joint”). By optimally choosing between the
two decoders, rate C (p1, p2,72) is achieved.

By using the definitions given, the primary outage probability
Py, p for all (re)transmissions, in which the PT transmits directly to
the PR, is given by

P,u,p =Pr[Rp > Ci(gepPp, girPr, Rr)] . )

where Rp is the primary rate. This is because, when PT transmits, the
PR is the receiver in a MAC with the two transmitters being the PT
(which plays the role of user 1 in the discussion above) and the IT
(which plays the role of user 2). Recall that with type-I HARQ, decod-
ing in different slots takes place independently. Similar calculations
apply also for the other links, as explained in the following.

We consider the throughput, i.e., the average number of primary
packets that are successfully delivered per slot, as the performance
metric of interest, which can be calculated as

P

T — succ 3
P = B 3)

where Ps(lfg(); is the probability of the successful primary packet de-
livery within the maximum number of transmissions of K slots, and
E[Np] is the average number of time slots used by the primary HARQ
process. The random variable Np € {1, ..., K} denotes the (random)
number of transmission attempts spent by the primary HARQ process,
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accounting also for the possibly leased time slots, and its probability
distribution is given by

Pr[Np = k]
k—1
(1 - Pj’jgyp) [P fork=1,.. K1
j=1
= (C))
K—-1
1 PY ., fork = K
j=1

where Péig p is the probability of outage at the PR in slot k given
that all previous transmission attempts up to the (k — 1)th attempt
were unsuccessful. Note that Np = K only entails that the first X' — 1
transmissions were unsuccessful, which explains the second line in (4).
The probability Pﬁi@ is then given by
K—1
P{) =" Pr[Np = k] + Px[Np = K] (1 - P(fjjfp) )
k=1

whereas the average number of retransmissions is evaluated as
E[Np] = ZlekPr[N p = k]. We now detail the evaluation of

P

out, P for the different schemes.

A. NSL
With NSL, the probability of outage at the kth retransmission is
simply given by Po(l’ft) p = (Pou,p)" since, with HARQ type-I, all

transmission attempts are independent. Note that the HARQ processes
of the PT-PR and IT-IR links evolve independently with NSL.

B. SL-CT

Here, we derive the performance of SL-CT. The derivation does not
follow from [9] due to the presence of the interferer. Consider first
the calculation of the SL parameter o based on the secondary QoS, as
defined by outage probability Pg’c7, . Assuming for simplicity that SR
decodes based only on the signal received in the leased slot, the SL

parameter « is calculated by imposing the following condition:
Pr [Rg > aCi(gssPs, gise Pr, Ria™")| < PEa, (6)

where Rg and R; is the secondary and interferer rates, respectively,
and the left-hand side of (6) is the secondary outage probability. This
is because, in the leased slot, the SR acts as the receiver in a MAC
with the two transmitters being ST and IT [recall the discussion around
(1)]. Note that the effective interferer’s rate observed by the SR in the
leased part of the slot is R;a~! due to the fraction & of channel uses
allocated to the leased slot. If (6), taken with equality, has a solution in
0 < a < 1, this choice of a guarantees the secondary QoS constraint.
If it does not have a solution, then we say that SL is not feasible for the
given secondary QoS constraints.

Assuming that SL is feasible, the primary outage probability Po(ft) P
in the kth slot given that all previous transmissions were unsuccessful

can be calculated by definition as

PI‘[Ol, ey Ok]

Pk =P . il it AL Al
out,P r[0k|01’ PI‘[OhA..,Ok_l]

5 Okl = @)

where O; is the outage event at the PR in time slot j. The joint
probability Pr[O1, ..., O] can be calculated using the law of total
probability as

k—1
Pr[Oy,...,0k] = ZPT[NPS = §](Poue.p ) (Pi%,PCT) J
j=1

k—1
+ (1 - ZPY[NPS = ﬂ) (Pout,p)*  (8)
j=1
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where the random variable Npg measures the number of primary
transmission attempts needed for ST to decode the primary packet.
Specifically, we have Npg = j if ST decodes PT’s packet at the jth
slot (i.e., at the jth primary transmission attempt). Moreover, Poslﬂ}c T
is the probability of outage at the PR given that the ST transmits the

primary packet in the cooperation slot, which is given by

hep/ds Pp
2
+ hspy/dgp Ps 7gIPPI,RIO¢_1>‘|v 9)

This is because the ST does not know the channel to the SR; thus, co-
operation with the PT takes place by forwarding the PT’s packet non-
coherently. The probability of Nps = j is given by Pr[Nps = j] =
(Po )71 (1 = PO ST, where P55 s the probability that
the ST is not able to decode the PT’s packet in a slot, which is easily
seen to be given by POSuLtTSCT = Pr[Rp > Ci(g9psPp, gisP1, Ry)].
We remark that (8) reflects the fact that, upon decoding at the jth
retransmission, all the following possible primary retransmissions are
leased to ST. Furthermore, probability (8) is calculated using the fact
that, when conditioned on the event { Nps = j} forj=1,...,k—1
or on the complement of event Uf;ll {Nps = j} (i.e., on the event the
ST does not decode PT’s packet during the first £ — 1 transmissions),

the decoding attempts at different slots by PR are independent.

SL—-CT __
Pout,P =Pr

Rp 20401<

C. SL-CIM

With SL-CIM, calculation of parameter « is done in the same way
as for SL-CT, i.e., through condition (6). We now assume that SL is
feasible, i.e., that (6), taken with equality, has a solution. Calculation

of the outage probability P~} . of the PT in the kth slot with SL-CIM
»)

is complicated by the fact that PO(ut p depends not only on whether
ST successfully decoded the IT’s packet in some previous slot but also
on the current state of the IT’s HARQ process. This is because, as
described earlier, SL is performed only if IT retransmits a previously
transmitted packet in the current slot to enable interference boosting at
PR. Note that, based on the above, SL-CIM not only depends on the
channels between the ST and the IT but also on the channels between
the IT and the IR.

To elaborate, for each k = 1,... K, we define two random vectors,
namely UF = [Ur 1,...,Ury] and Ufy = [Uis 1, - - ., Uts i), where
werecall that Uy ; € {1,..., K} is the index of the IT’s transmission

attempt during the jth transmission slot of the PT, whereas random
variable Urs ; € {0, 1} indicates whether the ST has decoded in some
prior slot the packet currently being transmitted by the IT (Urs ; = 1)
or not (Uss,; = 0). Therefore, we have Uss ; = 1 if, at the beginning
of slot j, the ST has made available the packet that the IT transmits
in slot 7, and we have Uss ; = O if otherwise. With these definitions,
probability Pé‘ljg p can be calculated as follows:
ae{l,m,KIZ}k,be{O,l}k

« (PouhP)NI(a,b) (P()Sli—})CIM) k—Np(a,b)

P(k) _

out,P —

Pr [Uf = a,Ufs = b

10)
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where the sum in (10) is taken with respect to all possible pairs of
sequences UF and Uf,. Moreover, for given sequences UF = a and
Uk, = b, Nr(a,b) is the number of slots j at which the ST does not
have available the currently transmitted IT packet, i.e., at which either
IT starts a new transmission (i.e., U ; = 1), or the IT retransmits,
but the ST was not able to decode the IT’s packet in any of the
previous slots (i.e., Ur ; # 1, and Urg ; = 0). Finally, POSLE’PCIM is the
probability of outage at the PR, given that ST forwards interference in

the cooperation slot. This is given by
hipr/ dip Py

2
+hsp\/d§1;yps ,R1a1>] (11)

since, for a fraction « of the time (the cooperation slot), the IT’s signal
is received by the PR boosted by the transmission of ST. Notice that
the signals from the IT and the ST add incoherently at the PR due to the
lack of CSI. Probability (11) follows since the PR in the cooperation
slot acts as the receiver in a MAC with the transmission to be decoded
being the PT’s packet in the presence of the IT’s transmission. We
finally remark that (10) reflects the fact that, when conditioned on
sequences (UF, Uf), the decoding error events at PR in each slot are
independent.

We now explain how to calculate the probability Pr[UF = a, UIkS =
b] in (10). Recalling that the state Uy ; of the HARQ process of the
IT-IR link at slot j =1 is assumed to have a uniform probability
distribution on the set {1, ..., K} and that Ujs ; = 0 with probability
1, using the chain rule for probability distributions, we have

SL—CIM __
Pout,P =Pr

Rp > aC, (gPPPPu

Pr[Uf =a,Ufs = 1]
k—1
=Pr[Ur1 = a]d(by) [ ] Pr
j=1
X [Urs j41 = 41|Ur; = a;,Uts j = b;] Pr
X [Urj41=0;41|Ur;=a;,Uss ;=b;, Uss j11=bj11]  (12)
where 6(+) is the Kronecker delta function, i.e., §(z) = 1 if z = 0, and
d(x) = 0 if otherwise. Equation (12) follows since the joint process
(UF, UL) is easily seen to be Markovian. The probability terms in (12)
are obtained by evaluating the transition probabilities of this Markov
chain, which is shown in Fig. 3. From the description of the system
model, it is not difficult to see that the probability Pr[Uis j11 =
bj+1|Ur,; = a;,Us,; = b;] is equal to (13), shown at the bottom of

the page, where POSJ‘&CIM is the probability of outage at the IR in

a leased slot, whereas Pf‘i}SCIM is the probability that the ST does
not successfully decode the IT’s packet, which are calculated in the
following: To interpret (13), note that the first line reflects the fact that,
if the previous slot, i.e., the jth slot, contained the last transmission
of an IT packet (i.e., U ; = K7), then necessarily, the IT sends a
new packet in the current slot, i.e., the (j + 1)th slot; therefore, this
packet is not available at the ST (i.e., Uis, j4+1 = 0). The following
lines account for the cases in which the previous slot was not the last
transmission of an IT packet. Specifically, the second line follow since,

Ot
Pout,]

SL—CIM
(lipout,ls )Poutvf

ifaj :KI
ifa'#K],b':l,b' 1:1
J J J+ (13)

(17PSL—CIM

SL—CIM
out,IS P,

ifaj #K[,bj :07bj+1 =1

Pout, 1 +(1—Pous, 1)
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Fig. 3. State transition diagram of the Markov chain (U}“7 Ulks)’ where U}“ =
(Ur1,---,Urk), with U ; being the index of IT’s transmission attempt
during the jth transmission slot of PT, and UI" = (Urs,1,---,Urs,k), with
Uis,j, indicating whether ST has decoded in some prior slot the packet
currently being transmitted by the IT or not. States are represented by (Ur ; =
a,Urs,j =b) witha € {1,..., Ky} and b € {0, 1}. Only nonzero transition
probabilities are illustrated as edges.

when the ST had the IT’s packet available in the previous slot (i.e.,
Uis,; = 1), then in the current slot j + 1, we have that U j41 =1
if the IT’s transmission was in outage in the previous slot. Finally, the
third line reflect the fact that, if ST does not have the current IT packet
inslot j (i.e., Uis,; = 0), it will have it in the next slot if the IT suffers
outage and, at the same time, the ST successfully decodes the IT’s
packet in the jth slot. The probability that the link IT-IR is in outage
in a leased slot can be calculated as

hiry/ dy” Pr+hsiy/ dg Ps

+ aRn(guPr, 9siPs)

2

SL—CIM __
Pout,I =Pr

R[ZOZC

(14)

This follows from simple information-theoretical considerations since,
for a fraction « of the time (the cooperation slot), the IT’s signal
is received by the IR boosted by the transmission of ST [first term
in (14)], whereas for the remaining fraction of time, the ST trans-
mits the secondary packet, which we treat for simplicity as noise
[second term in (14)]. Instead, the probability that the ST does not
successfully decode the IT’s packet is given by Pf‘ft}g ™ — pPr[R; >
C1(gistPr,gpstPp, Rp)] since ST acts as the receiver in a MAC
with two transmitters being the IT and the PT.

Finally, following similar reasoning as for (13), the probability
PrlUs ;41 = a;41|Us; = a;,Uts ; = bj, Uss j+1 = bj41] is equal
to (15), shown at the bottom of the page, where Fo. ; is the
probability of outage at the IT in a slot in which the ST does not
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Fig. 4. Geometry of nodes on the zy plane considered in Section V.
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Fig. 5. Primary throughput 7'’p versus PT-ST distance dpg for NSL, SL-CT,
and SL-CIM for K = 5 and IT locations. (a) z = 1.5,andy = 0.2. (b) x = 0.5
andy =0.2. (Pp = Ps =4,Pf =10,Rp = Rg = 1,R; = 4).

transmit (i.e., a slot that is not leased) given by P, = Pr[R; >
RN (g1 Pr, ge1Pp)], where we assume, for simplicity, that the PT’s
signal is treated as noise at the IR.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Here, we provide some insights into the performance comparison of
NSL, SL-CT, and SL-CIM. We assume that the PT, the PR, and the SR
are located at the positions (z =0,y =0), (z = 1,y =0), and (z =
0.5,y = 0.5) of the zy plane, respectively, as shown in Fig. 4. The ST
is located on the z-axis aligned with the PT and the PR at a PT-ST
distance dpg [4]. Nodes communicate over Rayleigh fading channels.
The primary, secondary, and interferer transmit power values are Pp =
Ps =4 and P; = 10, respectively, and the path-loss exponent is
~ = 3. The larger power sent by the interferer is typical of scenarios,
such as the scenario discussed in Section II, in which the IT is a high-
power node such as a macro base station.

Fig. 5 plots the primary throughput 7> versus the PT-ST dis-
tance dps for NSL, SL-CT, and SL-CIM with interference rate

6(aj41—1)
d(ajp1 — (a; + 1))

(1 - Pout,I) (Pout,IPOSJ-;’_[SCIM + (1 - Pout,]))
Pout,lposli,—[gIM (Pout,IPosuLt’_I(SjIM + (1 - Pout,[))

—1

ifa,]' :K[ or a; #K[,bj = 1,bj+1 =0
ifCL]‘ #Kj,bj+1 =1
ifa]‘ #K[,bj :O,bj+1 :O,a]-+1

—1 .
ifa; # Kr,b; = 0,041 =0,a;41
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Fig. 6. Primary throughput 7}, versus the interferer’s rate Ry for NSL, SL-CT,
and SL-CIM for fixed IT location (x = 1.5,y = 0.2) (Pp = Ps =4, P; =
10,Rp = Rg =1, Ry = 4).

R; = 4 bits/s/Hz and for different interferer locations, namely (z =
0.5,y =0.2) and (z = 1.5,y = 0.2). We introduce exclusion zones
(boxes on the z-axis) around the points where the PT and the PR
are located to avoid divergence of the received power. Note that the
performance of SL-CT does not depend on K. A first observation
is that SL techniques can widely outperform NSL, while allowing
both primary and secondary transmissions, as also pointed out in [1]
and [2]. In this regard, it is noted that the primary throughput of SL-CT
and SL-CIM reduces to the corresponding NSL throughput only as the
ST moves sufficiently far away from the PT and the IT, respectively.
This is because the ST cannot decode data packets from the PT or
the IT.

Regarding the performance comparison of SL-CT and SL-CIM, it
is seen that SL-CIM outperforms SL-CT whenever the ST is in the
vicinity of IT so that it is more capable of decoding the interference
rather than the primary signal. Such performance gains increase as the
maximum number of interferer retransmissions K ; is increased since
a larger K1 implies that IT’s packets are dropped due to exceeding the
maximum number of retransmissions; hence, more opportunities for
SL arise. It is also seen that moving IT closer to the primary link, i.e.,
to position (z = 0.5,y = 0.2), reduces the primary throughput gain of
SL-CIM, as compared with SL-CT since the PR has a better observa-
tion of IT’s transmission and can thus perform effective interference
management even without the help of the ST.

Fig. 6 plots the primary throughput 7» versus the IT’s rate R
for a fixed position dpg = 1.5, K; = 5, and K = 4. It is shown that
SL-CIM is the best-performing strategy unless the rate R; is either
too small, in which case interference forwarding is not necessary
for effective interference management, or is too large, in which case
SL-CIM is not feasible.

Fig. 7 shows as a shaded area the pair of interferer rate R; and
ST position dpg for P; = 10,6 for which SL-CIM is feasible and
advantageous over SL-CT. As it can be seen from the figure, the range
of interferer rates R, for which SL-CIM is advantageous, is largest
when the ST is close to the IT; as in this case, decoding the interfering
signal is possible also at larger rates. The figure also shows the effect
of a reduced interfering power P;. As P; decreases, the range of rates
Ry for which SL-CIM is advantageous decreases due to the fact that
the interfering signal becomes more difficult to decode at ST.
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Fig. 7. Region of pairs of interferer’s rate Ry and ST position dpg for which
SL-CIM is feasible and advantageous over SL-CT. (Pp = Pg =4, P; =
10,6, Rp = Rg = 1).

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have investigated the possibility that the secondary
link gains access to the channel by forwarding information about
the interference rather than the primary signal. We have shown that
choosing between SL-CIM and SL-CT, depending on the ST location
and interference rate and power, provides substantial performance
gains in terms of primary throughput with respect to relying only on
the conventional SL-CT (i.e., primary packet relaying). We have also
shown that the performance gains depend on the interferer’s rate and
on the quality of the IT-IR link, and increase as the increase number
of allowed retransmission K increases (see Fig. 7 for an illustration).
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