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Abstract

This paper focuses on analytical studies of the primary (B&f) traffic classification problem.
Observing that the gamma distribution can represent pekitskewed data and exponential distribution
(popular in communication networks performance analyiggsdture) it is considered here as the PU
traffic descriptor. We investigate two PU traffic classifiatdizing perfectly measured PU activity (busy)
and inactivity (idle) periods: (i) maximum likelihood ckifier (MLC) and (ii) multi-hypothesis sequential
probability ratio test classifier (MSPRTC). Then, relaxthg assumption on perfect period measurement,
we consider a PU traffic observation through channel samphar a special case of negligible probability
of PU state change in between two samplings, we propose axmmivariance PU busy/idle period length
estimator. Later, relaxing the assumption of the completaedge of the parameters of the PU period
length distribution, we propose two PU traffic classificatichemes: (i) estimate-then-classify (ETC),
and (ii) average likelihood function (ALF) classifiers catesing time domain fluctuation of the PU
traffic parameters. Numerical results show that both MLC M#BPRTC are sensitive to the periods
measurement errors when the distance among distributipothgses is small, and to the distribution

parameter estimation errors when the distance among hgpethis large. For PU traffic parameters
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with a partial prior knowledge of the distribution, the ET@tperforms ALF when the distance among

hypotheses is small, while the opposite holds when theristés large.

Index Terms

Dynamic spectrum access, traffic classification, traffic [garg, traffic estimation, performance

analysis.

. INTRODUCTION

Dynamic/Opportunistic spectrum access (DSA/OSA) aims@teiasing radio spectrum utilizatian [2],
[3]. In order to do so, the secondary (unlicensed) users Y8UBDSA networks are allowed to transmit
on licensed channels, when they are not occupied by prinliagnéed) users (PUs). Understanding the
PUs’ channel occupancy distributions becomes importamh fa theoretical point of view [4], but most
importantly it allows to improve seamless DSA operatidng8&¢. IV-B], [2, Fig. 2]. For example, if SUs
have sufficient knowledge about the PUs’ traffic distribngipthey can minimize the channel switching
latency [6], predict the PUs’ behavior to minimize integiece [7] or find an optimal PU channel sensing
order [8]. Therefore, the SUs should accurately estimagePtitds’ traffic distribution, i.e., classify the PU
traffic correctly from a set of possible distributions, egxponential, gamma, log-normal, and Weibull
distributions as tested in][9]. Looking at the recent DSAO&pplications, traffic classification can be
used in Licensed Shared Access|[10] (LSA) systems, wheffie tetassification would help in identifying
the behavior of individual LSA license€es [11] and adaptiiegrising rules accordingly.

A. Related Work

Traffic classification is an important research area in matycommunication domains, e.g. in IP
networks[[12]. In parallel, analytical modeling of IP traffias also been concerned, refer to a discussion in
e.g.[13, Sec. llI-D]. In the DSA area, the topic has startetteive attention as well. Considering relevant
works that aim at PU traffic classification, [14] was the fistdieal with traffic pattern classification in
DSA networks. Therein, the classification of the traffic paitwas done by using the autocorrelation
function of the received PU signal. Work of |[15] improved ttassification algorithm of [14] by filtering
away the errors that were caused by noise and incorrectrapesensing. Inspired by machine learning,
the authors in[[16] proposed two behavior classifiers, npmaealaive Bayesian classifier and an averaged
one-dependence estimation classifier to classify the alaswlection strategy for SUs. However, the

authors of [14], [[15] considered the PU traffic pattern to kibhee stochastic or deterministic, without



assigning the PU traffic to a specific distribution. Furtherey the classifier of [16] did not take the

distributions of PU traffic but only the mean busy/idle tinmtoi consideration. We thus conclude, to the

best of our knowledge, the performance of PU traffic classifin is still relatively unexplored from the

theoretical point of view.

B. Our Contribution

This motivated us to perform detailed theoretical studieP traffic classification. Considering the

classification of gamma-distributed PU busy/idle time ectiéd through an error-free spectrum sensing

process, the contribution of our work is fourfold:

1)

2)

3)

4)

We analytically derive the performance for the PU traflessifier based on maximum likelihood
using Gaussian approximation;

We re-evaluate a sequential algorithm based on a muyttdtmesis sequential probability ratio
test [17], to deal with the classification problem for mukigPU traffic classes, when parameters
of PU traffic classes are known in advance;

Considering PU channel sampling, for a special case whebapility of PU period change in-
between two samples (busy-to-idle-to-busy or idle-toybugsidle) is negligible, we evaluate (i)
a minimum variance PU state length estimator, and (ii) psepa modified maximum likelihood
classifier, quantifying its performance analytically arrdyiding design guidelines based on traffic
parameters;

Finally, we propose (i) a PU traffic estimate-then-clgssicheme which requires no complete
knowledge of the PU traffic parameters, and (i) an averaggitiood function method which

requires knowledge on the statistics of the PU traffic patarsevhen they fluctuate in time domain.

In addition, we list the important limitations of our work:

1)

2)

3)

We assume that the set size of distributions consideredlé&ssification is finite and does not
change over time;

The effect of spectrum sensing errors at the physicalrlayethe classification accuracy is not
considered;

The calculations of classification accuracy obtainedchia paper depend on the exact knowledge

of a subset of traffic parameters and their stationarity.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The system hisdgven in Sectiorill. The proposed

PU traffic classifiers with perfect knowledge of PU traffic maeters are presented in Section Ill, and



traffic classification using traffic period estimation sclesms presented in Sectign]lV. The proposed
PU traffic classifiers with imperfect knowledge of PU traffiarameters are presented in Secfion V.

Numerical results are given in Sectibn] VI. Finally, Secfiiiconcludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a single channel randomly accessed by a PU. ® thasanalysis we disregard (i)
the effect of incidental SU operation within a PU band, itke injection of SU traffic into PU traffic
which obfuscates the correct classification of the lattad éi) the effect of spectrum sensing errors.
The assumption (ii) is taken consciously, as the problemraffi¢ classification is strictly coupled
with the spectrum sensing problem and requires a separatgtiaal study due to its complexity. For
example, in[[1B, Sec. 4.2] it has been concluded that “diffeenergy detection thresholds (...) result in
significantly different [PU traffic] distributions.” Recemwork of [1S] provides a more formal discussion
on the effect of sensing errors on PU traffic analysis. N&etess, assumptions (i) and (ii) allow us to use
the results obtained in this paper also for the non-DSA s@emand provide a classification benchmark
for interference-prone and sensing error-prone cases.

Further, we assume we can obtain traffic busy/idle perioésndtbd as ON/OFF, respectively) per-
fectly through time-domain fine-grained spectrum sensam,n e.g.[[20, Sec. Il]. This assumption,
in practical terms, results in a sampling time much smallentthe shortest duration of PU traffic
periods. The ON/OFF periods are denoted as a random vardiahéh its n independent and identically
distributed realizationsx = (1,29, ,2,)", x; € (0,00). Those are assumed to belong to one of
M ={1,--- M} possible gamma distributions. The gamma distribution sseh for its flexibility to
represent: (i) exponential distribution, due to its anasjt popularity [21, Sec. V-B] and existence in
real networks, e.g. as measured[in/[22, Sec. IV-A] for calvaltimes in CDMA-based system; and (ii)
positively skewed data, which is also confirmed through ta#fit measurement, e.g. in [23, Fig. 10] for
call holding time in public safety systems.

Our objective is to minimize the required number of measwmnperiods inx in order to classifyX

to the correct distribution. We can formulate such a classibhn problem as a multi-hypothesis problem,
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where fx (x) is the hypothesized probability density function (PDF)0f f;(x|©;) = Fﬁ(z)x%‘le—ﬁﬂ
is the gamma PDF oK under hypothesig{; given the shape parametef and the rate parametgs,
where®; = (aj, ;)" andI'(z) = [;°t*"'e~'dt is the gamma function, where againe (0,0c0).
We assume that each hypothe&s has a prior probabilityr;, and we define2 = (my, ma, -+ , )7,
% m; = 1. Without loss of generality, in this paper we assume thatefeenents inx denote either PU

=1
channel occupancy periods (ON times) or idle periods onlyH@mes).

I1l. T RAFFIC CLASSIFICATION WITH PERFECTKNOWLEDGE OFPU TRAFFIC PARAMETERS

We start with assuming a perfect knowledge of all PU trafficapseters®; = («;, 8;)7, Vj € M.
Firstly, we introduce a maximum likelihood classifier (ML@)at requires a constant number of PU
traffic periods, which is an optimal classifier in terms of lpability of correct classification when the
PDFs are known[[24, Sec. I] and derive its classification ggetnce for the considered model in
Section[l. Such an analysis, to the best of our knowledgs, i@ been performed before. Secondly,
as a comparison to MLC, we re-introduce the multi-hypothesiquential probability ratio test classifier
(MSPRTC) using([1[7] which adopts a sequential sample tes¢au of using a fixed number of PU traffic

periods for classification.

A. Maximum Likelihood Classifier

For the considered gamma distributify{=|®;) the likelihood function giverx for H; can be written

as

Ly, (x) = m; [ £i(2il©;)
i1

DB et s\
_ﬂj};{(m%)xi e Vj e M. )

Then, the MLC final decisiony, is

v=~H

m2arg max Ly (%) (3)



To analyze the MLC classification performance for the systemdel considered in Secti@d Il, we start

with calculating the log-likelihood functiogy, (x) = log Ly, (x) which can be represented as

na]

g, (x) = 10g +Z 1)log i — Bji. (4)

Then we can calculate the probability of correct cIass:hxnaUnder’l—[j using [4) as
Pri{v = H;[H;} = Pr{gn, (%) > gn, (%)} Vk € {M = {j}}

M
— H Pr{gy, (x) — g3, (x) > 0}. (5)

k=1, k#j
Embedding[(¥4) into[(5) we can simplifil(5) as

Pr{v = H;[H;}
m ®) ;87 T ()"
- k:ll,_[k;ég br {; yM > —log mﬁ%a’T(ag’)" } ’ ©)
Whereygj’k) = ajplogx; — Bjrr; and oy, = o — ag, B = B; — Br. We also define the mean and
variance for the variablggj’k) as . and aik, respectively, which are derived in Appendik A.

We can now defingU-+) £ i ygj’k) and calculate its PDF ag(y\F)) = () ( ) wheref()(.)
denotes thex-fold PDF conch)I:ultion. Then, by calculating the cumulatdistribution function (CDF) of
7U*) we can obtain an exact analytical expression for (6). Howelige to mathematical intractability
of such operations we use a simple approximation insteatiwtas a closed-form expression, to derive

the probability of correct classification. Therefore, Isttransform[(b) as

k=1, k#j

where z; , = \/nlo—zk Z <yZ(J ) — 1, k) and;; = —\/nlgz <log :ngkr(( )) + npj, k) According to
Jk =1

7.k

the Central Limit Theorem, as is large enoughg;; will approach a standard normal distribution,

N(0,1). Hence we can approximatel (7) as

M
Priv=1;H;} =~ [] Qn), (8)
k=1, k#j

where Q(-) is the tail probability function of the standard normal dmition. Finally, the average

probability of correct classificatio®. for all hypotheses is derived usirg (8) as

M
P.= ij Pr{v = H;|H;}. )

J=1




B. Multi-Hypothesis Sequential Probability Ratio Test lifier

To compare the performance with MLC, we introduce a new dlaaion method based on MSPRTC
of [17]. Unlike MLC which uses a constant number of PU traffitN @or OFF) periods, MSPRTC
sequentially classifies multiple hypotheses requiringy ceé many PU traffic periods as needed for
correct classification. We adopt MSPRTC since the authorflTh Sec. Ill] show that it provides a
good approximation to the optimal solution on the conditifha perfect a priori knowledge for all
distributions, i.e. their parameters, in the sequentiatirhypothesis classification problem.

MSPRTC decision is thenxr = %méargmaxpgv , Where the posteriori probability% is given as|[1F7,
Sec. Il]

—1

n M n
%éﬂjnfj(%\@j)[zm (Hfl(xi!@l)ﬂ : (10)
=1 i=1

i=1

We defineN,4 as the firstn > 1 such thatpig > ﬁ for at least onej € M, whereA; > 0 is the

design threshold.
Recalling [17, Sec. VII4;, = ﬁ wherec = ST 2—, a is the total probability of incorrect decision,
k' Vk k=0 5)@

~i is the constant defined in[I17, Sec. VI] afidis the measure of probabilistic distance.[In|[17, Sec. VII]

o = ﬁgl_D(fj(ﬂ@j),fk(aﬂ@k)), D is the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence which for two gamma
k#j

distributions is defined in [25, Eq. (6)] and after simplificas

(]
(]

@.
@J)dw

D(f (a1, fualn) & [ pialeytox 58

= (aj — ag)y(a;) — logI'(ayj)

+log I'(ow) + ai(log B, — log B;) + <ﬁj — Bk) , (11)

wherey(x) = I;((f)) is the digamma functi(l-ﬁL

Observation 1:The authors of[[17] suggest to use KL f&f as a descriptor of probabilistic distance

for two distributions. For the squared Hellinger (SH) diste, defined as [26, Ch. 14.5, pp. 211]

H?(f;(2]©;), fr(z]O))
21 [ \[nwlepend. 12)

For the derivation sée http://stats.stackexchange.amsiipns/11646/kullbackleibler-divergence-betwegn-gamma-distributiors,
retrieved December 22, 2013.
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(note that the 0.5 constant is omitted for convenience asmerd in [27, Ch. 3.3, pp. 61]), it can be
shown to be the lower bound of KL divergencel[28, Proposififni.e.,

D(f;(z]©;), fi(z]®k)) > H*(f;(2]©;), fr(z|O4)). (13)

We thus propose to replade used in calculating the threshold for MSPRTE;, with n; where
n; = min H2(f;(2|©;), fi(z|©4)), (14)
k#j

and the SH distance between two gamma distributions (cereidn the system model in Sectioh Il) is
derived in Appendix’B.

Observation 2:The procedure to calculatg, explained in[[17, Sec. VII] is convolvdTherefore, in
numerical evaluation in Section VI we will replack, with a single valuey for all the hypotheses. To find
~, before performing classification we sweep through [0, oc) to determine the desired classification
probability. For example, we can set= 0 and obtain the first classification performance. If it does no
satisfy the classification system requirement, we increabg a pre-defined step siz&y > 0 until we

reach our desired classification performance.

IV. JOINT PU TRAFFIC PERIOD ESTIMATION AND TRAFFIC CLASSIFICATION

So far, we have assumed the continuous observation of thenBithel state. In this section we consider
a more general traffic classification problem, where the etgmofx also need to be estimated. Therefore
we relax the assumption on the continuous observation oftRlg and assume a PU channel observation
at instants every’; seconds to find the elementsxn

First, we introduce the model for the PU period length edfiomain Section[TV-A. Then, in Sec-
tion we propose a minimum variance period length eaton to minimize estimation errors.
Subsequently, we propose a modified MLC considering estimagrror and analytically derive the
approximation of its classification performance in SeclidfCl We then propose a modified MSPRTC
considering estimation error in Sectibn 1V-D. Finally, ie@ion[IV-B we propose a design guideline for

MLC with energy or time constraints on the spectrum sensimigbt.

2Even though we used it ifi][1] by actually not calculating itf bweeping through a large set of values of consta(Bayes

classification risk minimizer) to obtain a desired clasatiian.



A. Period Estimation Noise Modeling under PU Traffic Sanplin

We follow the system model shown i [19, Section II, Fig. L(ayhere a PU traffic period, i.e.,
ON/OFF durationT, /Ty, is estimated through sampling performed at regular iaderef T; seconds.
Without loss of generality, we will focus on estimatiflg, only, while T, can be estimated using the
same technique. In addition, to ease the analysis, we asthahé¢he probability of PU state change
between two samplings is negligible.

Denotes = 1 represents the channel being busy, while= 0 represents the channel being idle.
Assuming as previously that we ignore spectrum sensingswe would like to estimate the length of
Ton based on the set of samples obtaine@aintervals. For the actudly, we denote four time instants,
i.e., to, t1, to, andts: (i) o is the starting point withs = 0, (ii) ¢; and (iii) to are the transition points
froms=0tos=1ands =1 tos = 0, respectively, and (iv}s is the end point withs = 0. After
sampling the traffic, we define the nearest sampling poirtt tas ¢, in region (¢g,t1) and(s in region
(t1,t2). Similarly, we define the nearest sampling pointttoas (3 in region (¢1,t2) and (s in region
(t2,t3). In other words; are the actual discrete channel measurement points. Theanvehink of this
PU channel sampling as a quantization process, i.e., threréoar sources of quantization noise which
arepy =t1 — (1, 2 = (o — t1, ¢3 = to — (3, and ¢y = (4 — t2. We can now model quantization error
as a uniformly distributed random variable, which impliéstty;, ~ U(0,Ts), Vi € {1,2,3,4}, where
U(a,b) denotes the uniform distribution and b are the minimum and maximum value for the random

variable ¢;, respectively.

B. T,n Length Estimator

We first propose a minimum variance PU period length estimttat reduces the sampling noise
effect. Then we derive the average number of PU traffic sasnpdeded fofly,, length estimation using
the proposed estimator.

1) Minimum Variance EstimatorFirst we considefly, i.e., the interval between two nearest 0
points, wherel = (4 — (1 = Ton+ ¢1 + ¢4. Then, we considery, i.e., the interval between two nearest
s =1 points, wherel, = (5 — (3 = Ton — P2 — ¢3. We propose a weighted averagelgfand Ty, i.e.,

T, = w1} + (1 — w)T, as ourTy, estimator, wherev € [0, 1] is the weight that needs to be designed.



10

We know that the mean fdf,, is
E{Ta} = wE{T1} + (1 — w)E{T3}
= WE{Ton + ¢1 + ¢} + (1 — w)E{Ton — ¢2 — ¢3}
= (2w — 1)Ts + E{Ton}, (15)

sinceE{¢;} = L+, Vi € {1,2,3,4}. We can observe that witty = 1, the mean off}, will be the same
as the mean dfyy, resulting in7, an unbiased estimator. Then we would like to minimize theavere

of T, to derive the optimatv. Such variance is expressed as

var{T,} = %2(@12 + (1 — w)?) + Var{Ton}, (16)

since Vafo;} = Vi € {1,2,3,4}. Taking the derivative of (16) with respect to and setting it to

12>
zero, we can obtain the optimal weight a$ = 5. Therefore, the minimum variance estimator (MVE)

is expressed as

1
T, = §(T1+T2) :Ton+¢1_¢3:Ton_¢2+¢4- (17)

2) Average Number of PU Traffic Samples for Period Estimatising Minimum Variance Estimator:
The following theorem summarizes the analytical resultstiie average number of PU traffic samples,
N, when we adopt the proposed MVE to estimate one PU statehidngt

Theorem 1:The expected average number of traffic samples for estimatire PU period is

M
E{N}=> mE{N[H;}, (18)

j=1

where
E{N|H,} = Z %ﬁj) T (19)
Proof: See Appendix C. O
Corollary 1: If hypothesis#; is an exponential distribution with parametgrthen

E{N|H;} = ﬁ (20)

Proof: We can simplify [(IP) by assigning; = 1 and 5; = A, which results in
I, k’)\T
E{N[H;} = Z z/ et 41
kAT,

1
—kAT,
—E e +1_1_6—AT5' (22)
k=1
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Corollary 2: If hypothesis#; is an Erlang distribution with paramete = 2 and 3; = X then

1 —e Mo 4 \T,e A
(1 _ e—AT3)2

E{N|H;} = (22)

Oéj—]. !
Proof: If a; is an integer the(a;) = (o — 1)! andT(a;, kATy) = (aj — 1)le FATs S~ ALY
=0

Plugging the above two results with; = 2 into (I9) we have

[e%e) 1
B EAT)!
E{N|H;} =) ™) j—( I L
k=1 =0 ’

— (Z e R 4 1) + ) kAT, e P (23)
k=1 k=1

The left hand side in[(23) can be simply obtained frdml (214 #re right hand part in((23) can be

calculated asy . kAT, e *Ts = % Combining the left hand and right hand parts completes the
k=1

proof. O

C. MLC under PU Period Estimation Error

To derive the MLC considering PU period estimation error, fisgt need to derive the modified PDF
for our proposed estimator. Frofn {17) we can observe tha¢stimated PU period length is represented
by the real PU traffic periods plus two uniformly distributeatiables (representing sampling noise), one
for the beginning and one for the end of the PU traffic peridte PDF for the combined sampling noise,
¢ = @1 — ¢3 O p = —po + ¢4, Can be calculated by taking the convolution of two uniforistributions,

which can be expressed as a triangular function

I(=¢), 1

f<I>(¢) - A(_T87T8) =

whereI(¢) = 1 if ¢ > 0, elsel(¢) = —1. By convolving the PDF fofT;, and ¢, we can obtain the
PDF for T,, which can be derived using the following theorem.

Theorem 2:Given a random variable = = + ¢, wherex is gamma distributed with parameters
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® = (a, f) and¢ is triangular distributed with parametég, the PDF ofz can be expressed as
( D(a+1,(34T:)B8) =20 (a+1,28)+T (a+1,(E—T%)B)
T(a)BT?2
_ @+ T (a,(Z+T%)B)
()72

e

D(a+1,(24T,)8) =20 (a+1,28)+T (a+1)
()BT

f(j|@, Ts) = — (i’+TS)FF((z)v§??+Ts)B) (25)

[ if 0<<T,,

L(a+1,(3+T,)8)—T(at1)
T(a)BT?2

_(i»m)[r%g%)m—r(a)l, if —T, <& <0,

0, otherwise

Proof: See AppendixD. O
Denote the realization fof;, as z;. We can obtain its PDFf;(z;|®,Ts), under hypothesig{; from
Theoren 2. We follow the same step in SecfionTlI-A to derive MLC, where the likelihood function
can be written ad.y, (X) = 7; ﬁ [i(%:|©,T,),Vj € M, similarly to (2).

To quantify the probabilitylg% correct classification witlstienation error,P., in a closed-form, we
apply approximation in the same manner as in Sedfion llI-AstFlet us assume that the sampling
period T is not large, which means that PDF &f and x; would not significantly deviate from each
other. We first replacgﬁj’k) with the gi(j’k) = ajlog(x; + ¢;) — Bjk(z; + @) Whereg; is a realization
for the quantization noise. To be able to apgly (6) consitgsampling noise we need to first find an
expectation and variance @éj’k), i.e., fi;, and 5—j2k respectively. Folii; ., sincex; + ¢; might be a
negative value, the mean f@ff’k) might be a complex number, which can not be used in the Q fumcti
Therefore we usg; ;. = ;5. On the other hand, the derivation f&‘f’k is given in AppendiE, which
is always a real number. We can now obtain the average piiatfi correct classificationP, under
estimation noise using@](8) and (9) by replac'm]%JC with &fk It is thus imperative to emphasize that the
proposed calculation method (due to above assumptions)iie @paccurate considering all parameter
combinations and needs to be taken with caution. Therefaleulation of classification performance
is still considered to be an open problem. The reader is eaged to experiment with our analytical

procedure of classification based on the accompanying MATlcAde, see Sectidn VIIA.
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D. MSPRTC under Period Estimation Error

The proposed MSPRTC under period estimation error folldvesdame procedure explained in Sec-
tion[=B] The only adaptation is to replace the PPFz|®;) in (10) with the modified PDF;(z|©;, T)
derived in [(25).

E. A Design Guideline for Traffic Classification using MLC

There are two parameters, i.e., total observation tieand total number of sampled, to be used in
classification that need to be optimized. Naturally, we wdikle to use the smalle§t or N to achieve the
desired performance for MLC. To derive the performance ofext classification using period estimation
P, we need to obtain the number of periods and the samplingg&tj. Obviously 7, = % The

average number of periods can be derived as

M
E{K} =) mB{K|H;}, (26)
j=1
where
E{K[H;} = m(l — R(Ts|H;))- (27)

HereE{K|#;} is the average number of periods we can obtain under hygstHeswhich is equal to the
total average number of perio% times the successful period detection rateR(7,|H;), whereR

is the mis-detection rate for detecting one period defineR@3|H;) = Pr{Ton < Ts|H;} = G(T5|9;),
where G(-|®;) is the CDF function for a gamma distribution under hypotbégj. Note thatT; and
E{K} are functions ofl" and N, therefore we knov\ﬁc is a function of traffic paramete®;, Vj € M,

Q, observation timel’, and number of traffic sample$. Once the classification performance constraint

€ is given, we can solve the optimization problem
min T'(or N) subject toP, > ¢ (28)

analytically.

V. TRAFFIC CLASSIFICATION WITH IMPERFECTKNOWLEDGE OFPU TRAFFIC PARAMETERS

We further relax the system model assumptions from Seéfi@ndl consider the lack of complete
information on®;. Specifically, for the perfectly measuredwe assume that the shape parametgrs
are known, but the rate parameteis V; € M are not.

First, we consider to tredt; as unknown deterministic value. In this case we proposeshimate-then-

classify(ETC) scheme to complete the traffic classification, whereestémate all PU traffic parameters
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before applying them to the MLC (Sectibn V-A) and MSPRTC (¢#edV-B). Additionally, for the ETC
we derive the classification performance of MLC analyticallhen, if the PU traffic parametefg follow

a certain distribution, we propose in Section V-C #werage likelihood functiofALF) for the classifiers.

A. Estimate-Then-Classify: Using MLC

0 11 £(x:1©;)
The ML estimator off3; for the distribution f;(z|®;) can be derived by solving—=—;—— = 0

which gives .
Bj = ozjn (Z l’l> . (29)
=1
Considering MLC, the ETC scheme is based on replagingvith its estimatij in the PDF ofz as
fi(z|®;) where®; = (a;, ;) and subsequently to the likelihood function definedh (2).

To analyze the classification performance for the propose@-Based MLC, we can simply uskl (9)
exceptp; is replaced by the corresponding mean of the estimlﬂi{oﬁ‘j}. To be more specific, under
hypothesist;, the mean is expressed E$B,;1|Hj} = n%k > E{xi|H,} = z—;ﬂ.‘l, and the variance is

=1

-2
O‘jﬁj

2
nag

expressed as VB, ' [H;} = , Vk € M. Therefore as: approaches infinity, the variance fof*

approaches zero, which means ttf?gt1 converges toz—iﬁj‘l asymptotically. To conclude, we repla@g
with E{ﬁk} and embed it into[{9), and the probability of correct clasatfon using ETC-based MLC

can be represented as

J=1  k=1k#j n&j,k

. (aj—au) n

Tl B I'(ax)
x | 1 J J 7 30
( % TRy T (o)™ k) ) (30)

" ~2 ; k) ay— oy, ; ;
wheref; , ands? . are the mean and vanancegjjf = aj i log z; — (fa—]k) Bjx;, respectively, which

can also be derived analytically using the scheme given ipeAdix[A.

B. Estimate-then-Classify: Using MSPRTC

For the MSPRTC, we need to update the estimated posteritvapildies after collecting each new

PU traffic period if all the estimated posterior probateltidefined as

n M n -1
ﬁ%éﬂjnfj(%\@j)[zm (Hfl(%‘!@l)” ; (31)
i=1 =1 =1
are less than or equal to the threshold. The complete dlgorfor ETC-based MSPRTC is listed in
Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 ETC-based MSPRTC

1: procedure CLASSIFIER(X, f;(z|®;), M, §2,7)

2:

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:

141
X — I
Calculate ©; using [29),¥j € {1,2,---, M}
Calculate estimated posteriori probabilit;yz using [31)
while p} < £=Vj € {1,2,---, M} do

14 1+1

X < (21,29, )T

Calculate ©; using [29),Vj € {1,2,---, M}

Calculate estimated posteriori probabilit@{ using [31)
end while
Ny i > Stopping time
m <— arg mjax ﬁg\,A

V< Hm > Final decision

15: end procedure

C. Average Likelihood Function: Traffic Classification wiBtrior Knowledge on Distribution of PU

Traffic Parameters

We now consider a case when the PU traffic parameigese no longer constants, but instead follow

a certain distribution. When the distribution of the PU fimparameter is known, such knowledge can

be exploited by averaging the conditional likelihood fuantwith respect to the distribution of the PU

traffic parameter, which can better describe the behavioedeh hypothesis. The proposed ALF under

H; is defined as

i) 2 [ F(el@,)ai(5)d5; 32)

whereg;($;) is the PDF forg;. Hence the likelihood function ifif2) for MLC and the postemrobability
in (I0) for MSPRTC are modified by replacing likelihood fuioct f;(x|®;) with ALF h;(z). As an
example, assuming; ~ U(L;,U;) then [32) can be derived usirlg {43) as

U;
hj(x):/L_ [(21©5)q;(B;)dB;

Cl{j—l

T /Uﬂ' B
= B3 e Pt dp;
(Uj = Lj)l(aj) Jp, ’

~ D(a;+1,Ljz) —T'(ay + 1,Ujz)
. U; - Lj)l“(Oéjj)x2 — (33)
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Note that the average SH distance with ALF can be calculagagsing [33) to replacg;(z|®;) in (@2).
Also note that for the average SH distance with ALF we werebien#o find a closed-form expression

and it can only be computed through numerical integration.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We now present MATLAB-based numerical results for the penfance of the proposed PU traffic
classification algorithms. We assumdé = 3, as in [17, Sec. VIII] in which two distributions are
considered as special cases, that is whereafi)= 1, i.e., exponential distribution, and (ijys = 2,

i.e., Erlang distribution. Furthermore, we design two sestnarios for the classifiers, i.e., Test | and Test
II, with a relatively large and small average distributioistdnce among hypotheses, respectively. The
average distance among hypotheses is evaluated throughgavBH distancef/?, which is calculated

in Appendix[B. The PU traffic parameters for Test | and Testrd summarized in Tablé | for the PU
traffic with stable parameters and in Table Il for PU traffi¢gtwiluctuating parameters, respectively. The
unit for 3; is second!. We assume that each hypothesis has the same prior propatgili 7; = ﬁ i.e.

a maximum entropy case. Observe that for Test I, all hy#hdave the same first moment in order to
have a small average distance among hypotheses, whicHdsedif from Test I. In our simulations, PU
traffic periods are generated randomly from three distidmstin one realization. In case of PU sampled
process we generate it by adding two uniformly distributandom variables at the beginning and the end
of PU traffic process, following strictly the simplifying sismption from Sectiof IV-A. Each simulation
point is obtained by method of batch means (unless othersteted) averaging 50 classification runs,

each having at least 2000 realizations for a confidenceviaiterf 0.1.

A. Results Reproducibility and Open Code Access

In addition, for the reproducibility of results, the sourcede used in generating all figures is (i)
available upon request or (i) via this ArXiv submission.eTbode allows the reader to generate results
for a desired set of variables and experiment with the implatiation and the accuracy of the developed
classifiers. Any future corrections and updates to the sooode and the paper will be also available

therein.

B. Traffic Classification Performance with Perfectly SardgR Traffic Periods and Parameters

In Fig.[d we present the classification performance unddiepeknowledge of PU traffic parameters

and perfect sampling of traffic ON/OFF periods as a functibtradffic periodsn. First, we observe that
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TABLE |

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS (STABLE)

Function Parameters (Test Ii Parameters (Test 1)

exponential | a1 =1, 1 = 0.4 ar =1, =04
Erlang oo = 2, 52 =0.3 s = 2, 52 =0.8
gamma as =0.8, 85 =05 | as =0.5, B3 =0.2
Average H? 0.1799 0.0695
TABLE I

TRAFFIC PARAMETERS (FLUCTUATING)

Function Parameters (Test I) Parameters (Test II)
exponential | a1 = 1,81 ~1(0.4,0.9) a1 = 1,51 ~U(0.4,0.9)
Erlang a2 =2, B2 ~U(0.1,0.3) | a2 =2, fo ~U(1.2,1.4)
gamma as =0.2, B3 ~U(0.2,0.5) | az =3, B3 ~U(1.1,2.8)
Average H? 0.4482 0.0379

under both tests the simulated MLC performance matches etived analytical performance. Second,
the MSPRTC performs better than MLC since it can achieve éinees”. using less number of PU traffic
periods. Finally, our results prove the intuitive obseiomtthat for a smaller average distance among
hypotheses, shown in Fif. I[b), a higher number of PU traficods is needed to classify the correct
hypothes

C. Traffic Classification Performance with PU Traffic Periodtihation and Perfect Knowledge of

Parameters

Fig. @ shows the normalized performance ldss= PPP for MLC with the average number of
traffic sampl% E{N}, which are both functions df;. We consider two cases of PU traffic periods: (i)
K =10 and (ii) K = 16. First, as the average number of PU traffic samplings ineeaghich means we
adopt a small sampling peridf;, L decreases. This is because we have higher resolution fqulisgm

to estimate the PU traffic periods, thus resulting in a mo@uegte classification. Second, we observe

3Note that in the MATLAB implementation we are constrainedtbg numerical precision of 32 bit unsigned integers (due
to frequent exponentiations of very small numbers) thusatieytical results are not realizable for large values.oAlso, note
that while plotting the analytical results for the MLC cldis, we have used a simulation to generate statistics fanrand
variance fory,gj”“) and gj,fj”“), to speed up figure generation. More details are providetiencbde accompanying this paper.

“In this case we do not plot the confidence intervals as we plifference between the two means.
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Fig. 1. Probability of correct classification with the awgganumber of PU traffic periods, under perfect knowledge of PU
traffic periods and parameters. MLC is compared with MSPRFPQ.traffic parameters used in simulations are presented in

Table[]. Simulation results (Sim.) are plotted to verify tiaal results (An.).
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that the performance for higher number of PU traffic pericdsbre sensitive to the PU traffic period
estimation error. Therefore more PU traffic samples for digiumber of PU traffic periods are needed
to achieve the same performance as with a lower number of &fictperiods. Finally, we show that
for a small average distance among hypotheses, the pericariass is large since in this case the PU
traffic classification is more sensitive to the period estiomerrors.

In Fig.[3 we compare MLC and MSPRTC under sampling. First,h@ssampling period increases,
the performance of both classifiers decreases. Naturalonger sampling period will result in a larger
estimation noise. Second, we observe that MSPRTC is agigeras MLC to the period estimation error.
This is because both MSPRTC and MLC adopt the same likelifaadtion for classification, which
requires accurate knowledge of the true distributionshéf hoise is added into the observation, it will

distort the original PDF even worse when the distance amgpgtheses is small.

D. A Design Guideline Example for Traffic Classification gsML Classifier

We provide two examples for the design guideline shown inti&eBV-E| First we consider the case
where, given observation timE, we need to find the number of traffic samples and thereforgokagn
period T, to achieve a certain probability of correct classificatibn Fig. we observe that as the
number of traffic samples increases the classification paence improves. This is because as the number
of traffic samples increases, the period estimation errecsedise, and at the same time, we can obtain
more PU traffic periods as the PU traffic period mis-detectite decreases which is shown [nl(26).
Furthermore, as the observation time increases, the fitatigin performance also increase. Although in
this case the estimation error increases, the obtaindiittpriods increases. This is because the latter
factor has more influence on the classification performalncthis traffic scenario, for example, given the
timing constraint’ = 60 seconds we need at leaSt= 350 traffic samples to achieve the performance
e = 0.90. This means the constraint for the sampling rAfdo sample this traffic should be no less than
% = 0.1719 seconds to achieve the classification performance-6f0.90.

Second we consider the case where, given the number of ssnydeneed to find the observation
time to achieve a certain classification performance. Fragn[#b], the performance is a concave curve
with respect to the observation time. This can be explaineth®é behavior of[(26). IT(26JL{ K} versus
T has a similar shape a8 versusT. However, to figure out the classification performance, miy o
E{K} but also the sampling peridtl needs to be considered to determine the classificationmpeaface.
Initially, as T" increasesE{ K } increases, and; increases. Since the effect ®f K'} is more significant,

the classification performance increases.7Asncreases through the maximum pointlef K }, E{K}
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under perfect knowledge of PU traffic parameters. MLC is careg with MSPRTC. The PU traffic parameters used are given

in Table[]. All results were obtained by simulations.
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starts to decrease. In this regid@f also increases. Therefore the performance will decrease sie
obtain less traffic periods with higher estimation errorstHis traffic scenario, for example, given the
energy constrainv = 50, we can solve for the optimal observation tifie= 100 seconds to achieve the
maximal performance = 0.86. This means the optimal sampling rdfg to sample this traffic should
be set as,k,}OOTO1 = 2.04 seconds to achieve= 0.86. Larger and smalle¥; than the optimall; will both
degrade the classification performance.

Finally, we see that our proposed analytical approximatimtches the simulation results for small
values ofT. But as7; increases, shown in Fi. 4{b), the analytical results dtadeviate from the

simulation results, refer again to Section IV-C.

E. Traffic Classification with Perfect PU Periods and No Knedge of Parameters

Fig.[3 presents the probability of correct classificatiothwihe average number of PU traffic periods
assuming no knowledge of PU traffic parametgfs We compare MLC and MSPRTC with perfect
knowledge of PU traffic parameters and the ETC method with mosedge of traffic parameters;.
First, we note that ETC-based method performs worse thahadstusing perfect parameters. Second,
the ETC-based MSPRTC outperforms MLC as the distance amgpgtieses is small, otherwise they
perform similarly. Third, the simulation results for ET@4ed MLC matches our proposed analytical
results in [(3D), since the number of PU traffic periods isdaegough for parameter estimation. Finally,
we can observe that ETC-based method will perform worse nihel | than Test I, compared with the
perfect classifiers. This is because in Test Il the first mdméor all hypotheses are set to be the same,
hence the estimated parameters will be close to the truenedeas for all hypotheses. But this is not
the case for Test | since the first moments are more diffe@malf hypotheses—which means a small

parameter estimation error will cause a large classifingbierformance degradation.

F. Traffic Classification Performance with Perfect PU Traferiods and Prior Knowledge of Traffic

Parameters

In Fig.[@8 we present the classification performance compasi@ssuming prior knowledge about the
distribution of PU traffic parameter$;. We note that ALF-based classifiers are better than ETCebase
classifiers under Test |, and the result is opposite undetr [Te$his is because of the fact that ALF
can capture most PU traffic parameter information if theagise among hypotheses is large, i.e., the
Test | case. If the distance among hypotheses is small, asshllT ETC-based method provides a more

accurate PU traffic parameter estimation.
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VIlI. CONCLUSIONS

We propose novel primary user (PU) traffic classificatiorogtgms which are based on the maximum
likelihood function and multi-hypothesis sequential pabliity ratio test classifiers, and we consider
cases where the PU traffic periods and PU traffic parameterd tee be estimated. In addition, we
analyze a sampling technique to estimate PU traffic periadd,a minimum variance period estimator
is derived to design a traffic classifier given sensing cait#s such as the number of traffic samples
or observation time. Furthermore, we propose two classjfiestimate-then-classify (ETC) and average
likelihood function (ALF) classifiers to handle the caseswthere is only no/partial knowledge of PU
traffic parameters.

To conclude, for PU traffic with constant and known paranget®SPRTC, a more complicated
classifier than MLC is recommended in terms of classificapierformance both with and without period
estimation. For PU traffic with prior knowledge of paramstethe ALF-based classifier is suitable for
traffic classification when the average distance among Igses is large. If the average distance among

hypotheses is small, the ETC-based classifier is prefeaguidvide a good classification performance.

APPENDIXA

DERIVATION OF MEAN AND VARIANCE FOR THEDISTRIBUTION OFyZ(j’k)

To derive the mean and variance @é?’k), we need to derive its PDF first. Here we ignore the intlex
for convenience since agj,{l(j’k) have the same distribution. Since we know the PDFfander hypothesis

H;, we can apply the change of variable technique to derive e fer yUk) as

: ) :
ke (]7k) — -1 (]7k)
fYU’ )(y ) ‘8y(jv’f)h (y >‘
<5, (7 (159) ), @
where| - | is the absolute value function(z) = a; j log z — 3; ,z, andh™! is the inverse function of.
To find A=, we introduce first the following Lemma.
Lemma 1:The inverse function forh(z) = alog(z) — Bz, Va # 0,8 # 0,z > 0, is (i) when
Y 4)og( =L - a _ a Y 4)og( =2 .
& <0, hl(y) = —%W(O,eaH 8(2 )), and (i) wheng > 0 h™'(y) = —4W (o,ea+l 8(< )), if
hty) < %, andh~'(y) = -4 (—1,e%+1°g(%5)>, otherwise, wheré&V’ (k, y) is a Lambert W function
of branchk, wherek is an integer for complexy and k € {0,—1} for real y (refer to MATLAB’s
lambertw function implementation descriptiori) [29, Eq. (1.5)].
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Proof: Consider the Wright omega functiony(y) [30, Eq. (1)], which is defined as the unique

solution toy = log(z) + =, which can be also written recursively as

y = log(w(y)) + w(y), (35)

whereW (0, e¥) = w(y). Embeddingr = —Gw (% + log (%)) to the expression log(z) — fx we can

show that
o210 ()
(5 (2 om()
Y

+alog <_70‘> (37)

=« <% + log <%B>> + alog <_Fa> =y, (38)

where [38) stems directly froni (35). Therefore we knevs an inverse function.

Now, note that the functioi(x) is a concave function as > 0, and convex otherwise. Therefore,
for a« > 0, there are two possible real-value solutions fg%) = y: (i) one is located on the left hand
side of the peak value fdi(z), i.e.,x = % and (ii) another located on its right hand side. By definitio
of a Lambert W function, these two solutions are shown to lcatked onk = 0 andk = —1 branches.
For a < 0, there is only one solution oh = 0 branch since:(x) is a decreasing function. Note also
that domain of y is (i)[—oc, alog(a/b) — a] for a,b > 0, (i) [alog(a/b) — a,o0] for a,b < 0, and (iii)
[—00, 00] otherwise. O

By applying the derivative of the Lambert W function, i.é).v,va(f’s) = 8(11[/&’}&28)), and Lemmdl
to (34), we can derive the PDF fgf/"*) as

fyom (M) =

Bige (L+ W (0,e577))

W (0, eB(M)>

< (2w (0.07) o)

-]7
w (—1 eB(j’k)) l

Ak
+1 <5j,k> Bin (1 W (_176B(j,k)))

x fj <—%W (-LGBM) !@j> : (39)
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where BUk) £ y“ o —+1lo g( L. k) (defined for presentation compactness), dtd) = 1 if « > 0 and
I(a) =0 other\lee.

We can finally derive the mean and variance using (39) as

1) = / YR fy i (y(j”“)> dyk), (40)
o2, = / (s uk> Fyom (409 dy
— (1j)?, (41)

respectively, through numerical integration.

APPENDIX B

DERIVATION OF SQUARED HELLINGER DISTANCE BETWEENTWO GAMMA DISTRIBUTIONS

The SH distance for two probability distributions is defiresd[26, Ch. 14.5, pp. 211]
H?(f;(2]©;), fr(zO))
21 [ /1o htlens, (42)

again, note that the 0.5 constant is omitted for conveniesaemarked in [27, Ch. 3.3, pp. 61]). Before

calculating the closed-form expression of SH distance ¥ay gamma distributions we introduce the

following integral

& T 1
/ wpete gy = LT Lan), (43)
a P

wherel'(p+1,2) = f;’o tPe~tdt is the incomplete gamma function. Integifall(43) can be eerihrough
calculating the incomplete gamma function by the changeaofble technique.
From the definition ofl{42) the SH distance for two distribus f; (x|®;) and f;(x|®},) can be derived

as

H?(fi(x]©;), fr(z|©4))

o B]+Bk =
—1-C(©;,0}) / + )74z (44)
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where C(9;,0) = %. Applying @3) with p = %% 1 andy = 232 1o @38) the SH

o)l (e
distance in[(44) can be simplified to

H?(f(2]0;),fr(z]O4))

F(aj—gak)

aj+o<k *
(Bﬂ-ﬁk) 2
2
Note that the average SH distance with ALF, which is used present the average distance among

hypotheses in Tablelll, can be calculated by using (33) ttacepf;(z|®,) in (@2). Also note that the

= 1-C(8;,0y) (45)

average SH distance with ALF has no closed-form expressnshiacan only be computed through

numerical methods.

APPENDIX C

DERIVATION OF EXPECTED NUMBER OF PU TRAFFIC SAMPLES UNDER SAMPLING

The expected average number of PU traffic samplings for one&,, under hypothesi${; can be
calculated as

E{N|H,;} =E { {%J } +1, (46)

where [-] is the floor function. To calculatd_(#6) we first need to derilie following conditional

T T T
PI‘{\‘T—O:J Zk"Hj} :PI‘{T—OSn—l <k< T—O;]’Hj}

= Pr{kT, < Ton < (k + 1)T5|H;}

probability, i.e.,

= G((k + 1)T5|®;) — G(kT4|©;), (47)
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whereG(-|®,) is the CDF function for gamma distribution with parametarsand 3;. Applying (41)

el

ngréOZk ((k +1)Ts|®;) — G(kT;|©;)]

L+1
= lim (L + D)G((L + 1)T;|©;) - G(kT|©;) (48)
k=1
L
_ Lh_lfgo I, I'(ay, (Ie("‘ 15T, + z:l I( ajﬂk/BJ (49)
_ Z I'(aj, kﬂst)7 (50)

— D)

1
by applyingG(kT,|®;) = Do) F((O‘f)’kﬁfTs), and the left hand part in_(#9) can be shown to be zero by

L’'Hopital’s rule. Then we introduce the following Lemma astep to prove[(30) converges.

Lemma 2:
o a;T(ay)
(o, kB, Ty )dk = —=———=. 51
|| e ke = 2 G
Proof: We can easily prove it by applying the change of variable riepre. ]

SinceI'(a;, kf3;Ts) is a decreasing function with respectitdy definition and|;™ %dk = B T
from the integral test, we know_(b0) converges. Therefosyai[50) we can derive the average expected

number of PU traffic samples by taking the average for all iptesdrypotheses which results in_{18).

APPENDIXD

PDF DERIVATION FOR SUM OF THE GAMMA AND TRIANGULAR DISTRIBUTED RANDOM VARIABLES

By directly convolving the PDF of gamma distributed randoariablez, i.e., fx(z|®) where® =
(«, B) with the PDF of triangular distributed random variablé.e., f4(¢), we have the PDF faf = z+¢
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as

= X (%x + %) dx (52)
f:?:

x(%w+%>dm, if 0<i<T,

x (o + &) de, if —T,<#<0,

0, otherwise

We now introduce the following Lemma.

Lemma 3:

ﬁo‘ al—B 1 1
e~ BlE—2) ﬁw+Ts dx

a+1 B(Z —a)) —T(a+1,8(Z —b))

- S - : (53)

BO‘ al_ 1 1
/ e BE-1) _ﬁgH_Ts dx

—Fa+1 B —a))+T(a+1,8(Z —0b))
(o) BT2

(# —T,)(T(a, B(Z — a)) — T'(e, B(& — b)))
['(a)T? '

+

(54)

Proof: Expression[(53) and {b4) can be calculated directly fromdifinition of incomplete gamma
function and through the integration by parts technique. ]
Finally, applying Lemmal3 td_(32) we obtain {25).
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APPENDIX E
DERIVATION OF VARIANCE FORg]ZQ’k)

We ignore the index for notation convenience and dencgte= = + ¢. We would like to find the
variance ofj'"*) = «; ; log & — ;1 7, Wherez ~ f;(z]®;), ¢ ~ A(~Ts,Ts), andi ~ f;(#©;,Ts) given
in Theoren{®2. Since can be negativej"*) may be a complex number. Therefore we defjie?) £
GO 4590 wheregd*) = a; x log & — B; 52 andg?™ = 0, if & > 0, andgi*) = a4 log(—F)— B; 47
andj?"™* = ra;, otherwise. Note the PDF gf**) can be represented gﬁg’k) (gUR) = fr (59M) +
ifr (§9F), wherefg(-) and f;(-) are the PDFs with respect to the real part and imaginary paj¥s).
Likewise, the variance foﬂ(jv’f), i.e.,a—ik, is the sum of the variance of its real p&%mk and imaginary
partsy ;.

First we calculate the variance of the imaginary part. Nptihat the first and the second moment
for gf,j"“), which areE {g}j’k)} = 7w E{T <0} = ma; ffoo [i(2]©®;,T;)ds andE { <g§j’k)>2} =
w202 E{i < 0} = %02, [°_ f;(Z|®;,T.)di, respectively, we can derivé? ;. The variance for the
real part can be obtained through(7"*)). Using Lemmd1l and observing that there may be at most

three solutions tqjg’k) = h(Z), we can derive the PDF for the real partgﬁfv’“) as
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w (0, ec(j’k)>
Bik (1+ W (0,eC7))

w (0, eB(j’k)>
Bik (1+W (0,eB7))

- BU.k)
) ey
5]',]4; (1 + w (_1’6B(j,k))) J Bj,k ’ J

i (399) = o) 1(514) { 5 (—%W (0.5 @j>
J

+1(n — ") [

+

+ I 1) I(—=Bj k) {

+1(n — ") [

+ I(—a; k) I(Bjr) {

+I(GO) —n) [

+

Qi BU .
f; ( W (o,e ) \®j>
} (55a)
w (O, eB(j’k))
Bik (1+W (0,eB7))
C'Gk)
v (076 ) fi (_%W <0 eC(j””) ’@>
5j,k (1 + w (0, eC(J,k))) J /Bj,k ’ J
w (1, ec(j'k)) s
) _ﬂ CG.k) )
Bj i (1 + W (1, eC(j’k))) 1 < Bk W <1’ ¢ ) |®J> (55)
w (0, eB(j’k))
Bik (1+W (0,eB7))
C'G:k)
W (0’6 ) fi <—%W (0 eC(J'””) |@>
5j,k (1 W (0, eC(J,k))) J /Bj,k ) J
w 1,ec(j’k) _ ,
( ).k f; (—%W (1,67 |@j)
Bik (1+W (1,e7)) Bik
w (0, ec(j’k)>. f <_%W <O eC(j,k)) ‘@ >
Bik (1+ W (0,e")) T\ Bix 7 ’
w O,eB(j'k) . .
o) |, (222w (0.0 o)
Bjw (1+ W (0,e577)) Bk
w (—1,eB(j’k)) . .
| Sk _1 BYP .
SR L) f; < mw( 1,e ) \®j> (55d)
where BU*) is defined as in AppendixJA replacing/*) with 3%, I(.) is defined in AppendiXA,

CUR & L2 og (gjj::), n = ajlog ( T

+ I(—cj i) I(—Bjx) {

+I(F) —n) [

_l’_

Bk

) — aj . Therefore we can obtaiﬁéj,k by (55d).
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