IEEE Photonics Journal

An IEEE Photonics Society Publication

3 Open Access

Outage Analysis of Mixed Underlay Cognitive
RF MIMO and FSO Relaying With

Interference Reduction
Volume 9, Number 2, April 2017

Fawaz S. Al-Qahtani, Member, IEEE
Ahmed H. Abd El-Malek, Member, IEEE
Imran S. Ansari, Member, IEEE

Redha M. Radaydeh, Senior Member, IEEE
Salam A. Zummo, Senior Member, IEEE

DOI: 10.1109/JPHOT.2017.2665969
1943-0655 © 2017 |IEEE

+ photonics & IEEE



IEEE Photonics Journal Outage Analysis of Mixed Underlay Cognitive RF MIMO

Outage Analysis of Mixed Underlay
Cognitive RF MIMO and FSO Relaying
With Interference Reduction

Fawaz S. Al-Qahtani,’ Member, IEEE,
Ahmed H. Abd El-Malek,> Member, IEEE,
Imran S. Ansari," Member, IEEE,
Redha M. Radaydeh,® Senior Member, IEEE,
and Salam A. Zummo,* Senior Member, IEEE

"Electrical and Computer Engineering Program, Texas A&M University at Qatar, Doha
23874, Qatar
2Department of Electrical Engineering, Pharos University in Alexandria, Alexandria, Egypt
3Computer, Electrical, and Mathematical Sciences and Engineering Division, King Abdullah
University of Science and Technology, Thuwal 23955-6900, Saudi Arabia
“Department of Electrical Engineering, King Fahd University of Petroleum and Minerals,
Dharan 34463 31261, Saudi Arabia

DOI:10.1109/JPHOT.2017.2665969
1943-0655 © 2017 IEEE. Translations and content mining are permitted for academic research only.
Personal use is also permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission.
See http://www.ieee.org/publications_standards/publications/rights/index.html for more information.

Manuscript received December 20, 2016; revised February 2, 2017; accepted February 2, 2017. Date
of current version March 23, 2017. This work was supported by the National Priorities Research
Program from the Qatar National Research Fund (a member of Qatar Foundation) under Grant 8-1545-
2-657. The work of S. Zummo was supported by KFUPM and KACST under Grant 15-ELE4157-04.
Corresponding author: F. Al-Qahtani (e-mail: fawaz.al-gahtani @qgatar.tamu.edu).

Abstract: In this paper, we study the outage performance of multiuser mixed underlay radio
frequency (RF)/multidestinations free-space optical (FSO) links. For RF links, we consider
a secondary network with multiple users that can communicate with multiple destinations
through a relaying node. The relay is equipped with an antenna array at the RF side,
and it uses the amplify-and-forward (AF) protocol. The primary users (PUs) are equipped
with multiple antennas at transmit and receive nodes. The RF link is subjected to the
aggregate PUs interference effect on the secondary network. To reduce the effect of PUs
interference on secondary network at the relay node, two interference cancellation (IC)
schemes are adopted, which vary in terms of complexity and achieved performance. On
the other hand, the multidestination FSO links can be exploited to further enhance the
quality of the second hop, and their associated channel models account for pointing errors,
intensity modulation/direct detection, and heterodyne detection. For the aforementioned
system model, we obtain exact and asymptotic closed-form expressions for the end-to-
end outage probability. To further enhance system performance, optimal power allocation
between the two hops is obtained based on the derived asymptotic outage probability
expressions.

Index Terms: Cognitive radio, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), radio frequency (RF),
amplify-and-forward (AF) relaying, free-space optical (FSO), interference reduction, spec-
trum sharing, outage analysis.

1. Introduction

Free-space optical (FSO) communications have gained increasing interest due to their advantages,
including higher bandwidth and higher capacity, as compared to traditional radio frequency (RF)
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wireless communications [1]-[3]. Also, since similar optical transmitters and detectors are used for
FSO and fiber optics, similar bandwidth capabilities are achievable. It is also a promising technology
as it offers many benefits, including full-duplex Gigabit Ethernet throughput in certain applications,
a huge license-free spectrum, a certain immunity to interference, and a high level of security [1],
[2]. These benefits of FSO communications can resolve the issues that RF communications face
due to the expensive and scarce spectrum.

A part from the promising benefits of FSO communications, these systems are subjected to
many real challenges. For instance, the atmospheric turbulence effect may lead to a significant
degradation in the performance of FSO systems [1]-[3]. Moreover, thermal expansion, dynamic
wind loads, and weak earthquakes result in the building sway phenomenon causing vibration of
the transmitter beam thereby leading to a misalignment between FSO transmitter and receiver
(also known as pointing errors). It is worthy to learn that intensity modulation/direct detection
(IM/DD) is the main mode of detection in FSO systems, but coherent communications have also
been proposed as an alternative detection mode. Among these, heterodyne detection is a more
complicated detection method, but it can overcome the thermal noise effect (see [4] and references
cited therein). In this paper, we consider the effect of pointing errors, as well as the aforementioned
detection schemes for the FSO links.

For RF links, cognitive relaying networks (CRNs) are considered as one of the promising solutions
for radio spectrum limitations. They can significantly improve the spectral efficiency of wireless
networks by intelligently sharing spectrum resources [5]-[7]. A standard approach in spectrum
sharing network is the underlay cognitive radio model in which the secondary user (SU) is allowed to
share the spectrum with the primary user (PU) simultaneously under an interference limit constraint,
which is expected to maintain a reliable communication between PUs nodes. Due to its simplicity,
spectrum sharing relay networks with underlay approach has gained much attention in recent years
(see [8]-[12] and references therein).

Recently, some research has been devoted toward mixed CRNs and FSO relaying [13], [14]. In
[13], the outage performance analysis of a dual-hop relaying system composed of an RF channel
cascaded with FSO link was presented. Therein, the RF link was considered as an underlay spec-
trum sharing network, and FSO link accounted for pointing errors as well as heterodyne and IM/DD
techniques. The paper presented the end-to-end signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) outage probability. The
work in [13] is extended to [14] by including comprehensive statistical and performance measures.
While the preceding works have significantly improved our understanding on the dual-hop relaying
with mixed underlay RF and FSO systems, they all assume single-antenna RF system and single
FSO link. Also, for RF link, these works assumed that the PU transmitters are located far enough
away so as not to impinge any significant interference on the SU relay.

In this paper, we adopt generalized and involved system models as compared to those in [13],
[14]. Specifically, we treat multiuser selection in underlay dual-hop mixed RF/FSO relaying where
multiple RF users communicate with multiple FSO links through a single AF relay that is equipped
with multiple antennas. We consider an RF MIMO configuration that can exploit multi-user diversity
and at the same time mitigate the effect of PUs interference at the relay node. In this regard,
when the receive antennas at the relay are insufficiently spaced due to space constraints, the
use of receive antennas to provide diversity becomes a waste of processing and performance as
degraded or no diversity gain becomes feasible. Moreover, to achieve the target of reducing the
effect of PUs interference on the secondary network relay, receive interference mitigation schemes
become of a great interest to be exploited. Specifically, with the use of sophisticated null-steering
techniques, the receive array radiation pattern at the relay can be shaped to place deep nulls in the
directions of some resolvable PUs interference sources, while providing a maximum array gain in
the direction of the desired signal from the served SU transmitter. This interference cancellation can
have real applications in RF CRNs as the mitigation of interference on the secondary network is
of prime importance when PUs heavily use the spectrum resources. Two interference cancellation
algorithms were proposed in [15]-{17], namely dominant receive interference cancellation (DRIC)
[15], [16] and adaptive receive interference cancellation (ARIC) [17]. In this paper, we incorporate
these two algorithms into the problem formulations for the outage analysis of the mixed underlay
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RF MIMO and FSO links and present detailed analytical analysis for both of them to quantify their
usefulness and drawbacks in the context of the adopted system models herein.

The main contributions of this work can be summarized as follows:

1) We develop new analytical results of dual-hop AF relaying with mixed underlay RF MIMO
and FSO multi-destination network. We consider multiuser selection at the source and the
destination for the RF and FSO links, respectively. To mitigate the interference imposed by
PUs at the relay, we adopt two ICs algorithms, which are the DRIC and ARIC. The RF links
are assumed to follow Rayleigh fading model, whereas the FSO links follow Gamma-Gamma
fading model, including the effect of pointing errors. The end-to-end signal-to-interference-
plus-noise ratio (SINR) outage probability is obtained in tight closed-form expressions. Also,
simple expressions for the end-to-end SINR outage probability at the high SNR are derived
and based on that the diversity and coding gains are characterized.

2) We further enhance the end-to-end performance by finding the optimal solutions for the power
allocations to minimize the outage probability under constraints of transmit power of secondary
transmitters, interference limit on the primary network, and the total end-to-end powers.

3) Our results reveal that under weak atmospheric turbulence conditions, the end-to-end system
performance is dominated by RF channel. Hence, the achieved diversity gain depends on the
value of the interference power limit Q;. When Q, is proportional to the maximum transmit
power Qp, the achievable diversity gain is Ng for DRIC and ARIC schemes. However, when
the interference power limit is fixed, an outage floor appears, hence zero diversity gain for
both ICs schemes. In addition, the results indicate that DRIC outperforms ARIC under a deep
effect of interference from PUs, but this is obtained with increased complexity and degraded
operation efficiency.

4) The FSO channel dominates the achieved results under severe atmospheric turbulence condi-
tions. Therefore, the achievable diversity gain is a result of the minimum value of the turbulence
fading and pointing error parameters.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The adopted system and channel models are
discussed in Section II. Section Il addresses the end-to-end outage probability for the two IC
algorithms, which are then followed by their respective asymptotic analysis in Section IV. Section V
discusses the proposed power allocation approach, and Section VI presents some numerical results
that are supported by simulations. Finally, Section VII contains concluding remarks.

Mathematical Notations: The notations used herein are as follows. Bold lower/upper case symbols
denote vectors/matrices, respectively, (-)T for transpose, (-)H for conjugate transpose, and | - | and
| - |IF are used for the absolute value and the Frobenious norm of vectors/matrices, respectively.
The term f4(x) is the PDF of random variable (RV) g, Fz(x) is its CDF, and Re(t} is the real part of
a complex quantity t. The function I'(-, -) is the upper-incomplete gamma function, which is defined
asI'(z,x) = fxoo 7~ 1e~!dt, and y(z, x) = fox t*~1e~'dt is the lower incomplete gamma function.

2. System and Channel Models

We consider a dual hop mixed RF/FSO relay network with multiple RF users. The relay unit R
contains multiple receive antennas and an RF receiver on one side, and a photo-aperture transmitter
that can potentially serve a specific destination from multiple FSO destinations D on the other side.
This implies that the source can communicate with the relay node through RF links, and the relay
can transfer data to a specific destination through an FSO link. The relaying system operates in a
half-duplex mode over two phases. In the following subsections, we present the signal models of
RF and FSO links as shown in Fig. 1.

2.1 Signal Model of Underlay Cognitive RF Links

In the first phase, the secondary network contains a total of Ng users and a single relay R that is
equipped with Nz antennas. The primary network consists of L PU transmitters (T4, ..., T ), with
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Fig. 1. Adopted system model.
each of which is equipped with Nt antennas, and N PU receivers (J4, ..., Jy), where each station

is equipped with Np antennas.

The channel notations adopted can be summarized as follows: the channel gains on the first
hop of the secondary network are denoted by hy, fori e {1,...,Ns}andje {1,..., Ng}. Moreover,
the channel gains from the ith user of the relay node R in the secondary network to the nth PU
receive station are referred to as @;, = {gin1, ..., ginn,} forie{1,...,Ng} and ne{1,...,N}. In
addition, the channel gains of interference sources observed from the L PU transmit stations at
the jth receive antenna of the relay node R are referred to as fi; = {fig1, ..., figns}, for e {1, ..., L}
and g € {1, ..., Nt}. Perfect channel estimation of all associated channel gains are assumed at the
secondary network as well as at the PU stations, and they are normalized to have independent and
identical complex-valued Gaussian distributions (i.i.d). This assumption can be relaxed but at the
expense of more involved analytical treatments.

In this paper, the best user from N users is selected (i.e., opportunistic scheduling) to maximize
the received SNR at R. The receive antennas at R are used to implement an IC scheme to alleviate
interference from PUs transmitters. With the use of the time division multiplexing, the SU node R
receives a faded signal from its previous source node and L faded interference signals from L PU
transmitters. Therefore, the received signal at R is given by

L
y=VPhx+ /P2 Y X +n (1)
=1

where P is the allocated transmission power at S node, x is the SU transmitted data symbol of
normalized power, P, is the transmission power for all PU transmitters, X is L x 1 PU data symbols
vector, h = {hy, ..., hy,} is Ns x 1 complex channel vector between the i-th SU user at S and the
Ng receive antennas at R, and Q;, is the average fading power associated with the desired user at
S. We further denote f; = {fy, ..., fw,} as the Nt x 1 channel matrix between the -th PU transmitter
and the SU R and Qs is the average fading power associated with interfering PU sources. The term
nis Ng x 1 uncorrelated additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) samples at S where each of which
has zero mean and o? average power. All the transmitted symbols for both PU and SU networks
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are with zero mean and unity variance. Transmission interval is assumed to be equal for all time
slots.

According to the underlay spectrum sharing model in [5]-{7], the interference power at the N PU
receivers originated from the SUs must not exceed a threshold level /5. Therefore, the SUs must
transmit with a maximum allowable power at each node that is given by

/
P = min (Ps, —P> ()
Ag
where /p is the PU maximum permissible interference power, Pq is the peak transmission power at
all secondary nodes, and Ay = 1G5+ 12 = maxi<p<n 1{Gi*n. - . - gi=n}||? is the largest channel vector

from selected i-th user at S to the N PU receivers with average fading power Q. To this end, the
end-to-end SINR can be expressed as

, Q/) Ah
=min| Qp, — 3
Vi ( P Ag ) T4+ Nt ®)

where Qp = 5, O/ =, and A, = max<iy, |h-|2 is the SU SNR, and i is the residual
interference-to-noise ratio (INR) following IC at the relay.

For channel gains that are distributed as i.i.d. complex-valued Gaussian random variables, the
distributions for the squares of channel gains, namely A, and 15, are

1) The CDF and the PDF of the RV iy are given by

Ns
_x L 1 x \P~!
Fi,(x) = (1 —e % X_: o) <Q—g) ) (4)

p=1

Ns

—1-Y <Z1s>(—1)k“‘l*(k1 +1)

k1=1

x> (%g)kp exp (—2—2) (5)

lepl=ki
and
Ng—1
Ns Ng—1 P
f = —1)“T (kg + 1
0= 2 ()T
Ant+Lp—1
X\ (ks +1)x
Y (L) (L) ®
[Cnl=kK4 § g
where L p = NNp, ¢p = (¢4, ..., Cn,) € NV is a multi index Ng-tuple vector of nonnegative integers

of length |cq| = Zﬁ; ch = ks, Qg is the average fading power associated with the desired user,
Ho =, ey and An = 3% Caln = 1).
Proof: The derivations of (4) and (6) are obtained by applying the binomial expansion in [29,

Eq.1.111] and the power sum expansion of [28, Eq. 9]. |
2) The CDF and the PDF of the RV Ay, are given by

= (o-em(£)"
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and

Ng & /N — k
f,, (X) = Q—j > ( 5k1 1)(—1)k1 exp G%) 8)

2.2 Receive IC Schemes

This part outlines the two receive IC schemes at the relay. Moreover, it briefly presents the statistics
of the residual INR, y tot.

2.2.1) DRIC Scheme: This technique requires the discrimination of different PUs interference
powers and then ordering them according to their levels. Apparently, the associated processing
increases the complexity of shaping the receive array pattern. Moreover, the effect of imprecise
ordering of PUs interference power levels has to be addressed. It will be shown in the sequel
that statistical ordering imperfectness can diminish the expected performance advantage from
accurately eliminating the most dominant set of PUs interfering signals. Then the best scenario
is to eliminate as many of arbitrarily chosen PUs interfering signals, according to the size of the
operating receive array at the relay node.

Now, we define [y1)112 < [y@.l12 < ... < lyw).l? as the order statistics obtained by arranging
{|y,,||2},L:1 in an increasing order of magnitude and we assume that the receiver attempts to
eliminate the most effective Ng — 1 interfering powers. Then, the total residual INR becomes

_ = L4 2 _ _ _
Mot = V1 22y llvpals, where Ly = L7 — (Ng —1).

The term L 4 represents the residual number of PUs interfering signals when the receive array at
R operates to eliminate the most dominant Nz — 1 interfering powers. For the case of overloaded
receive array (i.e., Lt > Ng — 1), L 4 is always greater than zero. On the other hand, for the case
of under-loaded receive array (i.e., Lt < Ng — 1), L4 can be as small as zero. However, when a
limited number of receive antennas can be turned on at a specific time, L 4 increases linearly with
the decrease in the number of active antennas. The limiting case OF Nz = 1 is the scenario of
no IC.

Considering the impact of outdated order statistics with ¢ being the excess time delay indicator,
and according to [15], [20], the distribution of 1t can be expressed as

o (00 = = (f j) S )9<Lg*‘>/31 (o)

Vi

g=0
Ls —g)“‘ (—X(ﬂz(pl) (Lt —g))
ex ;x>0 9
X(NR—1 Pl Ga— o) ©)
where B1(p) £ (p8)' "4 (1 + %)L‘_Z, Bo(p) = (1 + %@';71))‘1, and p, is the envelope

correlation coefficient of the underlying complex-valued Gaussian fading process, which is related
to the value of 7. For instance, the Clark’s model suggests that py = |Jo(27Af,7)|, where Jo(X) is the
Bessel function of the first kind with zero-order and Af, is the maximum Doppler spread.

Note that the best case from the desired user point of view takes place when t = 0, whereas
the statistical order of interferer's powers becomes useless when t — +o0. In this case, the best
receive antenna array can eliminate a total of Ng — 1 arbitrarily chosen interfering signals. The
distribution of v 10t, in this case, can be explicitly written as

1 T\ s
o (0) = <—_> et 0 (10)
it T'(La) \ ¥k

2.2.2) ARIC Scheme: Different from the technique described in the preceding part, the ARIC
does not require predicting and ordering the interference power levels, and therefore, it is relatively
less complex. In addition, this prediction and ordering may return marginal benefits, particularly
when these estimates are outdated or when the number of strong interferer’s is relatively large.
The ARIC considers the case when the size of the receive array is adaptively varied according to
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the experienced level of interference. Specifically, the possible occasions of low interference effect
can be captured and reflected into reducing the receive IC processing at the relay. On the other
hand, the operation at full receive array capacity is only needed when the PUs interference effect
is significant.

The IC scheme herein aims to reduce the number of active receive antennas by adaptively
activating as many antennas as necessary to have the total residual INR below a specific threshold,
y.7- The resulting residual INR can be written as 1ot = Z,L=A1 yii, where Ly =Lt — (Ng — 1) is the
remaining number of interfering signals. According to the results in [16], the distribution of yy (ot in
this case can be expressed as

1\
Vltot(x) < ) xh X/VKIU(X_VIT)

XLT TeX/M 4 g ni/h

L
Lg (;
Z;(L) )(U<x Ux—nr)) (11)
h=2

where « = L 1 — (h — 1). The case when all receive antennas are active intuitively implies that the
residual INR will be above y r, and the distribution of y i, in this case, follows a similar form to
that shown in (10). On the other hand, when the residual INR is below y, r, the active number of
receive antennas becomes variable and takes on values from the set {1, 2, ..., L g} with different
probabilities. Therefore, the distribution y 1t counts for the effect of the PUs interference power
distributions and the randomness in the number of active receive antennas at R.

Note that (9) and (11), when L 5 = 1 (i.e., no cancelation), reduce to a form that is similar to (10)
with L 4 therein replaced by L . The interference-free scenario with yy it = 0 in (9)—(11) can be
reached only in under-loaded case, for which L+ < Ng —1,and y.7r — 0in (11), with L, = 0.

2.3 Signal Model of FSO Links

In the second phase, we assume R is equipped with single transmit aperture, and there are Np
SU destinations where each of which is equipped with single receive aperture. The information
bits are modulated via a coherent detection technique or an IM/DD technique. A high-energy FSO
system is assumed wherein the performance is obstructed by the background radiation and the
thermal noise. Under this assumption, the AWGN model is an appropriate approximation for the
Poisson photon counting detection model [22]. Hence, the channel notation adopted in the second
hop is e that denotes the Np x 1 channel vector for the R — D link with channel coefficients g, for
ke {1,...,Np}. It must be noted that the random variables in e are assumed to follow i.i.d. random
variable (Gamma-Gamma) distributions. This assumption is justified for link distances falling in the
order of kilometers along with the aperture separation distances being in the order of centimeters
[23]. Now, at the relay, the best destination is selected to maximize the received SNR at D . Therefore,
the received signal at the jth selected D is given as

Z=mney+nz (12)

where 7 is the optical-to-electrical conversion coefficient, ¢ complex channel vector between the
transmit aperture at R and the jth selected D, and the term n, represents an uncorrelated AWGN
sample at D having zero mean and o2 average power. To this end, the instantaneous SNR for the
second (i.e. R — D) hop is expressed as

Vo = UZ)&e (13)
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where A, = ||e,~||2 = maxy<n, ||&Il? is the instantaneous SNR of the second (i.e. R — D) hop. Itis
important to note that ¢ = ¢, ¢;,, where g, is the irradiance for the atmospheric turbulence and ¢,
is the irradiance for the pointing errors.

With the assumption that the atmospheric turbulence conditions of the FSO channels are dis-
tributed as i.i.d. Gamma-Gamma along with being effected by the pointing errors, we present the
following distributions for the squares of channel amplitudes of 1, as:

1) The CDF and PDF of the RV )., are given respectively by [4]

B 1, « No
3r,1 » #1
Fi(y2) = < G,L 3r+1 [TJ—/Z V2 k2. 0 :|) (14)

ra+f3—2 %-2

fro(ve) = ND[ }ND
e (27 T(a)I(p)
sro[ (2B v2 |k
) Gr’sr [(r_z) Crvo | K2 i|

(et K@) v
r+1,3r4+1 2 Cr 75

1, « No—1
9 1
Kz’o]) (15)

I e _ _(Bep) £2+1 241 ; £
where A —m, —W, K1 = e T ComprlseS Of r teI’mS, K2—7,...,
2
§ =, ‘;‘, oL, 1 ‘f, ﬁ*’ ! comprises of 3r terms, r is the parameter defining the type of de-

tectlon technlque (e, r=1 represents heterodyne detection and r = 2 represents IM/DD), @ and
are the fading/scintillation parameters related to the atmospheric turbulence conditions, & is the ratio
between the equivalent beam radius at the receiver and the pointing error displacement standard
deviation (jitter) at the receiver [25], Cy =1and Co =a B (2 +1) (2 +2) /[(+ 1) (B+ 1) &], 72
is the average SNR of the second (i.e. R — D) hop, I'(.) is the Gamma function as defined in [29,
Eq. (8.310)], and G[.] is the Meijer’'s G function as defined in [29, Eq. (9.301)].

3. End-to-End Outage Probability Analysis

In this section, we investigate the outage probability of multiuser mixed RF/multi-destinations FSO
links in underlay cognitive relay network. Specifically, we derive the new analytical expressions for
the exact end-to-end outage probability of the proposed system model for two different interference
cancellation schemes namely DRIC and ARIC.

The outage probability is defined as an important performance indicator of wireless communica-
tion systems, which is defined as the probability that the instantaneous end-to-end SINR falls below
a given threshold Py, = Pr [yup < yth]. Hence, the outage probability can be written as

Pout(vtn) = Fy, ,(tn) + Fro(in) — Fry iy (Min)F 2 (in) (16)

where x = {DRIC, ARIC}. Next, in the following two subsections, we present the end-to-end outage
probability for DRIC and ARIC schemes.

3.1 Dominant Interference Cancellation

To find the end-to-end outage probability, we need first to evaluate F,, ... (y) and F,,(y). For FSO
link, the CDF of y» is given by (14). For the underlay RF-link, we present a new compact closed-form
expression of F,, ... (y) in the following key result.
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Lemma 1. The CDF of RV y1 pric for the underly RF link is given by

Q, 1L\ RS (L La—g \" 7' (NS, o,
Fname () =3, () (1 =) 2 (" )emmon (22) %(m)“”
—kiym\ (Belo)(LT—9)  Kiyin ( ( 9 >>
XeXp<QhQP>< vei(La —9) +QhQP> >+ —Fy Op
Lr—1

_ r‘(ev_;%écf)(_nm Z (Ll;1)(—1)"3r(k3+1) Z M/(QLQ>A,+N—1

k3=0 leil=ks

o) (&) () 2D E (o

g=0

La—g )“‘1 1 (o«bQ/szh)? (o«bQ/szh) (o«bQ,szh)
X — eX W a —a 17
(LT—LA a \ kiyn PU20m ) -5 Tk (7

Where ¢ = & 4 fatl g — 50—k o = (M + Q"“) and W,,(.) is the Whittaker function

Yha, iz YL 7—9)
[29, 9.220.4].
Proof: See Appendix A |

Note that our result in Lemma (1) involves standard functions and only special Whittaker function
which allows for fast evaluation in popular mathematical software such as Matlab, thereby providing
an efficient means to evaluate the outage probability and avoiding the time-consuming Monte Carlo
simulations.

3.2 Adaptive Interference Cancellation

For adaptive interference cancellation scheme, we find the following key result for CDF of RF link
in Lemma 2.
Lemma 2: The CDF of RV y1 aric for the underly RF link is given by

z<><>[—<> o)

k=0
y(Lr.nra) Gt + et i( ) L y(Lr—h+1pra)g
=2 T(Lr—(h-1)" TR
Ly & " ( ) oy (L PRl Tue) (g)k
(N>992<k1>( v Z Forlle-+1) 2, %) 2 T 1 2
Q, 1\ Ha—k 1 NG R, e La+2—1
coo(-guo) (5) [ () S (4 et (1)

by —w 1 1 ® Lr+g-1
oo () o0 5 (7) Z( et (5%)
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bs
Ne exp —24I (1
o we ) YT |(|>
<o (575) (W(n)—x oxp (—5 )W-';sr:s(@) T

Lr—h exp w20 wzy/r
L h ex
« ( T — >(_1)g3 - (2 10) o (Wa4 . a4 <wk'2¢) p( . ) Wibi4 1o, (w28)>]
2\ s w1 () W) T T E

(18)

where w = Q’k19+— w2=%9, = —(La—9g1—pu2+k—1), bg=—(L7—g2—p2+k—1),
be = —(Ly—h—gs—u2+Kk), bs=L —(h—1) x=0+nr%), s=(G+nr), and &=
K1yt 1
(QLEP—FW)'
Proof: See Appendix B. [ |

4. End-to-End Asymptotic Outage Probability Analysis

In this section, we derive the outage probability in the asymptotic regime based on which the
diversity and coding gains achieved by the system are investigated. Without loss of generality, we
assume two practical scenarios for the RF link: I) proportional interference power constraint where
the peak interference power is proportional to the maximum transmit power such that Q; = 1 Qp
when Qp — oo, where u is a positive constant and Il) fixed interference power constraint where the
peak interference power is fixed and independent of the maximum transmit as Qp — oco. Therefore,
the end-to-end outage probability in the high SNR is given by

P ~ F32, () + Fi2 (). (19)

where F;,’j(x)(yth) and F>°(yn) are the approximated CDFs in the high SNR of RF and FSO links,

respectively. For FSO links, the CDF of y» can be approximated in the high SNR j» — oo. Utilizing
(14) and applying [4, App., Eq. (41)], the CDF for the Gamma-Gamma model in (14) can be given
asymptotically, at high SNR, in a simpler form in terms of basic elementary functions as

3r C 7 —K2,k
~ r
w2 1582

k=1

Np 2
l—[?:rt/;ék [(k2, — Kk2.k) :| . (20)

icok [Tes Tkt — Kk2.k)

where «, , represents the v!"-term of «,,. The asymptotic expression for the CDF in (20) is dominated
by the min(&, «, B) where & represents the 15t-term, « represents the (r 4+ 1)""-term, and g represents
the (2r 4+ 1)M-term in «» i.e. when the difference between the parameters is greater than 1 then the
asymptotic expression for the CDF in (20) is dominated by a single term that has the least value
among the above three parameters i.e. & «, and 8. On the other hand, if the difference between
any two parameters is less than 1 then the asymptotic expression for the CDF in (20) is dominated
by the summation of the two terms that have the least value among the above three parameters
with a difference less than 1 and so on and so forth. Therefore, based on a single dominant term,
the asymptotic expression can be written as

ND%
Foo(m) ~ TI (@) (21)
Vo
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where

Np 2

_ c\"’ H?Zmzﬁ&ﬁ [(k2, — 0) '
e [A <§> P12 Tlen— ) ] (2)

and ¥ = min(£2, a, B).
For the RF link, we present the asymptotic CDF for the two cancellation scenarios in the following
subsections.

4.1 Dominant Interference Cancellation

1) Proportional interference power constraint. This scenario assumes the PU receiver is able to
tolerate a large amount of interference from SU users. Hence, we present the following key result.
Lemma 3. The asymptotic CDF of the underlay RF link is given by

Ns
] ~ [ Vih
F}’LDRIC(yth) ~ e (jp) (23)

where E is

== ()" () L: PR lzo (")rg+n

() (8 () B ()

I (Ns+n+N, —Q’(k””))

Qryg
(k3 + 1)(NstAr+N)

X Tlhks +1) D (24)

|ei|=ks

Proof: By utilizing the Maclaurin series expansion of the exponential function and neglecting the
higher order function of the CDF of 1;, and then repeating the same procedure as adopted in
Appendix A, the final result is obtained. |

Hence, the end-to-end asymptotic outage probability of mixed underlay RF/FSO network with
DRIC model when y = Qp = j» as y — oo is given by

Ns _ 7
()", if Ng<Np?

Np 2
Poulyin) = 1 11 (@) . , if Ng>Np2 (25)

2) Fixed interference power constraint. This scenario considers Q, is fixed and Qp grows large
in the high SNR. Hence, we present the following key result.
Lemma 4. The asymptotic CDF of RF link is given by

Foonc ) ~ [ (l)NS”z(l)NS o (26)
Y1.DRIC nh) ~ 1 QF’ Ql Vth
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where Ay and A; are given, respectively, by

DB () (e 5)

=

R = I

se==(7) ng( (" eston (2= )L” oxp (22 (L7 0 (1) (L7 g))Ws*“
r (e PO NS

x C, Z (1rn) (@)™ (r+1)7%r <a3, (r;;g—gpg’) (28)

Proof: Follow the same proof as adopted in Lemma 2. [ |

For fixed interference power constraint, we obtain the end-to-end asymptotic outage probability
of mixed underlay RF/FSO network as follows:

(% +2%) v if Ne<Np?
Nz
Poalrm) = § 11 ()", if Ng>Np? (29)
(A5 4 2% ) 4 i N =Ns=Np?.

4.2 Adaptive Interference Cancellation

In this subsection, we derive the end-to-end asymptotic outage probability for the adaptive interfer-
ence cancellation scheme. To proceed further, we only need to derive the asymptotic CDF of the
first link F, sac (7tn)-

1) Proportional interference power constraint. For adaptive interference cancellation we have the
following result.

Lemma 5: The asymptotic CDF of cognitive underlay RF link is given by

Vih Vs
Foe 30
e~ 0 () 0)

where ® isbg =L +j—h+1.

7 Nt 7l ( J’IT) i & <l>b5 nr'
©= Z( )[m P B g (b ) e "2(5) Bores
Q s - Ns-f-)\/-f-N,—O/PkS-::)
(QgSFVQ(MH( k,g> (W) Z( ) Weths 1) 2 ((k3+1)NS+MSN? ) '

[c1|=ks

(31)
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Proof: In the following, we obtain the end-to-end asymptotic outage probability of mixed underlay
RF/FSO network when y = Qp = j» as y — oo is given by

G (m)”s, if Ng<Np?

Y

00 No : o
Paalm) =11 (%), it Ns>Np? (32)

(o+n)(%h) if N =Ng=Np?.

2) Fixed interference power constraint. For this scenario, we present the following key result.
Lemma 6. The asymptotic outage probability of cognitive sharing with TAS/ARIC of AF multihop
relaying network is given by

Polm) ~ (A <1)NS+A (l>NS 3 (33)
out\¥th) ~ 1 or 2 0, Yin

where A1 and A, are given, respectively, by

A Zgz(,\j'S)F” ) [%r(L + V_'T> + %y(L +, VJ'/T> + e/ Z(,Jbs o T(b5):|

(34)
Ns - i NR b
NS) 1/| < VIT) ]/ ( y”-) _ ( )5 VIT
Az = N ool (Lati =)+ L+j, 2L) 4 enim _nre
? ; < j [F(L ) J L b3 h; T (bs)
Lr—1 Ns+Ar+N, O/k3+1)>
L L -1 ( §T M [eJ3o)
Ns_—T _1)ks P
x Qf ° TN) Z ( ke )( 1) (k3 + 1) Z Wi (ke 7 1YWer7) . (35)
ks=0 lei=ks
Proof: Follow the same proof adopted in Lemma 2. m

For fixed interference power constraint, we obtain the end-to-end asymptotic outage probability
of mixed underlay RF/FSO network as follows:

1 Ng K Ng
(% + (3;22 ) VoS, if Ng<NpZ

Np2
Poaln) = 1 m ()77, if Ng>Np2 (36)

14

1\
(A;‘I’H‘ + ‘(1%)2 ) Voo i N=Ns=Npf.

5. Power Allocation Approach

In this section, a power allocation approach is presented in which two optimization problems are
formulated to minimize the asymptotic outage probability of the considered system for DRIC and
ARIC models, respectively. For simplicity, without loss of generality, the obtained results for the
asymptotic outage probabilities in previous sections are considered as the target functions, and
hence, the optimization problem can be formulated as follows

Pi+P2=Pr
min Poo(vn),  subjectto { Py <Ps, P» <P, (37)
MgP1 =< 1p

where P is the total allowable power for the dual-hop transmission that must be less than or equal to
the sum of the maximum allowable power at each node (i.e., Pr < Ps + P,). Based on the discussion
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in Section 1V, the asymptotic outage probability of the considered model can be re-defined as

For(rn), if Ng < Np2
Pgat,/’\,’(yth) = F;(?X(Vth) + FOO(Vth) ifNg = NDg )
Fs (vn), if Ng> Np2

where F2° (i) and F > (yn) denote the asymptotic CDFs of the RF and FSO links, respectively, with
X e {DRIC ARIC]}. It is clear that the maximum asymptotic outage probability case occurs when
N =Ngs= Nf” Therefore, we reformulated the target function of the optimization problem such as

min_ P3i () = min {F37, () + F35 (nn)}

Ng= ND1

. [ Kiyvn . Koy
= . 39
min { = + P, } (39)

It is clear that the function Pg5; ,(1n) is @ convex function as Py > 0 and P2 > 0, where K1 and K2
are given, respectively, by

OLE for DRIC and proportional Q,

A%,  for DRIC and fixedQ,

K4 (40)

@N%, for ARIC and proportional Q,

A4S, for ARIC and fixedQ,
Ko =TI%7, (41)
The constraints can be simplified further by assuming that the maximum allowable power at the

SU source (i.e. Ps) is higher than % while this assumption can not be valid for the FSO link as the

latter’s power P, has to be limited to P, for eye protection and international regulations. In practice,
the laser power P, is much less than the RF power P that cannot be ignored. Then, the problem
can be expressed as

P1 + P2 = PT
min P (vn),  subjectto § P2 < P, (42)
AgP1 < Ip.
Using Lagrangian multiplier method, we obtain the Lagrangian function:
K K
1 2

+ €1 (AgP1—Ip) + €2 (P2 — P;) (43)

where v, €1, and ¢, are Lagrangian multipliers. According to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condi-
tions, we obtain the following:

3T (P1. P2, v, €1, €2)

= ~0 (44a)
0T (P1, P2, v, €1, €2)
_ 44
oP» 0 (44D)
v(P1+P2—Pr)=0 (44c)
€1 (AgP1—1p) =0 (44d)
€2 (P2 — Pr)=0. (44e)
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Fig. 2. Outage probability for DRIC and ARIC schemes versus SNR for different atmospheric turbulence
conditions.

Then, through the simultaneous solution of the equations we obtain the optimal power allocation
P7 that is given by

e if Pr>1+P
9 g
e if L1 <Pr<2+P, andLy=min (L, L)
g g
Pi= 1Pr—Pn if Lo<Pr<3+P,andLo=min(Ly, L2) (45)
\/EPT . .
1—K1, if 0< Pr < mln(£1, ﬂz)
Wi

where P} is obtained by using P; = Pr — P%, L1 = (1 + /ﬁ—f)i—’;, and L = (1+ ,/§)P;. It can be
noticed that the optimal power allocation has different solutions according to different Pr values.

6. Numerical Results and Simulations

In this section, some numerical results are presented with Monte Carlo simulations to validate the
derived expressions. The numerical results investigate the impact of some key parameters such
as the number of SUs, the number of antennas, and the atmospheric turbulence conditions on the
system outage performance for ICs schemes. Moreover, the effect of the proposed power allocation
approach on the system performance is discussed for both DRIC and ARIC schemes.

In Fig. 2, the impact of the atmospheric turbulence conditions on the system outage probability
for both DRIC and ARIC schemes is investigated. The results study two cases that are the strong
turbulence case (i.e., « = 4.34 and B = 1.31) and the weak turbulence case (i.e., « = 7.86 and
B = 6.34). In low to medium SNR values, it can be noticed that the system outage performance for
both DRIC and ARIC is not affected by the atmospheric turbulence conditions and each scheme has
an identical performance in both cases. However, at high SNR values, both schemes are affected
by the strong turbulence conditions that results in degrading their outage performance compared to
the weak turbulence case. Moreover, it is clear that the performance of DRIC scheme outperforms
the ARIC scheme. However, at high SNR values in the case of strong turbulence conditions, both
schemes provide the same outage performance as the FSO link in this case dominates the system
performance that kills any advantage for the DRIC scheme over the ARIC scheme.
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Fig. 3. Outage probability of ARIC scheme versus SNR for different number of destinations Np.
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Fig. 4. Outage probability of DRIC scheme versus envelop correlation coefficient p; for different number
of PU sources L.

In Fig. 3, the ARIC outage performance is investigated for different number of SU destinations
at strong turbulence conditions. The results show that increasing the number of SU destination
improves the system outage probability and enhances the diversity order of the considered system.
It can be noticed that at low to medium SNR values, increasing Np does not enhance the system
outage performance as the system performance in this region is dominated by the RF links that
are independent of Np. However, at the high SNR values, increasing Np enhances the system
outage probability as the system in this region is dominated by the FSO links that depend on Np.
Moreover, the figure shows that the derived exact and asymptotic expressions match the Monte
Carlo simulations results that validate the analysis.

In Fig. 4, the effect of the envelop correlation coefficient p; on the outage performance of the
considered system with DRIC scheme is investigated. The results show that an increase in p
enhances the system outage performance as the dominant interferer is more correlated with other
interferer’'s that enhances the interference cancellation operation. Moreover, it can be noticed that
increasing the number of PU sources L degrades the system outage performance by increasing
the number of interferer’s at the relay antennas.
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Fig. 5. Outage probability of ARIC scheme versus y, 1 for different number of SU relay antennas Npg.
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Fig. 6. Optimal RF power versus SNR for different number of SU destinations Np.

For ARIC scheme, the impact of y,t on the outage performance of the considered system is
analyzed in Fig. 5. The result show that increasing y; 1 degrades the system outage performance,
as expected. Moreover, the results demonstrate that increasing the number of relay antennas Ng
enhances the system performance and increases its diversity.

Fig. 6 depicts the optimal power allocation solutions of the proposed power allocation approach
for both DRIC and ARIC schemes. It is clear that for each SNR value the optimal RF power for
the DRIC scheme is always less than that of the ARIC scheme since the performance of the DRIC
scheme is always better than the ARIC scheme as shown previously. Moreover, at high SNR values,
the results show that the optimal RF power decreases as most of the total power is used to enhance
the RF link that suffers from strong turbulence conditions. However, we can notice that increasing
the number of SU destinations Np enhances the FSO link performance, resulting in reducing the
need of optical power and pumps more power on the RF link to minimize the total outage probability.

In Fig. 7, the impact of the misalignment between the optical transmitter and receiver & on the
optimal solution of the power allocation approach is studied. The results show that increasing &,
which reflects a good alignment between the two optical nodes, enhances the FSO link performance
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Fig. 7. Optimal RF power versus SNR for different values of &.

10 % = T T T T T I I I I I I I
NG - © - Equal Power Distribution
NN —#— Optimal Power Distribution
O,
S
N
S
\
107'E N E
b\
2 \\7
3
3 \
2
& 2
g 107k €
]
=
S
] N
S
8 ¢
-3 J
107y, =0dB,Ng=3,N, =2,N =I,N=3, SRSt SERE
[)
L—3,NT—],NP—],(X—4A34,[3—]A31, “
t=1r=1 e
\\
-4

0o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40
SNR/Hop (dB)

Fig. 8. Outage probability of DRIC scheme versus SNR for both equal power and optimal power
distribution models.

and reduces the need of optical power. As a result, increasing & increases the optimal RF power
allocated for the RF link to minimize the system outage probability.

The impact of the equal power distribution and the optimal power distribution model on the
outage performance of the considered system with DRIC scheme is investigated in Fig. 8. The
results show that the performance of the proposed power allocation approach outperforms that of
the equal power distribution model. The results emphasize the importance of the proposed power
allocation approach that can be utilized to wisely distribute the total power budget between the RF
and FSO links to ensure minimum outage probability.

7. Conclusion

This paper has developed new analytical models that can be used to investigate the outage per-
formance of a mixed relaying communication with an underlay cognitive RF MIMO and a multi-
destination FSO and employing different receive IC at the relaying node. The adopted system and
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channel models have been incorporated into extensive analytical developments that have led to
closed-form expressions for the system outage performance. These results can be used to inves-
tigate the effects of cognitive radio power and interference limitations, the receive IC scheme at
the relay node, the number of multiuser RF sources, the number of FSO destinations, and the
effects of pointing errors and detection technique on the FSO link on the achieved system outage
performance. In addition, simple expressions for the end-to-end outage probability in the high SNR
regime have been derived, which have been used to clarify the system diversity and coding gains
for various scenarios of the system and channel parameters. Our results reveal that under weak at-
mospheric turbulence conditions, the system performance is dominated by RF channel, and hence
a maximum diversity gain is achieved when the peak interference power constraint Q, is propor-
tional to the maximum transmit power Qp. On the other hand, under severe atmospheric turbulence
conditions, the system performance is dominated by the FSO channel, hence the diversity gain is
a result of the minimum value of the turbulence fading and pointing error parameters.

Appendix
7.1 Proof of Lemma 1
In the following, we derive the CDF of y4 pric of (3) as follows:

Y A
F)/LDRIC(Vth) = Pr<m|n <)\_g’ QP) Mor o+ 1 = Vth)- (46)
To proceed with the analysis, we need to average over the distributions of y 1, A4 as
Qphn Q
FV1.DRIC(yth) =Pr { tor + 1 < h, Qp < Tg}
T
Qi hn Q
+Pr{—§ ,—SQ}- 47
Ag (Mot + 1) o Ag F “7)
Iz
The first summand can be evaluated as
Ql)/‘oo (Vth(z+1)>
Ii1=F,, (= Fo, | ———— ) f,,,(2)dz. 48
=Fu (o) [ R () futd (48)

With the appropriate substitutions of the distributions of Ay and y; 1ot into (48) , and with the help of
[29, 8.351.3], the term Z; can be evaluated in closed-form expression. For Z,, we have

Io = /(;OO (/;O Fkh <%I+1)> fx,_g(Y)dy) fylym,dz. (49)

o

Starting with the inner integral, by performing appropriate substitution of 4, into (49) and averaging
over the distribution of A4, the integral can be evaluated in closed-form with the help of [29, 3.351.3].
Then the outer integral can be solved by averaging over the distribution vk 1t. Next, with a careful
mathematical manipulation and applying [29, 3.471.7], the final solution of /. is obtained.

7.2 Proof of Lemma 2

For ARIC scenario, we follow the same steps as developed in Lemma 1 to derive y4 pric for the
DRIC scenario. Therefore, we need to evaluate y» aric by re-expressing Z1 and Z, in (48) and (49),
respectively, for ARIC scheme. The only difference from Lemma 1 is to average over the distribution
of ARIC as expressed in (11) instead of the distribution of DRIC as in (9). Therefore, the integral
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term Z; can be expressed as

>0 1
n=F, (o) [ R (M) e
nT

nr yn(z + 1) -
[ () e 50)

where f,,./"(2) and f,, " (2) are given, respectively, by

fonr(z) = ! (;)LA 2t (51)
s T(La) \ %
and
= o (L) e
+ e/ LZ <71—')Lz‘*1. (52)
h=2 r L)

On appropriately substituting the distributions of A5 and y, 1ot into (48) and utilizing [29, 3.381.1] and
[29, 3.381.2], the first and second integrals are evaluated in closed-from expressions, respectively.
After evaluating Z1, we turn our attention to Z,, and we have

AT

1
P

]
F,, <Vthy (z+1)

- ) m(y)dy) fy(2)02. (53)

Starting with the inner integral, by performing appropriate substitution of 4, into (53) and averaging
it over the distribution of A4, the inner integral i.e., 73 integral is evaluated in closed-form with the
help of [29, 3.351.3] as

N L—-1
L S

7= e o (e )O 2 () e

ki

N =1 Q, p2—1 F(Mz)
x ) Mf( ) exp (_Q_P¢> k; rk+1)

leil=ks
Q\K 71\ exp (—%’ )
(O
P (1 + %"z)
Then, the outer integral can be solved by averaging over the distribution y 1ot @s

L& N b S (L =1\ T(ks + 1)
fz=r<~>ag§(k1)<—‘> (e )V

ks=0

1 AN —1 Q p2—1 F(M)
x 2w (sz_> e (‘o_;,q’) 2 e

Vol. 9, No. 2, April 2017 7902722



IEEE Photonics Journal Outage Analysis of Mixed Underlay Cognitive RF MIMO

To evaluate the above integrals, we perform change of variable u = (1 +

_ _O/k10
X <&>k<1>m ‘ /‘”T exP( Qr z) fZ=n7(2)dz
Qp ¢ 0 (1 +%,z>(ﬂz—k) Vel tot
o exp (—QC’)—’:QZ) .
+/ TN 9 T pmnry | (55)
i

, (1 n ,%,z)(usz) Vit

k1o

3 z) and on applying

[29, 3.471.7], the final solution of Z, is obtained. To this end, after evaluating Z1 and Z,, the desired
results for Lemma 2 are obtained.
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