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ABSTRACT This paper is concerned with the spectrum sensing problem for cognitive radio networks with
correlated receiving multiple antennas in the time-varying fading channel. We first consider the scenario that
all the antennas have the same noise variance and present a generalized real-valued weighted-covariance-
based detection (GRWCD) method. In particular, we derive the distribution of the GRWCD statistic under
the null hypothesis, which allows us to develop the theoretical decision threshold for a given false alarm
probability. Besides, we derive the distribution of the GRWCD statistic under the alternative hypothesis,
which enables us to provide a mathematical expression for the detection probability as well as the theoretical
receiver operating characteristic. Meanwhile, we consider a more general scenario of unequal per-antenna
noise variances and present a modified GRWCD method as well as the theoretical expressions of the decision
threshold. The simulation results are provided to verify the accuracy of the derived results and show that the
proposed two methods are capable of providing performance improvement over several advanced methods
in the literature.

INDEX TERMS Spectrum sensing, correlated receiving multiple antennas, time-varying fading channel,

cognitive radio network.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cognitive radio (CR) based communication networks have
been put forward as a promising paradigm for designing
the upcoming fifth-generation wireless networks, due to
its unprecedented advantage in spectral efficiency [1]-[4].
The key concept of CR is to allow unlicensed secondary
users (SUs) to opportunistically access the licensed bands
originally allocated to the licensed primary users (PUs), when
no communication activity is needed for PUs. To use the
licensed bands scrupulously without interfering the PUs,
the SUs should firstly probe the activity states of PUs
within a given sensing time through spectrum sensing (SS)
procedure.

Nowadays, there have been many detection meth-
ods for spectrum sensing [5]-[7]. Traditional methods
include energy detection (ED) [8]-[12], matched filter
detection (MFD) [13]-[15] and cyclostationarity feature

The associate editor coordinating the review of this manuscript and
approving it for publication was Xiaofei Wang.

VOLUME 7, 2019

detection (CFD) [16]-[19]. Each method may be preferable
compared with others, depending on the available resources,
information and the environment conditions. For example,
when the SU has prior information regarding the PU’s signal
characteristics, the MFD is considered to be an optimal
coherent detection method for detecting the PU. However,
obtaining prior information about the transmitted signal
is unworkable in most practical applications. If there is
a priori knowledge available regarding the cyclic frequency
of the PU’s signal, the CFD is a popular choice for SS.
However, its performance heavily relies on the accurate
knowledge of cyclic frequency, a small cyclic frequency
offset can lead to significant performance degradation. Also,
the CFD method suffers a high computational complexity,
which hinders its application in real time detection. Unlike
the above two detection methods, ED does not require any
priori information about the PU’s signal and moreover, it has
the lowest computational complexity among these methods.
Despite its advantages, howbeit ED requires the exact knowl-
edge of noise variance to calculate the decision threshold.
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Otherwise, it suffers from severe performance degradation
in the presence of noise uncertainty due to the SNR wall
phenomenon [20].

When multiple antennas are available at the SU, the detec-
tors can overcome the aforementioned limitations, such as
the maximum-minimum eigenvalue (MME) [21], covari-
ance absolute value (CAV) [22], covariance Frobenius
norm (CFN) [22], arithmetic-to-geometric mean (AGM) [23],
scaled largest eigenvalue (SLE) [24], locally most power-
ful invariant test (LMPIT) [25], Hadamard ratio test [26],
volume-based detection (VD) [27], [28] and eigenvalue
moment ratio (EMR) [29] methods have been proposed
without any prior knowledge and can deliver desirable
performance. Whereas, these detection methods focused
mainly on time-invariant channels (i.e., channel state remains
unchanged during a sensing period), and may not perform
well in time-varying channels. Stemming from this point,
Jin et al. [30] studied the SS problem for CR network with
correlated receiving multiple antennas in a time-varying
fading channel, and based on the CAV method, a weighted-
covariance-based detection (WCD) method was proposed
in their work. Moreover, they showed that the WCD
method can achieve significant performance improvements
in comparison with the CAV and CFN methods. However,
the WCD method involves huge complex computations. Fur-
thermore, although an expression for the detection probability
was presented in [30], but was not given in closed form.
Toward this end, in our earlier work [31], we converted
the complex-valued SS problem described by [30] into the
real-valued SS problem and proposed a reduced-complexity
real-valued WCD (RWCD) method. Moreover, we derived
an asymptotic closed-form expression of the detection prob-
ability to gain further insights into the RWCD method and
demonstrated that the RWCD method achieved almost the
same performance as the original WCD method, but with
a lower computational cost. However, the RWCD method
is derived under the assumption of uniform noise variances
across the antennas, in practice, such an assumption may not
hold because the SU receivers are usually uncalibrated.

Motivated by the above researches, this paper focuses on
the SS problem for CR networks with correlated receiving
multiple antennas in time-varying fading channels. To sum
up, the main contribution of this work is twofold.

1) We first consider the scenario where the noise at all
antennas have the same variance, and develop a general-
ized RWCD (GRWCD) method for such a scenario. The
distributions of the GRWCD statistic under the null and
alternate hypotheses are first derived. With the derived
distributions, we present the theoretical expressions of
the decision threshold and detection probability for the
proposed method, which can help bring insights to the
theoretical findings. Also, we show that the RWCD
method given in [31] can be regarded as a special case
of our proposed one.

2) In particular, we consider the scenario that the noise
variances at all antennas are non-uniform, which was
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not considered in our earlier work [31], and a modified
GRWCD (MGRWCD) method is proposed.
Finally, experimental results reveal that the proposed two
methods are capable of providing performance improvement
over several advanced methods in the literature, including the
RWCD method.

Notation: The operations ~, | - |, (-)* and (-)7 indicate
“distributed as”, absolute value, conjugate operator and
vector transpose, respectively. E[x] and D[x] = E[x?] —

E?[x] represent the statistical expectation and variance of
random variable x, respectively. A'(11,, 0%) denotes the real
Gaussian distribution with mean w, and covariance o2,
CN(itc, T) stands for the circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian (CSCG) distribution with mean . and covari-
ance X. Iy and 0y, are the M x M identity matrix and
M x 1 zero column vector, respectively. a,,, denotes the
(m, n)th element of a matrix A. The positive odd integer and
nonnegative even integer are denoted by O and E, respec-
tively. I'(-) and ®(, -; -) are the gamma and Kummer’s con-
fluent hypergeometric functions [32], respectively. The real
and imaginary parts of e are denoted by ¢” and ¢/, respectively.
diag{x} denote the diagonal matrix with diagonal elements
from vector x.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

A. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

We consider a CR network that consists of a one-antenna PU
and an M-antenna SU operating over time-varying Rayleigh
fading channels, in which SS is performed by the SU to
identify the presence or absence of the PU’s signal in a given
spectrum band. Let denote the hypotheses of the idleness and
activeness of the PU by Ho and 7, respectively. Assume
that each antenna collects K samples within a sensing time,
the received signal vector r(k) € CM*! at the SU can then be
expressed by

Ho: rk) = w(k),

k=1,....K, (1)
Hi: r(k) =hk)sk) + wik),

where k is the time index, s(k) ~ CN(0, 0?2) is the trans-
mitted signal from the PU, and h(k) ~ CN(0y,o}®)
denotes the Rayleigh fading channel vector from the PU to
the SU, in which ® and th denote the receive-side corre-
lation matrix and channel power, respectively. Additionally,
wk) € CM>! ig the additive CSCG noise vector with
mean zero and unknown diagonal covariance matrix R,, =
diag{aﬁl, on%z, A UV%M}. IfR,, = ov%IM, the noise variances
at all antennas are uniform, otherwise non-uniform. Without
loss of generality, s(k), h(k) and w(k) are assumed to be

statistically independent of each other. The received signal-
Maszah2

to-noise ratio (SNR) in power ratio is defined as TR,

where tr(R,,) denote the trace of R,,.

B. CHANNEL MODEL
In this work, we consider the spatial correlation between
antenna elements at SU, and the exponential model is
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adopted here to describe such spatial correlation. As a result,
the (m, n)th element of the receive-side correlation matrix ®
is given by [33]

&, m>n,

n—m <
omnzip P ET =M, @)

where p (0 < p < 1) is a real-valued correlation
coefficient between two neighboring antennas. With this,
the spatially correlated Rayleigh fading channel h(k) can be
modeled as [31]

hk) = ®'/*h(k), k=1,...,K, 3)

where ®'/2 is the matrix square root of ®, and ii(k) ~
CN(0y, 1)) is an independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) CSCG random vector.

IlIl. GENERALIZED REAL-VALUED WEIGHTED
COVARIANCE-BASED DETECTOR

A. SUGGESTED METHOD I: GRWCD

The method presented in this subsection assume that the

noises at all antennas have the same variance a (.e., 021 =

GV%Z = ... = UV%M = O’M%) In our previous work [31],
the complex—valued SS problem described by (1) were con-

verted into real-valued SS problem, as given by

" { (k) = w (k).
ri(k) = wi(k);
)

o 1’ (k) = W (k)s" (k) — hik)si(k) + w' (k),
b ri(k) = W (k)s'(k) + hi(k)s” (k) + wick).

where r’(k) and ri(k) are the real and imaginary parts
of the received signal vector r(k), respectively. Under H,
r’(k) and ri(k) are independent, both have zero mean and
covariance matrix (av%/Z)IM. While, under H1, r’" (k) and
ri(k) are uncorrelated, both have zero mean and covariance
matrix (o /2)<I> + (o / 2)I;. Notice form the above that
the covariance matrlces of r"(k) and ri(k) differ between
the hypotheses o and #;, which can be used to detect
the presence of PU’s signals. To lay the groundwork for the
proposed method, in the following, we will first recall the
RWCD method [31] for the SS problem in (4).

In [31], the sample covariance matrix from the K received
signal vectors is first computed, as given by

N 1 K P P T ; ; T
Azﬁg[r (k)(r (k)) —i—r(k)(r(k)) } (5)

Then, the estimated power of the observed signal is com-
puted as follows:

JPS
2 = 7 Z amn, (©6)
m=n

where &y is the (m, n)th element of A.
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Later, the estimated elements a,,(m < n) and weight
coefficients wy(I = 1, ..., M — 1) are computed as

/ amn
= dmn 7
A &v12/ @)
> (8)
n—m=lI

Finally, the test statistic and decision rule of the RWCD are
given as follows:

M1
Tr=)_ (w, > |amn) > Ag, 9)
=1 n—m=I
where Ay is the decision threshold of the RWCD method.
By adding a power operation p (0 < p < 1) on |d,,,|,
we now propose a GRWCD method as follow:

M—1
Tg 2 Z <w, Z ld, | ) AG, (10)
=1 n—m=lI Ho
where T and Ag are the test statistic and decision thresh-
old of the proposed GRWCD method, respectively. Careful
inspection of (15) reveals that the RWCD method in [31] can
be viewed as a special case our proposed one when p = 1.
Moreover, as we will shown in our simulations, the proposed
GRWCD method is capable of outperforming the RWCD

method.

B. SUGGESTED METHOD II: MGRWCD

It can be observed that, for the RWCD and GRWCD methods,
the estimated elements a),,, in (7) are based on the assumption
that the noise variances at all antennas must be equal, other-
wise, they cannot offer a high sensing performance. In this
subsection, to relax such a assumption, we consider a more
general scenario that the noises at different antennas have
unequal variances (i.e., ovzvl #* O’vzvz * ... F# O'V%M), and
present an MGRWCD method here.

Step 1: The first step is the same as that in (5);

Step 2: Compute the square root of the estimated power dy;;,
at the mth antenna via

Owm = V Amm;

Step 3: Compute the estimated elements c,,,(m < n) via

m=1,...,M. (11)

/ &mn
Com = = (12)
m OwmOwn
Step 4: Compute the weight coefficients 7;(I = 1,...,
M — 1) via
> (13)
n—m=lI

Step 5: After the above four steps, the test statistic and deci-
sion rule of the MGRWCD method are given by

M—1
ESY (n > |c,,m) A, (14)
Ho

=1 n—m=I

where Ay is the decision threshold of the MGRWCD
method.
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IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
For facilitating the development of the theoretical analysis,
the following Proposition 1 is introduced.

Proposition 1: Suppose that n ~ N(u,02) is a
real Gaussian random variable with mean p and vari-
ance o2. Then, for a nonnegative integer ¢ and real number
£ (0 < £ < 1), the expectation of n4|n|% is given as follow.

1):If g € O4,

12
frgt1y e 5 TG tat 1)
NEEE

E[nnf] = no

(§+q+2 3 uz)
g R S
2 27202

2): If g € Ey,

ey DL
—¢< 9 9
2’2 202

E+q 1 /Lz)
T

E [ﬂq|77| ] — gétip T

Proof: Case 1: For a positive odd integer g, we have

(U0t w?

E[nnl*] = \/— e 5 dn
210
579 + 2
:22()"5’E qe_;z[/oo $+qen+\fwd7]
v 0

I
© V2nu
_/ €+qe—?7 - '" dn:l_ (15)
0

1)

Solving the integral terms I; and [, with the aid

of [32, eq.(20)]

/oo v ,UZ,,]yd 2*(v+1)/2r( +1) V2/8D ( 4 )
n'e n= v e =1l —=,
0 ’ V2

where
0 1 22
D 20/2¢ 72/4[_«/? (-5, 5%
o) r(#) ( 2°2 2)
V27 (1—0 3_z2>]
r-%) 2 "2’ 2

Then, after a lengthy mathematical manipulations, we attain
the desired expression for E[n9|n|].

Case 2: For a nonnegative even integer g, referring to the
fact that E [17]n|*] = E [|n|**9], we have [32]

e+g I'( +q+1)

E[ndin|é §+4] = 5étan
[17n*] =E[Inl**] = o 7
1 2
Xq)(_fﬂ,_;_ﬂ_),
2 2 202
(16)
To this end, we complete the proof of Proposition 1. ]
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A. PERFORMANCE OF Tg
Based on the assumption that the noise variances are equal,
we will derive the distributions of the GRWCD statistic under
the null and alternate hypotheses in the following.

Lemma 1: For sufficiently large K and M, the distribution
of the test statistic 7 under the hypothesis #( can be approx-
imated as follows:

TaIHo ~ N (0.08). (17)
where og is given by
, 1 2
o) = MM = Dbs + MM — (M — 2)bsby
1
+ MM — M =M — 3)b3b?

T+ %M(M — 1)(M — 2)b3b, (18)

in which by = /=L T (&), by = /LT, by =

2p+3
sk ba =/ LS T(ER) and bs = |/ 4T (32

Proof: For convenience of analysis, we let 77 =
wi > la,,IP. Accordingly, the test statistic 7 can be
[n—m|=I
rewritten as Tg = Z?i Tl Ti. Because the random vari-
ables {d,,,,m < n} ~ N (O, %) under hypothesis Hg
are independent [31]. Consequently, {7;,/ = 1,...,.M —
1} are also independent. Therefore, we have E[Tg|Ho] =
SV ELTiIHo] and D[TgIHol = Y17' DITiIHo]. With
the Proposition 1, we can derive the expectations of 7; and 772
as follow:

ElTiHol =B | [wi > la},l
| |n—m|=I
=E| Y du| X lanl
_\n—ml:l [n—m|=l
=0 (19)
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Combing (19) and (20) yields

D[Tj|Hol = (M — 1) x [bs +2(M — I — 1)bab
+ M —1—1)M —1 —2)b3b?
+ (M — 1 — Dbsbs], 2D
where by = NK,,F(” ), b ”sz 2, by = L
b4 = JTKP+2 F(p ) and bS HK21)+2 (2p+%)
As a consequence, the variance of Tg|H is given by
M-1
= Y DITilHo]

=1

= %M(M — 1)bs + %M(M — 1)(M — 2)bsb;
1
+ MM — DM =M — 3)b3b?
+ %M(M — 1)(M — 2)b3by. (22)

Thus, the proof is complete. [ |
With a given false alarm probability Py, the decision
threshold Ag can be theoretically calculated by

6 =000 (Pr), (23)

in which og =,/ 002 denotes the standard deviation, Q_l(-) is
the inverse function of Q(-) and

0(x) = ¥ 2y, (24)

7l

—— Theory

°
m
°
m

M-8

°
=

False Alarm Probability
S

False Alarm Probability
° o
= >

°
o
5
o
R

ws/’

-1.01  -071 -041 -011 019 049 079 -047  -032 017 002 013 028 043
(a) (b)

FIGURE 1. Theoretical decision threshold versus simulated decision
threshold for the proposed GRWCD method, where K = 200 and
=(5,8)(a)p=1/4; (b)p=1/2.

In Fig. 1, we compare the theoretical decision threshold
derived in (23) with the simulated decision threshold. It can
be seen from Fig. 1 that the theoretical results track simulated
results quite well, which confirms our analysis.

Detection Probability: In general, it is difficult to derive
an accurate expression for the detection probability under the
hypothesis # since the random variables

{d),,, m < n} ~ N(ﬂ 2lK> (25)

1_‘_SNR

are no longer independent [31]. Howbeit these ran-

dom variables {a),,.,m < n} under at low SNR are
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approximately independent. By applying the central limit
theorem, we have the following lemma 2.

Lemma 2: Under the hypothesis #Hj, with sufficiently
large K and M, the statistic T at low SNR regime approxi-
mately follows the Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

TolM1 ~ N (wrom oo, ) (26)
where
M-1
nrgy = ElTgMil = Y EITHl,  @27)
=1
M—-1
ot = DITGIHil= Y DITIHil.  (28)
=1
inwhich Tj|H; =w; Y. |d,,|” and
n—m=l
E[7iH1]
3 202F(U+2) pP+3 3. u
= l)(ma1 rE o(5= 5 2012>

T o p 1
M—1—Dwol2t—2"0( -2, -3 ——L
¢ i) Jr ( 2°2 20‘2>

pn*lﬂ l
5% Moreover,

+—— and oy =
14+ =+
SNR

with yu; =

DITi[H1]
= (M =) x (g1 + (M =1 = V(g2 + 213 + 2811
+2gi5) + (M — 1 — )M — 1 —2)(gi6 + 817
+4gig) + (M — 1 = (M — 1 = 2)M 1 = 3)gu9)

—E*[T|H1l,
where
42 s 421 w?
JT 2 2 20

gn = (uf +01)<

2
] 2 2
» 52T +2) (p+3 3 u
= pZ 21) 2612 qD( y T L ) )
813 (Mlo.l ¢ F(P‘gz) 2 2 20’2

2p+222[7+2r( )¢>(_p+2 1 Ml)

814 = ﬁ 5 '’ 2(7
F<’%1>¢(_lz 1 _M_?)
G 23 "22)
2
20y —z’f,—’lzr(szrz) <2p+3 3 u,)
2 1
rest p 1wy
g6 = (i +01)< ( S5 ——2) :
JT 22 207
(—2p+1) 1 ,ulz
= 217— — D, =y — )v
g = ulo} P 207
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2
Lad] 2

» 2l (P+2) (p+3 3 1
=) o
ref  p 1l uf
SO (i L _py
ﬁ 22 20}
+1 2 2
o = (o2 M (-2, 1 )
I\ T 22" 202
Proof: See Appendix. [ |

Then, based on (26), the detection probability P, for the
proposed GRWCD method is obtained as

)"G - MTG\’Hl ) (29)

OTgI M,

Pd=Q<

B. PERFORMANCE OF Ty,
Based on the assumption that the noises at all antennas have
different variances, the goal of this subsection is to derive
the distribution of the test statistic Tys|Ho, as given by the
following Lemma 3.

Lemma 3: For sufficiently large K and M, the distribution
of the test statistic Tj; under the hypothesis o can be approx-
imated as follows:

Ty [Ho ~ N (0, 002), (30)

where O’g is defined in (18).

Proof: Under the assumption of unequal per-antenna
noise variances, we let 7/ (k) and r; (k) denote the mth and
nth element of the received signal vector r” (k), respectively.

Conditioned on Ho, {ri,(k) = wh(k)} ~ N(0, 24) and
2
{ ry(k) = wZ(k)} ~ N(0, 0‘2”’ ). Consequently, we have

02
E [wh,(kwh(k)] = %S(m —n) (31)

and
E [wy, (ow,yws,, (kow!, (k)|

= E [w], (kw0 E W), (ow!, ()] + E [wh,tow”, (k)]
x E [wZ(k)wZ, (k)] +E [an(k)w;/(k)] E [W,’n,(k)wfl(k)]

After some manipulations, we obtain

E [w),(wy (ow,, (kyw!, (k)]
2

3(%) o on=n=m=m;

— 152 o2 (32)
—ownfw”, (m=m') #@n=n;
0, others.

As aresult, for m # n, we obtain

2

E [ (r (k)] = ULz’%(m —n), (33)
(72 (72
D[r,, (k)ry, (k)] = % (34
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Similarly, we also have
2

i i o,
E[mrio] = =52a0m = (35)
2 2
DIr! (k)ri (k)] = W‘ 6

Hence, for m # n, according to central limit theorem (CLT),
we have

K
. 1 . .
= 5 [r,g(k)r,;(k) + r,’,,(k)r,;(k)}
k=1
v%mg)%n
~ 0, 37
N e (37)
Then,! we have
1
- ~N(o, ﬁ) m # n. (38)

It can be found that, when the number of samples K is
large enough, the random variables {a/,,,m < n} and

{c},n» m < n} under hypothesis 7o have the same distribution
N (0, %) Therefore, the rest of the proof is the same as that
in Lemma 1. Consequently, for sufficiently large K and M,

we have Ty [Ho ~ N (0, 002). [ ]

°
©
°
®

°
>

P,

M=8

°
=

False Alarm Probability
2
=

False Alarm Probability

,M:/ 02 ws/’

°
IS

-101  -071 -041 -041 019 049 079 -047  -032  -017  -0.02 0.13 0.28 0.43

(a) (b)

FIGURE 2. Theoretical decision threshold versus simulated decision
threshold for the proposed MGRWCD method, where K = 200 and
M ={(5,8)(a)p=1/4; (b)p=1/2.

As a result, the decision threshold Ay; of the MGRWCD
method can be calculated by using (23). In Fig. 2, we depict
the theoretical decision threshold versus simulated decision
threshold for the proposed MGRWCD method, where the
noise variances are set as [0 — 1 1.2 — 0.8 0.6]dB for
the case of M = 5, while the noise variances are set as
[-101.5 —0.5 —1.81 —0.6 1.4]dB for the case of M = 8.
It can be clearly seen that the simulated thresholds match well
with theoretical results, thus validating our analysis.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
With the aforementioned mathematical derivations and theo-
retical analysis, we present experimental results to evaluate
the detection performance of the proposed GRWCD and
MGRWCD methods in this section.

Ut is readily to verify that, {.2,,/02,, }fnl: |~ N (l, %), where 62,
denotes the true noise power at the mth antenna. When K — oo, U»%m can

be approximately replaced by &v%m.
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A. THE PERFORMANCE OF GRWCD METHOD

Fig. 3(a)-(d) show the theoretical (green “o” points) and
simulated (solid line) receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
curves of “p = 1/4, M = 5", “p = 1/4, M = 87,
“p=1/2,M = 5" and “p = 1/2, M = 8” settings,
respectively, in which p = 0.5, K = 400 and SNR =
{—17, —15, —13, —11}dB. From Fig. 3, we can see that the
results obtained by Monte Carlo simulations are quite tight
with the theoretical ones in the low SNR regime, validating
the theoretical analysis that has been derived in (29).

o-0-0-0- 23 B-6-0-87H0C

o
o0 0° 0O o O ."
0 095

o 0% o
O o O o
O O B
' o
oY TsNR=-11d8
SNR = -13.dB

0.8

SNR=-11dB

SNR =-13dB
SNR = -15 dB.

Detection Probability
Detection Probability

SNR =-11dB
SNR =-13dB
SNR = -15dB.

TR =178

SNR=-11dB
SNR =-13dB

SNR=-15dB

Detection Probability
Detection Probability

© X . . ) o

FIGURE 3. Theoretical ROC versus MC ROC, where K = 400 and
SNR = {-17,-15,-13, -11}dB: (a) p=1/4,M = 5; (b) p = 1/4, M = 8;
(C)p: 1/2,M=5;(d)p= |/2,M=3.

°
®
®

©

- = GRWCD(p=1/4) - = GRWCD(p=1/4)
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FIGURE 4. P4 versus SNR at P = 0.05, where K = 500: (a) p = 0.4,
M=5;(b)p=08M=1.

Performance Comparisons: Now, we perform numerical
simulations to compare the performance of the following
five methods: our proposed GRWCD with p = {1/4, 1/2},
RWCD, EMR, VD and CAV. Considering the comparison
fairness, the decision thresholds and false alarm probabilities
of all the considered methods are obtained by simulation,
each result is obtained by averaging over 10° Monte Carlo
runs. Fig. 4 shows the detection probability P, against SNR
for all compared methods, under “p = 04, M = 57
and “p = 0.8, M = 7, respectively. The following
observations can be made: 1) The proposed GRWCD method
deliver the best performance among these compared meth-
ods in all scenarios. 2) The detection probabilities of all
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FIGURE 5. (a) Pg4 versus K at SNR = —15 dB, where M =5, p = 0.6 and
Ps = 0.05; (b) P4 versus p at SNR = —14 dB, where M =5,
K = {400, 500, 600}, p = 0.6 and P = 0.05.

the considered methods increase as the SNR increases. This
is because the power of h(k)s(k) increases when SNR is
increased, leading to substantial performance improvement.
3) By comparing Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we can notice that the
performance of all methods are improved by increasing the
correlation parameter p. This is because all methods utilize
the correlation between receive antennas to distinguish the
primary signal from noise, consequently, the increase of p
brings performance improvements to all considered methods.
To further illustrate the performance of the proposed method,
Fig.5 (a) depicts the detection probabilities of all compared
methods with respect to the number of samples K, where
M =5, Py =0.05, p =0.6, SNR = —15dB and K varies
from 400 to 1800. Notice from Fig. 5 (a) that, the performance
of all methods improves as K increases, and our proposed
method offer the best performance among all. In particular,
the proposed method always outperforms the RWCD method.
The reason may be that, in the low SNR regime, a power
operation p (0 < p < 1) can understate the signal component
in the received samples when the PU is present.

The impact of the power operation p on the behavior of
the proposed detector is shown in Fig. 5 (b), where Py, =
0.05, M = 5, K = {400,500, 600}, p = 0.6, SNR =
—14 dB, and p varies from 0.1 to 1. As we can see that,
in general, the performance of the proposed method degrades
as p increases.

B. THE PERFORMANCE OF MGRWCD METHOD
In this subsection, we compare the proposed MGRWCD
method with the CAV method [22], the LMPIT method [25],
the Hadamard method [26], the VD method [28], and the
RWCD method [31] in terms of the detection probability.
Figs. 6(a)-6(d) depict the detection probability P; versus
SNR for all compared methods with Py = 0.05, where the
noise variances are [0 —11.2 —0.80.6]dBand[—-101.5 —
0.5 —1.81 —0.6 1.4]dB in Figs. 6(a)-6(b) and Figs. 6(c)-6(d),
respectively. As expected, the MGRWCD method signifi-
cantly outperforms the RWCD method. The reason is that the
RWCD method is derived under the assumption of uniform
noise variances across the antennas. Thus its performance can
degrade under such non-uniform noise conditions. Moreover,
our method, MGRWCD, significantly outperforms the other
methods.
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FIGURE 6. P4 versus SNR at P; = 0.05, where: (a) p = 0.5, M =5 and
K =300; (b) p = 0.5, M = 5 and K = 600; (c) p=0.8, M = 8 and
K =300; (d) p = 0.8, M = 8 and K = 600.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, by adding a power operation p on the RWCD
method, we develop two generalized real-valued weighted-
covariance-based detection (GRWCD) methods for cognitive
radio network with correlated receiving multiple antennas.
In addition, we also derive the theoretical expression of the
decision threshold for the proposed two methods, and the
accuracy of the derived results are supported by simula-
tions. Numerical results reveal that the proposed two methods
can attain performance improvement compared with several
advanced methods in the literature.

APPENDIX

PROOF OF THE LEMMA 2

Following a similar derivation procedure given in [31],
we derive the expectation of 7;2 |#H, as follows.

2 2
2 / /
e[ ] =E|( 3 du) (X2 0
n—m=I n—m=I
_ ’ ’
_E|: Z myny Z Dimany
ny—my=l np—mp=l
/ /
* Ll T el 09
n3—m3=lI ng—my=I
Notice that the expression of
/ / ’ p ’ D
DR DN D A I D
ny—m=I ny—mo=I n3—m3=I ng—mgy=I

includes (M — I)* elements, each of them is the prod-
uct of four random variables, and these elements can
be divided into nine different groups according to their

statistical expectations. As proved in [31], {a),,,m

n = I} ~ ,/\/'( Pll ’%) Thus, we have
[
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tional convenience, we let y; = 1+p —and oy =,/ % in the

following.
The first group comprised of M — [ elements, and the four
random variables meet

d =d =d =d 40)

ming mony m3n3 many*

By setting g = 2 and £ = 2p in the Proposition 1, we obtain

/ 20 7 2
g1 = E [ @y, 7]
2p+3
w2 ['(F57)
— 0,2[7"1'22 > 2
! Jr

The second group comprised of (M — I)(M — [—I) elements,
and the four random variables meet

(a:nlnl = a’/712n2) 75 (a;’ﬂ3n3 = a;’14n4)' (41)

By setting ¢ = 0, & = 2p in the Proposition 1, and using the
fact that E [(a}, ,)*] = u? + o, we have

(_2p+2 1__#_12)
2 72 202/

gn=E [(a;nlnl)2|a;n3n3|21’]
= E | (@) | B[ 1,0, ]

2p+1 2
2, 2 w2 TC5) AR
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The third group comprised of 2(M — I)(M — [—I) elements,
and the four random variables meet

(a;”lnl = a;'l3n3) # (a;nznz = a:n4n4); (42)

23 502

= (u} + o)

or

(a:”l"l = a’/714n4) 75 (a;nznz = a;rl3n3)' (43)

Then, by setting ¢ = 1 and £ = p in the Proposition 1, we get

g3 =E [(a;nlnl)a;nznz|a;n3n3 Ip|a;ﬂ4n4 |p]
= E2 [a;nlnl |a;n1n1 |p]
o TG+ p+3 3 PN
wiol27e i 2 d>( > ,E;—z) .
F(T) 20’1

The fourth group comprised of 2(M — I)(M — [—I) elements,
and the four random variables meet

(a:"ﬂll = a:nznz = a;nsng) 7& (a;n4n4); (44)

or
(@ = Gongny = Grngng) 7 (Wprany)- (45)
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Then, letting g = 0, = p+2andg = 0,& = p in the
Proposition 1, respectively, we have

/
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The fifth group comprised of 2(M — I)(M — [—I) elements,
and the four random variables
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The sixth group comprised of(M — )(M — [-1)(M — ] — 2)
elements, and the four random variables meet

(a;nlnl = a;ﬂznz) ;é a;n3n3 ;é a;n4n4' (48)

Using the fact that E [(amml)z] ,ulz + 0'12 and letting g = 0
and £ = p in the Proposition 1, we have
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Thus, the variance of 7; under #; is derived as
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