
1398 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL INFORMATICS, VOL. 13, NO. 3, JUNE 2017
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Abstract—Cognitive radio significantly mitigates the
spectrum scarcity for various applications built on wireless
communication. Current techniques on mobile cognitive
ad hoc networks (MCADNs), however, cannot be directly
applied to time-critical applications due to channel inter-
ference, node mobility as well as unexpected primary user
activities. In multichannel multiflow MCADNs, it becomes
even worse because multiple links potentially interfere with
each other. In this paper, we propose a delay-minimized
routing (DMR) protocol for multichannel multiflow MCADNs.
First, we formulate the DMR problem with the objective of
delay minimization. Next, we propose a delay prediction
model based on a conflict probability. Finally, we design
the minimized path delay as a routing metric, and propose
a heuristic joint routing and channel assignment algorithm
to solve the DMR problem. Our DMR can find out the path
with a minimal end-to-end (e2e) delay for time-critical data
transmission. NS2-based simulation results demonstrate
that our DMR protocol significantly outperforms related
proposals in terms of average e2e delay, throughput, and
packet loss rate.

Index Terms—Channel assignment, delay prediction,
mobile cognitive radio network, routing, signal collision.

I. INTRODUCTION

W IRELESS communication is steadily increasing in var-
ious applications because it can offer several Advan-
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Fig. 1. Motivation scenario for our DMR protocol. (a) Joint routing and
channel assignment. (b) Delay-minimized routing.

tages over traditional wired communication systems such as
enhanced physical mobility and fewer infrastructure require-
ments [1]. Unfortunately, with the rapid growth of wireless ap-
plications, channel competition is becoming more and more
serious due to the severe scarcity in the unlicensed spectrum.
Cognitive radio is a promising technique to improve the ef-
ficiency of a licensed spectrum by the dynamic spectrum ac-
cess. In mobile cognitive ad hoc networks (MCADNs), sec-
ondary users (SUs) frequently sense activities of primary users
(PUs) and opportunistically access idle licensed channels of
PUs [2].

The uncertainty of PUs’ activities, cochannel interference
among SUs, and node mobility in MCADNs significantly
affect the delay and reliability of time-critical applications.
In multichannel multiflow MCADNs, it becomes even worse
because multiple links potentially interfere with each other,
which prevents MCADNs from real-time applications with
a specified delay [3]. When a traffic accident occurs, a new
navigation path should be sent to neighboring cars as soon as
possible, for example, otherwise more cars will be blocked
around the accident point.

To minimize the end-to-end (e2e) delay, we have to ad-
dress two key issues in the design of routing protocols. First,
routing and channel assignment should be jointly considered
[4] because available channels of SUs are location- and time-
dependent. As shown in Fig. 1, there are eight secondary users
SUs , SU1–SU6 , and SUd and three primary users PU1 , PU2 , and
PU3 in an MCADN. At this moment, PU1 , PU2 , and PU3 are
sending packets using their licensed channels c1 , c2 , and c3 , re-
spectively. Simultaneously, a delay-sensitive flow fk needs to be
transmitted from SUs to SUd . Suppose each SU can cover only
its direct neighboring nodes, there are three path candidates
for fk : Pfk

1 =SUs→SU1→SU2→SUd , Pfk

2 =SUs→SU4→
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SU6→SUd , and Pfk

3 =SUs→SU3→ SU5→SUd . Since SUs
should not interfere with any PU, SU2 has no available channel
currently. As a result, Pfk

1 cannot be selected for fk . Instead, Pfk

2

and Pfk

3 can be respectively assigned the following interference-
free channels such that Pfk

2 =SUs
c2−→SU4

c3−→SU6
c1−→SUd and

Pfk

3 =SUs
c1−→SU3

c3−→SU5
c2−→SUd , as shown in Fig. 1(a).

Second, it is also indispensable to set up a delay estima-
tion model to capture a cochannel interference. Once again,
for the above two candidate paths Pfk

2 and Pfk

3 , we need
an accurate delay model to decide which one is better in
terms of the e2e delay. In Fig. 1(b), let the e2e delay of
the two paths be D

P
f k
2

=104 + 92 + 104=300 and D
P

f k
3

=

92 + 92 + 92=276 ms. In this case, we should select Pfk

3
as the path of fk , which integratedly considers the above
two issues.

In recent years, the cross-layer design has been studied in
the wireless networking for throughput optimization [5], [6],
reliability guarantee [7], QoS-aware communication [8], and
so on. Some researchers also proposed effective transmission
time [9], [10] and spectrum switching delay [11] to control
the e2e delay, based on cross-layer interactions. Unfortunately,
these works cannot solve how to calculate the channel collision
probability, while it is the key point of various delay models.

Based on the above analysis, in this paper, we investigate
the delay-minimized routing (DMR) protocol for multichannel
multiflow MCADNs, which can be used for real-time industrial
applications, e.g., information services in vehicular ad hoc net-
works and wireless network-based indoor positioning system.
Main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

1) We formulate the DMR problem to minimize the e2e
delay in MCADNs for time-critical applications.

2) We propose an e2e delay prediction model, which con-
sists of transmission time (TT) and media access time
(MAT). Using the channel collision probability, we model
expected transmission time (ETT) and expected me-
dia access time (EMAT) to quantitatively predict the
e2e delay.

3) We propose a novel routing metric based on the ETT and
EMAT to capture the channel interference.

4) Based on the proposed routing metric, we design a dis-
tributed DMR protocol for DMR and channel assignment
in MCADNs.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we briefly review related work. Section III describes the ref-
erence model of MCADNs and formulates the DMR problem.
In Section IV, we present a delay prediction model based on
the collision probability, and propose an e2e delay-based rout-
ing metric. Section V presents a new distributed DMR algo-
rithm. In Section VI, we evaluate our DMR algorithm. Finally,
Section VII concludes this paper.

II. RELATED WORK

We review the related work about cross-layer design and e2e
delay in wireless cognitive networks.

The cross-layer design typically requires a tight coupling be-
tween the routing and the spectrum management. Some works

aimed to maximize network throughput [5], [6]. Pefkianakis
et al. [5] pointed out that the network throughput is a function
of time and spectrum, and estimated the spectrum utilization
time to assign channels efficiently. Spectrum utility was pro-
posed in [6], together with a new algorithm that is aimed to
maximize throughput by jointly considering routing, spectrum
allocation, and power control. Minimizing the interference be-
tween different sessions while providing throughput and relia-
bility guarantee was investigated in [7], which jointly considered
route selection and channel assignment.

Many classical e2e delay models take both routing and chan-
nel assignment into consideration. Chowdhury and Di Felice
[12] used the hop number as the routing metric and modified the
ad-hoc distance vector protocol for cognitive networks. How-
ever, these schemes cannot estimate the e2e path delay properly.
A routing metric that takes spectrum switching delay and back-
off delay into account was proposed in [11]. Moreover, the
effective transmission time metric [9] captures the transmis-
sion delays of links. Spectrum-tree based on-demand routing
protocol (STODRP) [10] uses a routing metric that combines
transmission delay, channel switching delay, and protocol delay.
In all these delay-oriented related proposals, the channel colli-
sion probability plays an important role to exactly estimate the
delay. In cognitive networks, however, channel collision proba-
bility prediction is still a big challenge.

In television (TV) white space, unlicensed users need to pe-
riodically access a database to acquire the licensed spectrum
usage. Calef and Cacciapuoti [13] proposed an optimal database
access strategy to update the spectrum availability information,
developed a stochastic analytical framework, and designed an
algorithm able to efficiently compute the optimal strategy. Feng
et al.[14] proposed a hybrid pricing framework for a TV white
space database, through which the database operator optimally
determines pricing parameters in terms of bandwidth reserva-
tion, registration fee, and query plans. Moreover, there are some
excellent works on the mobility control; in [23], Yu et al. pre-
dict mobility through collecting GPS trajectory data, generating
decision trees, and modeling the trees based on mobility reg-
ularities. Furthermore, they introduced the location popularity
and location dependence to improve the prediction ability [24],
[25].

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

An MCADN is modeled as an undirected graph G(V,E),
where V is the union of the SU set (VS ) and the PU set (VP )
such that V = VS

⋃
VP ; E is the union of ES (set of links among

SUs) and EP (set of links among PUs) such that E=ES

⋃
EP .

RT and RI , respectively, denote transmission and interference
ranges with RI = β × RT (β ≥ 2).

Each v∈VS is equipped with q cognitive radios, which
are able to detect available data channels [13], [15]. Each SU
is also equipped with a traditional wireless interface, which
forms a common control channel to transmit control messages,
such as routing packets. In this paper, we assume that all nodes
use an identical transmit power, and any two ways of a link be
symmetrical. Let DC be a set of L orthogonal data channels
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TABLE I
NOTATIONS

Notations Meaning

ev , u A link from SUs v to u

ec
v , u A link-channel pair (i.e., ev , u is assigned a channel c)

ACv (t) The set of available channels of an SU v at a slot t
fk The kth data flow fk =(sk , dk ) (1≤k≤K ), where

sk and dk are source and destination nodes of fk

F The set of all data flows
Iv The set of PUs interfered by an SU v

D
f k
e c

v , u
Delay of fk over a link ev , u and a channel c

T The total transmission time of all data flows
rv Traffic generated by v in a slot
rv , u Traffic transmitting rate over ev , u

Nv Neighbor node set of v

in an MCADN, i.e., DC = {c1 , . . . , cL}, and each channel
ci ∈ DC be assigned an identical bandwidth. As discussed by
Kang et al. [16] and Fadda et al. [17], we assume to use TV
white spaces, where it is realistic to sense the list of PU-free
channels with ideal availability.

Two cognitive nodes v and u interfere with each other if they
use the same channel and ‖u − v‖≤RI . Available channel set
ACv of an SU v changes with time and location due to the
arbitrary appearance of PUs and node mobility. So, we divide
continuous time as a series of discrete time slots and assume that
ACv and network topology keep fixed within any single time
slot. Consequently, the available channel set of a link ev,u ∈ ES

in a slot t is ACv ,u (t)=ACv (t)
⋂

ACu (t).

B. Problem Formulation

The objective of this paper is to find paths with the mini-
mal e2e delay in a multichannel multiflow MCADN. As shown
in Fig. 1, route selection and channel assignment should be
jointly considered. So we introduce the following three deci-
sion variables to indicate channel assignment [18], PU channel
utilization, and path selection, respectively:

xfk
c,ev , u

(t) =

⎧
⎨

⎩

1 if a channel c is assigned to ev,u for fk

at a time slot t
0 otherwise

yc
p(t) =

⎧
⎨

⎩

1 if a PU p isusingitslicensedchannel c at
a time slot t

0 otherwise

zfk
ev , u

(t) =
{

1 iffk isbeingtransmittedover ev,u atslot t
0 otherwise.

Other important parameters are described in Table I. We for-
mulate the DMR problem as follows.

Minimize
∑

fk ∈F

∑

ev , u ∈ES

Dfk
ev , u

zfk
ev , u

(t). (1)

Subject to
∑

u∈Nv

(ru,v − rv,u ) + rv = 0, ∀v ∈ VS ; (2)

∑

es k , u ∈E o
s k

zfk
es k , u

(t) = 1, ∀fk ∈ F ; (3)

∑

ew , u ∈E o
w

zfk
ew , u

(t) =
∑

ev , w ∈E i
w

zfk
ev , w

(t), ∀w ∈ VS \ {sk , dk},

∀fk ∈ F ; (4)

xfk
c,ev , u

(t) + yc
p(t) ≤ 1 ,∀ev,u ∈ ES , ∀p ∈ Iv ∪ Iu

∀t ∈ [0, T ] (5)

xfk
c,ev , u

(t) ≤ zfk
ev , u

(t), ∀ev,u ∈ ES , ∀c ∈ DC, ∀t ∈ [0, T ];
(6)

∑

fk ∈F

∑

c∈ACv , u (t)

xfk
c,ev , u

(t) ≤ q, ∀ev,u ∈ ES , ∀c ∈ DC

∀t ∈ [0, T ]; (7)

zfk
ev , u

(t) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀ev,u ∈ ES , ∀fk ∈ F, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]; (8)

xfk
c,ev , u

(t) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀ev,u ∈ ES , ∀fk ∈ F, ∀t ∈ [0, T ]

∀c ∈ DC; (9)

yc
p(t) ∈ {0, 1}, ∀p ∈ VP , ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀c ∈ DC. (10)

The objective of the DMR optimization in (1) is to minimize
the total e2e delay for all the data flows. Constraint (2) guaran-
tees a flow balance for each SU. Specifically, packets that any
SU v sends out are equal to packets that v receives from its
neighboring nodes plus traffic that v generates itself in a unit
time. Constraints (3) and (4) guarantee that each data flow is
transmitted along a single path from its source to destination.
Specifically, a single path routing is ensured at any source node
by constraint (3) and at any intermediate node by constraint (4).
Here, Eo

sk
is the set of links out of sk . So, (3) means a flow

fk can only be transmitted over one link in Eo
sk

. We assume
that a given node can be used to route packets for different data
flows over different links, but each flow uses only one path from
a source to a destination. Constraint (5) ensures that each SU
will not impact any PU. Constraint (6) ensures that the channel
must be allocated to the links selected in routes. Constraint (7)
ensures that each node occupies at most q channels, where q
is the number of radio equipped on a node. Finally, constraints
(8)–(10) are binary value constraints ensuring that the decision
variable can only take a value of 0 or 1. Note that t in the
above formulation refers to a time slot for path setup and traf-
fic passing; and a data session can be finished in multiple time
slots.

The above-mentioned optimization problem is a nonlin-
ear integer programming problem, in general it is NP-hard.
In this paper, we will propose a heuristic DMR algorithm
in Section V.
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IV. DELAY PREDICTION

The basic principle of our routing protocol is to minimize the
e2e delay. In this section, we present how to predict the delay of
a link-channel ec

v ,u , and then formulate the e2e delay of a path.

In MCADNs, a link-channel delay Dfk
ec

v , u
is mainly caused by

MAT and TT on a channel c. MAT refers to the waiting time
before an SU actually transmits a data packet and TT is the time
from transmitting a data packet to receiving an Acknowledge-
ment (ACK) message. As a result, Dfk

ec
v , u

can be calculated using
the following formula:

Dfk
ec

v , u
= EMATc

v ,u + ETTc
v ,u (11)

where EMATc
v ,u and ETTc

v ,u are EMAT and expected trans-
mission time of ec

v ,u , respectively. So, we have the link delay

Dfk
ev , u

= min{Dfk
ec

v , u
|∀c ∈ ACv ,u (t)}.

A. Expected Transmission Time

In MCADNs, channel interference among links will cause a
packet retransmission, which increases the link delay and fur-
thers the e2e path delay and decreases the network throughput.
Since it is impossible to get accurate MAT and TT in dynam-
ical MCADNs [19], we use the expected transmission time to
measure the packet transmission delay.

Assume that Pc
v,u be the collision probability of a link channel

ec
v ,u and ETXc

v ,u be the expected times that a given packet is
transmitted from v to u on a channel c. We can get ETTc

v ,u and
ETXc

v ,u using (12) and (13), respectively

ETTc
v ,u = ETXc

v ,u × (
T c,DATA

v ,u + T c,ACK
u,v

)
(12)

ETXc
v ,u = 1 × (1 − Pc

v,u ) + 2 × (1 − Pc
v,u ) × Pc

v,u

+ · · · + n × (1 − Pc
v,u ) × (Pc

v,u )n−1 + · · ·

=
1

1 − Pc
v,u

(13)

where T c,ACK
u,v is the time when v receives an ACK message

from u, and T c,DATA
v ,u is the time of transmitting a data packet

over a link channel ec
v ,u ,which can be obtained as follows:

T c,DATA
v ,u =

Spacket

Bc
(14)

where Spacket is the size of a data packet and Bc is the bandwidth
of channel c on the link ev,u . T c,ACK

u,v can be calculated similarly.
As shown in (13), ETXc

v ,u closely depends on the collision
probability Pc

v,u of ec
v ,u . In the following, we present how to

calculate the collision probability Pc
u,v of a link channel ec

v ,u .
In Fig. 2, v is in the transmission range of u, and M1 , M2 ,

M3 , and N3 are in the interference range of u. In MCADNs,
channel collision falls into the following three categories:

1) Data packet collision. M1 sends data packets to N1 ,
meanwhile v sends data packets to u. Data packets from
M1 and v cause collision at u, with the probability P1c

v ,u .
2) ACK collision. N2 sends data packets to M2 , and M2

responds ACKs to N2 . Meanwhile, v sends data packets
to u. In this case, ACK packets from M2 and data packets

Fig. 2. Three categories of collisions.

Fig. 3. Collision probability in the three categories of collisions.
(a) Data packet collision. (b) ACK collision. (c) Data and ACK collisions.

from v cause collision at u. The collision probability is
denoted as P2c

v ,u .
3) Data and ACK collision. M3 sends data packets to N3 ,

and N3 sends ACK packets to M3 . Meanwhile, v sends
data packets to u. So, ACK packets from N3 and data
packets from M3 cause collision with data packets from v.
The collision probability is denoted as P3c

v ,u .
Let u be interfered by a link em,n . Collision categories depend

on the distance between u and ω ∈ {m,n}, and the type of the
packet that ω is sending. If both m and n are in the interference
range of u, the collision is of the third category. If only m is
in the interference range of u, the collision will be of the first
category when m is sending a data packet or the second category
when m is sending an ACK.

Assume that packets be sent in the Poisson distribution.
Specifically, a link channel ec

m,n sends data packets at a rate
λc

m,n , and sends ACK packets at a rate γc
m,n . We can get

the probability Pc
m,n (X = 0) of the link channel ec

m,n , which
refers to the probability of ec

m,n sending zero packet in a unit
time, in the formulas (15) and (16). As a result, the probability
Pc

m,n (X = 0, t = T ) that ec
m,n sends zero packet during T slots

can be formulated in formulas (17) and (18):

Pc,DATA
m,n (X = 0) = exp {−λc

m,n} (15)

Pc,ACK
m,n (X = 0) = exp {−γc

m,n} (16)

Pc,DATA
m,n (X = 0, t = T ) = (exp {−λc

m,n})T (17)

Pc,ACK
m,n (X = 0, t = T ) = (exp {−γc

m,n})T . (18)

Without loss of generality, we suppose that v starts sending
data packets to u at a time slot t1 , as shown in Fig. 3(a). If M1
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sends data packets to N1 during the time interval (0, t2 ], data
packets from v to u and data packets from M1 to N1 will conflict
at u. Otherwise, no collision occurs. So, we can calculate the
P1c

v ,u as follows:

P1c
v ,u = 1 − Pc,DATA

M 1 ,N1

(
X = 0, t = T c,DATA

M 1 ,N1
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)

= 1 − exp
{
−λc

M 1 ,N1

(
T c,DATA

M 1 ,N1
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)}
.

(19)

Similarly, we can get P2c
v ,u and P3c

v ,u with formulas (20)
and (21), as shown in Fig. 3(b) and (c), respectively:

P2c
v ,u = 1 − Pc,ACK

N2 ,M 2

(
X = 0, t = T c,ACK

N2 ,M 2
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)

= 1 − exp
{
− γc

N2 ,M 2

(
T c,ACK

N2 ,M 2
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)
(20)

P3c
v ,u = 1 − Pc,DATA

M 3 ,N3

(
X = 0, t =

(
T c,DATA

M 3 ,N3
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

))

× Pc,ACK
N3 ,M 3

(
X = 0, t =

(
T c,ACK

N3 ,M 3
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

))

= 1 − exp
{
−

{
λc

M 3 ,N3

(
T c,DATA

M 3 ,N3
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)

+ γc
N3 ,M 3

(
T c,ACK

N3 ,M 3
+ T c,DATA

v ,u

)}
. (21)

Assume that channel collisions be independent of each other
so that we can get Pc

v,u using the following:

Pc
v,u = 1 −

∏

ec
m , n ∈I 1 (ec

v , u )

exp
{
− λc

m,n

(
T c,DATA

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)}

×
∏

ec
m , n ∈I 2 (ec

v , u )

exp
{
− γc

m,n

(
T c,ACK

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)}

×
∏

ec
m , n ∈I 3 (ec

v , u )

exp
{
−

{
λc

m,n

(
T c,DATA

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)

+ γc
m,n

(
T c,ACK

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)}}

≈
∑

ec
m , n ∈I 1 (ec

v , u )

λc
m,n

(
T c,DATA

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)

+
∑

ec
m , n ∈I 2 (ec

v , u )

γc
m,n

(
T c,ACK

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)

+
∑

ec
m , n ∈I 3 (ec

v , u )

λc
m,n

(
T c,DATA

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)

+ γc
m,n

(
T c,ACK

m,n + T c,DATA
v ,u

)
(22)

where Ik (ec
v ,u )(k = 1, 2, 3) denotes the set of three kinds of

interfering links, illustrated in Fig. 2.

B. Expected Media Access Time

In time-slot-based MCADNs, all nodes are synchronized; and
every transmission starts at the beginning of a slot. When a node
attempts to send a packet, it needs to wait for some time slots,
which are randomly selected from {0, 1, . . . ,W0 − 1}, where

W0 is an integer representing the initial contention window
size. Whenever a collision occurs, the contention window size
increases r times through the backoff algorithm so that the
collision probability in the next transmission will significantly
be decreased. So the total number of waiting time slots can be
used to estimate the EMAT. Based on [20], we use the following
formula to calculate the EMAT:

D∑ c

v ,u
=

1
2

(
1

1 − Pc
v,u

+
W0

1 − r × Pc
v,u

)

− 1 (23)

EMATc
v ,u = D∑ c

v ,u
× slot (24)

where D∑ c

v ,u
is the average number of waiting time slots for a

link channel ec
v ,u ; Pc

v,u is the collision probability of ec
v ,u ; slot

is a waiting time unit; and r is the expand factor of W0 . Note
that a similar procedure is adopted for the ACKs.

C. Expected e2e Path Delay

According to Sections IV-A and IV-B, we can calculate the
link delay in formula (11) in terms of the collision probability.
Now, it is easy to calculate the e2e path delay Dfk

path for a flow
fk by accumulating the delay of links involved in the path,
formulated as

Dfk

path =
∑

ev , u ∈fk

Dfk
ev , u

. (25)

V. JOINT ROUTING AND CHANNEL ASSIGNMENT BASED ON

THE MINIMAL PATH DELAY

In this section, we present our DMR protocol, using the e2e
path delay Dfk

path in (25) as the routing metric. In our DMR, each
cognitive node makes decisions on route selection and channel
assignment based on its local information.

A. Link Stability Prediction

Besides the signal interference, in MCADNs, the duration of
a link ev,u also significantly suffers from the relative movement
of v and u, and PU activation. So we need to predict maximal
lifetime MLTc

v ,u of a link channel ec
v ,u due to node mobility and

PU activities. If MLTc
v ,u<Dfk

ec
v , u

, ev,u should not be involved in
the route.

We first assume that the node mobility follows the random
waypoint model. When the distance dv,u (t) between v and
u is equal to RT , t reaches the mobility duration Tv,u . So,
we can solve Tv,u through setting dv,u (t) = RT . Similarly, let
dv,m (t) = RI , we can easily make sure the longest duration
T c

v,PUm
that measures how long node v using channel c will

interfere with PUm , where PUm is using its channel c. Note
that we suppose different PUs use different licensed channels in
an MCADN. If Tv,u ≤ T c

v,PUm
, node v will not affect any PU

because ev,u has lost before it interferes with PUm . Then, we
can get MLTc

v ,u as follows:

MLTc
v ,u = min{Tv,u , T c

v ,PUm
, T c

u,PUm
}. (26)

Next, we introduce a probability to capture random changes of
the nodes’ velocity [21]. Let P (MLTc

v ,u ) refer to the probability
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TABLE II
RREQ MESSAGE FORMAT

Type Reserved Hop count RREQ id

Destination address Originator address
Destination sequence number Originator sequence number

Total delay

channelClsPro[0] channelClsPro[1]

...

channelClsPro[10] channelClsPro[11]
Node address Link channel Link delay

that link channel ec
u,v is available by the end of MLTc

v ,u . It can
be estimated as

P (MLTc
v ,u ) ≈ e−λMLTc

v , u ×e−λτ

+ ζ(1 − e−λMLTc
v , u ) (27)

where λ−1 is the mean epoch of nodes; and τ and ζ can be
estimated by measurement.

MLTc
v ,u is the maximal time period that a currently available

link can keep if no change in velocities occurs. P (MLTc
v ,u )

captures possible changes in velocities that may occur during the
period MLTc

v ,u . So, we predict the expected maximal lifetime
EMLTc

v ,u of ec
v ,u with the formula (28), which considers random

changes of nodes’ speeds and directions:

EMLTc
v ,u = MLTc

u,u × P (MLTc
u,u ). (28)

B. DMR Protocol

In the DMR protocol, each node keeps a table to record the
collision probability of its available channels. In the initial pe-
riod, the collision probability of each available channel is set
as 0. After sending packets for a period, each node can record
the collision probability of parts of available channels by which
the node sent packets. For the other available channels, which
have not been used to send packets, cognitive nodes within the
interference range can use hello packets to exchange the channel
information (e.g., rate of sending data packets and ACK pack-
ets on the channel) and calculate the collision probability using
formulas (22) and (29). We can get the collision probability Pc

v

of v on each available channel c using the following:

Pc
v = 1 −

∏

u∈Nv

(1 − Pc
v,u ) (29)

where Nv denotes the set of neighboring nodes of v.
1) Joint Path Selection and Channel Assignment: It

consists of two phases: routing request (RREQ) described in
Algorithm 1 and route setup in Algorithm 2. The latter inserts a
path found in Algorithm 1 into routing tables of involved nodes.

Initially, a source node sk broadcasts an RREQ packet with
the format presented in Table II. On receiving an RREQ packet,
a relay node v performs the DMR algorithm, which will be run
hop by hop until a destination dk is reached in a distributed
fashion. Algorithm 1 describes the process of route discovery,
where rq and rp are RREQ and routing reply (RREP) packets,
respectively; p.delay refers to the total transmission time from
sk to the relay node v, i.e., “total delay” in RREQ and RREP

Algorithm 1: Joint routing and channel assignment.
Input: RREQ packet p for a flow fk

1: if (v = rq.src) then
2: drop p
3: return
4: end if
5: minDelay = ∞
6: minChannel = 0
7: for (∀c ∈ ACv ,u (t)) do
8: calculate Dfk

ec
u , v

using (11)
9: calculate EMLTc

u,v using (28)

10: if (EMLTc
u,v > p.delay + Dfk

ec
u , v

)∧
(Dfk

ec
u , v

≤ minDelay) then

11: minDelay = Dfk
ec

u , v

12: minChannel = c
13: end if
14: end for
15: p.delay += minDelay
16: get reverse route rtsrc from v’s routing table
17: get route rtdest from v’s routing table
18: if (rtsrc = NULL) ∨ (rtsrc.delay ≥ p.delay) then
19: update rtsrc

20: else
21: return
22: end if
23: if (v = p.rp dest) ∨ (rtdest = NULL) then
24: replay an RREP packet with rtsrc

25: else
26: broadcast p
27: end if

packets; and ACv ,u (t) is the available channel set of ev,u in a
slot t.

During a route setup, cognitive nodes use the DMR algorithm
to carry out its local optimal choice hop by hop toward a
destination node. As shown in Algorithm 1, when a node v
receives an RREQ packet for a flow fk=(sk , dk ) from its
upstream node u, it deals with the RREQ packet as follows:

1) v checks if it is sk . If v = sk , it drops the RREQ packet.
2) v uses the information in the RREQ packet to calculate

the link delay Dfk
ec

u , v
of eu,v for each available channel

c. If EMLTc
u,v > p.delay + Dfk

ec
u , v

, it means that the link
channel ec

u,v can be used in the route. Then, v assigns a
channel with the minimal link delay (minDelay) for eu,v .

3) v accumulates the minDelay to the delay p.delay. If the
expected delay is smaller than the previous delay in the
route table, v will replace the old reverse route with the
new reverse route from sk to v.

4) If v has a route to dk in its route table or v is dk , v makes
an RREP packet and sends it along with a current reverse
route. Otherwise, it will broadcast RREQ. The format of
the RREP packet is shown in Table III.

Algorithm 1 chooses the best link channel ec
u,v hop by hop.

Finally, we can get a selected path with minimal e2e delay and
assigned channels from sk to dk , summarized in Theorem 1.
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TABLE III
RREP MESSAGE FORMAT

Type Reserved Hop count

RREQ id

Destination address Destination sequence number
Originator address Originator sequence number

Total delay

Theorem 1: Algorithm 1 can get a path Pmin
fk

with the
minimal e2e delay for any flow fk .

‘
Proof: We use a contradiction to proof Theorem 1.
Let there be a path Pmin

fk
with a minimal e2e delay that cannot

be found out by Algorithm 1. It could be weeded out only in
steps 2 and 21. Let delay(P ) denote the delay of a path P .

1) Let Pmin
fk

be weeded out in step 2 when v receives RREQ
from u (v and u are intermediate nodes of Pmin

fk
). So,

we can deduce that the path Pmin
fk

= sk → · · · → u →
v → · · · → dk and v is sk . Then, we can find a new path
P

′
= v → · · · → dk that is just a subpath of Pmin

fk
. This

means that the e2e delay of path P is smaller than that of
Pmin

fk
. This conclusion contradicts with the assumption.

2) If Pmin
fk

is weeded out in step 21 when v receive an RREQ
packet from u, we have the path Pmin

fk
= sk → · · · →

u → v → · · · → dk = Psub1 + Psub2 , where Psub1 =
sk → · · · → u → v and Psub2 = v → · · · → dk . Since
Pmin

fk
was weeded out at line 21, there is another path

P
′

from sk to node v with delay(P
′
) < delay(Psub1).

So we can deduce that there is a new path P
′′
= P

′
+

Psub2 . And delay(P
′′
) = delay(P

′
) + delay(Psub2) <

delay(Psub1) + delay(Psub2) = delay(Pmin
fk

). This is
also contradicted with the assumption that the path Pmin

fk

has the minimum delay.
Moreover, steps 7–14 in Algorithm 1 guarantee that the se-

lected relay v ∈ Nu enables the link channel ec
u,v to have the

minimal link delay Dfk
ec

u , v
among all neighbors of u. And steps

18–22 update routing tables of all relays with the route that
has the minimal path delay. Consequently, these steps enable
Algorithm 1 to preserve the relay-beneficial condition, the strict
preference preservation, and the relay order optimality. So, we
can conclude that Algorithm 1 can choose the path Pmin

fk
with a

minimal e2e delay for any flow fk . Here, the minimal e2e delay
refers to the solution solved by Algorithms 1 and 2. In fact, it is
a suboptimal solution. �

2) Route Setup: When a node u receives an RREP packet
from a node v, it deals with the RREP packet using Algorithm
2 with the following steps.

1) u gets the route to the source node rtsrc (i.e., sk ) and the
route to the destination node rtdest (i.e., dk ) from its route
table. Note that rtdest might be null.

2) If u is the source node and the delay in the RREP packet
is lower than that in rtdest , u updates its route table.

Algorithm 2: Route setup.
Input: RREP packet p for flow fk

1: get route rtdest from route table
2: get reverse route rtsrc from route table
3: if ((u = p.rpsrc) ∧ (p.delay < rpsrc.delay)) then
4: update rtdest
5: else
6: if (rtdest = NULL) then
7: insert a new rtdest into route table
8: end if
9: if (p.delay − rtsrc.delay < rtdest .delay) then

10: update rtdest
11: end if
12: end if
13: forward p with the route rtsrc

Fig. 4. Channel collision tables of SUs. (a) Initially. (b) During path
setup.

3) If u is not the source node, it updates its route to rtdest in
a route table based on the RREP packet. u forwards this
RREP packet to the next hop using rtsrc.

C. Case Study

We use the scenario described in Section I to illustrate our
DMR protocol.

At the beginning of the DMR, each cognitive node in the
network has no route record in its route table, as shown in
Fig. 5(a). And the collision probability of each available channel
is 0, as shown in Fig. 4(a). When SUs attempts to send packets
to SUd , each node’s channel collision probability is shown in
Fig. 4(b).

When the RREQ reaches SU1 , SU1 calculates the mini-
mal link delay = 104 ms from SUs to itself [according to
the channel collision probability table shown in Fig. 4(b)].
SU1 first records the reverse route to SUs in its route ta-
ble, as shown in Fig. 5(b). Then, it accumulates the RREQ
delay, and records its channel collision probability table and
link-channel selection SUs

c3−→ SU1 into RREQ. Finally, SU1
broadcasts the RREQ. When RREQ reaches SU3–SU6 they
just carry out the similar work as SU1 . SU2 does not broad-
cast RREQ because it has no any available channel. We suppose
that the RREQ packet on Pfk

2 = SUs
c2−→ SU4

c3−→ SU6
c1−→ SUd

first reaches SUd . SUd just carries out the similar work as
SU1 , then makes RREP packet for the path Pfk

2 and sends
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Fig. 5. Route tables of SUs. (a) Initially. (b) P
fk
2 RREQ reached SUd .

(c) P
fk
3 RREQ reached SUd and P

fk
2 RREP reached SUs . (d) P

fk
3

RREP reached SUs .

it using Pfk

2 . At the same time, another RREQ packet on
Pfk

3 = SUs
c1−→ SU3

c3−→ SU5
c2−→ SUd reaches SU5 . All nodes’

route tables are shown in Fig. 5(b).
When the second RREQ packet reaches SUd , it also calculates

the link delay Delayc1
e5 , d

= 92 ms, and accumulates delay in the

RREQ packet. Then, SUd realizes that the e2e delay of Pfk

3 =
SUs → SU3 → SU5 → SUd is smaller than that of Pfk

2 . So,
SUd replaces Pfk

2 with Pfk

3 in its route table, as shown in
Fig. 5(c). By the way, when the RREP packet of Pfk

2 reaches
SU4 , SU6 , and SUs , they record the path Pfk

2 to node SUd in
their route tables. Note that SUs records Pfk

2 in its route table
because Pfk

2 RREP reaches SUs earlier than Pfk

3 , shown in
Fig. 5(c).

Finally, when the Pfk

3 RREP reaches SUs , SUs also realizes
that the e2e delay of Pfk

3 is smaller than that of Pfk

2 , and ac-
cordingly replaces Pfk

2 with Pfk

3 in its route table, as shown in
Fig. 5(d). At this moment, DMR ends and SUs finds a path to
SUd with the minimal e2e delay.

D. Local Route Repair

When a route fails at the link channel ec
v ,u , v broadcasts

a route error packet (includes the disabled link channel ec
v ,u ,

destination dk , and collision probability of available channels
of v) to neighbors. When a neighbor nv ∈ Nv receives the route
error packet, nv performs a local route repair as follows:

1) nv checks its route table. If there is a route using the link
ev,u and the channel c, nv removes this route in its route
table.

2) If there is still an active route to the destination node in
the route table of nv , nv replies with an error response
packet (include a minimal link-channel delay Dfk

ec
v , n v

,

TABLE IV
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Parameters Value

Number of PUs 2
Number of SUs 60
Number of data flows 8
Number of channels 8
Transmission range 125 m
Interference range 250 m
Initial content window (w 0 ) 256
Length of a slot 50μ s
Maximal speed 10 m/s

path Pfk

nv ,dk
from nv to destination node, and the e2e

delay of Pfk

nv ,dk
) to node v.

3) Whenever v receives an error response packet, if there is
no usable route to destination or new e2e delay is better
than old one, v updates its route table and sends this route
to the source node along with the reverse route.

4) If v does not receive any error response packet from its
neighbors, v notifies the upstream node w. Node w does
the same local route repair as node v.

5) If the route error packet reaches the source node sk , sk

will make a route request packet once more and use the
DMR protocol to get the minimal e2e delay path.

VI. SIMULATION AND EVALUATION

We developed a simulation system, which was built on the
network simulator V2 (NS2) with multiradio multichannel ex-
tensions, to evaluate our DMR protocol. First, we describe the
simulation system setting. We, then, comprehensively evaluate
our DMR by comparing it with the related and the most recent
proposals in terms of various performance metrics.

A. Simulation System Setting

In our system, PUs and SUs are randomly deployed in an
area of 2500 m × 2500 m. Both SUs and PUs move at a speed
randomly distributed in [0,Vmax]. Channels comply with the two-
way Rayleigh model. Signal propagation was set as a two-ray
ground reflection model. SUs and PUs were set at the same trans-
mission radius and interference range. Each PU was assigned a
fixed data channel, which was randomly used.

Each SU has multiple available data channels. In the experi-
ments, we tested different performance metrics for 1000 s. Each
flow is generated through an NS2-based FTP data generator. A
slot is one basic waiting time unit in (24) and we use the default
setting slot = 50 μ s. The simulated raw bit rate is set as 1Mbps.
More parameters are listed in Table IV.

B. Performance Evaluation

We evaluate our DMR protocol by comparing it with the
well-known routing protocols for cognitive networks.

1) STODRP [10]. STODRP uses the ETT, protocol delay,
and channel access delay as a routing metric. It builds a
spectrum tree STc for each available channel c and adds
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Fig. 6. Performance with the number of channels. (a) Average e2e
delay. (b) Average throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

the nodes with the available channel c into STc . Whenever
a node sk wants to start a flow, it first sends a route request
to a root node rc . If the destination node dk is in the same
spectrum tree, sk sends RREQ in the local spectrum tree.
Otherwise, rc chooses an interspectrum node v with the
shortest queuing size to relay packets from sk .

2) WCETT (weighted cumulative expected transmission
time) [22]. It is also a delay-oriented routing protocol.
WCETT establishes routes such as Ad hoc On-demand
Distance Vector Routing (AODV), and it considers ETT
and channel interference only along an intraflow. How-
ever, it does not consider channel interference among
interflows. So, channel interference among interflows in-
creases sharply in WCETT as the number of flows in-
creases. Besides, WCETT does not propose an effective
channel collision model to estimate ETT.

In the following, we evaluate how various performance met-
rics of the three protocols change with the number of channels,
PUs, SUs, flows, speed, and transmission rate.

1) Performance With Channels: The number of channels
significantly affects the e2e performance. As shown in Fig. 6(a)
and (b), as more channels are added into the network, e2e delay
and average throughput, respectively, decrease and increase step
by step in the three proposals. But, our DMR always exhibits
the shortest e2e delay and the highest throughput among them.
As the number of channels increases, for example, the e2e delay
in STODRP is around 12% longer than that in our DMR [see
Fig. 6(a)] and throughput in our DMR is around 13% higher than
that in STODRP on an average [see Fig. 6(b)]. The reason is that
our DMR always selects a route with the shortest e2e delay, and
assigns conflict-free channels for data flows. Instead, WCETT
does not consider how to avoid interference among interflows,
which increases the e2e delay and decreases the throughput.
In STODRP, the more the channels added, the more spectrum
trees need to be built and updated at each root node, which
significantly impact e2e delay and throughput.

Fig. 7. Performance with the number of PUs. (a) Average e2e delay.
(b) Average throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

From Fig. 6(c), we can find that more channels can reduce
the packet loss rate in the three schemes. STODRP records
information of each node so that it can decrease the packet loss
rate by choosing the node with the shortest queue to transmit
packets. When the number of channels is up to 6, however, our
DMR will outperform both STODRP and WCETT in terms of
the packet loss rate because spectrum trees impose too high
building and updating cost in STODRP.

2) Performance With PU Number: In cognitive net-
works, more PUs will bring higher uncertainty of links among
SUs because SUs cannot affect communications of any PU. As
shown in Fig. 7, as the number of PUs increases, both e2e delay
and loss rate increase, and throughput decreases in the three pro-
posals. However, our DMR always outperforms STODRP and
WCETT. From Fig. 7, for example, the e2e delay in STODRP
is around 35% longer than that in our DMR and the throughput
in our DMR is around 37.5% higher than that in STODRP on
the average as the number of PUs increases. The reason is that
maintaining spectrum trees in STODRP will become more and
more complex with increase in PU number because STODRP
tries to use spectrum availability to partition cognitive nodes
into different spectrum trees. So the e2e delay, throughput, and
packet loss rate in STODRP become worse than those in DMR,
as shown in Fig. 7(a)–(c). Similarly, the more the PUs added
in the network, the more seriously the performance in WCETT
will be affected. The reason is that WCETT focuses on how
to explicitly account for the interference among links that use
the same channel [22] rather than how to assign conflict-free
channels.

3) Performance With SU Number: We used different
number of SUs to test the three proposals. As shown in Fig. 8,
average delay, throughput, and packet loss rate all increase as
SUs increase. But our DMR can always perform the lowest
delay and packet loss rate and the highest throughput among
the three proposals in all scenarios. Note that we increased two
more flows whenever we increased ten SUs.
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Fig. 8. Performance with the number of SUs. (a) Average e2e delay.
(b) Average throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

In STODRP, more secondary nodes mean a more complex
spectrum tree because each root node records more information
and the process of a spectrum route request between different
spectrum trees causes high cost. So, STODRP exhibits a lower
throughput than DMR. WCETT just uses the calculated ETT
as its route metric so that it cannot estimate the e2e delay ac-
curately. So, the e2e delay in WCETT is longer than that in
DMR and STODRP. Moreover, WCETT does not consider how
to avoid channel interference between interflows so that more
data flow will result in higher packet loss rate. Note that the
e2e delay increases with the number of SUs because hops will
accordingly increase in a pair of given source and destination,
which results in more serious signal interference among these
nodes involved in routes. On the other hand, more dense nodes
enable the route setup more quickly so that the average through-
put also accordingly increases.

4) Performance With Data Flows: In a given network,
more flows will potentially cause more signal conflict. From
Fig. 9, we can find that as data flows increase, average e2e delay,
throughput, and packet loss rate increase in all proposals. Our
DMR, however, always exhibit better performance than STO-
DRP and WCETT. The reason is that both DMR and STODRP
consider channel collision among different flows but WCETT
does not take it into account. So, WCETT exhibits higher e2e
delay and packet loss rate, and lower throughput than other two
proposals due to serious channel interference.

After analyzing the results in Fig. 9, we can conclude that
building and updating spectrum trees in STODRP introduce
high cost and our DMR has higher performance. The reason is
that as flows increase, channel competition among these flows
become more and more serious so that available channels of
each node change sharply. So, building and updating spectrum
trees in STODRP inevitably become more frequent. Note that
e2e delay increases with the number of flows because the inter-
ference among these flows will become more serious in given
channels. On the other hand, more flows also increase traffic
and throughput before the network becomes congested.

Fig. 9. Performance with the number of data flows. (a) Average e2e
delay. (b) Average throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

Fig. 10. Performance with the speed. (a) Average e2e delay. (b) Aver-
age throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

5) Performance With Speed: In Fig. 10, we used different
speeds to test three routing algorithms. As shown in Fig. 10, as
the maximal speed increases, both e2e delay and packet loss rate
increase, and throughput decreases. The reason is that our DMR
considers node mobility but WCETT and STODRP do not take
this consideration into account. So path duration in WCETT and
STODRP is lower than that in our DMR. As a result, our DMR
exhibits the best packet loss rate, throughput, and e2e delay in
these proposals, shown in Fig. 10(a), (b), and (c) respectively.

6) Performance With Transmission Rate: Fig. 11 shows
how performances change with packet transmission rates. Our
DMR outperforms STODRP and WCETT in all scenarios.
Specifically, our DMR exhibits lower e2e delay shown in
Fig. 11(a) and packet loss rate shown in Fig. 11(c), and higher
throughput shown in Fig. 11(b). Particularly, WCETT and STO-
DRP both increase the delay apparently, and increase throughput
slowly as transmission rate increases. The reason is that STO-
DRP and WCETT cannot effectively avoid channel interference
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Fig. 11. Performance with the transmission rate. (a) Average e2e delay.
(b) Average throughput. (c) Packet loss rate.

and do not calculate the media access delay efficiently. Instead,
our DMR can predict the e2e delay precisely and assign
conflict-free channels.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we presented the DMR protocol that jointly se-
lects routes and assigns channels based on the delay prediction
in MCADNs. First, we propose an e2e delay model, which con-
sists of the EMAT and expected transmission time, to predict an
e2e delay in the collision probability. Second, we design a novel
routing metric using the e2e path delay. Finally, we develop a
heuristic routing algorithm that jointly explores routes with the
minimal e2e delay and assigns channels in MCADNs for time-
critical applications. NS2-based simulation results demonstrate
that our DMR significantly outperforms related proposals in
terms of average e2e delay, throughput, and packet loss rate.

As a part of our future work, we will improve our delay model
through extending flow scheduling in intermediate nodes.

REFERENCES

[1] T. Chiwewe, C. Mbuya, and G. Hancke, “Using cognitive radio for
interference-resistant industrial wireless networks: An overview,” IEEE
Trans. Ind. Informat., vol. 11, no. 6, pp. 1466–1481, Dec. 2015.x

[2] A. S. Cacciapuoti, M. Caleffi, F. Marino, and L. Paura, “On the route
priority for cognitive radio networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 63,
no. 9, pp. 3103–3117, Sep. 2015.

[3] J. Zhao, W. Gao, and Y. Wang, “Delay-constrained caching in cogni-
tive radio networks,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf. Comput. Commun., 2014,
pp. 2094–2102.

[4] J. Wu, Y. Dai, and Y. Zhao, “Effective channel assignments in cogni-
tive radio networks,” Comput. Commun., vol. 36, no. 4, pp. 411–420,
2013.

[5] I. Pefkianakis, S. Wong, and S. Lu, “SAMER: Spectrum aware mesh rout-
ing in cognitive radio networks,” in Proc. 3rd IEEE Symp. New Frontiers
Dyn. Spectr. Access Netw., 2008, pp. 1–5.

[6] L. Ding, T. Melodia, S. Batalama, J. Matyjas, and M. Medley, “Cross-
layer routing and dynamic spectrum allocation in cognitive radio ad hoc
networks,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 59, no. 4, pp. 1969–1979,
May 2010.

[7] J. Zhang, F. Yao, Y. Liu, and L. Cao, “Robust route and channel selection
in cognitive radio networks,” in Proc. IEEE 14th Int. Conf. Commun.
Technol., 2012, pp. 202–208.

[8] G. Shah, V. C. Gungor, and O. B. Akan, “A cross-layer QOS-
aware communication framework in cognitive radio sensor networks
for smart grid applications,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Informat., vol. 9, no. 3,
pp. 1477–1485, Aug. 2013.

[9] H.-P. Shiang and M. van der Schaar, “Distributed resource management
in multihop cognitive radio networks for delay-sensitive transmission,”
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 58, no. 2, pp. 941–953, Feb. 2009.

[10] G.-M. Zhu, I. Akyildiz, and G.-S. Kuo, “STOD-RP: A spectrum-tree based
on-demand routing protocol for multi-hop cognitive radio networks,” in
Proc. IEEE Global Telecommun. Conf., Nov. 2008, pp. 1–5.

[11] G. Cheng, W. Liu, Y. Li, and W. Cheng, “Spectrum aware on-demand rout-
ing in cognitive radio networks,” in Proc. 2nd IEEE Symp. New Frontiers
Dyn. Spectr. Access Netw., Apr. 2007, pp. 571–574.

[12] K. Chowdhury and M. Di Felice, “SEARCH: A routing protocol for
mobile cognitive radio ad-hoc networks,” in Proc. IEEE Sarnoff Symp.,
Mar. 2009, pp. 1–6.

[13] M. Caleffi and A. S. Cacciapuoti, “Optimal database access for TV white
space,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 1, pp. 83–93, Jan. 2016.

[14] X. J. Feng, Q. Zhang, and J. Zhang, “A hybrid pricing framework for
TV white space database,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 13, no. 5,
pp. 2626–2635, May 2014.

[15] H. Li, X. Cheng, K. Li, C. Hu, N. Zhang, and W. Xue, “Robust collabora-
tive spectrum sensing schemes for cognitive radio networks,” IEEE Trans.
Parallel Distrib. Syst., vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 2190–2200, Aug. 2014.

[16] K. M. Kang and J. C. Park, “A new scheme for compliance with TV white
space regulations using Wi-Fi modules in a cognitive radio system,” IEEE
Trans. Consumer Electron., vol. 60, no. 4, pp. 567–573, Nov. 2014.

[17] M. Fadda, M. Murroni, and V. Popescu, “A cognitive radio indoor HDTV
multi-vision system in the TV white spaces,” IEEE Trans. Consumer
Electron., vol. 58, no. 2, pp. 302–310, May 2012.

[18] A. El-Sherif and A. Mohamed, “Joint routing and resource allocation for
delay minimization in cognitive radio based mesh networks,” IEEE Trans.
Wirel. Commun., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 186–197, Jan. 2014.

[19] H. Wu, F. Yang, K. Tan, J. Chen, Q. Zhang, and Z. Zhang, “Dis-
tributed channel assignment and routing in multiradio multichannel mul-
tihop wireless networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 24, no. 11,
pp. 1972–1983, Nov. 2006.

[20] B.-J. Kwak, N.-O. Song, and M. Miller, “Performance analysis of expo-
nential backoff,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 343–355,
Apr. 2005.

[21] Q. S. Guan, F. R. Yu, S. M. Jiang, and G. Wei, “Prediction-based topology
control and routing in cognitive radio mobile ad hoc networks,” IEEE
Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4443–4452, Nov. 2010.

[22] R. Draves, J. Padhye, and B. Zill, “Routing in multi-radio, multi-hop
wireless mesh networks,” in Proc. 10th Annu. Int. Conf. Mobile Comput.
Netw., 2004, pp. 114–128.

[23] Z. Yu, H. Wang, B. Guo, T. Gu, and T. Meiet, “Supporting serendipitous
social interaction using human mobility prediction,” IEEE Trans. Human–
Mach. Syst., vol. 45, no. 6, pp. 811–818, Dec. 2015.

[24] Z. Yu, H. Xu, Z. Yang, and B. Guo, “Personalized travel package with
multi-point-of-interest recommendation based on crowdsourced user foot-
prints,” IEEE Trans. Human–Mach. Syst., vol. 46, no. 1, pp. 151–158,
Feb. 2016.

[25] B. Guo, H. Chen, Z. Yu, X. Xie, S. Huang, and D. Zhang, “FlierMeet: a
mobile crowdsensing system for cross-space public information repost-
ing, tagging, and sharing,” IEEE Trans. Mobile Comput., vol. 14, no. 10,
pp. 2020–2033, Oct. 2015.

Feilong Tang (SM’15) received the Ph.D. de-
gree in computer science from Shanghai Jiao
Tong University (SJTU), Shanghai, China, in
2005.

He is currently a Full Professor in the De-
partment of Computer Science and Engineering,
SJTU. In past years, he was the Japan Society
for the Promotion of Science Research Fellow
in Japan. His research interests include mobile
cognitive network, big data analysis, clouding
computing, and algorithm design and evaluation.

Dr. Tang received two best papers from international conferences and
the Distinguished Pu-Jiang Scholars Award from Shanghai Municipality.
He is an IET Fellow.



TANG et al.: DELAY-MINIMIZED ROUTING IN MOBILE COGNITIVE NETWORKS FOR TIME-CRITICAL APPLICATIONS 1409

Can Tang is working toward the Master’s de-
gree in the College of Business and Economics,
The Australian National University, Canberra,
Australia.

Her current research interests include compu-
tational finance, financial big data analysis, and
algorithm design and evaluation.

Yanqin Yang received the Ph.D. degree in com-
puter science from Shanghai Jiao Tong Univer-
sity, Shanghai, China, in 2011.

She is currently an Associate Professor in the
Department of Computer Science and Technol-
ogy, East China Normal University, Shanghai,
China. Her research interests include computer
network and embedded system.

Laurence T. Yang (SM’15) received the Ph.D.
degree in computer science from the University
of Victoria, Victoria, BC, Canada.

He is a Professor in the Department of
Computer Science, St. Francis Xavier Univer-
sity, Antigonish, NS, Canada. His research inter-
ests include parallel and distributed computing,
embedded and ubiquitous/pervasive computing,
and big data.

Dr. Yang has published more than 200 papers
in various refereed journals.

Tong Zhou received the B.E. degree in soft-
ware engineering from the Northwestern Poly-
technical University, Xi’an, China, in 2014. He is
working toward the M.S. degree in software
engineering at Shanghai Jiao Tong University,
Shanghai, China.

His research interests include wireless
network and mobile computing.

Jie Li (SM’04) received the Dr. Eng. degree
from the University of Electro-Communications,
Tokyo, Japan.

He has been with the University of Tsukuba,
Tsukuba, Japan, where he is a Professor. His re-
search interests include mobile distributed mul-
timedia computing and networking, OS, network
security, modeling, and performance evaluation
of information systems.

Minyi Guo (SM’07) received the Ph.D. de-
gree in computer science from the University of
Tsukuba, Tsukuba, Japan.

He is currently a Zhiyuan Chair Professor
in Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai,
China. His research interests include pervasive
computing, parallel and distributed processing,
and parallelizing compilers.

In 2007, he received the Recruitment Pro-
gram of Global Experts and Distinguished
Young Scholars Award from the National Natural

Science Foundation of China.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Suggested"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


