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Abstract—Secondary spectrum auction is widely applied in the primary user could gain utilities by leasing their idle
wireless networks for mitigating the spectrum scarcity. In a spectrums in economic perspective while new applicanticou
realistic spectrum.tradlng market, the requests from secodary gain access to these spectrums [10], [13]. Previous studies
users often specify the usage of a fixed spectrum frequency t fi 91 281, [29 inl id
band in a certain geographical region and require a duration Or.] spec r.um auctionse(g. [9], [ : 1, [29]) mainly consider
time in a fixed available time interval. Considering the selsh Wireless interference and spatial reuse of channels under
behaviors of secondary users, it is imperative to design aathful ~ economic robustness constraints. Most of the existing sork
auction which matches the available spectrums and requesf gssume that secondary users can share one channel only
secondary users optimally. Unfortunately, existing desigs either if they are spatial-conflict free with each other. However,

do not consider spectrum heterogeneity or ignore the diffegnces d listi del d v b
of required time among secondary users. under a more realistic model, a seconaary user may only be

In this paper, we address this problem by investigating howa interested in the usage of one channel during some specific
use auction mechanisms to allocate and price spectrum resmes time periods. Therefore, secondary users can share the same
so that the social efficiency can be maximized. We begin by channel in spatial, temporal, and spectral domain without
classifying the spectrums and requests from secondary useinto - cqs5ing interference with each other. So, it is reasonable t

different local markets which ensures there is no interferace further i th t tilizati by introducinmé
between local markets, and then we can focus on the auction in urther improve the spectrum utifization by introducinte-

a single local market. We first design an optimal auction bage domain. S
on the Vickrey-Clarke-Groves (VCG) mechanism to maximize Following in this direction, some papers [21], [27], [25]dan

the social efficiency while enforcing truthfulness. To redue the [4] take the requested time durations of secondary useos int
computational complexity, we further propose a truthful sub-  ¢onsideration. However, all these works only consider aiape

optimal auction with polynomial time complexity, which yields § .
an approximation factor 6 + 4v/2. Our extensive simulation C2S€ where all the secondary users request soeecontinu-

results using real spectrum availability data show that thesocial OUS time inter\{als. In fact, the request time of a secondsey u
efficiency ratio of the sub-optimal auction is always above @ is not always fixed. For example, some people may request the

compared with the optimal auction. usage of one channel for 2 hours in an available time interval
Index Terms—spectrum auction, heterogeneous spectrum allo- \yhich last from 2:00PM to 5:00PM, instead of requesting a
cation, truthful fixed time interval lasts from 2:00PM to 4:00PM. Therefore,
the case of a secondary user requests a duration time for the
usage of one channel in some available time windows is more
With the increasing popularity of wireless devices andeneral than the study of previous works. On the other side,
applications, the ever-increasing demand of traffic posesspectrum provided by the primary users is ofterterogeneous
great challenge in spectrum allocation and usage. Howeuer,a realistic spectrum market. For instance, spectrums may
current fixedlong-term and regional leasespectrum alloca- reside in various frequency bands, and the communication
tion scheme leads to significant spectruvhite spacesand quality changes greatly when frequency band vafiesency
artificial shortage of spectrum resources. Many effortshsubeterogeneity [6]. Meanwhile, spectrum is a local resource
as the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) ruling amd is available only within the license regiondrket locality
white spaces are attempting to free the under-utilizechied [22]. Spectrum heterogeneity is investigated in [6], [14B].
spectrum by permitting opportunistic access [12]. HoweveNevertheless, none of the existing works has addressed the
the incumbents have no incentive to permit their spectrum $pectrum heterogeneity and secondary users’ time demand at
be shared [14]. In order to utilize such idle spectrum resesir the same time.
one promising technology is to encourage secondary users$n this paper, we propose a framework in which secondary
sublease spectrum from primary users (who own the right @@ers can request the usage of one channel with specific
use spectrum exclusively) [27]. frequency band typ@ a specific area and during some specific
Auction serves as such an effective way that helps increasae periods. The time slots allocated to a fixed requestlghou
the efficiency and effectiveness of the spectrum, in whidie supplied by one channel, and may be discretely distdbute

I. INTRODUCTION
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in the specific time interval that secondary user asked. A

natural goal of spectrum auction is to maximize the social

efficiency, i.e,, allocating spectrum to the secondary users

who value it most. Therefore, our aim in this work is to

design auction mechanisms which maximgzeial efficiency

while ensuring truthful bidding from secondary users. This

model is similar to the weighted time scheduling problem for

the multi-machine version [3]. However, the studies on time

scheduling problems are not concerned with the truthfigloés Fig. 1. The licensed regiof is partitioned into several disjoint sub-regions.
jobs, which is one of the most critical properties in spettru

auction. Furthermore, in [3] a fixed job can be allocated into ) o
different machines in time scheduling problem. In our model USag€ right ofn spectrumsS = {sy, sz, ..., s;, } and is willing
fixed request can only be allocated in one channel. Therefol@ SuPlease the usage of these channels to secondary users fo
the studies on time schedule problem cannot be directly msediM€ intervals. The auction system consistsrosecondary
auctions for spectrum allocation. To the best of our knogéed US€rsB = {b1,b2,...b,} who want to pursue the right of

we are the first to design truthful auction mechanisms f&SinNg some channels for some period of time. Based on the
spectrum allocation in this model. inherent characteristic of spectrum market localigpdtial

The main contributions of this paper are as follows. Thideterogeneity we make the assumption that the entire licensed

paper studies the case where each request of secondary [REPN£ can be partitioned into several disjoint sub-regions.
contains a specific area and an interested type of spectrrich disjoint geographical sub-regiors denoted by.;. Fig.
Moreover, channels supplied by the primary user also ireclud SNOWS a sub-region partition instance. In our model, each
sub-region and spectrum type information. We divide tHg'@nnel is only available in the sub-regions which it can
spectrum market into several non-interference local mark®® used at the same time. Therefore, auctions happened in
according to the area and spectrum type. Our new scherfidirent sub-regions do not influence each other.
focus on the auction in a single local market. Assuming AS We know, spectrum request from secondary user often
that the conflicting modelof secondary users in a specificSP€cify a particular frequency band they needed in a prictic
channel is a complete graph, we first design an optimal auctigP€ctrum market. For example, some wireless users only
based on the Vickrey-Clarke-Groves (VCG) mechanism f§duest the spectrums residing in lower-frequency banes du
enforce truthfulness and maximization of the social efficie to the limitation of wireless devices. Therefore, we wilsal
As everyone knows, the winner determining problem Wit];gkefrequgncy heterogeneityt_o consideration in our auction
VCG mechanism is a NP-hard problem. Therefore, we furthEedel. Since that the candidate spectrums can be grouped
propose a sub-optimal auction with greedy-like winner into different spectrg_m type se&s] based on their frequency
determination mechanism andcdtical value based payment bands, we can partition the whole secondary spectrum market
rule, which together induce truthful bidding. We will shomat into several local markets. All the spec_trums in I(_)cal marke
our sub-optimal auction has a polynomial time complexitgt an/» ¢an be used in the same sub-region and with the same
yields a constant approximation factor at mést 4v/2. The SPectrum type. Smcg auctions in different Io_caI marketgeha
low time complexity makes this auction much more practic®° Mutual effects with each other, we can just focus on the
for large scale spectrum market. We then conduct extensffction in a single local market;,.
simulation studies on the performance of our mechanisms i
using real spectrum availabpility data. Our simulation tBsurB' Spectrum Bidding Model
show that the performance of our sub-optimal mechanism isAssume a secondary uséy € B has a set of specific
efficient in social efficiency compared with the optimal VCGspectrum requests; . Each spectrum request € 7; can
method. The social efficiency achieved by our suboptimbe defined as gob. A secondary useb; can bid for several
method is actually more thar0% of the optimal. distinct jobs in multiple local markets, but only one job at

The rest of paper is organized as follows: Section Il intranost in a specific local market. Ea¢he 7; can be described
duces preliminaries and our design targets. Sections Wl aasI; = (I;, 5Tj,v;,a;,d;,t;), wherel; shows the preferred
IV propose our algorithm design for optimal and suboptimaipectrum release regiof; explains the interested spectrum
mechanisms. Section V evaluates the performance of dype, andv; denotes the bidding price for the usage right of
mechanisms. Section VI reviews related work and Section \dpecific channek; , d; andt; respectively denote each job’s
concludes the paper. arrival time, deadline and duration (or job length). Notatth
the allocation time slots for each job can only stem from a
1. PRELIMINARIES . LT . .

single spectrum, and the request time interval is not nacéss

A. Heterogeneous Spectrum Auction Model continuous.

Consider a spectrum setting where one auctioneer (Primarjfeach candidate channe}] € S provided by the primary
User) contributesn distinct channels to» secondary users user can be characterized by a trigle, ST;, A;), wherel;
located in a geographic regiofi. The auctioneer holds thedenotes the sub-region whesgaccommodatesy7; describes



the spectrum type of; , and A; includes all the available time [1l. VCG-BASED OPTIMAL AUCTION MECHANISM

slots ins;. Primary users will set, as the per-unit reservation DESIGN

price of each spectrum. In this section, we present an optimal auction which maxi-
mizes the expected social efficiency while enforcing trulthf

C. Economic Requirements and Design Target ness.

In this paper, we will study the complete conflict graplA. VCG-based Optimal Auction Model
model for secondary users in eaglhy and leave the general Recalling our assumptions in the spectrum auction model

conflict graph model as a future work. The objective afaction, auctions in different local markets have no mutual

this work is to design a heterogeneous spectrum aucligects with each other, thus we just focus on the auction in a
mechanism satisfying the necessary economic _property s‘?rflgle local market\, in this section. LetZ = {I1, ..., In}
truthfulness (a.k.&Strategyproofnegs which maximizes the yeonote the job set in local markat,, andS = {s1, ..., sy}
social efficiency at the same time. _ be the available spectrum (channel) setlif. Our aim is to

We usef to denote the vector of all bids in an auction, angchjeve the maximization of the social efficiency through an
usef_; to denote the set of bids for all jobs except jop optimal matching between sefsand S.
Each jobj is charged a paymeny if /; wins in the auction.  Assumed, = {1, ..., z,,} includes all the available time

Thus, the utility for jobl; can be stated as: slots ins;. Eachl; € T can only be allocated in the time slot
of s; betweena; andd;. In order to simplify the matching
w— { vj —p; if I; wins in the auction (1) model betweer; ands;, we will make a further segmentation

/ 0 otherwise to A; based on the arrival time and deadline of all the jobs

o ) ) in Z. For eachl; € Z, its arrival time/deadline divides one
An auction is deemed aguthful if revealing the true ¢ the time slot ins; into 2 time slots. As shown in Fig. 2,

valuation is the dominant strategy for each fob regardless e time axis ofs; is divided into many disjoint time slots
of other jobs’ bids. More formally, an auction is truthful orgsier our segmentation. Let ; be thel-th time slot ins; and
strategy-proof, if for any jobl; , and for all f; # v; the A, pe the length ofz,,. We defineA;; = 0 when time

following inequality always holds: slot z;; is occupied by the primary user. Assume that the
time slot beginning at; is then’7-th time slot ins; and the
uj(vj, £-5) 2 ui (f5,£-5) (2)  time slot ending atl; is then’7-th time slot ins;. Formally,

L L .; € {0,1} is a binary variable indicating whethds is

In other words, that an auction is truthful implies thafjscated ins;. We can formulate the spectrum assignment
no player can improve its own profit (utility) by b'dd'ngproblem for jobs into an IPltegral Programminy
untruthfully. In our problem, truthfulness requires that:

1) The secondary users report their true valuations for the max O(v) = Z Z VjYi,j 4)
usage of spectrum channetsa(led value-SP). I;ET ;€8
2) The secondary users report their true required time durgybject to
tions (called time-SP). yij € {0,1},Vi,Vj
It has been proved in [17], a bid monotonic auction is S oy <1,V
truthful and individually rational if it always chargesitical €S )
Uj > nstj7v.7

valuesfrom secondary users. The monotone allocation implies
there is acritical valuefor each job such that if; bids higher TR
thancritical valuethen it wins and iff; bids lower thareritical 20, T 2 tiYig, Vi)
valuethen; loses. > @l < ALY

In this paper, we target at designing a heterogeneous spec- fiet
tr.um aL_Jc_tion which guarantees to achievg maxim_izat.ioln of so wherex{i is the timez, ; allocated tol;, O(v) denotes the
_C|a_l efficiency under truthfulness constraint. Social &ficy piactive function of the IP.
is introduced to evaluate the performance of the propose
mechanism. The social efficiency for an auction mechanidfa VCG-based Optimal Auction Design
M is defined as total true valuations of all winnetss. We first introduce a VCG-based optimal auction, which
EFRM) = 3_, .7 v;jy;, wherev; denotes the true valuationsolves the objective function dP (4) optimally. The winner
of job I; andy; indicates whether the required channel is alletermination is to maximize the social efficiency and the
located tol;. Hence, we concerned the following optimizatiopayment for each job is the opportunity cost that its presenc

], > 0,V1,Vi, Vj

problem: introduces to all the other jobs. The detailed auction pssce
is given in Algorithm 1.
max Z VjYss 3) Solving the above IP optimally is an NP-hard problem,
I;€eT

) . and its computational complexity is prohibitive for largeake
s.t.  Economic Robust Constraints spectrum market. Therefore, the VCG-based optimal auction
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then it also wins by bidding any pricg > f;.
Proof: Suppose)*(v) is the optimal solution of objective

Fig. 2. An instance of the spectrumy’s time axis segmentation. Let shadowfunction (4) and X is the winner determining vector corre-
slots denote the time intervals occupied by primary used, the blank slots  sponding toO* (v) whenI; bids f;. If I; wins in the auction,

indicate the intervals which can be allocated to secondaeysu

Algorithm 1 VCG-based Optimal Auction Mechanism

1. Let X* = ((El,!Ez,..

while z; = 0 indicates no allocation fof;;
2: Let P* = (pl,pg,
intends to pay the primary user;
3: Use VCG-based mechanism to @&t and P*;

,DN), Wherep, is the money thaf;

bidding higher can only increase the value®@f(v). Hence,
O*(v) is also the optimal solution for objective function (4),
1; always wins if it bldsf’ > f;, the Lemma holds. |

) be the winner determining ~ According to Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, it follows that:
vector, wherer; = 1 means jobl; wins in the auction,

Theorem 3:The VCG-based optimal auction is value-SP
for secondary users.

Since the time-domain is introduced into spectrum auction
mechanism design, time-SP issue should also be considered
at the same time. Now, we will show that the proposed VCG-

1) VCG-based mechanism includes an allocation teased optimal auction is time-SP for each secondary user.

maximize the social efficiency.

max Z Z VjYi,j

Theorem 4:The VCG-based optimal auction is time-SP for
secondary users.
Proof: We assume each job; € 7 could only claim

fiels:i€s a longer job length; than its actual requirement. Since the

s.t. Allocation Constraints. bidding price is the same, if; wins by biddingt} > ¢;, it

2) Payment charges each job described as followingalways wins by bidding truthfully. The payment of is time-
. independent or increases with, so the utility ofZ; will not
= maXZ Z UkYik — maXZ Z UkYi.k increase after it lies. Howevel; may lose by b|dd|ng >t

Xos ki sies k#j si€8 while wins by bidding truthfully In this case, the ut|I|tyfd
will decrease after it lies. This finished the proof. [ |

Based on Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, we have proved
that the designed VCG-based optimal auction is truthful for
secondary users.

Since that our allocation model is discrete, in what follpws
we would like to investigate whether our solution can be simu
mechanism is only suitable for a relative small-scale spett lated by any continuous model. Let the optimal performances
trading market. In Section IV, we will further design arunder discrete and continuous allocation models be denoted
auction that is truthful, but computes only an approximatehs P; and P, respectively. In fact, we have the following
optimal solution to maximize the social efficiency. conclusion:

_ _ Theorem 5: £ — oo,

C. Theoretical Analysis Proof: Assume there exists only one spectrum (channel)

As mentioned before, economic robust constraint should bgand a single jokl; in the scenario. Consider the case as
satisfied in auction design. We now analyze the propertisBown in Fig. 3, ifA;;, Ajp1 < t5, Ay + Ajpr > 5, 1
of the optimal auction in terms o¥alue-SPand time-SP  cannot be allocated is; with continuous time slots. Therefore,
Recall that a bid monotonic auction is value-SP if it alway®, = 0 holds. However,[; can be accepted in the discrete
charges critical values from secondary users. In our VC@Hocation model, thus we gt = v;. So % — oo, and the
based optimal auction, the payment for each jolis decided theorem holds. [ ]
by a fixed X' ; or its requiring time. So we can say thatis
independent oi;J, which means it is a critical value. There-
fore, the requirement of critical value is satisfied imméslia In practice, achieving the social efficiency problem opti-

Lemma 1:If I; wins, its paymenp; is a critical value. mally is infeasible in large scale spectrum market. Thegefo

Lemma 2: The VCG-based optimal auction is bid monowe present a more computationally efficient Per-Value Greed
tone. That is, for eacli; € Z, if I; wins by bidding pricef;, (PVG) auction mechanism in this section. The PVG auction

p; = max(pj,nst;)

4: The final allocatiorX is set toX* and the paymeng; is
set top; for each winner angh; = 0 for each loser.

IV. SUBOPTIMAL AUCTION MECHANISM DESIGN



first allocates the jobs for approximately maximizing sbcid\lgorithm 2 Spectrum Allocation Algorithm
efficiency with a greedy allocation mechanism, and thdnput:
charges the critical value of jobs to ensure truthfulness. Z=A{6L,..In} Il I: the set of all the jobs id/{;, sorted
) _ in descending order according 1g;
A. Spectrum Allocation Mechanism S = {s1,...,sm} Il S: the set of available spectrum in

We now outline the greedy allocation mechanism. Recall Aj;
that v; is the weight (bid) of jobl; and ¢; is the job Output:
length of I;. The per-unit weight (bid) of jobl; can be The set of accepted jobs iA;
calculated througb’y7 = 2L All feasible jobs inZ are sorted in 1. A = ¢;
descending order accordlngﬁp The Algorithm 2 maintains 2: for j = 1to N do
a setA of currently accepted jobs. There are three possibla:  if v; > n,t; then

cases that jold; can be accepted by Algorithm 2. 4: for i =1to M do
Case 1: When a new job; is considered according to the s: if 7; can be allocated is; that not overlap with
sorted order, we scan all the available spectrums one by one, other jobsthen
1; is immediately accepted if it can be allocated in one ofs: A= AU{L};
these spectrums without time overlapping with any othes job 7: accept/; and allocate it ins;;
in A. 8: Break
Case 2: IfI; overlaps with some jobs inl, it can also be o if I; ¢ A then
accepted when its weight is larger th&G3 > 1) times the 10: for <=1 to M do
sum of weights of all overlapping jobs. In this case, we adth: if the total weight of jobs{Ji,...,J,} that
1; in A and delete all the overlapping jobs i and say that overlap withI; is smaller thanw// then
I, “preempts’ these overlapping jobs. 12: A:=AU{L}/{J1,....Tn};
Case 3: After some other jobs accepted in Case 2, jab: preempt {.J1, ..., J,} and allocatel; in s;;
I; which has been rejected or preempted before can he for k=1toj do
reconsidered for acceptance if it can be allocated withous: if I, ¢ A, v, > nstx and can be allocated
overlapping with any other jobs. in s; that not overlap with other jobthen
Define J,, as the job with thek-th smallestr, which is 16: A:=AU{l};
allocated in the time slots &f betweeru; andd;. We say that 17 accept; and allocate it ins;;
jobs Ji, ..., Jp, overlap with;, if I; can be aIIocated without 18: Break
time overlap by deleting jobds, ..., J;, in A, but cannot be 19: if I; ¢ Athen
allocated by deleting jobd;, ..., J,—1 in A. 20: reject I;;

If I;'s weight is no larger thar(5 > 1) times the sum 21: return A;
of weights of all overlapping jobdy, ..., J,, we say that jobs
J1, ..., Jp, directly “reject” I;.

A job I; “caused the rejection or preemption of another
job J, if either job I, directly rejects or preempts jol, or
preempts/ indirectly. For example, if jold is preempted by
job J and jobJ is preempted by, we say thatl; preempts
I indirectly.

If I; is accepted, we allocate time slots for jép starting
from its arrival time and searching for a series of available
time slots in a backward manner. The approximation factor
of our allocation mechanism is stated in the following.

(directly or indirectly) by!. In addition,R(I) contains/

in the case off € O.
3) AssumeJ € O is rejected by line 20 in Algorithm 2 and
let 11, ..., I, be the jobs inA that overlapped with/ at
the time of rejection. We can only allocate each job in the
same spectrum in our model. Hende, ..., I;, andJ are
allocated in the same spectrum. ketlenote the weight
of J and letv; denote the weight of; for 1 < j < h. We
view J ash imaginary jobsJy, ..., Jy, where the weight

Theorem 6:The approximation factor of the PVG -+ of Ji is P forl<j<h. R( j) = R(L;) U{J5}
42, Note that the Welght of/; is no larger tharg times the

Proof: Let O be the set of jobs chosen by the optimal ~ Weight of /; according to the rejection rule.
mechanismOPT. Let the set of jobs accepted by Algorithm For each jobJ € O, if J € A, it had been included if(.J)
2 be denoted byd. For each joll € A, we define a seR(/) through our acceptance rule; otherwise, it must be preanpte
of all the jobs inO that “accounted for” byl. R(I) consists or rejected by somé < A. In this case,J belongs exactly to
of I'if I € O, and all the jobs inO which are rejected or the setsk(7) that preempted or rejected By Thus, the union

preempted by/. More formally: of all setsR(I) for I € A coversO.
1) Assumel is accepted by case 1 or 3, thé&{l) = {I} We now fix a jobl € A. Letv be the weight ofl and let
in the case off € O, andR(I) = () otherwise. V' be the sum of weights of all jobs iR(I). Then, we can

2) Assumel is accepted by case 2, thét(]) is initialized get thatV = o' +v” + v if I € O, wherev’ denotes the
to contain all those jobs fron® that were preempted weights of all jobs preempted b, v" is the weights of all



jobs or portion of them rejected by otherwiseV = v +v". > ROS
Therefore, we can conclude that < v’ 4+ v” + v. Define | | |
p = V/v. Our goal is to give the upper bound pf a a a, d d d
We first consider the jobs that have been rejected! by : 1
According to line 20, if/ € O overlaps with jobsly, ..., I, Fig. 4. The whole time-axis is classified int@®S (Left of Separatrix) and

we split J into h imaginary jobs.Ji,...,J, and let each ros(Right of Separatrix) by using the critical point as the sefia. Arrival
overlapping jokl; account for an imaginary jold;. Therefore, time a1 of the job J; is the critical point in this instance. Shadow parts

we can assume that eadh is only to be rejected by,. On ndicate the time slots preempted by
the other hand, if we remové from A, all of the jobs or
imaginary jobs rejected by can be accepted hx.

Let Ji,..., J; be the jobs inO which were rejected by.
If there exists a jobJ, (1 < k& < ¢) which can partition
Ji, ..., Jq into two disjoint sections in time-axis, we will define
the arrival point of J, a critical point; otherwise, we will
choose the arrival time of job as the critical point. The whole o )
time-axis will be classified intd. OS (Left of Separatrix) and __BY the same method, we can easily find sum of weights
ROS (Right of Separatrix) by using the critical point as tha'Los of all the rejected jobs in LOS satisfies:

2

Based on (7) and (8), the sum of weightgos of all the
rejected jobs in ROS satisfies:

Vros < Bv+t"n %)

separatrix. We define the job whose arrival time later than Vios < Bv+t'n (10)
critical point belongs tdROS otherwise, the job belongs to
LOS

Assume that the job length dfis ¢, the allocated time in joéo(r:r;l?]mt;ggcg;gu?;%\ée: two conditions, sum of weights of all

LOS and ROSlast ' andt” respectively. We can easily get
that: v" = Vros + Veos <2B8v+ (' +t")p=28v+v  (11)
t = tl —I—t” (5)

We now assume inductively that théoound is valid for jobs
Assume that there exists two jobs and.J; located alROS with a larger per-unit weight than that éf Since the overall
in Fig. 4, anda, is the critical point. Since we allocate timeweight of the jobs that directly preempted bys at mostv/ g,
slots for job J starting from its arrival time and searchingwe can getv/S x p > v’. Recall thatV < v’ +v” + v and
for continuous available time slots in a backward mander, v” < 28v+wv hold. We can obtain thadt < vp/+28v+v+wv.
rejected byl indicates that all the available time from to This implies thatV/v = p < p/8 + 25 + 2. The inequality
dy is less than its job length whesy, < d» . However,JJ; can be depicted ag < 21(_5;;16) equivalently. This inequality
and J> can be accepted while removingfrom A , hence takes its minimal value whefi = 1+ /2, which implies that
the job length of/; is equal to the time overlapped with the, < g 1 4,/2. Finally, since thep bound holds for all the
jobs allocated between andd. Assume that the overlap timejops in .4 and the union of allR(I) sets covers all the jobs
Ji with job I is ¢} If all the jobs account for the weight of taxen byOP 7, we can conclude that thEF F(OPT) is at

time overlap with.J, , we can cover the total weight ofi.  most y times the social efficiencyzFF(A). Therefore, the
Therefore, the weight of should account fot/; is equal to gpproximation factor i$ + 4v/2. m

mt}. It's obvious thatt) < ¢”, thus we can calculate the total
weight of all the jobsl should account for irROS B. Payment Calculation

After getting the set of accepted jobs by Algorithm 2, we
will calculate the payment for each winner. An auction is
value-SP if and only if it is bid monotone and always charges

Whend; > d» , we demonstrate thatros < v + 72t < the winners its critical value. Therefore, we use thieary
vy + not” similarly. searchto find the critical value for each job inl.

Assuming there are more than two jobs .t located in Let p; denote the payment of job;, and p’. denote the
ROS which were rejected bl , we can easily conclude thatcritical value of I; € A calculated througtbinary search

Vros < va +mity < wvs +mt” (6)

VRos <0+ D g ity and -, <t Since the payment for winndr should be no less thant;,
According to the rejection rule, we can get: p); satisfies:
v; < B (7) nst; < pj < vj (12)
Since then;, from any of the rejected job, is less than the
value of7 from I, the following holds: We chargep; = p); for each winner angh; = 0 for each
/ / " loser. According to the payment rule, we can easily get that:
S ompti <> i, <t ®) g i v 9

Lemma 7:If I; wins, its paymenp; is a critical value in

k#i ki .
the PVG auction.



C. Theoretical Analysis of the PVG Auction At last, we discuss the time complexity of the PVG auction.

Similar to the analysis of the VCG-based optimal auctioA\SSUme ¢ denotes the minimum bid size, and,... =
we first prove the most important economic property stratéjlgjg(vj — nst;). Therefore, we have:
gyproofness of the PVG auction which requires bedlue-SP  Theorem 11:The time complexity of the PVG auction is
andtime-SP O(MN?ZlogP), whereM is the number of channeldy is the
To prove thevalue-SPof the PVG auction, we should firstnumber of jobs, and® = V... /€.

prove that the allocation resulting from the PVG auctionigs b
V. SIMULATION RESULTS

monotone.
Lemma 8:The allocation resulting from the PVG auction In this section, we conduct extensive simulations to examin
is bid monotone. the performance of the proposed auctions.

Proof: Supposing job/ wins by bidding f in the PVG 5 simulation Setup
auction, we increasgs bid from f to f’ with f/ > f. Assume
j is the rank of/ by bidding f in Z, andi is the new rank
of I by bidding f”. Then we can get thaf = £ < £* =y,
i<j.

Suppos€ loses in the auction by bidding/, there are two
possible cases:

Case 1: The jold is accepted through line 6, but preempte
by job J, This meansl overlaps withJ. According to our
preemption rule,/ also can be accepted whémids truthfully.
There is no enough time available férafter J is accepted.
Thus,I cannot be accepted by biddirfgeither. If J is also be
preempted by another job, andiifis still not be accepted by
bidding f’ according to line 17, then it will not be accepte
by bidding f either.

Case 2:I has never been accepted. This mearwerlaps
with one or more jobs which have been acceptedlinin this
case,l cannot be accepted by biddirfgeither.

According to the above analysis, ifwins by biddingf in
the PVG auction, it always wins by bidding > f. Therefore,
the allocation resulting from the PVG auction is bid mon@on

The lemma holds.

In order to make the experimental results more convinc-
ing and close to reality, we adopt the data set based on
analysis of measurement data, which is collected in Guang-
dong Province, China. We choose the frequency band of
Broadcasting TV#8.5 - 92MHz) for comparison from many
Hequency band of services, and intercept continuous 5’ days
record from the whole measurement data. Total bandwidth of
TV1is split into plenty of channels in accordance with the
width of 0.2MHz. For each channel, the data are divided into
massive time slots, and we roughly set each time slot about
75 seconds. As a result, total number of time slots reaches to
(?760 (5days/75s).

Fig. 5 shows a depiction of the channel vacancy located in
frequency band offV1 We use black color to represent the
occupied time slots and white color to denote the white space
for each channel. The comparison figure makes some charac-
teristics of spectrum usage easier to visualize, for irtgtawe
can easily find that the usage time of primary user is bagicall
the same in each day. Therefore, the vacancy time slots in all
5 days are selected as the idle slots for auction to ensure the

We will give the truthful demonstration of the propose(%llsage of primary user at the same time.

PVG auction mechanism through Theorem 9 and Theor%rg}lnugl;(r: Sllglalgtlg;\s/’lvgz ;elift jnc(j:rl?lgnteoltsalfr'[(i)rweﬂ:)? E\ﬂ:ﬂe
10. With Lemma 7 and Lemma 8, we obtain: q y put,

) o channel lasts 24 hours from 0:00 to 24:00. We generate all
Theorem 9:The PVG auction is value-SP. . . . .
Then we show that the PVG auction scheme is time-SP fthre bid vaIue; from secpndary users with a reservation price
8hd the requirement of job length for each secondary user is
secondary users. uniformly distributed in the range of [0.5,2] hours. Theueqt
Theorem 10:The PVG auction is time-SP. '

. . time interval with arrival time and deadline for each seamyd
Proof: We also assume the joly € I can only claim a @y

: ) . . ; user is uniformly distributed in the range of [2,4] houps.
Ionggr job Iengthtj thap 't.s actual reguwement in tevG shows the number of requests in our setting, Here, we generat
auction. If I; wins by bidding a fake job length; > ¢;, we

two different scenarios.
can get that: . L .
o Set 1. All the requests are uniformly distributed in 24

fi o 1 (13) hours without hot time.

nji = E = Z = 773,'
« Set 2: There exists hot time in this setting, which contains
Similar to the proof of Lemma 8, we can easily obtain that about§ requests of the whole day. In our simulation
1; also wins by bidding;. Since the payment of; is time- setting, we set = 80%.
independent or increased with, since the utility of; will ) .
not be increased when it lies. Howevermay lose by bidding B- Performance of the Auction Mechanisms
t’ > t;, while winning by bidding truthfully. In this case, the In this section, we study the performance of the PVG mech-
utility of I; will be decreased after it lies. anism compared with the VCG-based optimal mechanism. We
So Theorem holds. B mainly focus on the performance of social efficiency andltota
Based on Theorem 9 and Theorem 10, we have proved thatenue for primary user. For comparison, we plot results
the PVG auction is also truthful for secondary user. for 2 different request sets mentioned above, and analyze



users is equal to the product gf and the request time. In
this case, the total revenue for primary user increasegyalon
with n,. However, a request cannot be allocated in channels
if its per-unit bid is smaller tham,. Thus, many secondary
users may lose in the auction due to their bids are smaller
than the product of); and their request time. The revenue of
Fig. 5. Usage of spectrum for 5 days, an instance of frequérand of primary user will decreases with the value mpf whenn; is
Broadcasting TV1 set too high. Most of the requests from the wining secondary
users overlap with at least one request from a losing secgnda
user, when there are plenty of requests from secondary users

k === | inthe spectrum marke(= 25). The revenue of primary user
i At 1wl decrease with the value of in this case. This is more
éus,.r'""“ obvious in Set 2. Due to the fierce competition among requests
*==3 " in hot time, the revenue of primary user doesn't increase by
N o — | setting a highem, even when\ = 15. We can make some

_ e _reasonable hypothesis based on the analysis of experimenta

(a) Social Efficiency Ratio (b) Spectrum Utilization Ratig.gits from Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(b). The primary user can

Fig. 6. Social efficiency ratio and spectrum utilizationioainder Set 1 and improve its revenue by setting a suitahleunder the condition
2:ms=0,8=2 that supply exceeds demand. The revenue of primary user can
be maximized through the competition of secondary users in
the condition that demand exceeds supply, the revenue will

decrease with a large;.

10 15 20 25
Number of the requests from SUS.

VI. LITERATURE REVIEWS

Auction serves as an efficient way to distribute scarce
: : resources in a market and it has been extensively studied in
(a) set 1 (b) set 2 the scope of spectrum allocation in recent years. Many works
follow on the designs of wireless spectrum auctions in céffe
scenarios. For instance, [7] and [19] study the spectrund ban
auctions aiming to minimize the spectrum interference.
influences of the relationship between supply and demandTruthfulness is a critical factor to attract participatifdrb].
from the results. Many well-known truthful auction mechanisms are desigieed t

Fig. 6(a) illustrates the social efficiency ratio of the PV@chieve economical robustness [2], [16], [20]. Unfortehat
auction and the VCG-based optimal auction. We see thatne of the earlier spectrum auctions address the problem
the PVG auction works as well as the VCG-based optimaf truthfulness. Truthfulness is first designed for speautru
auction when\ is small. This is because there is enougauction in [28], where spectrum reuse is considered. Simila
available time for each secondary user, and most of them candel is adopted by the following works: [29], [24], [21],
be allocated without overlapping with others in both schemd22], [9], [11], [1], [8], [23], [21], etc. Specifically, [11] and
The competition among secondary users increases With[1] focus on designing truthful mechanisms for maximizing
the VCG-based optimal auction outperforms the PVG auctioavenue for the auctioneer; [8] chooses the classic max-
gradually. The social efficiency ratio keeps approximatelyin fairness criterion in the study of the fairness issue in
stable when\ is large enough, where the supply is much lesspectrum allocations to achieve global fairness; [23] suizp
than demand. From Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), we can see that #pectrum reservation prices in the auction model. TODA [21]
PVG auction performs best in the lightly loaded system arfiilst takes time domain into account, and proposes a truthful
worst in highly loaded system of set 2. However, even in treiboptimal auction with polynomial time complexity aiming
worst case, the social efficiency ratio of the PVG auction t® generate maximum revenue for the auctioneer. District
still above 70% of the VCG-based optimal auction. mechanism [22] first takes the spectrum locality into actoun

In Fig. 7(a), we plot the relationship between and the and gives an economically robust and computationally effici
expected revenue ratio for primary user in Set 1, where theethod. Different from traditional periodic auction model
expected revenue ratio is the total payment of all the wignirmany works study the spectrum allocation in an online model
secondary users compared with the social efficiency whigi], [5], [26]. However, most existing works concentrate o
ns = 0. When the number of requests is small (8 or 18 truthful mechanism design without considering spectrums
in Fig. 7(a)), the competition is weak, some of the requesis non-identical items. The proposed optimal and sub-@pbtim
from secondary users can be allocated in channels with@piectrum auction mechanisms take the inherent spectrum
overlapping with others. Thus, the payment of these seegndaeterogeneous characteristics into consideration inpiajeer.

Fig. 7. Expected revenue ratio under different data s®ts, 2.



Heterogeneous spectrum transaction issue has been studdA. Gopinathan, Z. Li, and C. Wu. Strategyproof auctions fatabcing
in [6], [18] and [14]. In [6], Fenget al. propose a truthful

double auction method for heterogeneous spectrum altotati [9
[18] and [14] solve the heterogeneous auction problems in

different perspectives. However, they do not consider time
main issue in their works, thus making the spectrum allocati ;g
incomplete.

VIl. CONCLUSION

social welfare and fairness in secondary spectrum marketBroceed-
ings of the INFOCOM 2012pages 2813-2821. |IEEE, 2011.

] H. Huang, Y. Sun, K. Xing, H. Xu, X. Xu, and L. Huang. Truthful

(11]

In this paper, we studied a general truthful secondary spec-
trum auction framework of heterogeneous spectrum allooati
We designed two auction mechanisms to maximize the social
efficiency. One is optimal design for social efficiency byngsi

the classic VCG mechanism, but it has high complexity. T £
proposedPVG auction scheme has a constant approximation
factor but is computationally much more efficient. These-auc

multi-unit double auction for spectrum allocation in wass communi-
cations. InProceedings of the 7th International Conference on Wireles
Algorithms, Systems, and Applications (WASA 20$pyinger, 2012.
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tions provide primary users sufficient incentive to sharrth [14]

spectrum and make dynamic spectrum access more practical.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work that take&s]
both the spectrum heterogeneity and a flexible time requ?l%t]
from secondary users into consideration.

Several interesting questions are left for future researbh

first one is to study the case when the request of a secon

user may be served by several channels in a single local secondary users.

[17]

allocation in cognitive radio networks.IEEE/ACM Transactions on
Networking (TON) 18(6):1841-1854, 2010.

I. Kash, R. Murty, and D.C. Parkes. Enabling spectrum shaim
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